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      “Ed Malkowski’s previous books show evidence of Civilization X in a well-researched, enlightening, and entertaining way. In Return of the Golden Age he takes readers from the present to pre-cataclysmic times and the Golden Age that existed with Civilization X. He then brings us back to the upcoming Golden Age. A truly wonderful read!”

      BRUCE CUNNINGHAM, DIRECTOR OF ANCIENT MYSTERIES INTERNATIONAL, 
LLC
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      PREFACE

      Although the political, social, and economic issues of our time are pertinent to this book’s thesis, this book is not exclusively about those concerns. Neither is this book an investigation into some grand conspiracy of the power elite to control nations and the world, although what appears to be a conspiracy is also addressed.

      This book is about the human species and the experience of being human during the past twelve thousand years. The discussion includes why we exist as we do somewhere between the realms of the objective and the subjective, why we believe the things we do, and why we behave the way we do as social groups, with our need to control and dominate resources and people. This book addresses where we’ve been as a species and where we are going, tying our mythical past to today’s events and a future Golden Age of humanity.

    

  
    
      FOREWORD

      Barbara Hand Clow

      As we move into the early stages of a Golden Age, Ed Malkowski offers this wonderful book that integrates today’s life with our mythical past. He has a vision of our coming great future, a message based on sound values and profound intelligence. In my 2011 book, Awakening the Planetary Mind, I suggest we were once a very advanced species that regressed during a great cataclysm 11,500 years ago, yet now we are reaching for those ancient attainments again. I believe this is happening because we are recovering skills and abilities that we lost thousands of years ago. Malkowski has already delved into high spiritual levels and advanced stone technology in ancient Egypt. In Return of the Golden Age, he explores how what we imagine is possible determines what we create. Co-creation with divine potential was mastered by the ancient Egyptians, and his deep research in Egyptology is probably the reason he so adeptly shows us how we can do it again. Realizing the miracles of the past is important, but what matters more is using that knowledge to create a better world now; that is this book’s genius.

      Since the 1970s, a new assessment of ancient cultures has been unfolding in humanity’s collective mind, especially in Egyptology, and now we are poised at a critical juncture, the paradigm shift that has been anticipated. Much evidence has been convincingly presented showing that some ancient cultures were technologically advanced, possibly far beyond or at least more broadly than our own. For conventional archaeologists, anthropologists, and historians, such a suggestion is outrageous blasphemy, so for forty years they have greeted these exciting findings with a cruel silence. Regardless, the public has been deeply considering new paradigm writing. At this point, a brilliant past has become visible because advanced scientific discoveries, such as quantum physics and string theory, make it possible to see what the ancients knew. We couldn’t comprehend their images, languages, and symbols—their mythology—until we approached their level. Like the icebergs relentlessly melting at the poles, the conspiracy of silence melts away as the sun shines on convincing evidence for cultural advancement long ago. We have crossed the line that blocks the past, and this book envisions future pathways.

      During the 1980s and 1990s, I was the copublisher of Bear & Company when I sought the new paradigm researchers. For example, we published Chris Dunn, a veteran machinist and manufacturing expert, who hypothesized that the Great Pyramid of Giza was once a power plant. Many people laughed at Dunn’s exposition, which was based on a careful analysis of five-thousand-year-old stones that were cut and polished with machines. When I retired from my job in 2000, 
thankfully Bear & Company continued to aggressively pursue new paradigm research. Ed Malkowski explored Dunn’s findings, and in 2010 he offered new evidence for advanced ancient engineering. He names the culture with this technology Civilization X, which goes back more than forty thousand years, and he offers very exciting and convincing evidence for how it all worked and what its purpose might have been. In 2007, Laird Scranton engaged in a deep analysis of Egyptian hieroglyphs and Dogon symbols; he found in them the full range of the scientific components of matter. That is, quantum physics and string theory were known at least five thousand years ago!

      Putting this all together and adding my own ideas, I’ve come to the conclusion that Civilization X developed extremely advanced technologies based upon their understanding of quantum physics and string theory as well as other sciences, and that the remnants from five thousand years ago are the legacy from that deep past! Furthermore, in 2005 John Burke and Kaj Halberg discovered how our ancient ancestors used this understanding of physics to improve crop growth. Technically, they used slow-moving electrons to invigorate the seed’s immune system. In layman’s terms, it is simply the enhancement of the seed’s life force. I have spent a lot of time studying megalithic sites wondering why anybody would expend so much effort building them. These authors have found the biological basis of ancient cultures.

      Regarding my own writings, I have always known that cultures existing more than twelve thousand years ago were very advanced because that is what I was taught as a child. My grandfather, who was a Cherokee wisdom keeper, told me the story of a great cataclysm 13,000 to 11,500 years ago that caused a regression in human cultures. I researched this sacred legacy deeply because he insisted we are doomed unless we remember our ancient story. Thankfully, as a result of books like this one, we are not doomed. Malkowski and I believe that when enough people realize they are the descendants of an advanced global civilization, they will embrace creativity, peace, and brilliance, our true heritage. We will transform within a short space of time once we remember how to create reality with our imaginations, not just with our limited logical brains. During the 1980s and 1990s, I studied in Egypt with my great teacher Abd’El Hakim Awyan of Giza, and he told the same story of the great cataclysm and regression. Fortunately, researcher Steve Mehler has recorded much of Hakim’s knowledge and has saved his living keys that unlock the doors to ancient wisdom. Now we are reaching the critical leap as the dots between the findings of the new paradigm writers are being connected; the false story of the ancient world is crumbling. We are discovering the correct timeline for a culture that reaches back one hundred thousand years!

      The key point of the book you hold in your hands is that it investigates ancient knowledge to see how it informs us about what we are experiencing today. Malkowski was deeply moved by my 2011 book, Awakening the Planetary Mind, because it explores how our current state of mind and emotions are deeply affected by the lost past. As my grandfather insisted, our species was multitraumatized during the great cataclysm, and our inability to remember it blocks us from attaining peaceful, scientific, artistic, and happy lives.

      Malkowski says, “I cannot help but connect in an experiential way the mythical Golden Age of antiquity to our future in a global civilization.” This is absolutely true because the ancient ones thoroughly understood the Earth’s powers. They did not use Earth as we do today; they worked with Earth. Now that the new paradigm movement has demonstrated that the ancient civilization mastered the sciences that we value so highly today, we must gain a grasp of ancient Earth science. We must connect with the planet experientially as the ancient ones did. Malkowski notes that the physicist Wallace Thornhill and the comparative mythologist David Talbott have demonstrated that plasma forms found in modern laboratories mysteriously match up with ancient iconography. Also, ancient myths describe plasma discharges, which could not be understood until modern scientists found these odd shapes. Thornhill and Talbott have shown that the ancients understood plasma’s effects on the planets, including Earth. And they were quite concerned about it for some reason, which could be critical information for us today: Current solar activity is producing dramatic plasma activity, and scientists are studying how it affects Earth and the whole solar system. As I write this foreword, I wonder if pyramid technology and megalithic structures were built to handle these influences, possibly even to utilize their powers?

      As of 2013, the case for ancient advanced technology has been made, and scientists are finally detecting evidence for the Higgs boson, the basis for string theory. Surely, only a fool (or a dying civilization) would ignore what the ancients already knew? Will orthodoxy say “so what”? We need the ancient wisdom to survive now. Malkowski not only believes the same, he also thinks we must seek their spiritual direction. Judging by the quality of the world we live in today, we should take this idea seriously. This book is the ideal tool because Malkowski shows that we are living a virtual existence by the power of our imaginations, but we don’t realize it, so we’re creating madness and mayhem. What happens to us and what we create comes out of what we imagine. The discovery that we were once very advanced, living lives that were totally different from the current lives, unleashes the powers of our imaginations. Once we come to terms with our past, we will easily bring back a Golden Age of humanity, what I call the golden world, an ever-present field in potentia in which we are in total symbiosis with nature. All we need to do is intentionally precipitate it into our everyday lives. We have the knowledge and technology to do so.

      The finest things about Return of the Golden Age are its comprehensiveness and its relevance to people of all ages. Ed Malkowski is much younger than me, and I really like the way this book is user-friendly for the “forty-somethings,” the ones who are carrying such a heavy weight in the world right now. I like his idea that we all exist somewhere between the objective and subjective, and amazingly he looks at both of those ways from many points of view. He wanders blithely through ancient myth, such as my favorite Sumerian story of Enkidu and Gilgamesh, and he begins the book by wondering if the over-determined date of 2012 is actually George Orwell’s 1984. Malkowski’s entertaining mental turnings are wonderful examples of how knowledgeable we all can be if we take seriously humanity’s changing existence over long spans of time. It is time to wake up and remember the golden world.

      BARBARA HAND CLOW is an internationally acclaimed ceremonial teacher, author, and Mayan Calendar researcher. Her numerous books include The Pleiadian Agenda, Alchemy of Nine Dimensions, Awakening the Planetary Mind, Astrology and the Rising of Kundalini, and The Mayan Code. She has taught at sacred sites throughout the world and maintains an astrological website, 
www.HandClow2012.com

    

  
    
      INTRODUCTION

      Piecing together human history is a difficult passion. Piecing together the experience of human history as our ancestors lived it, and as we live it today, is an even more difficult passion. Documented history goes back approximately five thousand years. No written records exist before that time, at least of which historians are aware. Consequently, trying to piece together the earliest of human experiences is a challenge.

      The earliest records of human history are stories told as myth. The ancient Greeks and Romans spoke of their gods, and before them, the ancient Egyptians told the story of their first god in the death and resurrection of Osiris. The mysterious Sumerians of Mesopotamia compiled lists of gods and planets. From the Americas to the Far East, every ancient culture passed down myths from generation to generation. Cultures across the world, it seems, experienced a similar chain of events during the same general time period. Trying to make sense of these myths is like reading an alien language that is yet to be deciphered. The “gods” consorted in a pantheon and lived in the sky. They were planets, stars, and star constellations. It makes no sense to us that there were “gods of the sky” carrying out a drama. At least, not the sky we are accustomed to seeing.

      So why did our ancient ancestors tell these mythical stories? Were myths symbolic of real events? Or were the stories created in an attempt to explain life? Or, perhaps, both?

      Whatever the case may be, myth was the first recorded human experience, and whatever the ancients experienced must have been phenomenal, 
considering that they inspired such incredible stories. More important—and here we come to the subject matter of this book—does the way they experienced the world so long ago have anything to do with the way we experience it today?

      I am convinced that it does and that myths have played a role in society since the beginning of human civilization. Not on a conscious level, but by providing an emotional foundation and a state of mind that have been passed along to succeeding generations for the last twelve thousand years in every culture and every nation.

      According to the evidence, human life as we know it—the anatomically modern human—began more than one hundred thousand years ago in South Africa, spread northward throughout Africa and then east along the Indian subcontinent to Australia, then advanced into Europe, Asia, and finally the Americas. All the while, humans hunted animals and gathered any plants, fruits, and nuts they could find. Only in the last ten thousand years did humans invent agriculture and domesticate animals in order to provide for their sustenance.

      Despite the evidence, this prehistoric movement of human cultures defies common sense. Why would anyone move into a harsher, colder climate, as some of the evidence suggests? Perhaps the prehistoric climate of Earth was very different in ancient times. Let’s consider the magnificent ruins of a sophisticated civilization in Africa’s Nile Valley. Since modern interest in Egypt began more than two hundred year ago, explorers and tourists have been drawn to the region’s incredible megalithic monuments, temples, and pyramids, particularly the pyramids of Giza; they are majestic and a sight to behold. And since the first scientific investigation of these phenomena in the late 1880s by William Flinders Petrie, they have remained an enigma, a next to insolvable mystery. Such fine work was performed in their design and construction that the imagination runs wild trying to solve the riddle of not only why they were built, but when they were built. Today, even our most skilled of construction companies would have a difficult time building the pyramids of Giza. So, how did they build them and why did they do so?

      A project on such a massive scale as the three pyramids of Giza could never have been accomplished with simple copper chisels and stone hammers. Unfortunately, myth is all we have to rely on as history from the period in which Giza’s pyramids were supposedly built. Such a wide discrepancy between technical skills and communication skills conjures the notion that we don’t know the entire story of human history and also suggests that the human species must have reached a level of sophistication long before the birth of civilization in 3000 BCE. So why is it that the first story ever told is about the “death of the gods”? Add to that the fact that the ancient Egyptians, in two different sources, tell of a time on Earth when “the gods ruled.”

      Perhaps we are missing something significant within the grand and cumulative human experience. Myths across the world also speak of a Golden Age when human beings prospered and lived in peace. Could the pyramids of Giza possibly belong to a mythical Golden Age civilization in existence long before our history of civilization began? In my previous book, Ancient Egypt 39,000 BCE: The History, Technology, and Philosophy of Civilization X, I came to that conclusion. I also observed that history, technology, and philosophy are highly intertwined and must be understood as a single subject in order to paint a more accurate picture of the human experience.

      Taking this broader view of the human experience will, I believe, shed light on many of the problems we face today as a global civilization. Perhaps understanding history in a more experiential way will help solve some, if not all, of those problems we face: hate, violence, hunger, and disease. Throughout our history these byproducts of human existence have always led to a struggle for resources and, in the end, death and destruction on a massive scale through war.

      In 1987, a few years before the Soviet Union disbanded, Soviet President Mikhail Gorbachev stated in his book Perestroika: New Thinking for Our Country and the World that he envisioned for the future “a ‘Golden Age’ which would benefit the USSR and the USA, all countries, and the whole world community.”1 It was an important moment in world history. The great divide between East and West was closing, and as one must sense, Gorbachev understood that the world was soon going to change in a profound way. Not long after Gorbachev announced the prospects of a Golden Age, the iron curtain separating East and West came crashing down. A few years later, as the hostilities in the first Gulf War came to a close, President George H. W. Bush announced that a “new world order” had emerged. Capitalism and the free market economy had won. The world was now open for business. China quickly understood that the world had changed in a profound way, and by 2003 abandoned the core concept of its communist state. No longer would they embrace a planned economy. Capitalism won its final victory, and from that victory was born the concept of “globalization”—a world of multinational corporations and economics without borders. Gorbachev’s vision of a Golden Age, it seems, is on the verge of being realized.

      Yet, this idea of a coming global Golden Age depends upon personal perception, which depends on the person’s economic status. For the working poor, the unemployed, and underemployed of the world—the great masses of people—a Golden Age is someone else’s dream, and for the homeless and hungry the announcement of a Golden Age is someone’s bad idea of a joke.

      Traditional history explores political movements, kingdoms, empires, and wars, fashioned around a set of events and dates focusing on the objective, the progression of technology and conquest through the ages, but divorced, however, from the subjective experience of people and cultures, ignoring entirely the broad quest of the human species itself. Rarely does history approach the subjective elements in life—what actually makes life “life.” Nor does history traditionally seek to understand the human experience in its entirety. History always puts kings, presidents, and dictators at the cusp of change, but fails to address the driving force of history itself: the human condition, experience, and consciousness as a totality. Is there some grand purpose designed around the human experience that we have failed to identify?

      Seeing the full length of the human experience is impossible, for we do not know when the human experience actually began. Neither do we know if the human experience will ever end. We, today, as in every generation, find ourselves in a sliver of time insignificantly small compared to the entirety of human history. It’s difficult to grasp the meaning of our lives in the flowing river of the human species. It is a mistake to separate history into periods of time based on empires, kingdoms, or ruling nations, because the human experience flows seamlessly from one generation to the next and from one age to the next. Even though we define life as a physical thing, our lives are experienced in the realm of the subjective, as is the life of every human being who has ever lived. And it is within this realm of the subjective where history finds its ultimate meaning: ideas, concepts, and worldviews passed from parent to child over and over again for many thousands of years.

      What our true nature is as humans, where we came from, and where we are going as a conscious, self-aware species emerging from the natural forces of a living planet are mysteries to behold and exciting to engage. Therefore, we should take everything our ancient ancestors passed down to us with all seriousness, mythology in particular, for it has been said history repeats itself time and again.

      Knowing that leaders of the world today envision a new age approaching, such as President Gorbachev’s vision of a Golden Age, I cannot help but connect in an experiential way the mythical Golden Age of antiquity to our future in a global civilization. I do so not from a political point of view, but rather from the basic individual human desire to experience the joys of living: peace and love with goodwill to all. For it is the people—the masses—who constitute human culture and drive life experiences forward through imagination manifesting as acts of creation, invention, and innovation. As a whole, these things are what constitute the human experience. Not just now, but for all time.

      Return of the Golden Age is not just my search for truth in history, but humanity’s quest for peace and prosperity in the world today, an investigation into the past to explain why we as a species are “the way we are.” By tying these two Golden Ages together—one in the mythical past and the other a vision of the future—our experience in today’s world can be effectively explained.
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      A NEW WORLD ORDER

      In December 1981, a high school friend invited me to listen to a tape recording of a presentation made to a group of central Illinois farmers. The speaker on the tape was a retired Air Force lieutenant colonel by the name of J. C. Lewis, at the time a farmer near Guymon, Oklahoma. He was with the American Agricultural Movement and had been seeking political answers for the desperate situation farmers were experiencing. A few years before, in 1977, Congress enacted new legislation, called the Food and Agricultural Act, introducing target prices for grain, loan rates, and the use of production costs to escalate target prices. It also removed historic farm acreage allotments and introduced a farmer-held grain reserve. According to the taped presentation, this new act of legislation ensured that farmers received prices for their grain below their production costs. Lewis had wanted to know what was going on in Congress, and he seemed to be quite sure that he had found out.

      According to Lewis, a private organization called the Trilateral Commission was serving as a think tank to help direct policy in the congressional and executive branches of government. Created in 1973 by David Rockefeller and Zbigniew Brzezinski, the Trilateral Commission was formed to foster closer cooperation among the regions of North America, Western Europe, and Japan. It sought to “improve public understanding of problems common to the three regions and to support proposals for handling them jointly, and to nurture habits and practices of working together among these regions.”1

      Lewis, however, believed that there was more to the story and that this private think tank represented the true power behind the government of the United States. Members of the Trilateral Commission were wealthy bankers and corporate CEOs as well as elected and appointed officials in both houses of Congress, the White House, and the President’s Cabinet. They were also members of another organization created in 1921 called the Council on Foreign Relations. By keeping “its members in touch with the international situation and devoting itself to a continuous study of the international aspects of America’s political, economic, and financial problems, it would develop a reasoned American foreign policy.”2 Their goal, Lewis believed, was not only to promote relationships between North America, Western Europe, and Japan, but to form, over time, a one-world government.

      The retired colonel was convincing and also talked about a computer study performed by the Senate on U.S. corporations, Interlocking Directorates among the Major U.S. Corporations. According to this study, performed on 122 major U.S. corporations, a significant number of board directors were directly interlocking and a large number of board directors were indirectly interlocking through intermediary corporations.*1 As a business student at the University of Illinois, I was fascinated and wrote to my congressman, Edward Madigan, requesting a copy of the study. He cordially obliged, sending me a copy of the study introduction and summary. Lewis’s facts were correct, so, as it was in those days, I dialed operator assistance, requested Lewis’s phone number, and called him. We talked for several minutes, and as a result I obtained the address of a publisher that had released two books on the subject matter, Trilaterals over Washington, published in two volumes.

      A year later I mentioned the Trilateral Commission to my European Economics professor and asked if I might write my term paper on the subject. He chuckled, mentioned something about “the shadow” in reference I am sure to a shadow government, and hinted it probably wasn’t a good idea. There were much more interesting topics to write about, he said. That was the last I thought about either the Council on Foreign Relations or the Trilateral Commission. Until now.

      After thirty years of experiencing corporate life in the commercial real estate industry and the banking industry, as a software consultant for McDonnell Douglas, and as an employee for a state agency, I began to question why society “is the way it is,” and the world too. People, in general, seem to be unhappy with their jobs while at the same time grateful that they have a job. In order to make ends meet, some people today work two or three jobs. Now, our youth are demonstrating “against the system.” Not just in the United States, but around the world. With these demonstrations, which have attracted considerable media attention, I am reminded of the protests and demonstrations against the Vietnam War, but without a war.

      Why?

      The short answer is joblessness, along with a sense that the country’s political and economic affairs are tilted in favor of big business. The long answer, however, runs deep into history before the dawn of our civilization into the murky past, an answer that ties all aspects of human society into an inseparable twine of economics, government, and religion.

      
        CHILDREN OF THE MILLENNIUM: CATALYST FOR CHANGE

        Every so often a generation is given a label. The most well-known generation is the baby boomers, men and women born between 1946 and 1964, of which I am one. They are the children of those who sacrificed greatly and fought a world war to defeat fascism. Before them came the depression children, who struggled to eke out a living amid an economic dark age, and after the baby boomers came Generation X. More recently, those born from the early 1980s through the year 2000 have been labeled the millennial generation, or generation Y. These young people, currently between the ages of thirteen and thirty-three, are our future, and there are a lot of them. Fifty million of them are eighteen years of age or older, and in less than ten years, seventy million more will join their ranks as adults.

        This generation is unlike any previous generation. Their top three priorities are being a good parent, having a successful marriage, and helping others in need. Owning a home and living a religious life are fourth and fifth, respectively. Only then is a high-paying career important, their sixth priority.3 Today’s youth are so civic minded that some social commentators have dubbed them the “civic generation.” For them, it seems the American Dream has taken on a whole new meaning: it’s all about the people. “Community service is part of their DNA. It’s part of this generation to care about something larger than themselves,” according to CEO Michael Brown of City Year, a nonprofit organization dedicated to keeping students in school and on track to graduate.4

        On September 17, 2011, the millennials, as they have been dubbed by the press, began occupying Wall Street to demonstrate their dissatisfaction with the state of U.S. politico-economic affairs. Within a few weeks the demonstrations grew to thousands and spread to twenty-five cities across the United States. Within a month like-minded people across the world showed their support by staging their own “occupy” demonstrations, from Chicago to Los Angeles, and from London to Hong Kong. By the end of October 2011, the movement had spread to nearly one thousand cities across the world.5

        Their purpose is to fight back “against the corrosive power major banks and unaccountable multinational corporations wield against democracy, and the role of Wall Street in creating the economic collapse that has caused the greatest recession in nearly a century.” They aim to “expose how the richest 1% of people are writing the rules of a dangerous neoliberal economic agenda that is stealing our future.”6 According to Mark Bray, a media spokesman for Occupy Wall Street, “Fundamentally what we are looking for is economic justice. We want to create a society where the needs of the vast majority of people are prioritized over the profits of a small number of corporations which have an undue influence on the organization of our society. Moreover, we are looking for a more democratic structure, a way that the people can hold those officials that make these decisions accountable.”7

        Occupy Wall Street wants to end the tyranny of the 1 percent of people who have the greatest influence upon the political and financial system of the United States. They are against corrupt banking systems, war, and foreclosure. Occupy Wall Street, simply, demands economic justice for the 99 percent of the people who have little or no influence on the corporate and governmental forces that shape society. These demands are simple, but at the same time deeply complex.

        “Economic justice” sounds like Marxist rhetoric, which prompted television personalities such as Bill O’Reilly of Fox News to refer to the protesters as an “amalgamation of anti-capitalist people, anti-American people.”8 Conservative radio showman Rush Limbaugh believes that the Obama administration concocted Occupy Wall Street to target Republican presidential hopeful Mitt Romney.9 On a more sinister note, conservative talk show host Glenn Beck warns that Occupy Wall Street is a Marxist revolution that is global in nature.10 Conservative political commentator Charlie Wolf agrees, stating that the Occupy Wall Street movement is being controlled by “by a bunch of people who have nefarious means and desires on wanting to change the constitution of the United States.” They want to turn the United States into “some sort of communist or socialist-Marxist entity.”11

        If the Occupy Movement is indeed a Marxist revolution, why would 43 percent of those polled by CBS News agree with the protestors’ so-called anticapitalist views?12 More important, why would the youth of America, and the world, start a Marxist revolution when it is common knowledge that communism is a failed governmental ideology, that its application in the real world is impractical, particularly now since China has entered the global economy as a capitalist force?

        The millennial generation appears to understand that something is wrong with the political and economic forces at the foundation of society, that the United States has become more a republic of the corporations as opposed to a republic of the people. Government is a necessity, and a government that ensures the rights and freedoms of its people will always be successful. Still, any government can be corrupted by people who care more about power and control than the general welfare of the citizens. Consequently, I find it ironic that in an interview with Al Jazeera’s Mike Hanna, conservative political commentator Charlie Wolf suggested that “what they all [the Occupy Wall Street demonstrators] need right now is for some rich millionaire or billionaire that they despise to buy a couple hundred thousand copies of Animal Farm and to hand them out to the protesters and let them have a good read.”13

        Animal Farm is a satire on the ills of Stalinist communism, and it is understandable why Wolf would suggest such a book. However, what Wolf might not know is that after writing Animal Farm, George Orwell immediately wrote 1984, a chilling and disturbing exposé on the social, economic, and political truths hidden behind the rule and rhetoric of the modern industrial state and its socialistic style of government, a book published in 1949 that to this day, more than sixty years later, still ranks as a bestselling book.

      

      
        GEORGE ORWELL’S 1984 2012

        Nineteen Eighty-Four is the story of Winston Smith, a middle-aged member of the Outer Party whose job at the Ministry of Truth is to revise history by editing past editions of newspapers and magazines, removing photographs of and references to people who have been removed from existence (murdered) by the party known as INGSOC, an acronym for English socialism. Their slogan is “Who controls the past, controls the future, and so who controls the present controls the past.” The theory is that if everyone accepts the lie that the party imposes, and if all the records tell the same story, then the lie would pass into history, thereby becoming truth. With the current generation having no experiential memory of the past, accomplishing such a seemingly arduous task, Orwell writes, is easier than one might think. Over time, by constantly bombarding the people with their message, they win a never-ending series of victories over people’s memories, a policy the Inner Party calls Reality Control. Their goal is to build a new language in order to remove the ability to think unfavorably about the party, a language referred to as Newspeak.

        As a member of the Outer Party, Smith lives in torment, consuming food and drink of inferior quality while under the surveillance of Big Brother, a wall-mounted television that serves as a means of dispensing party propaganda, as well as a spy camera with a view into his personal life. Regularly, Smith and his colleagues are required to participate in Two Minute Hate sessions, in which people gather in front of a “big telescreen” to view the image of the people’s enemy, Emmanuel Goldstein, a former Inner Party member who backslid, sought revolution, and somehow escaped the Thought Police. In Two Minute Hate sessions, the Outer Party members hiss and scream at the image of Goldstein. Even Smith, who himself contemplates a better way of life, cannot help but scream at the image of the traitor Goldstein. Hate is infectious, but it is necessary for the Inner Party to maintain support for the perpetual state of war between the countries of Oceania and Eurasia. (Oceania encompasses the Americas, the United Kingdom, and Australia, as well as other locations. England is known as Airstrip One.)

        Smith hooks up with a younger Outer Party woman named Julia, who secretly passes him the message “I love you,” written on a small piece of paper. When they meet again, in secret, they indulge in sexual intercourse for pure pleasure, an act prohibited by the party. As their sexual meetings continue, Smith sinks deeper into the idea that there is a better way of life outside control of the party. He sees the proles (proletariat), poor people, the masses of people, living a happy, simple life. He also suspects that a man named O’Brien might be another person who seeks a way of life outside party control. O’Brien is an Inner Party member and the holder of some post so important that Smith has only a dim idea of its nature. One day, O’Brien contacts Smith under the auspices of being a revolutionary and allows Smith to read Goldstein’s forbidden book, The Theory and Practice of Oligarchical Collectivism, exposing the ideology behind INGSOC. In the end, Smith is arrested and discovers that O’Brien had been watching him and Julia all along through hidden telescreens. For Smith, things are not what they seem, and through psychological torture he succumbs to the party line, a broken man.

        When I first read 1984 I was a high school student and lacked life’s experience to understand the depth of Orwell’s story. At that time, 1984 was little more than dark science fiction of a technology-controlled society. After reading it again, however, more than thirty years later, Orwell’s literary genius was apparent. Underneath the seemingly unrealistic Two Minute Hate, Big Brother, Newspeak, O’Brien’s cruelty, and the mysterious figure of Emmanuel Goldstein lay the modus operandi of the institutionalized social powers that have existed for thousands of years. Although their names change from century to century, and their empires are replaced by more powerful empires, the pattern of ideological control always reasserts itself, even after revolution in the name of liberty.

        In 1984, Orwell was commenting on the sociopolitical and economic truth that lies at the base of human civilization. He did so in an exaggerated fashion to make his point. The slogans for INGSOC—War Is Peace, Freedom Is Slavery, and Ignorance Is Strength—are in fact the underlying principles for the modern social democratic state. These three principles of social organization and government control exist but not in the extreme way described by Orwell. They are subtle and buried deep within a self-perpetuating system that marries war-oriented nationalism to a network of powerful corporations, a system that is masked from the public by corporate media, a system that President Jimmy Carter referred to as “a more just and equitable world order” in his letter to the 1977 Trilateral Commission meeting in Tokyo, Japan.14

        What appears in the United States to be a two-party democratic system is essentially a one-party system divided into two conferences, one group being more conservative and the other more liberal. Both receive campaign funding from wealthy corporations and individuals, reflecting the social and political foundation that the business of America is business. This truth is played out in almost every election and is voiced in the typical campaign question “Are you better off now (financially) that you were four years ago?” The same is true for the election process. The candidates who can acquire more funds in their political campaign are typically voted into office. It’s a system based on profits and the accumulation of wealth in which the vast majority of people hang in the balance, needing jobs provided by the system. And as long as the system continues to grow and generate profits, there is ample employment for the masses, which in turn help sustain the system through consumption and the use of debt for housing and other expensive goods. This is capitalism.

        Such a capitalistic system based on a free market economy appears to be an equitable, well-conceived system. And it would be if the system’s resources and needs (supply and demand) were allowed to freely operate according to the principles of a free market economy. If that were the case, the system would be focused on providing people with affordable goods and services, and the ways and means for people to improve their own lives and communities, such as off-grid solar and geothermal power systems, hydrogen fuel cell automobiles, and reasonable health care through a holistic system in which diet and medicine are combined. The system, however, does not do this because corporations are loyal to their shareholders (their owners), and that loyalty is dedicated to increasing the value of corporate stock through growth in profits. Thus, costs must be kept as low as possible in order to maximize profits. Such costs include labor, one of the largest factors affecting profit. As a consequence, the majority of jobs are relatively low paying, and the state and federal governments must step in to enforce a minimum wage.

        According to the law of supply and demand, the greater the supply of anything in relation to its demand, the lower the price required to acquire it. In the case of labor, unemployment means that the supply of labor exceeds its demand, which in turn requires that the price for labor to drop in order for the supply of labor to reach equilibrium with demand. Because there almost always is an excess supply of labor, meaning that there are more people wanting jobs than there are jobs, corporations in the past took advantage of low labor costs. This led to the organization of laborers into unions and to the creation of the minimum wage, which provides an incentive for large corporations to move some of their operations overseas, where the cost of labor is lower, which, in turn, leads to vital national interests in other countries. This is true for all resources, such as oil.

        Oil is an important aspect of the economy, not just in producing gasoline for automobiles but also in generating plastics. As a result, oil-producing countries, even countries that are remote or sparsely populated, are of vital interest to the world economy, and any disruption of the oil flow can be viewed as a threat to national security justifying the need for military force. Such is the case with current U.S. military operations in Iraq, which have their origins and justification in the Carter Doctrine, a policy put in place by President Carter in 1980 stating that the United States would use military force if necessary to protect its national interests in the region of the Persian Gulf.

        Every country in the world has a right to protect its vital interests. The more interesting question is why do countries (groups of people bound by common interests represented by government) insist upon military action either through preemptive strikes or as a reaction to failed diplomacy?

      

      
        WAR IS HISTORY

        Anyone who has taken a few history classes knows that war has been the main feature of civilization since the beginning. In fact, world history can be defined as a cataloging of war, the redrawing of political boundaries, and the conquering of new territories. In the ancient world there was the Achaemenid Empire, Babylonian Empire, Greek Empire, Macedonian Empire, and the Roman Empire. In Medieval times there was the Mongol Empire, Islamic (Caliphate) Empire, Ming Empire, Chola Empire, and the Sassanid Empire; as long ago as 3000 BCE war has been documented.

        In modern times, empires became distinctly Western European with the British, Russian, Spanish, French, and Portuguese imperialism. However, there was also the Ottoman Empire of the Near East that spanned medieval and modern times as well as the short-lived twentieth-century empires of Imperial Japan and Nazi Germany. Fueled by industry and the mechanization of armies, with its two world wars, the twentieth century might very well have been the most violent period in our civilization’s history.

        In 1914, all the major world powers were drawn into a European war, history records, because of the assassination of Archduke Franz Ferdinand, the heir to the Austro-Hungarian throne. The assassin: a member of the Serbian nationalist movement called the “Black Hand.” The true roots of the war, however, lie in the culturally Slavic peoples of the Balkans and their domination by both the Austro-Hungarian Empire and the Ottoman Empire. In simple terms, these Balkan Slavs wanted their independence. With the assassination of the archduke, the Austro-Hungarian Empire took the opportunity to exercise their dominance on Serbian lands by offering the Serbs an ultimatum they would likely reject. Serbia, on the other hand, looked to Russia with which they had close ties to aid in their cause. As a consequence, the Austro-Hungarian Empire looked to the Germans for support, who willingly agreed. So, on July 28, 1914, the Austro-Hungarian Empire declared war on Serbia, which created a chain reaction of war declarations involving France, Britain, Japan, the Ottoman Empire, and eventually the United States, the results of which devastated Germany and sowed the seeds of another world war two decades later.

        During the 1930s, the National Socialist German Workers Party rose to power in Germany with the promises of a restored economy and a new empire. At the same time, Italy and Japan began flexing their muscles. All three countries expanded their territories first through intimidation and then by invasion and occupation. The expansionist policies of Germany, Italy, and Japan led to land being taken by force and people being subjugated, which in turn created a threat to the interests of other countries, namely France, the United Kingdom, and the United States. The result was another world war in which tens of millions of people lost their lives. The final act of war was the detonation of two nuclear bombs on the civilian populations of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, Japan, killing more than 75,000 people in less than a day. In the ensuing months another 150,000 people died from burns, radiation poisoning, and other trauma-related illnesses. In the course of six years of war between 1939 and 1945, more than 60 million people lost their lives.

        Although there are many reasons why the countries of the world entered into another war in 1939, the underlying reason is greed, along with the quest for the control of resources and peoples through territorial expansion, regardless of the political rhetoric put forth of individual countries acting in their own best interest. This propensity for war is as much the defining quality of civilization as are the institutions of education, science, and religion. History demonstrates that the rise and fall of kingdoms, nations, and empires typically involves death and destruction. And war is waged not necessarily in accordance with the will of the people, but by those with power and influence who find it necessary to protect or expand the system that they manage.

        Yet killing is against the nature of the human species. Even cases of self-defense and accidental killing create psychological trauma within the human mind. Killing another human being takes special conditioning, a fact that military forces around the world recognize; therefore, they psychologically condition their recruits to kill in a process called basic training. We further condition recruits, as well as society, by associating the process of killing with national pride, medals for bravery, and civil accolades in defending the “homeland.” Yet few combat veterans are willing to talk about their experiences on the battlefield—their honor of defending the homeland—for the horrors of war far exceed anyone’s worst nightmare. We have it in our minds to kill or be killed. Why?

        The Christian might argue that it’s because people are inherently evil.

        The Darwinist might argue that it’s because only the fit survive.

        The socialist might argue that it’s because of greed.

        The person belonging to an ethnic minority might argue that it’s because of prejudice.

        The capitalist might not care as long as there is a way to profit, because it’s just business, in the sense that war is about protecting a nation’s vital interests, which is almost always about resources and commerce.

        Major General Smedley Butler (1881–1940), the recipient of two Congressional Medals of Honor and the most decorated Marine prior to the Second World War, would agree that it’s just business. After his career in the Marine Corps, and long before the antiwar culture of the 1960s, Butler concluded, “War is a racket. It always has been. It is possibly the oldest, easily the most profitable, surely the most vicious. It is the only one international in scope. It is the only one in which the profits are reckoned in dollars and the losses in lives.”15 Butler’s deduction is simple, and one of today’s more popular clichés. Follow the money. Corporate enterprises that contract with the federal government during times of war increase their profits dramatically, and it’s all paid for by the people.

        Butler confesses:

        I helped make Mexico, especially Tampico, safe for American oil interests in 1914. I helped make Haiti and Cuba a decent place for the National City Bank boys to collect revenues in. I helped in the raping of half a dozen Central American republics for the benefits of Wall Street. The record of racketeering is long. I helped purify Nicaragua for the international banking house of Brown Brothers in 1909–1912. I brought light to the Dominican Republic for American sugar interests in 1916. In China I helped to see to it that Standard Oil went its way unmolested.16

        For the famed author H. G. Wells, World War I was “the war to end all war.” On April 2, 1917, President Woodrow Wilson asked Congress for a Declaration of War against Germany so that the world would “be made safe for democracy.” Congress obliged, and the United States entered the war. Eighteen months later World War I ended on November 11, 1918. The peace treaty that was signed at Versailles, however, led to a much more devastating war twenty years later. Again, the United States sought to remain out of the conflict and did so for two years. Unlike the First World War, the Second World War ended in unconditional surrender and occupation. Like the war before it, the Second World War also sowed the seeds of war, conducted not on the battlefield, but on the field of international politics and economics. Known as the Cold War, this was a war against the threat of communism. The Cold War quickly turned hot in the Asian country of Korea, where more than two million people lost their lives. A decade later the same scenario repeated itself in the small Southeast Asian country of Vietnam, where more than five million people died.

        The Cold War between what Western countries called the “Free World” and the “Communist World”—East and West—lasted another fifteen years and finally ended when the Soviet Union dissolved under its inability to house and feed its own people. In a sense, the West won the Cold War by forcing the Soviet Union to continually use more and more of its resources on military and defense programs, prompting a self-inflicted bankruptcy, discharged on Christmas 1991.

        While the Soviet Union was crumbling under its own weight, Iraq annexed the small country of Kuwait on its southern border through military occupation, a country that was a close ally during their war with Iran in the previous decade. International outcry led to immediate economic sanctions by the United Nations, and ultimately a UN coalition of forces was dispatched to liberate Kuwait.

        A decade later an Islamic fundamentalist militant group known as Al-Qaeda (meaning the Base) flew hijacked jet airliners into New York’s World Trade Center and the Pentagon in a suicide mission, which generated great outcry among the people of the United States. Not since the surprise attack on Pearl Harbor by the Japanese Imperial Navy have so many people been killed on U.S. soil in an act of war.

        A few years later, U.S. intelligence agencies informed their government that Iraq was involved in training terrorists, had not been cooperating with UN representatives, and was not adhering to seventeen UN resolutions. With the support of Congress, the next President Bush ordered the invasion of Iraq. The intent was to overthrow and occupy the country, with the goal of bringing about democracy to a once-imprisoned people; the justification was that Saddam Hussein owned weapons of mass destruction. A year earlier, U.S. forces invaded Afghanistan to eliminate terrorist bases and to overthrow the existing Taliban extremist government. The “War on Terror” began with both of these countries being former U.S. allies in the Cold War against the Soviet Union. Now they had become enemies, not because of direct actions against the United States, but because of their sympathies to private militant organizations with anti-Western views.

        The War on Terror has continued now for more than a decade. Why?

        It’s a matter of perspective. The viewpoint of the U.S. government is that they have the right to protect their interests abroad. From a very different—and valid—perspective, the United States can be construed as an imperialist force trying to control world politics and commerce; in other words, it wants to control people and resources.

        In a 2011 Republican debate in Tampa, Florida, presidential hopeful Ron Paul argued that “We’re under great threat [citizens of the United States], because we occupy so many countries. We’re in 130 countries. We have 900 bases around the world. We’re going broke.”17 According to the Department of Defense Active Duty Military Personnel Strengths by Regional Area and by Country, as of September 30, 2010, the United States has 1.1 million troops stationed within its borders and territories; 80,000 in Europe; 44,000 in East Asia and the Pacific; 8,000 in North Africa, the Near East, and South Asia; 2,000 in sub-Saharan Africa; 2,000 in other countries of the western hemisphere; and even 145 in former countries of the Soviet Union. Add to that the 96,200 troops in Iraq and 105,900 in Afghanistan.18 According to The Economist, the ten largest defense budgets in the world add up to more than a trillion dollars, of which the United States accounts for 60 percent, with a 2010 budget of 696 billion dollars.19

        The important fact is that the United States has been at war, off and on, for one hundred years, and for the past fifty years more on than off, nearly continuous. And with this continual state of war comes the growth of industries specializing in producing the instruments and technologies of war, paid for by taxes.

        Growing up during the Cold War, I believed, as did many other people, that the archenemy of the United States, the Soviet Union, was the reason for the world being as it is: a world divided, us and them, two opposing forces that if provoked enough might destroy the planet. The Soviet Union and communism in general were a threat to our principles of government and our way of life. President Reagan’s “Evil Empire” was guilty of closing off their borders and enslaving their people.

        Through the course of the Cold War, trillions of dollars were spent on weapons, particularly deadly machines bordering on the edge of science fiction, such as the Stealth Bomber and Fighter, aircraft invisible to radar. Missile silos were built throughout the Great Plains. Development ensued on the Trident Nuclear Submarine, which amounts to a missile silo built into the belly of a submarine, enough firepower for destruction not only of the Soviet Union, but of the planet as well.

        In 1991, when the Soviet Union dissolved as a political entity, the Cold War ended. One might think that the United States would de-arm and focus its resources on domestic products and programs. It didn’t because there was a new threat. What if some rogue country got hold of a nuclear bomb? What if Iran developed nuclear weapons and started World War III? A decade after the Cold War came to an end, a new enemy arrived on the political world scene, an invisible enemy without borders with the ability to set up operations in any country, even the United States. The sky-bombing of the World Trade Center and the Pentagon provided proof that they exist. Their message: the intent of the United States government is global commerce and influence backed by a massive military-industrial complex with bases around the world, headquartered at the Pentagon. The United States and its allies are and have been building an economic world empire, and it is this empire that we have declared war against.

        U.S. citizens don’t see it that way because the media generally report the political and diplomatic goings-on of the U.S. government. By nature, the U.S. media are sympathetic to the government’s politics and seek to fashion public opinion around characteristics of the Democratic and Republican parties, essentially a single party divided by the amount of money that should be spent on social programs. Heated arguments between the parties take place, to be sure, but other perspectives are rarely offered. Nor are the people told the whole story behind any national policy or event. It would take too long, given a thirty minute newscast. More important, what should be stated in order to explain the whole story can’t be told because the facts, more often than not, involve national security, and therefore are secret.

      

      
        PRESIDENT EISENHOWER’S WARNING

        President Dwight D. Eisenhower was one of the greatest generals in U.S. history, a man well acquainted with public service and the military, the Supreme Commander of the Allied Forces in Europe during World War II, and the first Supreme Commander of NATO. On January 17, 1961, in his presidential farewell address, he warned us of the dangers that a corporate warfare system might generate. Although realizing that a military establishment was necessary, President Eisenhower cautioned us, and the world, that the total influence of such a military-industrial complex on society would be “economic, political, even spiritual” and would be “felt in every city, every Statehouse, every office of the Federal government.” Such a system would have “grave implications.”20 Thus, he warned:

        In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military-industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist. We must never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties or democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted. Only an alert and knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of the huge industrial and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals, so that security and liberty may prosper together.21

        President Eisenhower also warned the American people that “we must also be alert to the equal and opposite danger that public policy could itself become the captive of a scientific-technological elite.”22 He also made it known the true meaning of the American Dream:

        We pray that peoples of all faiths, all races, all nations, may have their great human needs satisfied; that those now denied opportunity shall come to enjoy it to the full; that all who yearn for freedom may experience its spiritual blessings; that those who have freedom will understand, also, its heavy responsibilities; that all who are insensitive to the needs of others will learn charity; that the scourges of poverty, disease and ignorance will be made to disappear from the earth, and that, in the goodness of time, all peoples will come to live together in a peace guaranteed by the binding force of mutual respect and love.23

        Eisenhower’s successor, John F. Kennedy, seemed to share his vision. In June of 1963, President Kennedy spoke to the graduating class of American University in Washington about world peace, a topic on which “ignorance too often abounds and the truth is too rarely perceived.”24 Kennedy believed in the dignity of the human spirit and that all people genuinely wanted peace:

        What kind of peace do I mean? What kind of peace do we seek? Not a Pax Americana [America peace] enforced on the world by American weapons of war. Not the peace of the grave or the security of the slave. I am talking about genuine peace, the kind of peace that makes life on earth worth living, the kind that enables men and nations to grow and to hope and to build a better life for their children—not merely peace for Americans but peace for all men and women—not merely peace in our time but peace for all time.25

        Kennedy also informed the American University’s graduating class that he believed too many people thought peace was impossible, dangerous, and a defeatist belief. He advised that we need not accept this view and that our international problems were solvable because humans created them. For Kennedy, world peace was not to be based on “sudden revolution in human nature but on a gradual evolution in human institutions.” There would be no grand formula or magic solution by a few world powers; rather, “Genuine peace must be the product of many nations, the sum of many acts.”26

        Five months after sharing his vision of world peace, he was assassinated, an act that would be speculated on for decades. Why was Kennedy murdered? Some believe that responsibility lies with dark forces within our own government tied to the military-industrial complex and that the motive was to prevent peace-making efforts with the Soviets and to prevent a U.S. withdrawal from South Vietnam. Others believe it was mob related in retaliation for helping “get the vote out.” Unfortunately, we may never know if Oswald acted alone—the official story—or if conspiracy truly existed. The debate continues to this day.

        Since the early 1960s armed conflict and other U.S. “military actions” have been nearly continuous. One has to contemplate whether the advice of President Eisenhower has fallen on deaf ears, or disinterested minds. Whatever the case may be, the government-based system for funding the research and development of weapons technology, which was born out of World War II, has come of age, producing a society that eerily resembles, although subtly, the dark esoteric truths of George Orwell’s 1984:

        War is peace
War must exist—if only as a mentality—for the system to exist, even though there is peace. So, when war is talked about, officials and managers of the system are really talking about peace. Peace is possible only after every enemy has been vanquished.

        Freedom is slavery
Freedom exists only in the meaningless choices of which food to purchase, which television program to view, and which consumer goods the amount of money you earn can buy. Freedom is gained only by selecting from the available jobs provided by the system, beginning at minimum wage. For the vast majority of people, life involves paying off mortgages, auto loans, and consumer debts, with the hope that enough money can be saved by the age of sixty-five. In effect, the vast majority of people are labor slaves to a system that owns the resources that must be purchased in order to survive.

    It’s the ultimate Monopoly game, for if your debt gets too large for you to manage, bankruptcy is available, thereby dismissing all your creditors. You get to return to “Go” and start over instead of leave the game.

        Ignorance is strength
Ignorance is not even knowing that the system is a system, camouflaged by the electoral process, mass media, executive directives, and secret projects under the guise of national security. These institutions and policies insulate and strengthen the system.

        However, what I refer to as “the system” is not something modern society has created. The system is as old as civilization itself, appearing first in Mesopotamia five thousand years ago. This system, which is best described as ruling by the elite, is simply human nature and has reasserted itself time after time with each new kingdom and empire, century after century and millennium after millennium. It just so happens that the latest incarnation of this system centers on the United States of America, which is in effect a country formed by nearly every culture in the world.

        Throughout history there have always been three classes of people based on wealth: the poor, the middle class, and the elite. The perspective and goals of these classes are irreconcilable. The elite want nothing more than to maintain their status, and to do so they fund public projects, give to charity, and support the government, whose role is to manage the people and protect the system. The poor are too tired from constantly struggling to care about anything other than the immediate needs of their lives. Members of the middle class want to join the upper class, of which, really, they know nothing about. And because of their desire to be of the elite class, they will do almost anything to achieve that goal, and with their greed they create a “rat race” for themselves and a “dog-eat-dog” world for everyone else.

        Rats don’t race, and dogs don’t eat dogs. Everyone of the English-speaking language has heard these two phrases and knows deep down what they really mean. It’s a human race in which ignoring and running others over is the norm. It’s a people-eat-people world, a cannibalistic world where “I will get you before you get me,” a world where “there is no free lunch” and everyone has the attitude of “not on my dime.” In this, the middle class has created a society of selfishness from which emerges violence. Not in a criminal manner that can be prosecuted, but in thought and in spirit, reflected in wars on just about anything deemed unwanted: war on drugs, war on crime, war on poverty, war on cancer. Most recently, war on terror. All of which result in futility.

        Such violence is reflected in the government we have created for ourselves, a violence based on fear. The violence is so ingrained that we have become paranoid, and through our paranoia we have created Big Brother. According to Georgina Prodhan, writing for Reuters, “Internet companies such as Google, Twitter and Facebook are being increasingly co-opted for surveillance work as the information they gather proves irresistible to law enforcement agencies.”27 In the United States, the FDA has approved a radio frequency identification chip the size of a grain of rice to be implanted in the human body.28 More recently, on January 31, 2011, President Obama signed into federal law the National Defense Authorization Act, which allows the federal government “trialfree, indefinite detention of anyone, including American citizens, so long as the government calls them terrorists.”29

        To hide the reality of our violence, we have created Orwell’s Newspeak, a deliberate substitution of words with new words in order to permanently alter our thinking and to make critical thinking anti-American. In the theater of war, civilians killed by mistake or simply because they happened to be in the wrong place at the wrong time are not killed civilians, but collateral damage. Bombing missions have become sorties. Battles have become troop surges. Going off to war has become deployment. In a very strange sense, war has lost its meaning and has been redefined. Through language war has become neutralized and normalized.

        War has become peace.

      

      
        THE COMING NEW WORLD ORDER

        With the idea of war now substituted for the idea of peace, there is a new order emerging in the world. On September 11, 1990, a year before the dissolution of the Soviet Union, President George H. W. Bush announced live on television and before a joint session of Congress his dream of a new world order:

        We stand today at a unique and extraordinary moment. The crisis in the Persian Gulf, as grave as it is, also offers a rare opportunity to move toward an historic period of cooperation. Out of these troubled times, our fifth objective—a new world order—can emerge: a new era—freer from the threat of terror, stronger in the pursuit of justice, and more secure in the quest for peace. An era in which the nations of the world, East and West, North and South, can prosper and live in harmony. A hundred generations have searched for this elusive path to peace, while a thousand wars raged across the span of human endeavor. Today that new world is struggling to be born, a world quite different from the one we’ve known; a world where the rule of law supplants the rule of the jungle; a world in which nations recognize the shared responsibility for freedom and justice; a world where the strong respect the rights of the weak. . . .

        Once again, Americans have stepped forward to share a tearful goodbye with their families before leaving for a strange and distant shore. At this very moment, they serve together with Arabs, Europeans, Asians, and Africans in defense of principle and the dream of a new world order. That’s why they sweat and toil in the sand and the heat and the sun. If they can come together under such adversity, if old adversaries like the Soviet Union and the United States can work in common cause, then surely we who are so fortunate to be in this great Chamber—Democrats, Republicans, liberals, conservatives—can come together to fulfill our responsibilities here. Thank you. Good night. And God bless the United States of America.30

        Six months later, on March 6, 1991, after the dissolution of the Soviet Union and the successful campaign again Iraqi forces in Kuwait, President Bush announced to a joint session of Congress that a new world order had arrived:

        Until now, the world we’ve known has been a world divided—a world of barbed wire and concrete block, conflict and cold war. Now, we can see a new world coming into view. A world in which there is the very real prospect of a new world order. In the words of Winston Churchill, a “world order” in which “the principles of justice and fair play . . . protect the weak against the strong . . .” A world where the United Nations, freed from cold war stalemate, is poised to fulfill the historic vision of its founders—a world in which freedom and respect for human rights find a home among all nations.

        The Gulf war put this new world to its first test, and, my fellow Americans, we passed that test. For the sake of our principles, for the sake of the Kuwaiti people, we stood our ground. Because the world would not look the other way, Ambassador al-Sabah, tonight, Kuwait is free.

        Tonight as our troops begin to come home, let us recognize that the hard work of freedom still calls us forward. We’ve learned the hard lessons of history. The victory over Iraq was not waged as “a war to end all wars.” Even the new world order cannot guarantee an era of perpetual peace. But enduring peace must be our mission.31

        For some people, mentioning the phrase “new world order” automatically conjures the thought of conspiracy and a one-world government, but trying to govern seven billion people across many different cultures would soon become an exercise in frustration. President Bush’s new world order refers to something other than what conspiracy theorists might think. He was clear in his first new world order speech about what it means: “freer from the threat of terror, stronger in the pursuit of justice, and more secure in the quest for peace. An era in which the nations of the world, East and West, North and South, can prosper and live in harmony.” In Bush’s statement the key words are “prospering and living in harmony,” which from the American perspective can only be conducting business abroad under Western principles of justice, an international policy that strikes the same chord as Roosevelt’s “making the world safe for democracy.”

        President Bush is not alone on this either. Four years earlier Soviet President Mikhail Gorbachev stated almost the same thing, but in a slightly different way. He wrote that “great work of historic importance lies in store both for the Soviet Union and the United States.”32 This work of “staving off the threat of humanity’s destruction in a nuclear war” could not be accomplished by either the United States or the Soviet Union alone. If they were successful, however, he foresaw “a bloom in Soviet-American relations, a ‘Golden Age’ which would benefit the USSR and the USA, all countries, and the whole world community.”33

        I am convinced that Gorbachev is referring to a Golden Age of the commercial system, and that he knew while he was president that the communist system was collapsing. He also knew that for the country to survive, the Russians would have to meet the West on their terms through capitalism. Gorbachev was writing about a new world order of global commerce, a Golden Age of capitalism in which multinational corporations across the world are free to engage in business without the threat of their operations being jeopardized by warring countries. For the wealthy corporations and governments that control most of the world’s resources, such a goal as a new world order provides purpose, a purpose they believe to be necessary.

        According to The Crisis in Democracy: Report on the Governability of Democracies to the Trilateral Commission, the people of democratic societies have lost their sense of purpose:

        In the past, people have found their purposes in religion, in nationalism, and in ideology. But neither church, nor state, nor class now commands people’s loyalties. . . . Protestantism sanctified the individual conscience; nationalism postulated the equality of citizens; and liberalism provided the rationale for limited government based on consent. But now all three gods have failed. We have witnessed the dissipation of religion, the withering away of nationalism, the decline—if not the end—of class-based ideology.34

        As a result, the democracy continues to operate but loses its ability to make purposeful decisions as special interests and competing private interests create conflicting wants. Thus, the governing “system becomes one of anomic democracy, in which democratic politics becomes more an arena for the assertion of conflicting interests than a process for the building of common purposes.”35 Purpose, consequently, must come from a “collective perception by the significant groups in society of a major challenge to their well-being and the perception by them that this challenge threatens them all about equally.”36

        In other words, those who have the greatest stake in a country need to provide the course for that country’s policies, while managing the government and population. For the United States and Britain, that means ensuring a competent and authoritarian government because the people of the United States and Britain have a strong tradition of being politically active, which reduces the competency and authority of the government by dividing officials’ attention between the demands of the people and the demands of business. Japan, on the other hand, which has always had a strong authoritarian and bureaucratic government, requires more democratic participation of its people. In continental Europe, however, both governability and democracy seem to be problematic.37

        Therefore, from the perspective of a wealthy businessman engaged in international commerce, the new world order is nothing more than those who have great interest in their respective country cooperating with their counterparts in other countries to ensure peace and prosperity for the sake of all, insinuating profitability. Neither the Trilateral Commission nor the Council on Foreign Relations is a secret society, but a group of men and women devoted to maintaining a prosperous course for their respective nations and the world. And if these men and women did not endeavor to promote commerce and cooperation, societies would aimlessly quarrel with one another, at best. At worst, there might be revolution and anarchy.

        There are those who believe that the Trilateral Commission is a shadow government dedicated to instituting some type of world government. There are also those who think the Trilateral Commission is a natural and necessary part of U.S. international relations in a world with dissolving borders. Most people probably have never heard of the Trilateral Commission and don’t care. For the biggest players in commerce and politics, the Trilateral Commission is just a means to plan, promote, and cultivate relations between countries, a necessary and proactive approach to preventing another world war and generating commerce. It’s a matter of perception.

        The average person doesn’t live life from the perspective of a multinational corporate executive. Rather, he or she sees the world through the eyes of a laborer. Blue or white collar, it doesn’t matter. On the other hand, for multinational corporate executives as well as the political leadership of the country, the appropriate way of viewing average people is as a collective and as a labor force to be dealt with. This relationship between labor and capital is often an uneasy balance of economic affairs, as history demonstrates, particularly during the nineteenth and the early twentieth century, when child labor, employee health, and working conditions were serious issues along with the right for laborers to unionize and bargain with their corporate employers.

        A number of economic theories have been put forward over the past few hundred years on how all this works between owners and workers. Mercantilists believe that wealth comes from the accumulation of gold and silver; classical economists believe that land, labor, and capital are the source of national wealth; Marxists believe that labor determines the value of a society because they are the force that actually manufactures products. Today, we live in a Keynesian world of capitalist economics in which the government spends money and levies taxes to stabilize the economy. According to Keynes’s model, during a recession the government should spend more and tax less to stimulate growth, while in times of growth, tax more and spend less in order to control inflation. Also coming into play is supply-side economics, based on the idea that people will save and invest when given the incentive to do so and that this stimulates the economy. Monetary theory suggests that the supply of money can be used to stimulate the economy.

        Society and civilization—domestic and international—regardless of the time period or age of humanity are all about economics in a very fundamental way. Economics is a systematic, almost mathematical, approach to using natural resources to live life. All the different economic theories are a fine-tuning of the system that Adam Smith described in classical economics. There are land, labor, and capital. Stated more fairly, there are resources, people, and ownership. Today, the general concept of economics is very simple. Large corporate enterprises own vast resources and create products that ordinary people must purchase in order to live, while at the same time providing the labor for those enterprises to turn resources into products. In a sense, the relationship between labor and capital is a card game, a very important card game with very high stakes. Too many unhappy people, as history demonstrates, leads to revolution if an equitable, nonviolent solution between the parties cannot be found. This is why capitalists display such a dislike for Marxists and Marxist ideas. They’ve observed that where communist experiments have succeeded, business owners lost everything.

        You might think that if there are so many workers compared to owners, a ratio of more than 50 to 1,*2 38 then why don’t workers have more say in the state of economic affairs. Although there are a number of reasons, the primary reason is beliefs.

      



OEBPS/images/9781620551981_cvi.jpg
Edward E. Malkowski

Foreword by Barbara Hand Clow

=






OEBPS/images/img_011.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_001.jpg
RETURN OF THE
GOLDEN AGE

Ancient History and the
Key to Our Collective Future

Edward F. Malkowski






