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To the countless millions who suffered and died at the hands of the idiotic, insane, ignorant, asinine, lying, conniving, criminal, horrific, destructive, dehumanizing, diabolical, bloody, brutal, barbarous, ridiculous, pernicious, atrocious, hellacious, murderous, monstrous, malicious, malignant, moronic, godless, and all-around stupid, vile, vicious, and evil ideology known as communism









CHAPTER 1
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Educating for Ignorance


Did you know?


[image: ][image: ]     American high school students have recently put on events celebrating communism


[image: ][image: ]     To school teachers, the real villains are the “red-baiting” anti-communists


[image: ][image: ]     Communism killed ten times as many people as Nazism


Graduating seniors at Cottonwood Classical Preparatory school in Albuquerque, New Mexico, picked the perfect theme for their 2015 spring prom. The killer concept they picked for the premier dance of the year? “Prom-munism.”1


The grand event would unfold under the banner—the literal red flag—of Lenin, Stalin, Mao, Marx, and Castro. For their big party, the students looked to The Party. They invoked a different kind of Party animal—the rapacious mass murderers whose marquee event was a carnival of carnage, a legacy of over a hundred million dead victims.


Now there’s something to dance about.


Perhaps North Korea’s Kims could spin some records? The Kim boys—Kim Il-Sung, Kim Jong Il, Kim Jong Un—were wild party animals. The second Kim was Hennessy’s number one private purchaser of cognac, which he guzzled along with his personal harem of bleach-blonde party girls—the permanent sex slaves that comprised his “Satisfaction Corps” of women specially trained by the state to administer to his sexual gratification.2 He also boasted the world’s largest private collection of pornography, which he bequeathed to his son, who has partied with some of America’s best—notably, NBA bad-boy Dennis Rodman. The current Kim’s harem is known as his Pleasure Squad. And his regime peddles Rohypnol, the notorious date-rape drug.3


Mao Zedong, too, was quite the party animal. Not only was he responsible for between sixty and seventy million dead Chinese. He also sired hundreds if not thousands of Chinese children—and passed along his venereal diseases to the countless virgin girls supplied for his satisfaction by his Red Guard.4


“Our students are in the International Baccalaureate program, so they are very academically focused,” said one Albuquerque school official, explaining the educational inspiration for the concept. “One of the classes they enjoy the most is a world history class.”


A student named Cole Page—a sensible sophomore who betrayed an insight into communism the seniors somehow hadn’t gleaned from the high school’s history classes—expressed a different perspective: “I honestly don’t think it’s that funny.”5


“Glee Meets the Russian Revolution”


Unfortunately, “Prom-munism” wasn’t a fluke.


Three years earlier, in September 2012, a band at New Oxford High School near Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, home of one of the great moments in American history, gave a salute to one of the worst moments in history. They performed a halftime show titled “St. Petersburg 1917,” a musical commemoration of the Bolshevik Revolution. The band’s website posted a photo of the beaming students holding the hammer and sickle, the symbol that Vladimir Lenin and Leon Trotsky elevated in St. Petersburg in 1917.


Here again, not everyone was laughing.


“There is no reason for Americans to celebrate the Russian revolution,” said one irate parent. “I am sure the millions who died under communism would not see the joy of celebrating the Russian revolution by a school 10 miles from Gettysburg.” He added, “It was Glee meets the Russian Revolution. I’m not kidding you. They had giant hammers and sickles and they were waving them around.” He asked, “Who thought this was a good idea?”


Said another parent, “If I was Lithuanian, Estonian, or Ukrainian, I’d be a little hot. I’d be really hot. It’s insulting to glorify something that doesn’t need to be glorified in America.”


The parent wondered what the reaction might have been if the band had chosen a Nazi theme, “celebrating the music of 1935 Berlin.”


The superintendent of the school defended her students. “It’s a representation of the time period in history, called ‘St. Petersburg 1917,’” she objected. “I am truly sorry that somebody took the performance in that manner. I am.” She continued: “If anything is being celebrated it’s the music. . . . I’m just very sorry that it wasn’t looked at as just a history lesson.”6


As a history lesson, it deserves a giant F.


How is this happening, in America today, a century after the Bolshevik Revolution that launched a global killing spree from Kiev to Cambodia, from Havana to Hungary?


What Americans are witnessing here is a direct by-product of decade after decade of little to no education—correction, miseducation—on the malicious menace of deadly communism, which America devoted so many precious lives and resources to defeat. We won the Cold War in the political arena, but lost it in the classroom. If and when communism is taught at all in American schools, the communists are often lauded for their idealism, their devotion to equality for women and minorities. Their actual track record—the politically created famines, the wars of aggression, the body count in the tens of millions—is too frequently passed over in silence. It’s not that no villains are called out, but they’re the anti-communists like Senator Joe McCarthy. At best, the teacher assumes a position of moral neutrality, as if, to borrow from President Ronald Reagan’s “Evil Empire” speech, the Cold War was simply “one giant misunderstanding,” in which the free West occupied no moral high ground.


Back in the time of the Cold War, Reagan exposed the folly of moral equivalence between the communist world and the free West. He urged Americans to “beware the temptation of pride—the temptation of blithely declaring yourselves above it all and label both sides equally at fault, to ignore the facts of history and the aggressive impulses of an evil empire.” He urged his countrymen not to remove themselves “from the struggle between right and wrong and good and evil.”


The fact is, there was right and wrong and good and evil in the battle against Soviet communism. And though America, as Reagan admitted, had its faults—indeed, its “sins”—it could not hold a candle to the blowtorch of fiery evils emanating from behind the Iron Curtain.


The “Softer Side” of Communism


I could fill this book with story after painful story relayed by my own students—a parade of appalling ignorance in our education establishment. One former student named John, Grove City College class of 2000, told me about his first assignment as a teaching assistant in a nearby high school history class. He had been a double major in education and history, so he told his supervising teacher he’d be happy to cover the Soviet Union in the 1930s. She agreed. So John methodically taught about the famine in the Ukraine, Stalin’s purges and Great Terror, and the Hitler-Stalin Pact. He gave carefully sourced figures on the millions of victims.


John was pleased at how the students were engaged by the lessons, with many hands in the air. Clearly, they were learning all of these hideous things for the first time. But he also noticed the dirty looks from his supervisor stationed at the back of the room, arms folded, eyes glaring. At the end of his presentation, the teacher testily reprimanded him, “Look, John, I want you to ease up on the Red-baiting and commie-bashing. Besides, these students are going to get a decidedly different view on communism from me.” She promised to teach “a softer side of communism.”


Imagine if the teacher had said something similar about Nazism: Look, John, I want you to ease up on the Nazi-baiting and Hitler-bashing. Besides, these students are going to get a decidedly different view on fascism from me. What if she had promised to teach a “softer side” to the Third Reich?


Another student of mine—Sean, Grove City College class of 2001—told me about the elite Christian private school he attended in northern Ohio where a newly hired teacher fresh out of college from a major university in Pennsylvania told the students that he was a “Christian communist.” In fact, he argued that anyone who is a Christian should be a communist. “Communism is misunderstood,” was the teacher’s refrain.


Too bad Karl Marx wasn’t there to tell the shockingly ill-informed teacher that “communism begins where atheism begins.” In the Soviet Union, Christians literally could not be members of the Communist Party. And teachers could not be Christians.


 










[image: ]







[image: ]





Harry Truman Explains the Difference between Christianity and Communism


President Truman colorfully said he was willing to believe in an ideal “Honest Communism,” with Christians holding all their goods in common as “set out in the Acts of the Apostles.” But every actual instance of communism, he pointed out, was something quite different: “They all start with a wrong premise—that lies are justified and that the old, disproven Jesuit formula, the ends justify the means, is right and necessary to maintain the power of the government.” He said, “Russian Godless Pervert Systems won’t work.”7
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JFK on Why Communism and Christianity Are Incompatible


According to John F. Kennedy, communists allow “no room for God”: “The claim of the state must be total, and allow no other loyalty, and no other philosophy of life, can be tolerated.” They “make the worship of the State the ultimate objective of life.”8 President Kennedy spoke of the “struggle for supremacy between two conflicting ideologies: freedom under God versus ruthless, godless tyranny.”9









 


A freshman student in a 1996 course I taught at Robert Morris University told me about the successful propaganda of one Allegheny County school district teacher, who convinced the entire class that Marxism was a “wonderful” but “misunderstood” system that had never really been tried. “He absolutely brainwashed us,” she told me bitterly. The teacher did a bang-up job covering the calamities of Nazism, and rightly so. The leftists who dominate education are never negligent in exposing the atrocities of an ideology that they consider an extreme “right-wing” one. They do yeoman’s work hammering the Holocaust and its catastrophe, as they should. But high school teachers who give equal time to the evils of the communist ideology, which killed ten times the number of people the Nazis annihilated, are vanishingly rare.


These are just three anecdotal examples from my own backyard—which, incidentally, is a fairly conservative backyard. Pittsburgh isn’t San Francisco. Western Pennsylvania and eastern Ohio are not New England and Chicago. Robert Morris University is not Columbia University. The incidents I have recounted here are the tip of the iceberg. I speak on the crimes of communism at colleges all over the country, and I hear accounts like these everywhere.


Honestly, I have never given a talk where some young person has not paused to tell me stories like this. The students are often quite resentful, knowing they have been misled, misinformed, and betrayed.


We talk about “educating for excellence.” But in reality, in American high schools and colleges across the West, we are educating for ignorance.


This Politically Incorrect Guide® to Communism, which is really simply a Politically Accurate Guide to Communism, endeavors to provide the corrective. It is a stake in the chest of the Marxist-Leninist monster, the Bolshevik vampire that deserves to be forever interred aside Vladimir Lenin in Red Square. Expose the hissing creature to the sunlight of truth and watch him shriek and shrivel.


So, dear reader, grab a stake and a hammer (but not a sickle)—and maybe even a cross and a little holy water. Let the pounding begin.









CHAPTER 2


[image: ]


How Many People Have These Bastards Killed?


Did you know?


[image: ][image: ]     Communism has killed well over a hundred million people worldwide


[image: ][image: ]     The communists in Cambodia killed at least a quarter and perhaps as many as half of the population


[image: ][image: ]     Stalin alone killed about six times as many people as Hitler


“Communism has only killed 100 million people. Why not give it another shot?”


That was the quip on a T-shirt given to me by a former student. The mordant comment was a bittersweet joke. No ideology has been as singularly deadly as communism.


That’s a damned big killing field, comrade.


And the butcher’s bill is not even the whole story. No political ideology has produced as much wretched poverty, rank repression, and sheer violence as communism. In country after country, across vastly different nationalities, traditions, and ethnicities, communists have consistently engaged in egregious violations of the most basic human rights, from free speech to the right to assemble, from press freedom to property rights, from conscience rights to religious liberty. Communist regimes have routinely refused their citizens the right to exit—that is, to escape—the misery and destruction they have implemented within their own borders. In some cases, they erected walls to lock the masses into their workers’ paradise: cement barriers patrolled by secret police with guns aimed not outward at some perceived enemy seeking to enter, but inward upon the unarmed, immiserated populace.
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A Book You’re Not Supposed to Read


Alexander Solzhenitsyn begins The Gulag Archipelago, his majestic history of the Soviet forced-labor-camp system, with a shocking story. He cites an article in the journal Nature, which informed its readers, in a strictly scientific fashion, about the discovery of a perfectly preserved prehistoric fish in Siberia.


“Flouting the higher claims of ichthyology,” narrated Solzhenitsyn, and “elbowing each other to be first,” the men who made the discovery chipped away the ice, hurried the fish to a fire, cooked it, and bolted it down. No doubt, said Solzhenitsyn, Nature impressed its readers with this account of how a ten-thousand-year-old fish had been preserved over such a long period. But only a narrower group of readers could decipher the true meaning of this “incautious” report. That smaller club was Solzhenitsyn’s fellow survivors of the Gulag.1 When your goal is survival, you survive, even if it means hurriedly devouring something that in a normal world would be carefully transported to a museum. But Soviet communism was no normal world.









 


The ultimate symbols of that repression were the Berlin Wall, erected in August 1961 to keep the East Germans from fleeing to free West Berlin, and the fenced in people-zoo that was the Soviet Gulag, the prison system created by Lenin and Stalin.


Communism deprives individuals of their inalienable rights. It is a totalitarian, atheistic ideology pursued for the stated purpose of ushering in a classless utopia—a better, even perfect, world. This utopian promise has gone unfulfilled in every country that has attempted communism in any form. No ideology has so constantly, so abjectly, so horridly, so reliably failed to meet its central stated objective—instead achieving the precise opposite of an earthly utopia. From Stalin’s Russia to Pol Pot’s Cambodia to Hugo Chávez’s Venezuela, communism has ushered in not the promised workers’ paradise but the closest thing the world has known to hell on earth.


Swing a dead cat and you’ll hit another pile of corpses left by a communist government. How many people did these gangsters and their deadly ideology kill? Seriously, what is the actual body count?


Counting the Bodies


The 1999 Black Book of Communism—a highly respected work published by Harvard University Press—attempted the thankless task of tabulating the total communist death toll in the twentieth century. It came up with a figure approaching a hundred million.2 Here is the general breakdown:


         •    U.S.S.R.: 20 million


         •    China: 65 million


         •    Vietnam: 1 million


         •    North Korea: 2 million


         •    Cambodia: 2 million deaths


         •    Eastern Europe: 1 million


         •    Latin America: 150,000


         •    Africa: 1.7 million


         •    Afghanistan: 1.5 million


         •    The international communist movement and Communist parties not in power: about 10,000


The U.S.-based Victims of Communism Memorial Foundation, the preeminent institution for detailing communist crimes, agrees with the estimate of a hundred million deaths.3


But in fact, these frightening numbers are quite conservative.


Take the figure for the Soviet Union, where the Black Book records twenty million dead.4 Most accounts of the total Soviet death toll exceed thirty-three million, and some estimates are twice that. Cold War historian Lee Edwards, citing the epic work on “democide” by political scientist R. J. Rummel, estimates that Soviet governments were responsible for the death of 61.9 million of their own people from 1917 to 1987.5
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A Book You’re Not Supposed to Read


Marx & Satan (Crossway Books, 1986) is the title of a politically incorrect look at the life of the seminal communist philosopher Karl Marx by the late Richard Wurmbrand, a Christian minister who spent fourteen years imprisoned and tortured in communist Romania.









 


Alexander Yakovlev, a high-level Soviet official who became one of Mikhail Gorbachev’s chief reformers and in the 1990s was given the official task of trying to tabulate the victims of Soviet communism, estimates that Stalin alone “annihilated . . . sixty to seventy million people.” Yakovlev’s estimate is consistent with the figures tabulated by dissident Alexander Solzhenitsyn.7
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You Never Said a Truer Word


“We shall not enter into the kingdom of socialism in white gloves on a polished floor.” —Leon Trotsky,6 in what may be the understatement of the century









 


A similar level of bloodshed was wrought solely by China’s Mao Zedong, who was responsible for the deaths of at least sixty million in China, and more likely over seventy million, according to the latest biographical-historical research.8


Also too conservative is the Black Book’s North Korea number, which does not include the two to three million who died in the famine of the late 1990s, a famine resulting directly from communist policies.9 The Black Book went to press too early to include that figure in its twentieth-century total. (Give the communists a little more time, and they are sure to kill a few million more.) For a fuller sense of the devastation, two to three million dead was roughly 10 to 15 percent of the North Korean population.10 That percentage of the American population would be forty million people. (America lost three hundred thousand dead in all of World War II.)


For an even worse death toll, consider the case of Cambodia, where the Black Book credits communism with two million deaths. That number, too, may well be higher, possibly rising to three million, though it is the percentage that is especially horrible: Pol Pot and his Khmer Rouge killed upwards of two to three million out of a total Cambodian population of five to seven million in just four years.11


The total deaths caused by communism in the twentieth century are closer to 140 million. That number equates to a rate of multiple thousands dead per day over the course of a century.


The 140 million figure was used by Professor Rummel, the late renowned expert of statistics on deaths caused by violent regimes.13
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A Book You’re Not Supposed to Read


A Century of Violence in Soviet Russia by Alexander Yakovlev (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2002).









Odious Comparisons


By comparison, Hitler’s horrific genocide against Jews, Gypsies, the mentally disabled, and others he deemed “misfits” killed approximately ten million (six million of whom were Jews). Hitler was a master of death and evil, but his death toll doesn’t approach that of Stalin or Mao alone, not to speak of what communist ideology en masse has done.


Another chilling figure for comparison: The combined dead from World Wars I and II—the most destructive conflicts in human history—was approximately fifty to seventy million. One must combine and then double the tolls of the two world wars to achieve numbers comparable to communism’s mass slaughter.
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The Dance of Death


“Ever more boldly I play the dance of death,” are words Karl Marx put in the mouth of the title character in his youthful poem “The Player.”12 Here Marx proved himself a better prophet than poet. The ideas for which he would be famous, the philosophy that he scripted, the international communist symphony for which he composed the opus, represented a grand dance of death that left well over a hundred million people dead in the name of the ideology that bears his name.
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Take Hitler and Start Multiplying


“And so many bodies! Not six million but 60 million, or 100 million—in any case scores and scores of millions. Too many ever to number.” —Jonathan Rauch16









 


The highest estimates on the death produced during the entirety of the Spanish Inquisition, a period of some sixty years, come nowhere near the level of death in Stalin’s purges—or merely Lenin’s first year in power.14


As Jonathan Rauch has pointed out in The Atlantic, “The fact remains: communism, not Nazism or racism or whatever other ism you please, is the deadliest fantasy in human history, and even Americans, for all our struggles against it, have not yet looked it full in the face.” Rauch quotes Alan Charles Kors, a historian of European intellectual history at the University of Pennsylvania: “The West accepts an epochal, monstrous, unforgivable double standard. We rehearse the crimes of Nazism almost daily; we teach them to our children as ultimate historical and moral lessons; and we bear witness to every victim. We are, with so few exceptions, almost silent on the crimes of communism. So the bodies lie among us, unnoticed, everywhere.”15


Though feminists and others on the Left would object to including the abortion deaths in these numbers, and I have not done so, it would not be unjustified to do so, given that abortion was legalized first in the communist nations, beginning in Bolshevik Russia. To this day, China’s coercive population control policy has devastating effects. The very worst abortion rates in the twentieth century, hands down, were in communist countries (the USSR, Cuba, Romania, Vietnam) and directly related to the communist policies prevailing there.


After seizing the ship of state in 1917, the Bolsheviks immediately made good on Lenin’s June 1913 promise for an “unconditional annulment of all laws against abortions.”17 By 1920, abortion was legalized and provided free of charge to Russian women. In short order, the number of abortions skyrocketed. By 1934, Moscow women were having three abortions for every live birth. In the 1970s, the USSR averaged a breathtaking seven to eight million abortions per year (according to official Soviet statistics), totaling seventy to eighty million deaths of unborn babies in just one decade in merely one communist country.18 This far outpaced America’s worst years of abortion after Roe v. Wade. To repeat: neither I nor others include these abortions in the total one hundred to 140 million killed by communism.
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Shocking Even Margaret Sanger


Planned Parenthood founder Margaret Sanger—a eugenicist who wished to rid America of “human weeds” and “morons” and “imbeciles”—was shocked by the prevalence of abortion during her 1934 Russian tour, but she was reassured by her hosts: “All the officials with whom I discussed the matter stated that as soon as the economic and social plans of Soviet Russia are realized, neither abortions nor contraception will be necessary or desired. A functioning Communistic society will assure the happiness of every child, and will assume the full responsibility for its welfare and education.”19









 


Under communism, totally different national cultures, from all over the globe, completely unrelated to one another, all experienced mass violence. The only common factor? Communism. The violence was always the standard, institutional policy of the new revolutionary order, carried out on a scale and with a degree of inhumanity far exceeding anything that had occurred in the past of these cultures.20 The communists broke the mold.


It is hard to find even a disease that has killed that many people. Probably the most notorious epidemic in the twentieth century was the influenza of 1918–1919, which took at least ten to twenty million worldwide.21 That’s a mere sneeze, a head-cold compared to the Marxist menace.


Those who pursued such a deadly ideology worldwide—in the name of utopia, no less—were either moral monsters, monumental idiots, or people caught up in some form of insanity.
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Good Question


“Mankind has survived all manner of evil diseases and plagues, but can it survive Communism?” —Ronald Reagan22









 


That’s exactly what Ronald Reagan said: “Communism is neither an economic or a political system—it is a form of insanity.”23 He called the USSR the “evil empire”24 and the “heart of darkness.”25 He said the Soviet leaders were “monsters.”26 And for his pains, Reagan was relentlessly mocked. His rhetoric was over the top, even dangerous. His anti-communism was unsophisticated and unrealistic.


But think about that death toll.









CHAPTER 3


[image: ]


When and Where It All Began


Did you know?


[image: ][image: ]     Lenin took the bloodthirsty Jacobins of the French Revolution as his models


[image: ][image: ]     Both Marx and Engels were virulent racists


[image: ][image: ]     The Communist Manifesto talks of the “abolition of the family”


So communism has killed approximately 100–140 million people in the past hundred years—more than Hitler, more than both world wars, more than worldwide pandemics.


But just where did this horrifically lethal set of ideas come from in the first place?


Forerunners


It is hard to say when and where the idea of communism first gained currency. Certain elements of the communist collectivist mindset were present as early as Thomas More’s sixteenth-century classic Utopia and even in Plato’s ancient Republic. More’s book is often pointed to as an example of pre-Marx communist thinking.


But More’s book is not really a communist manifesto. Unlike most utopians who followed him, More was no God-hater; to the contrary, he was an extremely devout son of the Church, one who went to his martyrdom for his principled defense of the teachings of his faith. Priests, churches, and the worshippers who fill them are all held in great esteem in his utopia. It’s a far cry from Lenin’s dystopia, where priests were lined up and shot by grinning executioners.1


Other popular utopian works followed in the centuries after More. But the first true precursors of the communist revolutionaries were the bloodthirsty Jacobins who turned the French Revolution into the Reign of Terror in the 1790s. Of the three ideals enshrined in the French Revolutionary motto—“Liberté, égalité, fraternité”—they, like their Marxist-Leninist admirers in the twentieth century, put all the emphasis on égalité—equality, the communist ideal. And it was a radical equality that soon ran amok, all the way to the foot of the guillotine. I had a professor in graduate school who always referred to the Jacobins as “the first communists,” and not without good reason. They declared war on many of the same targets the Bolsheviks would place in their crosshairs: aristocrats, the wealthy, the religious, their political opponents. And they are best remembered for what communists are always known for: blood.


The Jacobins used the guillotine for their bloodletting, executing their enemies with an alacrity that would not be outdone until Lenin and the boys arrived on the world scene. They even devised an impressive canal-like drainage system to collect the blood rushing from the severed necks of the victims that served as case exhibits of the human cost of their utopian collectivist fantasy. The fanatics could not run a government, but they could manage the instruments of death with startling proficiency.


The “Committee of Public Safety”—a perfectly Orwellian name the French revolutionaries came up with a century and a half before Orwell—unleashed the Reign of Terror to enforce their utopian regime of “Virtue.” Historians estimate that the Jacobins lopped off the heads of forty thousand French men and women in a single year, including the nuns whose hoisted blood-soaked skulls were a special prize. (Lenin would achieve a similar tally of murders in his first year in power. And both would be outdone by Stalin and Mao, the Kims and Pol Pot.)
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The Jacobins Were Hilarious


What was their nickname for the guillotine? “The National Razor.”
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History Starts with Us


The Jacobins were the first to abolish the Christian calendar and start history over again with year one of their revolution. But they wouldn’t be the last. Italian dictator Benito Mussolini—whose “everything within the state, nothing outside the state, nothing against the state” fascism has been branded “right wing” by the Left, but who was in reality such a perfect disciple of Karl Marx (whom he called “the father and teacher” and “the magnificent philosopher of working-class violence”) that Lenin admired the Italian dictator’s writings3—declared a new era fascista beginning with his 1922 March on Rome. And Pol Pot declared his own new year one after the murderous Khmer Rouge took power in 1975. For the record, the anti-religious Left’s war on the Christian calendar has never ended. Notice how today BC (Before Christ) and AD (Anno Domini—in the Year of Our Lord) are being replaced by CE (Common Era) and BCE (Before the Common Era)?4









 


The Jacobins were the first totalitarians—a concept that cannot be separated from communist ideology and governance. Totalitarianism is a form of politics and governance that asserts total control. A totalitarian government refuses to acknowledge any individual authority, margin of freedom, or source of value outside the regime itself. Neither religion, nor the law, nor tradition, nor family, nor even human nature is allowed to stand out against the dictates of the ideology. The revolution must overturn every source of authority or value outside itself. Thus the Jacobins threw out even the calendar. The year AD 1794 became year one in Jacobin France.2


The Russian communists would deliberately model themselves on “the most glorious of the Jacobins of the time of the Great French Revolution,” as Soviet Comintern (Communist International) head Grigory Zinoviev put it.5 Lenin praised the “great, ineradicable, unforgettable things provided by the Jacobins in the eighteenth century,” and claimed that “the Jacobins gave France the best models of a democratic revolution.”6
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Not a Dime’s Worth of Difference


In their classic study on totalitarianism, Carl Friedrich and Zbigniew Brzezinski list several characteristics exhibited by any totalitarian regime, which


          •   posits an official ideology, one that attempts to justify the actions of the government (no matter how harsh) in the name of some future state of happiness;


          •   governs by a single, hierarchical party that is intertwined with or superior to the government;


          •   employs an ever-present, lurking secret police to intimidate and control and that is willing to carry out campaigns of terror against perceived “enemies” of the state;


          •   secures a tight grip on the armed forces (i.e., the guys who have the guns);


          •   monopolizes the means of mass communication;


          •   establishes centralized control over the economy7


Totalitarianism or communism, what’s the difference, exactly?









 


Fellow Bolshevik revolutionary Leon Trotsky—Lenin’s closest ally—would compare Lenin to Maximilien Robespierre, the chief instigator of the Jacobin Terror, sensing in his own comrade a closet despot looking to turn the Communist Party into a Russian version of the murderous Committee of Public Safety. He called Lenin’s methods “a dull caricature of the tragic intransigence of Jacobinism,” whereby “the party is replaced by the organization of the party, the organization by the central committee, and finally the central committee by the dictator.”8


Though the Jacobins were a model for the Soviet communists, scholars believe that the word “communism” wasn’t coined until the 1840s—in Paris,9 where it would have been one of innumerable asinine ideas emanating from the minds and mouths of the nattering nabobs in the salons and cafes of France. Leave it to a chattering class of effete intellectuals to give us something so dreadful.


The founding document for the communist movement is The Communist Manifesto, written in 1848 by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. The Manifesto refers to a pre-existing idea of “communism,” but the term is not much older than that, and it is possible that Marx and Engels themselves had coined it a few years earlier. In any case, they certainly popularized it.
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The Yankee Utopians


Between the French Revolution and Marx came a number of socialists and collectivists who are aptly dubbed the “Yankee Utopians” in Daniel Flynn’s history of the American Left.10 Not all were technically Americans, but all had their impact on American soil with the ideological colonies they established or inspired in the 1800s. Some were English; others (naturally) were French. They included Robert Owen, Charles Fourier, Albert Brisbane, and John Humphrey Noyes, who dubbed himself a “Bible communist.”


The career of the English Robert Owen (1771–1858), who planted his shovel in the core of the American heartland two decades before Marx and Engels published their manifesto, illustrates the persistence—and some of the dangers—of certain communist ideas that were attractive even before the word “communism” was popularized, and that continue to seduce intellectuals and idealists who haven’t learned anything from the abject failure of those ideas over the past two hundred years.


“I [have] come to this country to introduce an entire new state of society,” Owen stated in his April 27, 1825, address at the public hall of his “New Harmony” utopian community. He came “to change it from the ignorant, selfish system, to an enlightened, social system, which shall gradually unite all interests into one, and remove all cause for contest between individuals.”11


“Individual” was a dirty word to Owen. (He would have agreed wholeheartedly when President Obama deplored the American “bias toward individual action” and said that that Americans must unite in “collective action” and achieve “collective salvation.”)12 Owen said he had come “to change from the individual to the social system; from single families with separate interests, to communities of many families with one interest.”


Owen marked the fiftieth anniversary of the Declaration of Independence with his own “Declaration of Mental Independence”: “I now declare. . . to the world,” proclaimed Owen, “that Man up to this hour, has been, in all parts of the earth, a slave to a Trinity of the most monstrous evils. . . to inflict mental and physical evil upon [our] whole race. I refer to Private, or Individual Property, Absurd and Irrational Systems of Religion, and Marriage, founded on Individual Property.” He called for nothing less than a “revolution” to deliver mankind from private property, marriage, and religion.


Religion was worst of this “hydra of evils”—“All religions have proved themselves to be superstitions,” scoffed Owen—but he didn’t like private property or the family much better: “The forms and ceremonies of Marriage. . . were contrived and forced upon the people at the same time that property was first divided among a few leading individuals and Superstition was invented: This being the only device that could. . . permit them to retain their division of the public spoils, and create to themselves an aristocracy of wealth of power and of learning.”


Owen’s new society was a collectivist colony that pooled property, profits, and people, replacing the nuclear family with the collective family. Children were removed from parents into separate parts of the collective for proper “education.”


The New Harmony colony floundered within just two years. Owen squandered most of his personal fortune on his failed colony, but his leftist vision remained alive. “The social system is now firmly established,” he asserted.13 Of course it was.


Even before it folded, Owen took frequent sabbaticals from his little commie commune. This is typical of communist utopians: they rarely abide by the standards they impose on the people in whose names they govern. Owen and Fidel Castro and Mao and the Kims and all the other champions of “the people” never live by the rules they apply to everyone else. And no wonder. Given the choice, no one wants to live by rules so completely at odds with human nature. So the stupid system is always for the stupid sheep, never for the shepherds. Collectivists can never tolerate collective life. The one saving grace of Robert Owen’s “New Harmony” communist utopia was that he wasn’t in control of the government, so he couldn’t force people to stay in it.


Despite the failures, the true believers never give up the dream; they remain committed to the communist vision. Robert Owen’s “New Harmony” utopia dried up, but dozens of others would spring up around the country in the mid-1800s. There were over forty of them by the mid-century, and rarely did any of them last more than four years.14


But the faith lived on. In fact, it still lives on in America today.









 


Marx and Engels met in August 1844 in the left-wing looney bin that was Paris, where Marx had moved a year earlier with his wife and begun studying the French Revolutionaries and other utopian socialists, attending workers’ meetings, and engaging in other leftist activities.15 In 1847 a secret society of German émigré workers organizing in Paris, Brussels, and London under the name the “Communist League” commissioned Marx and Engels to write, as historian Martin Malia has put it, a “programmatic statement” to serve as a sort of “revolutionary catechism.” That was the origin of The Communist Manifesto,16—the original blueprint for the communism that has troubled the world ever since, in various guises in different nations, whether it has been called “Marxism-Leninism,” as in Russia, “Maoism,” in China, or “twenty-first-century socialism” in Hugo Chávez’s Venezuela.


Marx the Moocher


As Aristotle observed, “Men start revolutionary changes for reasons connected with their private lives.”17 And in fact the world’s ugliest ideology was delineated by one of history’s most unattractive characters. As a family man—in fact, all around, simply as a human being—the founder of communism left much to be desired.18 Marx’s conduct as a son, a husband, a father, a writing partner is not without relevance to the noxious Marxist ideology.


First consider Marx’s relationship with his parents. As a grown man, Marx was a leech on his poor father and mother, draining his hosts. Even after he was married and had children of his own—teenagers, in fact—the man refused to work, instead sucking as much income from his parents as possible. He was draining his parents’ life savings dry. His long-suffering mother was ultimately driven to express the wish that “Karl would accumulate capital instead of just writing about it.”19


But Karl preferred opining on his imagined communist utopia to working. He was too busy devising his vital (actually life-destroying) theories in his personal office or the public library to bother earning an income to provide for his family. He demanded that others provide his income.


Long before there was Minnie the Moocher, there was Marx the Moocher.


As anyone knows, the host in such a relationship eventually has no recourse but to cut off the parasite—to the parasite’s writhing displeasure and lasting fury. And sure enough Marx was enraged when his parents finally quit bankrolling his irresponsibility and laziness. When his parents could give no more and finally insisted on some tough love for their selfish son, Marx refused to see them thenceforth, ultimately refusing to attend his father’s funeral out of spite.
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A Book You’re Not Supposed to Read


The Unknown Karl Marx, edited by Robert Payne (New York: New York University Press, 1971).









 


But Marx’s parents were only his first go-to source. Now that he needed a new host to draw financial nutrients from, he turned to Friedrich Engels, his partner in the communist ideology business. Engels, too, had sucked from the teat of his parents’ wealth, which was larger than the Marxes’. But Engels too, eventually, tired of Marx using him for money. And as Engels slowed the spigot, Marx lashed out at him as well.


But naturally, the chief victims of Marx’s refusal to work were his wife and children, who were made destitute by his laziness. His wife and kids lacked money, food, and life-saving medical attention. They couldn’t even depend on having a roof over their heads. In November 1849, a year after he published his The Communist Manifesto, Marx’s landlord evicted the Marxes. The landlord naturally wanted to be paid the rent, but he was also fed up with Marx’s filthy personal habits. The communist ideologue exhibited a stubborn resistance to grooming and bathing. He stank. Karl drank too much, smoked too much, never exercised, and suffered from warts and boils from his refusal to bathe. “The boils varied in numbers, size and intensity,” says Paul Johnson, “but at one time or another they appeared on all parts of his body, including his cheeks, the bridge of his nose, his bottom—preventing him from sitting to write—and his penis. In 1873 they brought on a nervous collapse marked by trembling and bursts of rage.”20


Marx was lazy not only in his personal habits and when it came to supporting his family. He also took the easy way out in his research. He avoided the factories and farms on which he professed to be an expert and did his research exclusively in the library. No wonder there’s a vast separation between his economic ideas and reality. He was typical of the Ivory Tower intellectuals who never bother intermingling with the rubes that they profess to speak for from their perch of expertise in the faculty lounge.
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Tragically, We Do


Marx suffered from boils for nearly twenty-five years—including the period when he was writing Das Kapital, something that may possibly explain the sense of oozing pain that one feels when reading his magnum opus. “Whatever happens,” he groaned to Engels, “I hope the bourgeoisie as long as they exist will have cause to remember my carbuncles.”21









 


Even sympathetic sources on the ideological Left agree on Marx’s failure to provide for his family. “He and Jenny, his wife, spent the majority of their life together in considerable and frequently miserable poverty, relying on contributions from supportive friends (most reliably Friedrich Engels),” says a writer at the left-wing Salon. “If this was hard on Marx, it was surely harder still on Jenny.” Marx’s wife had been raised as what we today would call a “limousine leftist,” brought up in an aristocratic family in Prussia. She gave up her life of privilege for a life of poverty and squalor with Karl. The two of them lived in the expectation that Karl’s masterwork, Das Kapital, might actually earn them some capital. But Marx, who was notorious for not completing assignments and for ignoring agreed-upon word limits, missed his deadline by sixteen years. The first royalty check for the book arrived sixteen years later still, at which point both Karl and Jenny had died; only their surviving children got some royalties.22


Their surving children. Four of Marx’s six children died before he did. In the wretched winter of 1849–1850, the Marx family sought refuge in a dilapidated German boarding-house where their baby Guido succumbed to the elements. He perished a victim of his father’s irresponsibility. As Paul Johnson writes of Marx’s wife, “Jenny left a despairing account of these days, from which her spirits, and her affection for Marx, never really recovered.”23


Then in 1855 Marx’s eight-year-old son Edgar died of intestinal tuberculosis “exacerbated,” as Mary Gabriel, author of a sympathetic biography of Karl and Jenny, explains, “by. . . unhealthy living conditions. . . . the revolutionary path [his parents] had chosen had killed him.” Marx lamented to Friedrich Engels, “Every day my wife says she wishes she and the children were safely in their graves, and I really cannot blame her, for the humiliations, torments and alarums that one has to go through in such a situation are indeed indescribable.”24


Then at least two of his daughters committed suicide,25 one of them in a suicide pact with her husband, whom Marx had ridiculed. Marx detested his sons-in-law, seeing them both as idiots. But he particularly disliked Paul Lafargue, his daughter Laura’s husband. Because Lafargue was Cuban, Marx denigrated him as “Negrillo” or “The Gorilla” on account of the “Negro blood” in his veins.


Marx’s attitude towards women was not much more enlightened than his treatment of racial and ethnic minorities. To the devastation of his devoted wife, he had a sexual relationship with the family’s longtime nursemaid, whom he apparently impregnated, though he refused to concede that the unfortunate child was his—or to provide a penny of child support.


And he vetoed careers for his daughters. Mary Gabriel writes that Marx’s daughters “adored their father.” They relished being born into Marx’s “revolutionary household, with all the complications that entailed.” They were educated according to “the values of Victorian society—music, art, literature, and languages” and were also were taught “a heavy dose of radical politics.” And as soon as they were able, they became their father’s assistants. Not until they were grown women, says Gabriel, did Marx’s daughters fully grasp “the high price of being born a Marx.” She notes that one daughter lost all three of her young children while devoting herself “to further her father’s agenda.” Another daughter gave up a cherished life as a journalist for a “miserable marriage” to one of her father’s young French followers. And the third became “ensnared by a man whom she believed to be worthy of her father,” but who, in the end, drove her to suicide.30
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All People Are Equal, but Some People Are More Equal Than Others


It’s hard to argue with Walter Williams, the leading economist and well-known black conservative, when he states flatly that “Marx was an out and out racist and anti-Semite.”26 The founding father of communism freely dispensed choice epithets aimed at blacks and Jews (despite the fact that Marx himself was an ethnic Jew).27 Marx referred to the labor organizer Ferdinand Lassalle as a “greasy Jew,” “the little kike,” “water-polack Jew,” “Jew Braun,” and “the Jewish Nigger” and wrote to Engels, “It is now perfectly clear to me that, as the shape of his head and the growth of his hair indicates, he is descended from the Negroes who joined in Moses’ flight from Egypt.” Lassalle’s “cranial formation,” said Marx, a proud Darwinist, was the giveaway—or perhaps “his mother or grandmother on the father’s side was crossed with a nigger.” Marx concluded, “This union of Jew and German on a Negro base was bound to produce an extraordinary hybrid.”28 And Engels wasn’t much better; he deduced with scientific accuracy that Marx’s son-in-law Paul Lafargue possessed “one-eighth or one-twelfth nigger blood.” In 1887, Lafargue was a political candidate for a council seat in a Paris district that contained a zoo. In an April 1887 letter to Paul’s wife, Laura, Engels opined, “Being in his quality as a nigger, a degree nearer to the rest of the animal kingdom than the rest of us, he is undoubtedly the most appropriate representative of that district.”29 No doubt Engels and Marx had a good chortle over that one.









 


Engels shared not only Marx’s racism but his exploitative attitude toward women, callously juggling a number of mistresses, who pleaded with him to make honest women out of them, to take them to the altar rather than merely to bed. At one point in the 1850s, Engels seems to have begun referring to one of these women as his wife, though he would not legally marry her. When she died, he may have married another sexual partner—the sister of his late “wife”—but only on her deathbed.31


Abolishing the Family


It’s really no wonder that communism promotes pre-marital sex, non-committed relationships, and easy divorce. The ideological preferences of Marx and Engels were extensions of their personal preferences, as was apparent with the publication of Engels’s The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State in 1884. That was the year after Marx’s death, but Engels explained in the preface that the book also represented Marx’s views on family. Marx, said Engels, had eagerly wanted to undertake this crucial work and right up until his death had been writing materials that Engels had reproduced in the book “as far as possible.” Indeed, Professor H. Kent Geiger, in his seminal Harvard University Press book on the subject, notes that “many of the ideas” in The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State can be found in the first joint work by Marx and Engels, The German Ideology, which was not published during their lifetimes.
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I Don’t Remember That from the Bible


In a letter to Engels, Marx said, “Blessed is he who has no family.”32 It’s a curious take on the Beatitudes; Jesus seemed to have left that one out.









 


According to Geiger, The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State was a “joint work” by the two founders of Marxism, based on an “impressive unity and continuity” across four decades of their mutual thoughts.33 In that book Engels reiterated what both he and Marx had previously argued, namely that housework was yet another private thing that the communist state should seize control of, replacing it with collective labor managed by the state. Under communism, Engels explained, “The single family ceases to be the economic unit of society.”34 Mothers would be corralled into the fields and factories to do more meaningful work. Housework, from cooking to cleaning, would become a government industry, as would child care, which would become a communal affair. Mothers and wives would be liberated from the “economic bondage” of the traditional family.40 “Private housekeeping is transformed into a social industry,” Engels envisioned excitedly. “The care and education of the children becomes a public affair; society looks after all children alike, whether they are legitimate or not.”41
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The Devil Is in the Details


According to Robert Payne—a respected and thoughtful British professor of English literature and drama, biographer, linguist, and absolutely no right-winger, Karl Marx “could recite long passages of Goethe’s Faust with gusto, with a special preference for the speeches of Mephistopheles”35—the devil who tempts Faust to sell his soul. Marx also wrote Satan-themed poetry as a young man, including a ballad in which a pure Christian maiden succumbs to the love of a dark figure who “takes[s] her heart by storm,” and persuades her that her “soul, once true to God / Is chosen for Hell,”36 and another poem in which “hellish vapors rise and fill the brain”37 and a character says, “See this sword? The Prince of Darkness sold it to me.”38 Engels, who also wrote poetry, described Marx as


            A black man from Trier, a remarkable monster,


            He neither walks nor hops, but springs upon his heels


            And stretches high his arms into the air in anger


            As though his wrath would seize at once


            The mighty canopy of Heaven and tear it to the earth,


            With clenched and threatening fist he rages without rest,


            As though ten thousand devils had seized him by the hair.39









 


“This removes all the anxiety about the consequences which today is the most essential social-moral as well as economic factor that prevents a girl from giving herself completely to the man she loves,” wrote Engels. “Will not that suffice to bring about the gradual growth of unconstrained sexual intercourse and with it a more tolerant public opinion in regard to a maiden’s honor and a woman’s shame?”42 You can see exactly why Friedrich Engels hoped it would.


Professor Geiger notes that Engels and Marx appeared to have “little to say” about the relationships between parents and children beyond the crucial recommendation that “they would not continue to live together, because society was to rear and educate” them. This collective rearing of children by the communist state would bring “real freedom” to all members of the family. Parenting would become the responsibility of the state.43 This was all in aid of the “abolition of the family” that Marx and Engels had already written about in The Communist Manifesto.44









CHAPTER 4
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The Communist Program—and Its Problems


Did you know?


[image: ][image: ]     Sixty-four percent of Americans agree with Marx’s statement of the basic principle of communism


[image: ][image: ]     Twenty-five percent of Millennials have a favorable view of Lenin


[image: ][image: ]     The Communist Manifesto calls for the “abolition of the distinction between town and country”


“Communism wasn’t responsible for any deaths. Crappy leaders were.”


A frustrated James Kirchick of the liberal Daily Beast jotted down those words after hearing them from a friend. Kirchick knows better. He takes liberals to task for this attitude, which pervades the political Left. He asked his readers, “How many times have you heard some formulation of this viewpoint? ‘Communism is an excellent idea in theory, it just hasn’t worked in practice.’ I wish that was the sort of sentiment I only remembered from college dorm room bull sessions.”


Kirchick responded, “OK. How many more millions of people have to die before we get it right?”1


The notion that communist ideology is not responsible for the well over a hundred million deaths perpetrated by communist regimes has long been (as Kirchick says) “de rigeur among a broad segment of the intellectual elite.” What’s worse, it is gaining currency among Millennials and the American population as a whole—the population of the nation that won the Cold War and ought to know better.


In an October 2016 survey, only 37 percent of Millennials said they had a very unfavorable view of communism; 25 percent had a favorable view of Vladimir Lenin. One in five first-time voters (aged sixteen to twenty) said they would vote for a communist. And this delusional attitude isn’t exclusive to dopy Millennials. Among Americans as a whole, 64 percent agreed with the basic principle of communism, as Marx put it in The Communist Manifesto: “From each according to his abilities, to each according to his needs.”2


These findings are no surprise to those of us who have watched public opinion in recent decades. If I had a dollar for every nice thing some dummy told me about communism, I’d be one filthy-rich capitalist.


Again and again, you hear assertions along these lines:


Communism is a good idea.


The Communist Manifesto is a pretty good book.


Communists favor helping their fellow man. That’s not a bad thing.


The communists’ goals were positive. What’s wrong with taking money from the rich and sharing it with the poor?


I could start a lucrative business of baloney bumper stickers touting the bogus virtues of Marxism-Leninism. I’d be one fat Wall Street one-percenter.


“What do you have against Karl Marx, dude?” an irritated liberal whined to me in college one day in November 1989—just as the Berlin Wall, that ultimate monument to Marx, built not far from the lousy university where he honed his craft, was being torn down. “Marx was just a little old man with a long beard sitting in a library writing books about philosophy.”


Again and again, we’re told that communist philosophy was never the problem. No, it was nasty leaders like Joe Stalin who have given communism a bad name. Stalin, you see, was an aberration. As were, presumably, Lenin, Trotsky, Latsis, Dzerzhinsky, Beria, Bulganin, Khrushchev, Voroshilov, Malenkov, Mikoyan, Brezhnev, Andropov, Chernenko, Chebrikov, Ulbricht, Ceausescu, Tito, Hoxha, Dimitrov, Zhivkov, Mao, Pol Pot, Ho Chi Minh, Mengistu Mariam, Kim Il-Sung, Kim Jong Il, Kim Jong Un, Fidel, Raúl, and Che, not to mention the countess thousands of liquidators and inquisitors in the NKVD, the GRU, the KGB, the Red Guard, the Stasi, the SB, the AVH, the Securitate, the Khmer Rouge, the Sandinistas, the Sendero Luminoso, and on and on and on. That’s a lot of aberrations.
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The Devil Is in the Details


The Communist Manifesto begins, “A spectre is haunting Europe, the spectre of communism. All the powers of old Europe have entered into a holy alliance to exorcise this spectre. . . .” And why shouldn’t a holy alliance have wanted to drive out this very unholy spirit? What else do you do with a demon but exorcise it?









 


You would think at least one commie, somewhere along the line, would have gotten it right. Why such ugly results if the theory is so pretty? Can’t these geniuses read?


Kirchick quotes Marion Smith, director of the vital Victims of Communism Memorial Foundation: “It is perhaps one of the biggest lies that exist in our culture today that the deadliest ideology in history is somehow not responsible for the regimes that it brought to life and the deaths that it caused. Ideas have consequences and there has never been a communist regime that did not end up killing its own people as a goal.”


From the outset Karl Marx conceded, in The Communist Manifesto no less, that despotism would be necessary to implement his ideology. To wit: “Of course, in the beginning, this cannot be effected except by means of despotic inroads.” Lenin, Trotsky, Stalin, and a long line of communism’s leading lights, implementers, practitioners, advocates, flag-wavers, cheerleaders, plus gaggles of theorists, teachers, and tenured radicals in American universities—far beyond just a handful of “crappy leaders”—understood and candidly admitted that violence would be necessary to reach the communist utopia.


And how could it not be? The Communist Manifesto said that, “Communism abolishes eternal truths, it abolishes all religion, and all morality.”3 Marx and Engels envisioned a new morality without God, one based on “the most radical rupture with traditional ideas.”4 The things that communism promises are entirely unnatural, completely contrary to what human beings had believed before, and even to their very humanity itself. It was intended to transform human nature so completely, and so committed to undermining everything from natural law to Biblical law to common sense and decency, that the ideology could never have been implemented without killing people. Lots and lots of people.
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A Material Guy


“[Marx] thought that once the economy had been put right, everything would automatically be put right. His real error is materialism: man, in fact, is not merely the product of economic conditions, and it is not possible to redeem him purely from the outside by creating a favorable economic environment.”—Pope Benedict XVI8









An Ideal, a Program, and a Regime


Richard Pipes, Harvard professor emeritus of Soviet history, writes insightfully and authoritatively in his indispensable Communism: A History that the word “communism” in essence refers to three related but distinct phenomena: an ideal, a program, and a regime set up to realize the ideal.5


The “ideal” of communism is equality in its most extreme form. The program is based on what Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels wrote in their 1848 Communist Manifesto. The regime is the global horror-show unleashed upon millions of innocents who simply wanted to live in peace, beginning with the regime of the ghastly Bolsheviks, led by Lenin, angry architect of “Marxism-Leninism,” the totalitarian ideology that became the dominant strand of communism across the world in the twentieth century.


To get the gist of the communist program, as Marx himself laid it out, does not require years of scouring dusty old volumes in stacks at university libraries. The Communist Manifesto, Marx’s most famous single expression of his philosophy, is very brief and very inexpensive—free, in fact, at http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1848/communist-manifesto/.


But for a more thorough grasp of the world’s deadliest philosophy, you have to understand Marx’s ideas on the so-called “dialectic” of history—explained at great length in Das Kapital (Capital), his magnum opus. As a student at the University of Berlin, Marx had learned from the philosophy of Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel that history is a series of struggles between opposing forces, with each successive struggle unfolding on a progressively higher plane than the one that preceded it. Ultimately, according to Hegel, the truth is only revealed as the result of a dialectical unfolding in history. As one Hegel scholar wrote, this “dialectical unfolding ends in the revelation of God.”6


Hegel’s was an “ideational dialectic.” But Marx, unlike Hegel, was not any kind of Christian.7 He was an atheist and a materialist, and the “dialectic” he had in mind in was not on Hegel’s “ideational plane.” It was based on economics and classes—the material things that were the framework of what Marx believed in. For Marxist philosophy, the be-all and end-all was economic and material. It was a dialectical materialism.


Marx was highly critical of the industrialization of the nineteenth century, which indisputably had its abuses, excesses, and cruelties. And Marx was a skilled complainer. He could describe wretchedness as movingly as anyone. Describing misery, however, is much different from diagnosing a proper response to it. And Karl Marx was the last person for coming up with good solutions. Marx envisioned an apocalyptic revolution leading to the overthrow of capitalism by the impoverished working class, the common people, the masses—the so-called “proletariat.” The stage in the revolutionary process immediately following this overthrow would be “the dictatorship of the proletariat.” But that dictatorship would be only a way station on the road to the ultimate utopia: a “classless society.” The state would simply die out; it would wither away.
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Soviet-Era Humor


“A Brit, a Frenchman, and a Russian are viewing a painting of Adam and Eve frolicking in the Garden of Eden. ‘Look at their reserve, their calm,’ muses the Brit. ‘They must be British.’


“‘Nonsense,’ the Frenchman disagrees. ‘They’re naked, and so beautiful. Clearly they are French.’


“‘No clothes, no shelter,’ the Russian points out, ‘they have only an apple to eat, and they’re being told this is paradise. They are Russian.’”11









 


In a classless society there would be no more economic inequality, no more class antagonisms, no more conflict. All would be peace and harmony. Of course, in order for this utopia to come into being, socialism would need to sweep the planet. It had to be worldwide. It would need to spread across the globe. The whole thing was the ultimate utopian pipedream.


What were the specifics for getting there? Were there any? Where were the detailed directions? The road map? The blueprint?


Marx grandiosely exclaimed that “Communism is the riddle of history solved, and it knows itself to be this solution.”9 Few ideologies, or ideologues, have been so self-boastful.


Marx fantasized, “In communist society, where nobody has one exclusive sphere of activity but each can become accomplished in any branch he wishes, society regulates the general production and thus makes it possible for me to do one thing today and another tomorrow, to hunt in the morning, fish in the afternoon, rear cattle in the evening, criticize after dinner, just as I have a mind, without ever becoming hunter, fisherman, herdsman or critic.”10


It would be, according to Marx, a “leap from slavery into freedom; from darkness into light.”12


This was no small project, and thus it would require no small changes. As a matter of fact, it would require the transformation of human nature itself. In The German Ideology, Marx called for not merely “the production on a mass scale of this communist consciousness” but “the alteration of men on a mass scale.” This project is totalitarian in its scope. It envisions a complete overthrow of human nature as we know it. Marx explained that the communist “revolution is necessary, therefore, not only because the ruling class cannot be overthrown in any other way, but also because the class overthrowing it can only in a revolution succeed in ridding itself of all the muck of ages and become fitted to found society anew.”


Engels also preached a gospel of fundamental transformation (to paraphrase Barack Obama). In his Dialectics of Nature Engels called for “the alteration of nature by men” (his emphasis) as “the most essential and immediate basis of human thought.”13


The success of communism naturally depends on altering human nature because few things are more inherent in human nature than the ownership of property. This basic human right is as ancient as the Ten Commandments, where God ordained that “Thou shall not steal.” The commandment implicitly acknowledges that persons have possessions and that they have an inherent right to that property—so it is thus not permissible for others to take it away from them.
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