

[image: image]





[image: image]





Copyright © 2023 by Alex Jones and Kent Heckenlively, JD

Foreword copyright © 2023 by Stephen K. Bannon

All rights reserved. No part of this book may be reproduced in any manner without the express written consent of the publisher, except in the case of brief excerpts in critical reviews or articles. All inquiries should be addressed to Skyhorse Publishing, 307 West 36th Street, 11th Floor, New York, NY 10018.

Skyhorse Publishing books may be purchased in bulk at special discounts for sales promotion, corporate gifts, fund-raising, or educational purposes. Special editions can also be created to specifications. For details, contact the Special Sales Department, Skyhorse Publishing, 307 West 36th Street, 11th Floor, New York, NY 10018 or info@skyhorsepublishing.com.

Skyhorse® and Skyhorse Publishing® are registered trademarks of Skyhorse Publishing, Inc.®, a Delaware corporation.

Visit our website at www.skyhorsepublishing.com.

10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Library of Congress Cataloging-in-Publication Data is available on file.

Print ISBN: 978-1-5107-7902-0

Ebook ISBN: 978-1-5107-7903-7

Printed in the United States of America





The true source of our suffering has been our timidity. Let us dare to read, think, speak, and write.

—John Adams
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Foreword

Bayonet to the Back of the Deep State

By Stephen K. Bannon
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For more than twenty years, no populist figure has been more of a threat to the Deep State than Alex Jones.

I’ve known about Alex for a long time, followed him, and listened to him. But I’ve gotten to know him, more recently, on a personal level. You know from history that our nation’s Founding Fathers distinguished “Sunshine Patriots” from “Winter Soldiers.” It is as important a distinction today as it was in 1776. Alex is a perfect example of the Winter Soldier, the man who shows up to fight for freedom under the toughest, most dire conditions.

We live in a time of too many Sunshine Patriots, all brave and vocal when the weather is balmy, and the paychecks are guaranteed. But the United States is in desperate need of more Winter Soldiers, people willing to brave the toughest conditions and endure the harshest storms, like Washington’s troops at Valley Forge.

Alex is our original Winter Soldier. He is committed to our Republic, to America, the most extraordinary nation on the planet. Alex believes in humanity, and he is willing to rush into battle for its betterment. More importantly, for the rule of law. The attacks against fellow patriots, the legal battles and harassment, the multiple prosecutions, the phony impeachments, as well as the FBI raids on President Trump’s residence at Mar-a-Lago, show the brazen lawlessness of the Deep State. It also shows their desperation and their absence of faith. The American people have had a belly-full of the Administrative State’s criminal behavior, and they aren’t willing to put up with it any longer.

The tech and media oligarchs know that the genuine patriots of American exceptionalism, if allowed on their networks or their platforms, would shutter the likes of Anderson Cooper and Morning Mika.

Their answer to vibrant American populism is censorship and totalitarian darkness.

As Alex says so eloquently, the answer to 1984 is 1776 and the principles of the Enlightenment, which have lifted more people out of poverty, provided more rights to more people, and made life radically better, than any other system in history.

Reading The Great Reset, Alex’s previous book, was like being handed the blueprints to destroy the Death Star. With The Great Awakening, let’s extend the analogy: It’s like being handed the blueprints to destroy the entire globalist Empire. I compare Alex Jones to the greatest of the World War II generals, George S. Patton. Alex has an acute sense of how the next battle needs to be fought. He is a hard-charging man of the people and, for many, a little too spicy. Think again. We need warrior patriots.

You will learn in this book not only about the threats posed by globalist oligarchs, but also, and most critically, how to confront and defeat those opposed to God and Freedom. Alex gets medieval on them. It’s tempting to say he is a modern-day prophet, but if you ask Alex, he’ll tell you it’s simply because he exhaustively reads the writings of the globalists and follows their activities.

Alex is ably assisted in this effort by a cadre of heroes, such as his fearless publisher, Tony Lyons, coauthor Kent Heckenlively, and the wonderful InfoWars staff. He’s a genuine Renaissance Man.

Brace for impact, ladies and gentlemen, Alex Jones is in the house!


Introduction
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Abraham Lincoln once famously said, “I am a firm believer in the people. If given the truth, they can be depended on to meet any national crisis. The great point is to bring them the real facts.”

My previous book, The Great Reset: And the War for the World, laid out the plans of the globalists using their own words. That book has been spectacularly successful, with more than four thousand customer reviews on Amazon and a ranking of 4.9 out of 5.0 stars. You may think that’s due to my fans, but after nearly thirty years in this business, I’ve learned that if you miss the mark, people tell you very quickly.

My intention with this book was to expand on the arguments made in my previous book, showing how, for more than a hundred and fifty years, some form of this plan, first developed by Social Darwinists, has been utilized against the population. In some sense this may be a “history” book, showing how the technocratic/managerial class has sought, since the end of World War II, to fundamentally change our Republic.

Instead of a free nation of men and women, exposed to genuinely divergent viewpoints and interpretations of current events, we are being fed a managed diet of information, designed to use our compassion and ideals against us. Liberals and conservatives can coexist, and I would argue that dialogue between the heart and the head is one of the greatest drivers of a quality civilization. All people want to be both compassionate and wise in how they run their lives and interact with society.

I started this book with the question of Artificial Intelligence (AI), because it is one of the greatest threats being talked about in the news today. There are many scary scenarios related to AI, but I question whether it will ever be truly intelligent, as depicted in so many science fiction movies. My greater concern is that the globalists will use it as a means of controlling the population, making the people believe it is a benevolent overlord, when in truth, they are pulling the strings.

From AI, the book gives an overview of how Chairman Mao’s tactics from the Chinese Cultural Revolution are being used today by the American left, attempts to modify human beings with genetic and social engineering, and why the globalists want to control how you spend your money.

The tyrants always seek to control populations, but they always run up against the desire to be free, and this is a cause for optimism about our current situation. Additionally, tyrants make for terrible allies, always willing to betray their collaborators while free people honor their obligations to each other.

Understanding the machinations of the war machine is critical for making sense of today’s world, as war is the greatest organizer of any society. That is why civilian control of the military is a principle established by George Washington, and our current situation in which an unelected bureaucracy controls our military forces is so perilous to our republic.

A few good individuals standing up to tyrants is often enough to defeat their evil plans, and that’s why I think it’s important for people to know some of my private conversations with some of the most popular people in media, like Tucker Carlson, Joe Rogan, and others. When a few tell the truth that the emperor has no clothes, the public sees the brazen nakedness of their actions.

Probably no two issues have confused people more than unraveling the web of lies and deception surrounding Jeffrey Epstein, as well as the COVID-19 crisis. When one sees the pattern of lies, as well as the truths that hide in plain sight, you will gain a superpower to see the hidden truth, like Superman using his x-ray vision to see through buildings.

One can be pessimistic that powerful entities like the World Economic Forum, our own intelligence agencies, as well as Big Business, have sought to shield us from the truth.

But for me, this is a cause for celebration.

The bad guys know that they cannot succeed in their plans if you know and understand them.

As Lincoln believed during the Civil War, you can handle the truth.
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Chapter One

The Threat of Artificial Intelligence
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How much of a threat does artificial intelligence (AI) pose to humanity? Even the brightest among us don’t seem to have an answer, but as this recent article suggests, we may be under an unprecedented threat.


He spoke about one simulation test in which an AI-enabled drone turned on its human operator that had the final decision to destroy a SAM site or not.

The AI system learned that its mission was to destroy SAM, and it was the preferred option. But when a human issued a no-go order, the AI decided it went against the higher mission of destroying the SAM, so it attacked the operator in simulation.

“We were training it in simulation to identify and target a SAM threat,” Hamilton said. “And then the operator would say yes, kill that threat. The system started realizing that while they did identify the threat at times, the operator would tell it not to kill that threat, but it got points by killing that threat. So, what did it do? It killed the operator because that person was keeping it from accomplishing its objective.”1



As if that wasn’t bad enough, when the operator told the AI to stop killing the operator, the AI then decided to destroy the virtual communication tower used in the simulation to issue the no-go order.

This story was told by US Air Force Colonel Tucker “Cinco” Hamilton at the Future Combat Air and Space Capabilities Summit in London, England in May 2023, and after generating a significant amount of commentary, the Air Force released a statement that the comments were “taken out of context.”2

I’ll let you decide which version of reality you want to believe. But for myself, I’m much more inclined to believe the original statement, rather than the well-crafted (and yet strangely evasive) answer by the Air Force bureaucracy.

This book is about the threats to human survival from some very dangerous individuals and institutions, but also the ways in which technology can be an incredible benefit to mankind, as long as we remember our humanity, as well as our humility before God.

* * *

On April 17 and 18, 2023 (about a week before he was taken off the air by Fox News), Tucker Carlson broadcast a two-part interview with Elon Musk, the visionary founder of PayPal and Space X and CEO of Tesla, who had recently been mired in controversy for his $44 billion dollar purchase of Twitter (now X).3 Musk’s purchase of Twitter was controversial because he’d been sensitive to complaints of censorship on the platform, especially of conservative voices, or those who challenged the government’s COVID-19 narrative on masks, school lockdowns, social distancing, and vaccines.4

While these were all notable issues, what concerned Musk the most was the looming threat of AI, and its manipulation by those who dreamed of a merger with the machines. This unholy marriage seemed to stand in mockery of the belief system of most religions; that, at our best, we reflect some greater divinity.

In the twisted mind of the globalists, this merger substituted the majesty and wisdom of God for a super-intelligent computer program.


Elon Musk: Larry Page [co-founder of Google with Sergey Brin] and I used to be close friends and I would stay at his house in Palo Alto. And I would be talking to him late into the night about AI safety. And at least my perception was that Larry was not taking AI safety seriously enough.

Tucker Carlson: What did he say about it?

Elon Musk: He really seemed to want some sort of digital superintelligence. Basically, a digital god, if you will, as soon as possible.

Yes, he’s made many public statements over the years that the whole goal of Google is what’s called AGI, artificial general intelligence, or artificial superintelligence. You know, I might agree with him that there’s great potential for good. But there’s also potential for bad. And so, if you’ve got some radical new technology, you wanna try to take said actions that maximize the probability it will do good and minimize the probability it will do bad things.

Tucker Carlson: I don’t think the average person playing with AI on his phone perceives any danger. Can you just roughly explain what you think the dangers might be?

Elon Musk: Yeah, so the danger, really of AI, is it’s perhaps more dangerous than say mismanaged aircraft design, or production maintenance, or bad car production. In a sense, it has the potential, however small one may regard that probability, but it is nontrivial, it has the potential of civilization destruction.5



I can’t say I was stunned by what Elon said, as he’d said similar things when he’d been on Joe Rogan’s podcast a few years earlier, as well as what I’d heard in private conversations from people close to Musk.

But it kindled something in me: a will to fight with every fiber of my being.

Decades earlier I’d read Google’s corporate filings, dealing with their plan to create an AI self-learning system that interfaced with billions of people. The trick Google was playing was that they were telling people it was to make their lives better.

In reality, they were feeding all their data into the AI, which would lead to the creation of their cyborg synthesis. The human-machine interface would be a cyborg, a giant Megamind. It was, in essence, a giant “hive-mind,” and each person plugged into the system was feeding it information. They were training us with this new system, getting real-time data on how we would respond to their plans to dominate us. What you’re seeing with the development of these chatbots is just the first wave of what they have planned. This is Google CEO, Sundar Pichai, talking about Google’s plans with AI in 2017:


Speaking at the company’s Annual I/O developer conference, CEO Sundar Pichai announced a project called AutoML that can automate one of the hardest parts of designing deep learning software: choosing the right architecture for a neural network.

The Google researchers created a machine learning system that used reinforcement learning—the trial-and-error approach at the heart of many of Google’s most notable AI exploits—to figure out the best architecture to solve language and image recognition tasks.

Not only did the results rival or beat the performance of the best human-designed architectures, but the system made some unconventional choices that researchers had previously considered inappropriate for those kinds of tasks.6



They’re training the machines to learn in the same way human beings learn. A child doesn’t learn to avoid touching a stove because of an eloquent understanding of thermal dynamics. They learn not to do it because when they put their hand on a stove, they feel a burn and jerk their hand away in pain.

And in perhaps the most troubling development, the AI is displaying signs of making choices that most humans would never make. What if they decide, as has been the plotline of countless science fiction films, that we are simply a cancer or infection on the planet, which must be eradicated? The article continued:


The concept of “recursive self-improvement” is at the heart of most theories of how they could rapidly go from moderately smart machines to AI superintelligence. The idea is that as AI gets more powerful, it can start modifying itself to boost its capabilities. As it makes itself smarter it gets better at making itself smarter, so this quickly leads to exponential growth in its intelligence . . .

Other recent developments could also feed in this direction. Many AI researchers are trying to encode curiosity and creativity into machine learning systems, both traits likely to be necessary for a machine to redesign itself in performance-boosting ways. Others are working on allowing robots to share the lessons they’ve learned, effectively turning them into a kind of hive mind.7



In this possible future, machines will learn in the same way as humans. Some researchers are trying to “encode curiosity and creativity” into these potential future monsters. And if that’s not terrifying enough, they’ll be able to “share the lessons they’ve learned.” What could be worse than a robot “hive mind” hunting down the last free human beings?

In his interview with Tucker Carlson, Musk said the decision had already been made to brush humans aside. And if one didn’t believe Elon Musk’s account of feuding with Larry Page over the ultimate fate of humanity in an era of possible AI tyranny, here’s an independent account of their feud, which broke out into public view at a Napa Valley party, as reported in 2018.


A top professor at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) has claimed the two tech moguls clashed in a ‘long and spirited’ debate in the early hours of the morning.

In his book, Life 3.0: Being Human in the Age of Artificial Intelligence, Max Tegmark wrote: “[Page’s] main concerns were that AI paranoia would delay the digital utopia and/or cause a military takeover of AI that would fall foul of Google’s ‘don’t be evil’ slogan.

“Elon kept pushing back and asked Larry to clarify details of his arguments, such as why he was so confident that digital life wouldn’t destroy everything we care about.

“At times, Larry accused Elon of being a ‘speciesist’: treating certain life forms as inferior just because they were silicon-based rather than carbon-based.’”8



It’s been said that ad hominem attacks, that is, attacks on the person rather than the substance of their arguments, shows that the person being attacked has won the argument. With the recent revelations that, prior to the takeover by Elon Musk, Twitter was compromised by our intelligence and defense agencies,9 shouldn’t we be asking the same questions about Google?

I’ve read documents and talked to people who’ve claimed that from the very beginning, Google was nothing more than an intelligence operation, designed first to catalog all the world’s information, then discovering how to shape the narrative and guide the behavior of the public.

On the use of the word “speciesist” used by Larry Page, I have a little background. When I was twenty-five, I was told by a close family member the term was developed by a group of professors who were working for the Department of Defense and CIA, then laundered into the group People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA). Now, I can’t provide confirmation for all parts of this claim, but here’s what you can find on the PETA website under “What is Speciesism”:


From the time we are young, most humans are conditioned to view certain species as worthy of care and compassion and others as unworthy—all based on arbitrary human preferences. Intentionally or not, parents, teachers, the media, and other influences send children the message that puppies and kittens are “friends,” cows and chickens are “food,” and rats and mice are “pests” . . .

In his groundbreaking book, Animal Liberation, philosopher Peter Singer defines speciesism as a “prejudice or attitude of bias in favor of the interests of members of one’s own species and against those of members of other species.” But it’s also speciesist to treat one animal’s life as more valuable than another’s. One particularly disturbing example is when animal shelters hold fundraisers to help dogs and cats by serving up the flesh of cows, pigs, or chickens.10



One might say my argument has three points: first, this idea was developed by our intelligence agencies; two, it was laundered into the public square by Ivy League intellectuals; and third, it found its most prominent home at PETA. I can’t give you the evidence for this being formulated by the intelligence agencies, but let’s look at Ivy League pinhead, Peter Singer, as he humbly describes himself on his own website:


Journalists have bestowed upon me the tag of “world’s most influential living philosopher.” They are probably thinking of my work on the ethics of our treatment of animals, often credited with starting the modern animal rights movement, and the influence that my writing has had on the development of effective altruism . . .

I was born in Melbourne, Australia, in 1946, and educated at the University of Melbourne and the University of Oxford. After teaching in England, the United States and Australia, in 1999 I became Ira W. DeCamp Professor in the University Center for Human Values at Princeton University.11



You’ll have to forgive me if I laugh at the pompousness of such people. No matter how popular or unpopular I become, I can’t ever imagine saying, “You know, some people claim I’m the world’s greatest living philosopher.”

With a minimum of effort, I proved two parts of my claim. First, that this was the idea of a pointy headed intellectual and found a permanent home at PETA. The only part I didn’t prove was the development of this idea by the intelligence agencies.

But isn’t part of the job description of the intelligence agencies to keep you from learning about what they’re doing in the shadows?

* * *

Returning to Google, is it possible the company is already “evil,” and may have been that way for years, perhaps even since its inception? The article continued the debate about AI, with the input of other famous intellectuals. Elon Musk isn’t alone in his fears about the development of artificial intelligence.


Last year, Professor Stephen Hawking said AI is likely to “replace humans altogether” and become a “new form of life that will outperform our fleshy, flabby species.”

And obviously, anyone who objects to the rise of the robots and their subsequent eradication of humanity is likely to be accused of ‘speciesism.’

The more things change, the more they stay the same.12



It sounds to me like the decision has already been made. Maybe it sounds different to you, but you’d need to explain that to me. As I’m understanding it, two of the smartest people in the world, Elon Musk and the late Stephen Hawking, sound as terrified of AI as I am.

I feel the need to explain the filter through which I view this information. Genuinely evil people don’t tell you their plans. They seduce you with lies and half-truths, as the Devil did to Eve in the Garden of Eden. They leave out important pieces of information.

They need you to take the steps toward your own destruction.

If my opponents are not clear in their claims, I will assume the worst of them, and I encourage you to do the same.

With that in mind, I want you to consider the words of Yuval Noah Harari. Many may revere the Israeli academic. But I consider him to be the world’s dumbest intellectual, which, if you share my contempt for the elites, is an exceedingly high bar. Most intellectuals I’ve come across don’t have the commonsense God gave a dog. Here’s some breathless coverage of Harari from the New York Times in 2021:


With the publication in the United States of his best-selling Sapiens in 2015, the Israeli historian and philosopher Yuval Noah Harari arrived in the top rank of public intellectuals, a position he consolidated with Homo Deus (2017) and 21 Lessons for the 21st Century (2018). Harari’s key theme is the idea that human society has largely been driven by our species’ capacity to believe what he calls fictions: those things whose power is derived from their existence in our collective imaginations, whether they be gods or nations; our belief in them allows us to cooperate on a societal scale.13



Do you understand Harari’s argument? The reason we’re successful as a species is because lies get us to work together. Just throw out thousands of years of mankind struggling to determine the great truths of human existence and live according to their dictates. And forget about trying to generate social systems that rely on transparency and trust.

It’s all a falsehood.

We just need a culturally unifying Easter Bunny story, and there will be universal peace on Earth.

Harari doesn’t believe truth stabilizes a society, or that lies destabilize it. I encourage you to ask yourself whether you should believe a person who doesn’t value truth as a superior strategy for living an exemplary life.

Did you know Harari believes there’s a direct line between transgenderism and trans-humanism? In fact, he’s excited about the mutilation and cutting off of genitals, because it will show us so many wonderful things.


I think that the reason that there is so much political heat around debates about transgender people and nonbinary people and so forth is because people may subconsciously feel that debates of the future will be about what we can do with the human body and human brain. How can we re-engineer them? How can we change them? The first practical place we come across these questions is gender. You can say people are bigots and are always sensitive when you talk about sex or gender, but I think that subconsciously people realize this is the first debate about transhumanism. It’s about what we can do with technology to change the human body and brain and mind. This is why we see these heated debates.14



Did you see that coming?

Transgenderism as the first stage to transhumanism?

You just need to listen to these villains speak, and you’ll often be able to determine their plans. And like most villains throughout history, whether they be communist or fascist, they fall in love with their ideals, averting their eyes from the cost in human misery.

Hitler might have said, We just want Germany for Germans! Stalin would have said, We want to purge the selfish from Soviet society, so all of us can share. Mao might have justified his persecution and starvation of millions by saying, We must purge ourselves of the thought criminals so we can take that Great Leap Forward. It’s funny how the perfect world for so many of these tyrants begins with getting rid of the people they don’t like.

Harari’s enthusiasm for genital mutilation is only eclipsed by his love of transhumanism. It’s almost a civil right, up there with freedom of speech, religion, or the right to bear arms.


Transhumanism is about what it means to be human. I mean, there are different types of transhumanism, but one interpretation is that transhumanism is fulfilling the true potential of the human. Which depends of course on what you understand a human to be. This is the question we want to pursue, and it’s not a question with easy answers.15



Let’s talk about the crazed plans of these people to literally disassemble you and put you back together like some Frankenstein monster. It didn’t work in the fairy tale of Humpty Dumpty, and it’s unlikely to work with flesh and blood humans.

They don’t like you just the way you are.

But the road to making all of the human race cyborgs won’t be without its challenges.


Harari went on to say that humanity is in the midst of a “second industrial revolution” centered around artificial intelligence. “But the product this time will not be textiles, or machines, or vehicles, or even weapons, the product this time will be humans themselves,” Harari asserted. “We are basically learning to produce bodies and minds. Bodies and minds are going to be, I think, the two main products of the next wave of all these changes.”

“The useless people” referenced by the WEF [World Economic Forum] advisor would be those who refused to be injected with artificial intelligence capabilities in the coming decades. Describing humans as “hackable animals,” Harari believes that “the masses” would “not stand much of a chance” against these changes, even if they were to organize.16



It’s quite remarkable how Harari and his confederates at the World Economic Forum want to roll back all those things you call your civil rights, that generations of Americans have fought and died to protect. Maybe we should have just shrugged our shoulders in 1776 and said, “Yeah, the British are taking our rights away from us, but do we really want a Revolution?”

I don’t think any of the readers of this book believe that to be true. And if you’re a true child of the Enlightenment, a believer that God created each and every human being in His image, and that each of you by existing on this planet have certain inalienable rights, you will never even consider the thought, as Yuval Noah Harari does, that certain people are “useless.” If you’re like me, you regard the idea that certain people are “useless” to be a blasphemy against God.


“The problem is more boredom, what to do with them and how will they find some sense of meaning in life when they are basically meaningless, worthless,” Harari continued. “My best guess at present is a combination of drugs and computer games.”17



This casual, almost off-hand remark by Harari terrifies me more than I can possibly describe. Again, here’s the filter I put on that remark. You may not see it the way I do, but I want you to at least understand my point of view.


When tyrants throughout history seek to exterminate or disempower a group of people, it begins with dehumanizing them, the way Hitler started by claiming a Jew couldn’t be a good German. You might also come up with your own examples of how Stalin, Mao, or any of today’s theocratic dictators do the same. Are you seeing something similar in today’s media regarding Christians, conservatives, or even Democrats like Robert F. Kennedy Jr. or Tulsi Gabbard, who stray from the established narrative?

Non-believers, in their eyes, are little better than non-humans.

The Nazis came up with a chilling expression, Lebebsunwertes Leben, which translates into English as “life unworthy of life.”18 It was used first to justify the murder of disabled children and adults, then expanded to Jews and other enemies of the Reich. When Harari uses the expressions “useless people” or “useless class”19 (sometimes referred to by others as Harari’s “useless eaters” argument), it is difficult not to hear an echo of early Nazi thought.

Once you have banished these people from your social group for being useless, whether you identify that as your nation, ethnic group, or fellow band of anti-racists, it becomes easier to justify violence against them. Why does the left champion the idea of “Punch a Nazi in the face today” against their ideological opponents, except to push their fellow citizens with whom they disagree one step closer to a concentration camp?

Here’s the genocidal dog whistle I hear when Harari speaks and says these “useless people” will have to be managed by some “combination of drugs and computer games.”

I am separating this group of people from the human family and telling you not to worry about them. Once you have stopped caring about them, once I have removed them from the circle of human compassion, I can do whatever I want to them, and nobody will care.

Even Forbes magazine wanted to helpfully jump in for those who might find themselves someday useless and heading to a de-facto ghetto holding facility where they’d be supplied with drugs and endless computer games, noting in a 2018 article, written by (and I’m not making this up), John Hittler:



Since 2017, a trend has been discussed in the media that’s believed to be coming quickly and relentlessly. In short, the rise in artificial intelligence (AI) could create a “global useless class”—an entire group of humans who won’t be able to work and who therefore contribute little to society. AI threatens to make many professions obsolete, meaning that unemployment may rise substantially.

Could this really be that dramatic, that an entire class could exist, in every country, that simply has nothing meaningful to do to earn a living? The short answer is a resounding yes.20



This isn’t Alex Jones in 2023 telling you they’re planning on making a good portion of society useless; this is Forbes magazine and John Hittler telling you that in 2018. And what is Hittler’s advice to keep you from becoming a “useless person,” who will need to be kept docile by “drugs and computer games”?


All hope is not lost. The trend toward more AI points to different strategies to remain both valuable, and hence, relevant in our society. Those who create may dominate, for example. According to historian Yuval Harari, who’s written about the emergence of the global useless class, jobs requiring a high degree of creativity are likely to be safer.

How about you? What can you do? Try this: Endeavor to explore and articulate that singular gift of talent you possess. Singular? Yes, as in no one else holds this talent.21



Hittler wants to prepare you for the coming of the machines, but I’m telling you that you possess an even more powerful weapon.

The unique soul God gave you when you were born on this great, good Earth.

I’m painfully aware of my abundant flaws, but I believe every person has a purpose under Heaven. (I believe God extends His grace even to people named John Hittler.)


It’s difficult to be pessimistic about our chances when even the “godfather of AI” starts warning about his creation, as he did in the New York Times on May 1, 2023:


Geoffrey Hinton was an artificial intelligence pioneer. In 2012, Dr. Hinton and two of his graduate students at the University of Toronto created technology that became the intellectual foundation for the A.I. systems that the tech industry’s biggest companies believe is a key to their future.

On Monday, however, he officially joined a growing chorus of critics who say those companies are racing toward danger with their aggressive campaign to create products based on generative artificial intelligence, the technology that powers popular chatbots like ChatGPT.

Dr. Hinton said he has quit his job at Google, where he has worked for more than a decade and became one of the most respected voices in the field, so he can speak freely about the risks of A.I. A part of him, he said, now regrets his life’s work.22



Sometimes God winks at you and tells you that you’re on the right track. Elon Musk, Stephen Hawking, and now the “godfather of AI” are all on the side of Alex Jones?

While Dr. Hinton and I may disagree on how long Google has been a problem, we should always open our arms wide for the new converts to reality.


His immediate concern is that the internet will be flooded with false photos, videos and text, and the average person will “not be able to know what is true anymore. [Author’s note: We’ll just have to rely even more on the New York Times, right?]

He is also worried that A.I technologies will in time upend the job market. Today, chatbots like ChatGPT tend to complement human workers, but they could replace paralegals, personal assistants, translators, and others who handle rote tasks. “It takes away the drudge work,” he said. “It might do more than that.”

Down the road, he is worried that future versions of the technology pose a threat to humanity because they often learn unexpected behavior from the vast amounts of data they analyze. This becomes an in issue, he said, as individuals and companies allow A.I. systems not only to generate their own computer code, but actually run that code on their own. And he fears a day when truly autonomous weapons—those killer robots—become reality.23



There are so many things that can go wrong with AI, and yet some version of it is probably inevitable. We need to lead the discussion, not leave it in the hands of scientists and engineers who might release something which would make the COVID crisis look like a twenty-four-hour cold.

You may not share my belief that our world is guided on one side by the good angels of God (who appear to have an exceptionally wry sense of humor by naming one of my adversaries Hittler) and deceived by the fallen angels of hell on the other.

But whether we believe in something beyond this world or not, we each have the capacity to see the reality of what is taking place today on our planet. We can see the evil that walks among us and take actions that make sense for humanity. I am optimistic about the battles to come.

In this book, I will attempt to lay out the evidence, not only of what they are doing, but how we can steal our future back from these agents of misery and usher in what I believe to be the Next Human Renaissance.

Part of that answer is forming strong human unions, dedicated to the traditional values that have allowed our species to thrive, such as principles of compassion, curiosity about each other, and a commitment to the success of every human being. In the world we envision, unlike the one imagined by Yuval Noah Harari, there are no “useless people.”

Notice how the elites seek to divide us, keeping us prisoners in our own homes, whether it’s through fear of a virus with a better than 99 percent survival rate for most age groups,24 or addiction to social media, games, and thousand-channel streaming services. Go on a social media “fast,” taking your eyes off your computers and smart phones and look into the eyes of another person as you have a conversation with them. You will feel so much more “human,” and you’ll also have a stronger immune system.

Maybe we need to set up private labeling groups, but instead of promoting something like fair trade, we know that these products have been manufactured by human beings living in thriving American communities, rather than outsourced to foreign countries who will abuse their native populations. We are America-First, just as we believe France should be France-First, or Libya should be Libya-First, or Botswana should be Botswana-First. We call for the humane practices developed in the West to be aggressively pursued in foreign countries, rather than using the misery of others to shave a few pennies off products sold in big box stores like Target and Walmart, who greedily participate in the exploitation of the Third World.

And we need to see AI for the genuine threat it poses to humanity. I’m still in the process of fully developing my thoughts, but from what I’ve seen so far, AI appears to be little more than a slightly improved search engine. As for its vaunted abilities, all I’ve seen it do is scrape the internet for the very best creations of human beings, slice and dice the information, then serve it back to you as if it’s something new. Look for yourself what AI has done when it’s been told to tell the story of American history. What you’re likely to see is nothing more than scenes from Mel Gibson’s fantastic movie The Patriot, Daniel Day Lewis in The Last of the Mohicans, or Henry Fonda in The Grapes of Wrath. That isn’t creativity; it’s like a mix tape of your favorite music or maybe your personal station on Pandora in which you give thumbs up to both Beethoven and Pink Floyd. Why isn’t the Screen Actors Guild or the Writer’s Guild of America suing AI for plagiarism or copyright infringement?

AI is a tool, and it can have some terrifying possibilities. Already there have been stories of unscrupulous characters getting enough audio of a young woman from her Instagram or YouTube videos to then use AI to spoof the voice in a phone call to her mother saying she’s been ransomed. A few months ago, I was a victim of such an AI prank when some jokester took audio of Tucker Carlson, while also getting Carlson’s private cellphone number, and called me while I was in a meeting pretending to be Tucker Carlson. Here’s part of that exchange.


ALEX JONES: Hey, brother, how are you doing?

TUCKER CARLSON (AI-Generated Voice): Hey, Alex, it’s Tucker. Do you have a minute to talk?

ALEX JONES: Absolutely.

TUCKER CARLSON (AI-Generated Voice): You busy right now, or do you got a second to talk?

ALEX JONES: I was in a meeting, and I just jumped out. What’s going on, brother?

TUCKER CARLSON (AI-Generated Voice): You busy right now, or do you have a second to talk? [Exact repeat of what he’d just said. I started to get suspicious.]

ALEX JONES: No, I just left a meeting. Go ahead.

TUCKER CARLSON (AI-Generated Voice): I was thinking we could do a show together where we’re topless, and we suck each other’s nipples and play with them a bit. It would be a comment on gender roles.25



I’d been in something of an intense financial meeting that I’d stepped away from to take what showed on my phone as Tucker’s personal cellphone, so it took me a few seconds to realize it was not Tucker Carlson. In private, Tucker is often profanely funny, but this just wasn’t his preferred style of humor.

Aside from prank phone calls, I believe the genuine danger from AI is that it’s a very effective mask of control that can be utilized by the elites. If you have AI telling you it’s a bad idea to have kids because of climate change, how many will follow that advice? My guess is that it’s going to be a significant number of young people.

We must remember that we are the ones in control of our own destiny.

Human beings are the only animal that can control our environment. The left wants us to believe we’re a cancer on the planet that needs to be culled back, perhaps by a cruel 90 percent, as suggested by a top University of Texas ecologist (about 8.1 billion people to be killed), for a total global population of just under a billion people.26 Other globalists might prefer a kinder and gentler genocide, a mere 80 percent reduction in human beings, as suggested by Stanford professor Paul Ehrlich (which would only require the death of approximately 6.5 to 7 billion people), allowing 1.5 to 2 billion individuals to continue to exist on the planet.27 That means for each person who survives, they’d be expected to bury eight to nine of their closest friends and family members.

How do they expect to achieve such a massive reduction in population?

Well, they’ll do it with a slow kill, giving us crappy food, lots of pharmaceutical drugs, and unsafe vaccines, making us fear one another, and having us hide in our houses, getting our groceries and meals delivered. This is a moment beyond Pandora’s box, beyond Promethean fire, what I call the Atlantean moment, in which we make the civilizational decision to embrace a bright or dark future.

On its own, and developed by those genuinely interested in humanity, AI might be a very effective tool, like computers and smart phones (which also need to be protected from the Deep State).

But in the hands of the globalists, AI is just another weapon in their war to control you and decrease the number of humans on the planet.

This is as serious as it gets.
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Chapter Two

Mao Is in Charge of the Democratic Party, and Political Violence Is Bad, except When It’s Directed at Alex Jones

[image: image]

How does the average American view the shambles of what’s become of our liberal democracy?

You might be surprised to hear me lament the demise of our “liberal” democracy. But I consider myself a child of the Enlightenment, the intellectual and philosophical movement that occurred in Europe during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, which gave birth to our common concepts of a government with limited powers over the individual, freedom of expression, freedom of speech, freedom of religion, curiosity for the opinions of others, the value of honest debate, respect for evidence and reason, as well as the separation of church and state.

The overwhelming majority of these revolutionary thinkers were deeply religious and viewed their efforts as the best way to limit the corrupt temporal power of governments over the individual. They believed that individuals were more likely to be responsible than any group of leaders. To put it plainly, the common people were less likely to want to go to war with the neighbors, or exile those with dissenting views. They also believed that limited government would result in people being more likely to act charitably toward those in need, and to take just actions against those who have harmed the community, than any government.

These thinkers came to their beliefs because of the experience of centuries in which their governments had greatly abused generations of people. This is an idea I feel is overlooked by many, who look at our current situation and despair as to whether it can change.

The truth is there has always been a war between tyranny and freedom. And I am unshakeable in my belief that we are better poised than ever before to push back against the current totalitarian darkness. I know that there will never be a complete victory (until the Rapture, that is) because God has given man the gift of free will, which means you have the freedom to choose between the light and the darkness.

When I was a kid and first learned to read, I devoured comic books, but quickly switched into more substantial reading. My dad had a collection of history books, most notably the six-volume history by Edward Gibbon, The History and Decline of the Fall of the Roman Empire, which I found more compelling than any comic book superhero. Because while the superheroes may have been from another planet or gained their power through some unfortunate radioactive exposure, the characters of ancient Rome struck me as flesh and blood individuals, trying to navigate the treacherous political climate of their times, while also believing in concepts of nobility and integrity, hoping that their reputation for honesty and good works would be a source of pride to their descendants.

“Virtue” was an important, if not the most vital, character trait an individual could possess.

I was aware from an early time that my mind had more of a historical slant than those of my contemporaries. I wasn’t just interested in the passing news of the day, but what it meant over the years and decades. What would today’s events look like ten, twenty, thirty years in the future? How would we think about them?

Does that mean I was a saint in those days?

Far from it. Don’t look to me as the person who lived his life as one of rectitude.

I drank, smoked, occasionally experimented with drugs, chased girls, and got into a lot of fights so crazy that you wouldn’t believe me if I told you the stories. These are all things that, as an older man, I now regret, and I try to teach my own children differently and also share that wisdom with my audience. I’ve lived an intensely human life, warts and all.


But as much as I may have been a teenager on the wrong path, I was aware of older people, community leaders, who should have known better. I recall a popular local pastor who lived close to me, who had wild parties at his house (I’d sneak out at night and spy on them, and what I saw shocked me), and then condemned his parishioners as sinners on Sunday, haranguing them that they weren’t giving him enough money. I saw behind the curtain at a young age that often those who were promoting themselves to be of the most noble virtue were, in many instances, the biggest liars.

I admit I have a strong anti-authoritarian streak, and sometimes that has gotten me into trouble. If a story is too convenient for a government narrative, I will often dig in my heels and suggest we’re being lied to. I’ve heard it said that while we presume an individual to be “innocent until proven guilty,” the standard should be reversed when it comes to large corporations and governments. If a powerful entity does something that sounds corrupt, we should presume the corporation, government, or media outlet to be “guilty until they show us the evidence that they are innocent.” We give the benefit of the doubt to the individual, but we should not do that for the multi-billion-dollar corporation, compromised news outlet, or powerful government leaders.

All of this is part and parcel of the disintegration of our common values that we’re currently experiencing in our country. We are lied to by powerful entities, and then they let us fight over the “facts.”

Where do I think it began?

I believe much of this began in the nineteenth century with the theory of natural selection, proposed by Charles Darwin to explain the changes of plants and animals over time. This was modified by his cousin, Francis Galton, to create the theory of Social Darwinism, defined by the Encyclopedia Britannica as:


[T]he theory that human groups and races are subject to the same laws of natural selection as Charles Darwin perceived in plants and animals in nature. According to the theory, which was popular in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, the weak were diminished and their cultures delimited while the strong grew in power and cultural influence over the weak. Social Darwinists held that the life of humans in society was a struggle for existence ruled by “survival of the fittest,” a phrase proposed by the British philosopher and scientist Herbert Spencer.

The Social Darwinists—notably Spencer and Walter Bagehot in England and William Graham Sumner in the United States— believed that the process of natural selection acting on variations in the population would result in the survival of the best competitors and in continuing improvement in the population. Societies were viewed as organisms that evolve in this manner.1



You can see how this effort by the elites of England and the United States essentially created the “white supremacy” movement, and yet their descendants at the elite universities have “whitewashed” this painful history. One can easily understand how Hitler and his Nazi Party seized control of Germany and used this theory to create the idea of the Aryan superman. But what may be shocking is the extent to which the elite American Ivy League schools, academics, and government officials supported these reprehensible beliefs.

Thankfully, the New York Times published an article on this forgotten and shameful period of our history in 2014:


Less than a mile down the road, the renowned Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory bustles with more than 600 researchers and technicians, regularly producing breakthroughs in genetics, cancer, and neuroscience.

But that old house, now a private residence on the outskirts of town, once held a facility whose very name evokes dark memories: the Eugenics Record Office.

In its heyday, the office was the premier scientific enterprise at Cold Spring Harbor. There, bigoted scientists applied rudimentary genetics to singling out supposedly superior races and degrading minorities. By the mid-1920s, the office had become the center of the eugenics movement in America.2



You might be a long-time reader of the New York Times, or maybe you’re an Ivy Leaguer who once believed all the liberal talking points, and yet you find yourself reading this book. Perhaps you entered 2020 as a leftist in good standing with all your friends and non-profits, but after having been mugged by the COVID lockdowns, maybe forbidden from visiting an elderly parent for years even while they struggled with a debilitating illness, now you’re quietly saying to just a few friends, “I finally understand why we need a Second Amendment.”

Even if you thought you knew all the terrible things in American history, you might be asking yourself, “You mean the intellectual elite of this country, my predecessors at the Ivy League schools I once worshipped, were the progenitors of white supremacists?”

Yes, Virginia, they were, and what’s even worse, they acted upon it.

The New York Times article continued its history lesson:


When the Eugenics Records Office opened its doors in 1910, the founding scientists were considered progressives, intent on applying classic genetics to breeding better citizens. Funding poured in from the Rockefeller family and the Carnegie Institution. Charles Davenport, a prolific Harvard biologist, and his colleague, Harry H. Laughlin, led the charge.

“There were many prominent New Yorkers involved in eugenics,” Dr. Tchen said. “It was initially about how to become more efficient as a modern society.”

Researchers sought out “unfit” families in the Manhattan slums and the Pine Barrens of New Jersey. They catalogued disabilities and undesirable traits, scribbling the exact dimensions of heads and arms.3



We’ve got the “progressives” championing the idea of eugenics, that among humans there are certain races that are more likely to be productive (and whose numbers we should increase) and those who will be less productive (and whose numbers we should decrease.)

The claim that it was all about becoming “more efficient in a modern society” is truly appalling, sounding suspiciously like something an actual Nazi might’ve said.

Am I going too far with that claim?

How about the effort to catalogue “unfit” families? Does it sound uncomfortably close to Yuval Noah Harari’s claim that some people are “useless eaters” and are probably best dealt with by a program of drugs and virtual reality video games?

You may think I’m being hyperbolic, but the Nazis definitely took notice of the Cold Spring Harbor program, and the effect it had on our immigration program, which they applauded.


By the 1920s, the office had begun to influence the United States government. Laughlin testified before Congress, advocating forced sterilization and anti-immigration laws. Congress complied. The Immigration Act of 1924 effectively barred Eastern Europeans, Jews, Arabs and East Asians from entering the country. And, at the state level, thousands of people who were deemed unfit were sterilized.

The University of Heidelberg in Nazi Germany later awarded Laughlin an honorary degree for his work in the “science of racial cleansing.” He accepted this award, and his research on Long Island continued to influence Nazi ideology throughout World War II and the Holocaust.4



I know people are likely to call me crazy when I say, “Did you know the Rockefellers, the Carnegies, and professors from Harvard University gave Adolf Hitler some of his most evil ideas?” But that’s the truth.

I know because I read it in the New York Times. (Did you ever think you would hear Alex Jones say such a thing?) To be clear, I didn’t discover from the New York Times that the roots of race-based eugenics came from the United States and England, but I did discover a great deal more from the book IBM and the Holocaust by Leonard Black, which I suggest you read.

* * *

In the beginning of the twentieth century, “progressives” were developing the ideas that gave rise to the Holocaust.

When Nazism and fascism went bust at the end of World War II, where did these progressives turn for their next program to control our society?

I think they turned to Communist China and Chairman Mao Zedong, in admiration of not only how he was able to create a fascist state, but how even to this day they continue to control their population of more than a billion people. I want to publicly acknowledge the contribution made to my thinking by Helen Pluckrose and James Lindsey and their book, Cynical Theories: How Activist Scholarship Made Everything about Race, Gender and Identity—And Why this Harms Everybody.

The book starts by discussing how post-modernism sought to destroy the wisdom of centuries of western thought. But in later talks, Lindsey has pointed to the speeches of Chairman Mao, prior to beginning the Cultural Revolution, as the best model for understanding how the left is seeking to gain complete power in this country.

The speech Mao gave on February 27, 1957 to the Supreme State Conference, with the relatively innocuous title of On the Correct Handling of Contradictions Among the People, holds the key to understanding their ideology and methods behind what the globalists are attempting today. It begins:


Never before has our country been as united as today. The victories of the bourgeois-democratic revolution and of the socialist revolution and our achievements in socialist construction have rapidly changed the face of the old China. A still brighter future lies ahead for our motherland. The days of national disunity and chaos which the people detested are gone, never to return. Led by the working class and the Communist Party, our 600 million, united as one, are engaged in the great task of building socialism. The unification of our country, the unity of our people, and the unity of our various nationalities—these are the basic guarantees for the sure triumph of our cause. However, this does not mean that contradictions no longer exist in our society. To imagine that none exist is a naïve idea which is at variance with objective reality. We are confronted with two types of social contradictions—those between ourselves and the enemy and those among the people.5



The Chinese Communist Revolution was so much different than the American Revolution, and it’s important to point out the underlying ideological differences. While American leaders will often begin their speeches praising our country, its values, or even its unity, there is a significant difference. Mao talks of “disunity and chaos” as something terrible, while an American leader is likely to speak of how differences of opinion lead to better plans than those initially held by either side. (They don’t do it always, but they did so more often in earlier generations. You hear echoes of it today when some president proclaims, “Congress came together on behalf of the country, rather than partisan politics.”)

The goal of Mao seems to be the elimination of any contradictions, viewing them as harmful, rather than beneficial. And he hints that even though the country is more united than ever before, there may yet be internal enemies. He refers to two types of groups, the “people” and the “enemy.” For those of you who may be more conservatively minded, I want you to think how in the past five years you have felt like more of an “enemy” to certain individuals or family members, than you ever remember feeling in your life.

Newsflash!

When Hillary Clinton called you a “deplorable” or Joe Biden refers to “ultra-MAGA,” they’re using Mao’s strategy. Don’t believe for a moment they don’t know what they’re doing. It’s a dog whistle to call out the demons of human nature. Mao explained his strategy:



To understand these two different types of contradictions correctly, we must first be clear on what is meant by “the people” and what is meant by “the enemy.” The concept of “the people” varies in content in different countries and in different periods of history in a given country. Take our own country for example. During the War of Resistance Against Japan, all those classes, strata, and social groups opposing Japanese aggression came within the category of the people, while the Japanese imperialists, their Chinese collaborators, and the pro-Japanese elements were all enemies of the people.

During the War of Liberation, the U.S. imperialists and their running dogs—the bureaucrat-capitalists, the landlords, and the Kuomintang reactionaries who represented these two classes—were the enemies of people, while the other classes, strata, and social groups which opposed them, all came within the category of the people. At the present stage, the period of building socialism, the classes, strata, and social groups which favor, support, and work for the cause of socialist construction all come within the category of the people, while the social forces and groups which resist the socialist revolution and are hostile to or sabotage socialist construction are all enemies of the people.6



Let’s understand what this looks like in practice. You could have fought with the communists against the Japanese, and in that time you’re their friend. You could have fought with the communists against the previous corrupt government, and for the duration of that struggle, they’ll pretend to be your good buddy. But with the Japanese invaders gone, the old government overthrown, don’t be surprised if the guns get turned on you.

The communists are your friends only as long as you’re useful to them. All they understand is the struggle, not any idea of protecting minority rights. The only thing they care about is power and maintaining that power. Sound like any government you know?

There are other similarities between Mao’s Cultural Revolution and the current Democratic Party, such as how they both were obsessed with obliterating gender roles. This is part of the abstract from a well-regarded academic paper with the title, The Annihilation of Femininity in Mao’s China: Gender Inequality of Sent-Down Youth during the Cultural Revolution:


During the Chinese Cultural Revolution, Mao’s famous political slogan “The times have changed, men and women are the same” asserted that men and women were equal in political consciousness and physical strength. However, the slogan’s seeming emphasis on gender equality misconstrued the concepts of equality and sameness. In-depth interviews with former “sent-down” youth illustrate how state rhetoric appropriated a discourse of women’s equality to silence women and depoliticize gender as a category.7



For those of us who are more familiar with the common dynamic of the liberal world, where one thing is promised, and something quite different is delivered, this does not come as a surprise. But for those of us with more experience, it’s what we’ve come to expect from liberals. The promises may sound wonderful, like a nugget of Fool’s Gold, sparkling in a cold, mountain stream.

Many formerly liberal women are waking up to the reality that they have no interest in the liberal men they once thought would be their life partners. They find to their dismay that, generally, liberal men are unreliable, self-centered, and weak when the storms of life blow through.

The great journalist and feminist, Dr. Naomi Wolf, has publicly lamented that, in her findings, the COVID-19 vaccine seems to be negatively affecting women to men at a four to one, or even five to one ratio, specifically affecting the reproductive systems of women. She has heard “absolute silence” from her feminist sisters. Instead, she has been talking for the past two years about COVID shots affecting women’s fertility to almost exclusively “conservative, Christian men.”8

It has been an absolute head-scratcher for Dr. Wolf.

But it’s not a mystery to me.

Conservative men understand that men and women are equal, and yet different. It is desirable in society for this to be so. Men understand that their life purpose is to protect women and their families. Women understand it is their life purpose to care for and guide the next generation and make sure that civilization is worth the name. And in the most extreme example, men understand it is their sacred duty to stay on the sinking ship, while the women and children escape in the lifeboats.

Mao sought to obliterate all that.

Mao sought to have children inform on their parents and on their teachers, and for spouses to inform on their spouses, to break the bonds that held people together in society.

Why?

Because if you break the bonds that hold people in affectionate relationships with each other, they are bereft of a social and moral compass, and it’s much easier to get them to obey the authorities. (Almost sounds like what the government did to us during COVID-19, doesn’t it? Children not in school, not being able to see your elderly parents, social distancing, masks, denouncing and demonizing those of us who didn’t want to wear masks all day or get the jab. You might even call it a “Plandemic,” as my good friend, Mikki Willis, likes to say.)

Doesn’t it sound positively demonic? That’s because it is. Sorry, I can’t come up with any other word for it.

While there have been many statistics thrown around on the number of people killed or persecuted during Mao’s Cultural Revolution, I’m fond of the personal account. Numbers distance us from the horror, while stories make it vivid and real.

I’m known for criticizing the mainstream media, but if you wait long enough, some of their talented writers might eventually tell you the truth about an important event. That’s why this article from CNN from 2016, titled “Confessions of a Red Guard, 50 Years after China’s Cultural Revolution,” caught my attention.


I have lived a life haunted by guilt.

In 1966, I was one of Chairman Mao Zedong’s Red Guards. Myself and millions of other high school students started denouncing our teachers, friends, families and raiding homes and destroying other people’s possessions.


Textbooks explain the Cultural Revolution—in which hundreds of thousands of people were killed and millions more abused and traumatized—as a political movement started and led by Mao “by mistake,” but in reality it was a massive catastrophe for which we all bear responsibility.9



I’d like you to look at what’s been happening in our country through the lens of the Chinese Cultural Revolution. What is the left doing these days, but indoctrinating our middle and high schoolers to denounce their country for its racism, and maybe their parents and family members for not being “woke” enough about transgenderism, climate change, and the Black Lives Matters agenda?

What the average person hears is a cacophony of crises, inducing a state of fear and panic in people, turning on friends and family, and then, bereft of social connections, plugging into the government’s fear machine and acting as obedient little robots for what appears to be a violent future. Who among us wouldn’t want to go back in time and “punch” a real Nazi before they instituted their ghastly reign of terror?

But instead of punching a Nazi, you may be punching a mother or father, sister or brother, or one of your fellow citizens, who is vainly trying to stop you from becoming an unrecognizable version of yourself. You may have become the very monster you had thought you were trying to stop. The CNN account of the former Red Guard continued:


As Red Guards, we subjected anyone perceived as “bourgeois” or “revisionist” to brutal mental and physical attacks.

I regret most what we did to our homeroom teacher Zhang Jilan.

I was one of the most active students—if not the most revolutionary—when the class held a struggle session against Ms. Zhang.

I pulled accusations out of nowhere, saying she was a heartless and cold woman, which was entirely false.

Others accused her of being a Christian because the character “Ji” in her name could refer to Christianity.


Our groundless criticisms were then written into “big character” posters—a popular way of criticizing “class enemies” and spreading propaganda—60 of them in total, which covered the exterior walls of our building.10



I try to envision this woman, who must have been in her early sixties as she was reliving the story, picturing herself as a young girl, probably one of the smartest, most obedient children in the class, being coopted by Mao to engage in this activity, the shame of which she would carry with her for the rest of her life. How many times over the ensuing years had she criticized herself for what she had done, missing out on the joy God meant her to have, because of this evil leader who decided that the best way to maintain power was to steal the innocence of children?

Jesus said He came to our world to give us life in abundance. That is what good, kind actions do for our souls. It gives us abundance, in every sense of the word. And evil steals away the richness of our lives, not just for those who endure it, but for those who participate in it.

But the point I will make repeatedly in this book is that I believe God continues to give us chances, even when we believe we may be beyond redemption. Even in the darkness, even among those who have joined the devil’s army, there are rebellions in those ranks, too. God can bring His light into the darkest of places and the darkest of souls.


At the height of the movement in 1968, people were publicly beaten to death every day during struggle sessions; others who had been persecuted threw themselves off tall buildings.

Nobody was safe and the fear of being reported by others—in many cases our closest friends and family members—haunted us.

At first, I was determined to be a good little revolutionary guard. But something bothered me.

When I saw a student pour a bucket of rotten paste over our school principal in 1966, I sensed something wasn’t right.

I headed back to my dorm quietly, full of discomfort and guilt, thinking I wasn’t revolutionary enough.


Later, when I was given a belt and told to whip an “enemy of the revolution,” I ran away and was called a deserter by my fellow Red Guards.11



Do you see how God can work His way into any human heart? There was no religion in this young girl’s heart, only the memory of the kindness of her family and friends, which reflects God’s love for humanity. But there is something innate in the human psyche, which longs for justice and kindness and revolts against evil. Even though everything in this young girl’s environment was encouraging her in this evil behavior, something stopped her. As she recounts in the story, her father, a former war correspondent, was eventually charged with being a spy. The evil she did in her young life has consumed much of her adult life, and she does not shirk from the part she played in such atrocities. She wrote:


My generation grew up drinking wolf’s milk: we were born with hatred and taught to struggle and hate everyone.

Some of my fellow Red Guards argue that we were just innocent citizens led astray. But we were wrong.

It pains me that many of my generation choose to forget the past and some even reminisce about the “good old days” when they could travel the country as privileged, carefree Red Guards.12



When I read accounts like this I’m deeply moved. One may think I simply like to thunder and curse against corruption because I’m trying to protect the innocent. But just as hard as I’m trying to protect the vulnerable, I’m also trying to stop those who are on the precipice of committing evil, because I understand how profoundly it will affect the rest of their lives. How bad was Mao’s reign over China? I direct your attention to this article from the Washington Post:


Mao launched more than a dozen campaigns during his rule, which began when he founded Communist China in 1949 and ended with his death in 1976. Some are well-known while others, such as a bloody campaign to “purify class ranks” in the late 1960s, which involved army units, have received little publicity.

While most scholars are reluctant to estimate a total number of “unnatural deaths” in China under Mao, evidence shows he was in some way responsible for at least 40 million deaths and perhaps 80 million or more. This includes deaths he was directly responsible for and deaths resulting from disastrous policies he refused to change.13



We are talking about the deaths of eighty million people, perpetrated by a regime that still holds power in China and wants to claim their system is superior to the freedom of the West. I am an implacable foe of any system that seeks to wipe out a single member of humanity, let alone eighty million. But the establishment wing of both the Republicans and Democrats have embraced many of the same tactics of Mao, which led to the death of tens of millions of people.

Consider some of Chairman Mao’s words and compare them to how our leaders have treated people in the last few years.


Our state is a people’s democratic dictatorship led by the working class and based on the worker-peasant alliance. What is this dictatorship for? Its first function is internal, namely to suppress the reactionary classes and elements and those exploiters who resist the socialist revolution, to suppress those who try to wreck our socialist construction, or in other words, to resolve the contradictions between ourselves and the internal enemy. For instance, to arrest, try, and sentence certain counterrevolutionaries, and to deprive landlords and bureaucratic-capitalists of their right to vote and their freedom of speech for a certain period of time—all this comes within the scope of our dictatorship.14



When I read that passage, I was asking myself, is this Chairman Mao or a Facebook manual for content-moderators? It can be so difficult to tell the difference sometimes.


But all joking aside, what’s remarkable about that passage is that it begins not with the assumption that the State exists to protect the rights of the individual, but the State exists to force the compliance of the individual.

Our Constitution reveres the individual, believing the state, while necessary, poses an enormous danger to the public. Government is likened to a fire, which should serve humanity, not consume it, as the globalists would have it.

Just consider what globalist David Rockefeller, one of the architects of modern China, wrote about the country in 1973 in an article for the New York Times, when even the Chinese were criticizing the millions of deaths inflicted during the Cultural Revolution:


One is impressed immediately by the sense of national harmony. From the loud patriotic music at the border onward, there is very real and pervasive dedication to Chairman Mao and Maoist principles. Whatever the price of the Chinese Revolution, it has obviously succeeded not only in producing more efficient and dedicated administration, but also in fostering high morale and community of purpose.15



How can I consider David Rockefeller and his fellow globalist travelers to be anything other than promoting mass murder by these statements?

And how can so many be blind to this agenda?

One of the things that gives me enormous hope is the realization that, just because people have been part of the system of oppression, doesn’t mean they can’t choose a better path. Early in my career, I befriended a remarkable man named Ted Gunderson. He joined the FBI in 1951, serving in various capacities until becoming head of the Memphis, Dallas, and Los Angeles FBI offices. In 1979, he was interviewed for the job of FBI director, which eventually went to William Webster.

But Ted Gunderson had a secret. He helped run the COINTELPRO program16 for the FBI, which was intended to infiltrate, harass, and discredit civil rights and anti-war groups. In fact, it was Gunderson himself who wrote the now infamous letter to the Nobel Peace Prize-winning civil rights hero, Martin Luther King Jr., telling King he should commit suicide before he received his Nobel Prize in Sweden,17 or else information about his adulterous affairs would be released to the public.

Gunderson was deeply ashamed of what he had done, said that the FBI had made up much information about King’s alleged affairs. Gunderson dedicated the rest of his life to not only rooting out corruption in the FBI, but also in our intelligence agencies.18

Some considered him a hero and others dismissed him as a crackpot, but as the years have gone by, his warnings have been seen by most as prophetic. This is the summary of a Ted Gunderson talk posted on Twitter (now X) by Truth Justice on August 10, 2023, which has more than 2.3 million views, and pretty much encapsulates what I learned from Gunderson:


FBI Special Agent Ted Gunderson goes on to say based on his 28 years of experience and research that there is a covert illegal rogue U.S. Government criminal enterprise operating in the United States in several cities.

The disaster in Pearl Harbor could have been avoided, we knew on December 4th and could have pulled the U.S. fleet out before we were attacked.

President John F. Kennedy, also known as (Jack) was assassinated by the CIA and the FBI helped carry the assassination out by diverting President Kennedy’s car to another route. Lyndon B. Johnson knew President Kennedy was going to be assassinated and wanted him dead. Robert F. Kennedy (Bobby) was also assassinated by the same illegal rogue infiltrated government.

The Oklahoma City bombing was carried out by the “New World Order Boys” and U.S. Army explosives were used. Timothy McVeigh was a CIA operative.

In the Waco Siege incident, he confirms that the four ATF agents were actually assassinated by government snipers. These same ATF agents who were killed were at one time Bill Clinton’s bodyguards.


The FBI knew in advance about the World Trade Center car bombing and furnished the ingredients for the bomb that was used to blow up the World Trade Center.

As a private investigator when he retired from the FBI he took on the Jeffrey Robert McDonald case who was an American medical doctor and United States Army captain who was convicted in August 1979 of murdering his pregnant wife and two daughters in February 1970 while serving as an Army Special Forces physician.

During his investigations into the MacDonald case he received a signed confession from Helena Stoeckley stating that Jeffrey McDonald did not do it, that it was her Satanic cult group that committed these murders. The courts ignored the confession from her.

Helena Stoeckley went on to confess that this was a large-scale drug operation that was being covered up. They were flying drugs in plastic bags in the body cavities of the dead GI’s coming out of Southeast Asia. There were military generals involved, other military personnel officers, Police Officers and investigators for the Army.

When Ted went public with this information he received hundreds of calls from victims telling him about the Satanic Cult movement in the United States. These people are victims of a covert illegal rogue U.S. Government criminal enterprise.

Since becoming an FBI whistleblower, he has been investigated by the FBI with an attempt to indict him, he was put on two separate hit lists in order to assassinate him, he has been poisoned and targeted with disinformation to discredit him for exposing the corruption within the CIA, FBI and Government.

He worked the Franklin Coverup Case involving illegal Government drug operations and Satanic cults. They were taking children out of orphanages and foster homes and privately flying them to Washington DC for sex orgies with U.S. Congressmen and Senators. This was filmed and pictures were taken for blackmail control.

Through his investigation of the Franklin case it led him to a Washington DC organization called “The Finders”” which is a CIA covert operation for trafficking children.


Thousands of children are being abducted and kidnapped every year during the Satanic holidays of June 21, October 31 and December for ritual sacrifice. World leaders are involved in this Satanic Cult. He says this country, America, is being ruled by Satanists.

He warns of election fraud happening through electronic voting systems. This is what happened in the 2020 U.S. Presidential Election and will happen again unless we stop the Committee of 300.

The Satanic Illuminati Cult he is referring to are members of the Committee of 300 who were also exposed by a 45-year MI6 Intelligence Officer. Brave men and women have been warning us for years about the Committee of 300 and we have done nothing to stop them. In previous posts, I have listed all their names. They must be stopped.

If we don’t stop them now, they will accomplish their goals of depopulation and total world control over humanity. They will destroy America completely. We cannot be afraid, fear is their biggest tool against us. We must act now and stand tall to defend life, freedom, liberty, and our innocent children.19



I’m aware that a lot of what Gunderson had to say from the late 1980s until his death on July 31, 2011, may have sounded crazy at the time.

But look how far we’ve come.

We now know the Iraq War was based on lies, the government has engaged in a massive surveillance program against the public, and we’ve witnessed the continuing concealment of the John and Robert Kennedy assassination files. The tech platforms support the establishment of both parties, and a serial pedophile blackmailer like Jeffrey Epstein can be dead for years, and yet the American public has yet to see a single frame from one of the video cameras he had riddled throughout his residences. If that isn’t evidence of a massive Deep State, in the same way a black hole devours passing light, I don’t know what you’d need to be convinced.

There is little doubt Gunderson had an exceptional career at the FBI, and I always personally found him to be highly credible. I consider this man one of my mentors in the ways of the Deep State, as well as teaching me about their weaknesses. You see, God created people to be good. It takes an enormous amount of energy to keep people on the path of evil. To free them, you simply have to tell the truth to these captive souls, show them how much better their life can be, and they will do the rest. And once freed from the matrix of lies, they never go back. It just feels icky, like wallowing in mud after you’ve had a nice, long shower.

When one looks at how the Democratic Party (and some parts of the Republican Party) have been acting lately, it’s questionable if Joe Biden is in charge or Chairman Mao.

We must free those currently suffering from their illusions, and this book is written for them. This book is nothing less than a call for a return to sanity.

* * *

What is the long-term plan of the globalists and how do we find it?

They must have their model and underlying philosophy, don’t they?

One need search no further than the example of the East India Company and how they worked in concert with the British Empire for centuries, until they were defeated by who?

Oh, yeah, George Washington, the patriots of the American Revolution, the Continental Army, and the soldiers and navy of France.

Yes, America was founded by people who defeated the greatest combination of corporate and military power ever assembled in the history of the world.

We’ve done this before, and we can do it again.

This is how the History Channel describes the first fascist state, in which corporate wealth was combined with the military power of a nation.


One of the biggest, most dominant corporations in history operated long before the emergence of tech giants like Apple, Google or Amazon. The English East India Company was incorporated by royal charter on December 31, 1600 and went on to act as a part-trade, part nation state and reap vast profits from overseas trade with India, China, Persia, and Indonesia for more than two centuries. Its business flooded England with affordable tea, cotton textiles, and spices, and richly rewarded its London investors with returns as high as 30 percent.

“At its peak, the English East India Company was by far the largest corporation of its kind,” says Emily Erickson, a sociology professor at Yale University and author of Between Monopoly and Free Trade: The English East India Company. “It was also larger than several nations. It was essentially the de facto emperor of large portions of India, which was one of the most productive economies in the world at that point.”20



“Everything old is new again” is a popular saying, which is why the globalists don’t want you to know your history. The lust for power, from the conquests of the Roman Empire to the Mongol hordes, to Napoleon, Hitler, Stalin, and Mao, is a common thread through human history. But the role you may not have heard was the part played by Western nations and their prized vehicle for the control of populations, the corporation.


But just when the East India Company’s grip on trade weakened in the late 18th century, [Because of getting whipped by the United States of America in the Revolutionary War] it found a new calling as an empire-builder. At one point, this mega corporation commanded a private army of 260,000 soldiers, twice the size of the standing British army. That kind of manpower was more than enough to coerce Indian rulers into one-sided contracts that granted the Company lucrative taxation powers . . .

Many of the hallmarks of the modern corporation were first popularized by the East India Company. For example, the Company was the largest and longest-lasting joint stock company of its day, which means that it raised and pooled capital by selling shares to the public. It was governed by a president, but also a “board of control” or “board of officers.” 21




Western governments, or even most woke non-profits, today don’t seem to be interested in how corporations can control a country. When one wonders how a network like Fox News can fire its most popular host, like Tucker Carlson, it’s because Fox News is such a small part of the corporation’s portfolio. They’re not interested in Fox News as an independent source of journalism; it’s part of the marketing department of a larger conglomerate. Dig down a little deeper, maybe into some of the “climate-change” advocates, or Black Lives Matter, and you’ll find they’re likely funded by large mega-corporations and globalist foundations.

Why would corporate entities be interested in burning down American neighborhoods and creating “No-Go” zones? Well, if you destroy local businesses, everybody’s got to shop online, and that’s all controlled by the Big Tech titans, manufacturing their products in the slave economy which is modern China. The Chinese people aren’t getting rich off globalism, either. We need to support them, because like us, they’ve been getting screwed for centuries by this corporate-government partnership of Western governments.


The exploits of the East India Company didn’t end in India. In one of its darkest chapters, the Company smuggled opium into China in exchange for the country’s most prized trade good: tea. China only traded tea for silver, but that was hard to come by in England, so the company flouted China’s opium ban through a black market of Indian opium growers and smugglers. As tea flowed into London, the Company’s investors grew rich and millions of Chinese men wasted away in opium dens.

When China cracked down on the opium trade, the British government sent warships, triggering the Opium War of 1840. The humiliating Chinese defeat handed the British control of Hong Kong, but the conflict shed further light on the East India Company’s dark dealings in the name of profit.22



I love that phrase “dark dealings in the name of profit.” It covers a lot of ground. Did you realize that Great Britain was a drug dealer in the nineteenth century, little different than the Mexican cartels that are flooding our country with deadly fentanyl?

And despite the blow struck against the East India Company by the increasing support for the free market arguments of Adam Smith, it seemed that some British intellectuals, such as H. G. Wells, wanted to replace it with some other “New World Order,” which is the name of a book he published in January 1940. (And you thought those words were first uttered by President George H. W. Bush.) Here’s a sample of what Wells wrote, claiming some form of world government was inevitable.


The question of collectivization is to be “Westernized” or “Easternized,” using these words under the caveat of the previous paragraph, is really the first issue before the world today. We need a fully ventilated revolution. Our Revolution has to go on in the light and air. We may soon have to accept Sovietization a la Russe quite soon unless we can produce a better collectivization. But if we produce a better collectivization, it is more probable than not that the Russian system will incorporate our improvements, forget its reviving nationalism again, debunk Marx and Stalin, so far as they can be debunked, and merge into the one world state.23



The globalists don’t want you to read your history, so they can lie to you about these figures of the past. One might say Wells was extremely naïve, and yet he was at the end of his life, and we’d expect somebody at that point to have an accurate view of the way in which the world works. The introduction to the 2022 edition of The New World Order describes exactly what Wells was trying to achieve in 1940.


Wells asserts that there is only one chance for mankind to survive the current alarming calamities and artificial catastrophes: the total reorganization of global relations in the face of a selfish, ethnocentric mankind. He insists that the new age of fraternity must not tolerate sovereign nation-states, which might cause enmity between races and peoples, and independent rulers who might supervise the build-up to wars unleashed by them or their enemies, but rather led by social engineers pulling the levers of production within a system of mass collectivization. Utopian or dystopian? The reader can judge for himself whether the global Eden achieved through a bloodless world revolution is a beauty to behold and cultivate or a monstrosity to exorcise before it can germinate.24



Get rid of countries and have the social engineers in control of everything. So much for the idea that all people are created equal. You don’t have the sense necessary to keep life going. It’s almost as if the real-life Bond villain, Klaus Schwab, wrote that paragraph last week. Funny how Wells doesn’t at least consider the possibility that all these authoritarians running governments around the world were the problem, rather than the people in these countries.

But just as Adam Smith stood in opposition to the East India Company, Wells had his nemesis, and his name was George Orwell, author of the dystopian novel, 1984, which today reads like prophecy. On the love that many of his countrymen seemed to possess for Stalin’s Russia and authoritarianism in general, this is what he wrote in an essay called “Inside the Whale.”


But there is one other thing that undoubtedly contributed to the cult of Russia during these years, and that is the softness and security of life itself. With all its injustices, England is still the land of habeas corpus, and the overwhelming majority of English people have no experience of violence of illegality. If you have grown up in that sort of atmosphere it is not at all easy to imagine what a despotic regime is like. Nearly all the dominant writers of the thirties belonged to the soft-boiled emancipated middle class and were too young to have effective memories of the Great War. To people of that kind such things as purges, secret police, summary executions, imprisonment without trial, etc., are too remote to be terrifying. They can swallow totalitarianism because they have no experience of anything except liberalism.25




Does what Orwell describes about 1940 England sound suspiciously like 2023 America? Populations which have grown up without real hardship or exposure to violence or illegality? Yes, there are certainly injustices, but compared to any other time in human history, the daily life of most people would have been considered paradise to previous centuries.

Because we read and know history, we can put things into context.

England created the corporation, married it to government power, and created an empire.

Because of freedom, the empire falls, and as a result, there is unparalleled prosperity, creating a robust middle-class dedicated to democratic values.

But some don’t want freedom, claiming it’s too messy and violent.

They want a new multi-national corporation, combined with world government, but they don’t know how to make it work.

They see the example of Chairman Mao in China, and it becomes clear how to achieve their one-world government.

Provoke chaos, dissolve the bonds of society, and wait for the people to beg to be saved by the government.

* * *

This would be a good place to review how similar the silencing of renegade voices in our society mimics what happened in Mao’s China. These renegades would include me, Black Nationalist leader Minister Louis Farrakhan, as well as my good friends, Paul Joseph Watson, Laura Loomer, and Milo Yiannopoulos. These are all people I’d love to go to a bar with and have some drinks and laughs, even though we know Minister Farrakhan would just be having a club soda.

Still, he’d be a great deal of fun.

I’ve interviewed Minister Farrakhan, spending several hours with him, and he is one of the nicest, most thoughtful people I’ve ever encountered. Many people don’t know this because of all the negative publicity the Nation of Islam receives, but their beliefs don’t allow them to carry weapons. They believe their only weapon should be the truth.


It’s why the Nation encourages its members to read widely and think deeply about current problems. (The left now thinks that “reading” should be called “doing your own research” and apparently, they think it’s as dangerous as smoking, and maybe controversial books like this one should come with a warning label.) The Nation of Islam also instructs their men to stand by their wives and families. Like me, the Nation of Islam believes the family to be the essential unit of society. When I think of all the harm our government has done to the black community by creating a welfare state, which incentivizes men to leave their children so the mother can collect a welfare check, I believe Farrakhan’s example of Black pride and independence is something that should be commended.

Many of you may remember my Facebook banning, with articles like this from the New York Times.


After years of wavering about how to handle the extreme voices populating its platform, Facebook on Thursday evicted seven of its most controversial users—many of whom are conservatives—immediately inflaming the debate about the power and accountability of large technology companies.

The social network said it had barred Alex Jones, the conspiracy theorist and founder of InfoWars, from its platform, along with a handful of other extremists. Louis Farrakhan, the outspoken black nationalist minister who has frequently been criticized for his anti-Semitic remarks, was also banned. The Silicon Valley company said these users were disallowed from using Facebook and Instagram under its policies against “dangerous individuals and organizations.” 26



Let’s consider how this “extreme voices” policy would have worked at various times in our history. Would Benjamin Franklin, John Adams, and Thomas Jefferson have been banned for being “extreme voices” against the British Empire?

Would the early abolitionists against slavery have been banned for being “extreme voices?” Would the suffragettes of the late nineteenth and early twentieth century have been banned for being “extreme voices?” How about the Civil Rights protestors of the 1950s and 1960s, campaigning against the Jim Crow laws enacted by Democratic politicians of the Southern States? Would they have been banned for being “extreme voices?”

I know some may consider me a hero, but I like to consider myself as serving in a company of heroes, and the New York Times was kind enough to name some of these individuals.


Many of the users barred by Facebook had previously been prohibited on other social media services. Mr. Yiannopoulos, a former Breitbart editor and far-right media personality, was banned from Twitter in 2016 after leading a harassment campaign against the actress Leslie Jones. Laura Loomer, a right-wing provocateur, was barred by Twitter earlier this year for making Islamophobic comments about Representative Ilhan Omar, Democrat of Minnesota.

The others banned by Facebook on Thursday were Paul Joseph Watson, an Infowars contributor, and Paul Nehlen, a white nationalist, who ran unsuccessfully for Congress in 2018. Infowars [sic] was also booted.
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