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 Prologue  

 The Works  

This is the 7th book of Spokes of the Wheel; a continuation 

of Spokes 6: The Fruits of Civilization, which should be read 

before this volume. 

Spokes explores existence: the wild cosmos, the untamed 

mind, and the social artifice which humanity has created.  

The material presented in Spokes is cumulative. For 

fullest comprehension, read Spokes in order. 

Clarity: The Path Inside 

Spokes Θ: Unraveling Reality 

Spokes 1: The Science of Existence 

Spokes 2: The Web of Life 

Spokes 3: The Elements of Evolution 

Spokes 4: The Ecology of Humans 

Spokes 5: The Echoes of the Mind 

Spokes 6: The Fruits of Civilization 

Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics 

Spokes 8: The Hub of Being 

Clarity explains reality and how to become enlightened. 

Unraveling Reality prefaces Spokes. The Science of Existence 

roams the universe and introduces the natural world. The 

Web of Life chronicles the wondrous diversity of life. The El-

ements of Evolution tells life's history and explains how or-

ganisms adapt. The Ecology of Humans explores the 

biological interfaces of the human body. The Echoes of the 

Mind pivots on how people feel, think, and behave. The Fruits 

of Civilization covers the consequences of human endeavors. 

The Pathos of Politics probes how polity has affected human-

ity. The Spokes series culminates in The Hub of Being, an 

exposition toward realization. 
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Each chapter has a summary. At the end of the book is a 

conclusion. A glossary is provided, followed by a biographical 

section.  

For more information about Spokes of the Wheel, visit: 

www.ishinobu.com. Research references for Spokes 7 are at:  

www.ishinobu.com/spokes-7-notes/ 

 Headings  

Spokes is heavily portioned, with symbolic conventions to 

delineate the hierarchy of material. 

 delineates untitled segments or return to a subject 

after wandering off.  

 demarcates subjects within a topical section. 

 



 

 The Descent of Polity  
The very ink with which history is written is merely fluid prej-

udice. ~ American author Mark Twain 

Like the primates they descended from, hominoids were 

gregarious creatures, with both genders having their own 

dominance hierarchies. 

Once a chimpanzee has achieved dominance, male or fe-

male, it exercises authority: the ability to settle conflicts and 

set rules. Chimps acknowledge authority through submissive 

greetings: meek grunts followed by deep bows, holding one's 

hand out to a superior, kissing feet. 

How human authority is attained determined the descent 

of polity. The path to authority is indeed the reason that pol-

itics even exists – man's readiness to resort to violence.  

 Violence  
Blood alone moves the wheels of history. ~ German friar 

Martin Luther 

Despite pronounced capacities for language and empathy 

– the essentials of diplomacy – men remain violent creatures. 

This propensity for aggression is amplified by the highly ma-

terialistic and unbalanced societies which men have consist-

ently constructed for themselves. 

The availability of abundant resources lessens aggression 

in other primates. Human history has instead been enforced 

inequity in resource availability. This is economic violence. 

The beating heart of politics is coercion enforcing inequality. 

Political order rests ultimately on violence. ~ Austrian-born 

American sociologist Peter Berger 

All modern human societies are socioeconomically 

segregated, with the vast majority in an underclass that faces 

perpetual scarcity. This inequality is heightened by a 

sociopolitical system which esteems wealth and limits the 

means of the underclass to escape their predicament. 
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A strong determinant of intergroup relations is the power 

of possessing superior numbers: the ability to dominate. 

When natural foodstuffs are in short supply, aggressive pri-

mates organize themselves and prey upon weaker groups. If 

the neighboring territory of conspecifics offers a resource 

prize, war ensues if intimidation proves insufficient. 

The skills and inclinations to exercise dominance are cul-

turally transferred between generations. Group aggression 

becomes a cultural value unto itself. Conflict against out-

groups, not cohesion within the in-group, defines what it 

means to be a tribe. 

The emergence of states from tribes did not solve the 

problem of violence: quite the contrary. Statehood instead 

gave war surer footing, elevating violence. 

There is prodigious emotional potency in shared stress as 

a vehicle for solidarity. Nothing is more stressful than war. 

Almost all early societies developed a warrior class. With 

this class evolved the concept of honor: the willingness to risk 

one's life for the respect of other warriors. 

Historically, professional soldiers were typically loath to 

trade places with farmers or merchants, for reasons only 

partly owing to booty. The lives of peasants and traders were 

mundane compared to the thrill of danger and the comradery 

of fellow combatants. Nowadays, the warrior ethic, and its 

motivations, are readily found in police departments world-

wide, where coercion, extortion, confiscation, and gratuitous 

violence are commonplace. 

Human history is replete with savagery on whatever 

scale technology afforded. Since the times of the earliest clans 

to modern day, wars have been waged primarily to secure re-

sources. Since human settlements became the norm over 8 

millennia ago, hardly a decade has passed without a war 

somewhere. 

Wars over ideology only came to the fore in the 20th cen-

tury, instigated by states with overweening hubris and an 

itch to engage their military over nothing more than political 

philosophy. Ideological war represents an astonishing aban-

donment of self-interest as a guiding principle, replaced by 

myopic jockeying. If economic advantage is the ultimate aim, 

squandering resources in military adventure is antithetical. 
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No one engaged in thought about history and politics can 
remain unaware of the enormous role violence has always 
played in human affairs. ~ German political philosopher 
Hannah Arendt 

 Tribes  

Foraging clans were nomadic extended families, compa-

rable to other primates in their social organization. Tribes 

did not arise until the emergence of settlements. 

Foraging clans had nothing resembling modern economic 

exchange, nor even modern individualism. The almost uni-

versal practice of eating together derives from the hoary 

practice of sharing food. 

Many of the moral rules for nascent tribal society were 

not directed at transgressions against private property, but 

against not sharing. Facing the prospect of perpetual scar-

city, failure to share can affect a group's survival prospects; 

hence, early societies were egalitarian. 

Like other apes, humans are often exogamous and patri-

local. Besides engendering genetic diversity, it also encour-

ages intergroup exchange. 

Exogamy also mitigates conflict by establishing family 

bonds between groups. Into historical times, disputes over re-

sources or territory have been smoothed over through the ex-

change of nubile females, including, at the top rungs of the 

sociopolitical ladder, the practice of strategic marriage alli-

ances among European royalty. 

The origin of political stratification lay with the evolution 

of agrarian society. Rather than communal plots, family-ori-

ented groups worked fields separately, cooperating only nec-

essary. This territoriality furthered the concept of private 

property and took materialism as a moral value to a new 

level. 

Individualism versus communalism was not just a major 

distinction between foragers and agrarians. Groups were 

more or less interdependent depending upon the predomi-

nate cereal crop. 
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A collective culture grew along with the crops where rice 

was the primary grain. Before mechanization, growing rice 

took twice as many hours as wheat. To deploy labor effi-

ciently, especially during planting and harvesting, rice-grow-

ing societies developed cooperative labor exchanges.  

The history of social and political development in south-

east Asia and Japan, where rice was the staple cereal, testify 

to the political inclination toward consensus born from collec-

tive work in the fields. 

Cultures which relied upon wheat and other grains that 

could be independently grown led to cultural individualism. 

This was clear in the Fertile Crescent, where concocted reli-

gious creeds became the brittle glue of tribal association 

among its flinty peoples, given to this day to ceaseless conflict 

rather than cooperation. 

The social impact of agriculture was enormous. Depend-

ing upon climate, the population density of foraging societies 

was 0.1–1 person per km2. The invention of farming facili-

tated population densities of 40–60 people per km2. 

Proximity begat interdependence on a much larger scale, 

furthered by labor specialization, which facilitated technolog-

ical innovations. This gyre engendered structured social or-

ganization, oriented toward dealing with transgressions 

against material moral values. Polity evolved via property re-

gimes. 

Governance became even more important when tribes 

were conquered, and survivors absorbed. Rules of conduct are 

especially needed in reducing conflicts among groups with 

their own culture and norms. Government cut its teeth on 

post-conflict social management. 

Under the tutelage of the state, human beings learned for the 
first time how to bow, grovel, kneel, and kowtow. In many ways 
the rise of the state was descent of the world from freedom to 
slavery. ~ American anthropologist Marin Harris 

A state is an abiding political institution represented by a 

government. A nation is a political territory with which resi-

dents may feel identification (nationalism). As modern states 

try to promote and tap into nationalist fervor, the term na-

tion-state is commonly used to emphasize the twining. 
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When tribal-level societies evolve into state-level socie-

ties, tribalism does not simply disappear; quite the contrary. 

In China, India, the Middle East, and elsewhere, state insti-

tutions were mere veneer over tribal ones; both existing in 

uneasy balance. Even today, ethnically diverse societies func-

tion according to tribal norms, with institutions favoring the 

dominant tribe. The United States is exemplary. 

China was the first civilization to invent the modern 

state, but it has never succeeded in suppressing the power of 

tribes at the cultural and societal levels. The dynastic history 

of China is one of ceaseless tribal conflict. 

The same may be said of every state. Complex clan struc-

tures remain the main social locus for most people, and 

strongly shape interactions with modern political institu-

tions. Institutions themselves take on a tribal cast. 

 Individualism  

Sociality is not a cultural acquisition. It is instead sewn 

into the human psyche. 

The need to belong is strong. Family forms the core of our 

sociality. Alas, whatever socialist sentiments extended from 

familial feelings were dulled during the evolution of civiliza-

tion as a defense of materialism. 

For men, individual well-being, not that of the group, has 

been the dominant drive. There were, as aforementioned, ex-

ceptions in the Far East as agriculture arose. But even there, 

communal spirit eroded as politics evolved. The hoary civili-

zations of China and Vietnam exemplify states that are com-

munist in name but totalitarian elitist in practice. 

To materialist mankind, cooperation always seemed a 

compromise. The notion of sharing everything is confined to 

the nuclear family, and even there, material conflicts arise. 

Hence, by dint of physical strength and propensity to use it, 

paternalism came to dominate. 

The biologically based impetuses to cooperative behavior 

are kinship and reciprocal altruism. Like other mammals, 

people prize their offspring (mothers especially). Familial 

feelings are the evolutionary outgrowth necessary for rearing 
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offspring. In a broader realm, we only give to those whom we 

feel compassion. 

Reciprocal altruism is the ability to cooperate with those 

who are not family. Social cooperation depends upon an indi-

vidual's ability to repeatedly solve what game theorists call 

the prisoner's dilemma: that serving self-interest results in a 

suboptimal outcome compared to cooperation.  

This dilemma dissolves with reputation: knowing how an 

individual behaved in the past. Reputation evolved early on. 

Even microbes acquire reputations.  

American political scientist Robert Axelrod showed that 

morality evolves spontaneously as rational decision makers 

interact, even though motivated by nothing more than self-

interest. Self-interest drives both individualism and volun-

tary cooperation – but the later only when potential gain is 

perceived at some foreseeable point. When blatant self-inter-

est becomes socially acceptable (as it has), society becomes 

individualistic, and societal well-being suffers.  

With preserving their status as the paramount goal, rul-

ing elites cast economic and political institutions toward in-

dividualism. In modern times, that corporations are legally 

treated as individuals is a profound example.  

Obligation to society is an abstraction only realized by co-

ercion or a delusional identification with the state: whence 

nationalism as a political ideal as an instance of the latter, 

and the military draft illustrating the former. 

Most people think of a political state not in terms of com-

munity, but instead a supra-individual authority: a force of 

imposition, not sociability. Polity as societal adhesive does 

not come to mind. Instead, the state ostensibly enforces the 

limits of accepted behavioral norms, and acts to preserve it-

self as an epitome of individualism. 

Individualism is a mind-set not easily set aside, especially 

when it is a norm reinforced by reward for self-initiative. 

Community spirit cannot find fertile soil in a ground sown 

with self-interest. Such is the state of the world of men. 
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 Indus Civilization  

The ancient civilizations of China, Mesopotamia, and 

Egypt are known to have been strongly hierarchical, and rife 

with conflict. A contemporaneous civilization uniquely ap-

pears otherwise. This civilization was founded in the Indus 

Valley, in what is now western India and Pakistan. 

The Indus civilization was one of the great early complex so-
cieties. ~ English archeologist Cameron Petrie 

The Indus civilization began 9,000 years ago on the fertile 

floodplain of the Indus River. Farming settlements sprang 

up, primarily based upon wheat and barley. Another key crop 

was cotton.  

Whereas horses were unknown, other livestock, including 

cattle, goats, sheep, and water buffalo, were domesticated.* 

Dogs were part of Indus households. Whether domesticated 

cats were about is unclear. 

Trade grew, including maritime trade with distant lands. 

To facilitate commerce, a system of standard weights 

emerged.  

Detailed craftwork developed, including a wide variety of 

tools, pottery, dyed textiles, jewelry, sculpture, and seals. 

The quality and erudition of Indus statuary have been favor-

ably compared to the works of the classical Greeks many mil-

lennia later. A written language evolved, with a script that 

remains undecipherable. 

During the Bronze Age, the Indus civilization burgeoned 

to over 5 million people living in 54 cities, including 2 major 

metropolises, and over 1,000 settlements in an area at least 

800,000 km2. Buildings were made of baked brick. 

Vast stone platforms underlie various cities to keep them 

above the annual floods. Streets were planned, generally ori-

ented along the 4 main points of the compass.  

There were sewage systems worthy of modern times, pub-

lic baths, and toilets. Given the emphasis on sanitation, pub-

lic health was clearly important to the Indus people. 

 
* Horses were first domesticated in the steppes east of the Ural 

Mountains 5,500 years ago by the Yamnaya. 
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Not until later Roman times did people devise so many clever 
construction techniques to deal with comforts and discomforts 
related to water. ~ American anthropologist Rita Wright 

All evidence indicates competent governance, but not au-

tocracy, as was the norm in other ancient civilizations. The 

evidence is of general egalitarianism. 

What is most surprising about the Indus Valley civiliza-

tion is what was not there. No grand temples. No royal pal-

aces. No slavery.* And, judging by the absence of weapons 

and fortifications, no conflict.† 

What's left of these great Indus cities gives us no indication 
of a society engaged with, or threatened by, war. ~ English his-
torian Neil MacGregor 

The Indus civilization was an epitome of human society, 

and its shortcomings emblematic. The Hindu tradition began 

in the Indus Valley. 

The Indus Valley people had geographical luck. Raw ma-

terials were plentiful, including abundant forests and fresh-

water.  

The Indus civilization began with settlements close to 

Kotla Dahar, a deep lake. The climate afforded 2 growing sea-

sons, thanks to winter cyclones and summer monsoons. 

Deforestation and resultant climate change led to the de-

cline of the Indus civilization. As with civilizations through-

out history, the Indus felled their forests and degraded the 

soil that their lives depended upon. 

Farmers shifted their crop patterns as soil quality and the 

monsoons gradually declined from 3,000 BCE. This resulted 

in lower agricultural productivity, which acted as a catalyst 

for de-urbanization. 

Dramatic decreases in rainfall, likely caused by defor-

estation, led to progressive lowering of Kotla Dahar. By 

~2000 BCE the lake was ephemeral. 

The Indus civilization did not collapse. It simply diffused, 

leaving behind a depleted ecosystem. 

 
* Burial remains indicate little material inequality. 

† The only fortified settlements among the Indus dwellers were on 

the Arabian Sea coast, where trade with foreigners gave unease. 
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Though excessively florid and often cryptic, writers of Ve-

dic texts written toward the end (~1300 BCE) or shortly after 

the Indus civilization show an understanding of the immate-

rial nature of reality: a rare accomplishment. For this to have 

been possible, the legacy of the Indus civilization must have 

been a culture that cultivated enlightenment.* In this, the 

Indus people were truly unique. 

Astonishing that any culture or civilisation should have this 
continuity for 6 thousand years or more; and not in a static, un-
changing sense, for India was changing and progressing all the 
time. She was coming into intimate contact with the Persians, 
the Egyptians, the Greeks, the Chinese, the Arabs, the Central 
Asians, and the peoples of the Mediterranean. But though she 
influenced them and was influenced by them, her cultural basis 
was strong enough to endure. ~ India's 1st Prime Minister Ja-
waharlal Nehru 

 Accountability  

Defects drive evolution, whether biological, technological, 

or political. While the corruptibility of the human beast has 

enthralled political philosophers, the descent of polity has al-

ways pivoted on accountability. 

Political systems are ultimately built upon a gyre of trust. 

A leader is responsible for the well-being of constituents to a 

socially acceptable degree. Citizens trust their political lead-

ership to look after their needs during exigencies. 

Accountability has always been the benchmark by which 

political systems are calibrated. However divine the right a 

ruler may claim, he sits upon a shaky throne if the needs of 

his subjects suffer owing to royal negligence. 

Ultimately, leadership is a code word for resource pro-

curement. Leaders are supposed to be providers, at least in 

the sense of affording provision. History has repeatedly 

shown that the surest formula for revolt is a mounting local 

body count, whether by war or famine. 

 
* Sculpture suggests that yoga was practiced, but there is scant 

evidence of organized religion. 
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Modern political systems are based upon accountability. 

The concept of checks and balances is a thought experiment 

in this direction. 

The bedrock of democracy is liability. Granting people the 

power to cast political leaders aside on a periodic whim is an 

attempt at accountability. 

Despotism and democracy sit at the opposite ends of the 

theoretical spectrum with regard to accountability. In either, 

accountability invariably weighs in, albeit much differently. 

A despot is immediately answerable to no one. Yet, over 

time, autocracy is practically circumscribed by its obligation 

to those who could readily depose a despot. Effective political 

power in a dictatorship is limited to an elite group. Overturn-

ing a tyrant is an exercise by those with ineffective political 

power, at least until the next regime settles in, or the extant 

one recovers from the civil war (historically, few do). 

In a democracy, accountability is diffused to everyone 

who has suffrage. The practical effect has been emasculation, 

in that being answerable morphed into a popularity contest, 

where decision makers – voters – are readily deceived: a lam-

entable situation apparent in democracies today.  

The consequence of democracy has been to concentrate 

power into the hands of those who can manipulate public 

opinion. This dilution of accountability through concentra-

tion of economic power has corroded the vitality, viability, 

and legitimacy of every democracy.  

A benevolent sovereign beats mob rule. The difficulty is 

getting the right tyrant. 

 Religion  

The importance of religion in the descent of human soci-

ology cannot be overstated. Beyond family ties, religion 

played a critical role in establishing group solidarity and so-

cial order, particularly in codifying behavioral norms. It is 

difficult to imagine how humans could have evolved into 

tribes without religion and its associated rituals that form 

the basis for cultural indoctrination. Whereas conflict was 

the impetus for political evolution, religion was its glue. 
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Religious beliefs are never held by their adherents to be 
simple theories that can be discarded if proved wrong; they are 
held to be unconditionally true, and there are usually heavy 
social and psychological penalties attached to asserting their 
falsehood. ~ American political scientist Francis Fukuyama 

 Islam  

Tribal peoples inhabited the Arabian peninsula for mil-

lennia without forming a state, even as they lived on the bor-

ders of state-level societies, including Egypt, Persia, and 

Rome/Byzantium. The Arabs were never conquered, owing to 

the harshness of the desert in which they lived: largely un-

suited for agriculture, and so incapable of supporting an in-

vading army.* As such, Arabs felt no military pressure to 

consolidate into a centralized state. They operated as mer-

chants and intermediaries between nearby societies. 

The situation changed dramatically in the early 7th cen-

tury with Muhammad. He received his first divine revelation 

in his 40th year and began preaching to tribes in his native 

Mecca. 

Persecution ensued, so Muhammad and his followers 

moved to Medina in 622. Asked to mediate among the bick-

ering Medinin tribes, Muhammad ended up drafting a con-

stitution which defined a belief system that transcended 

tribal loyalties.  

The new Muslim polity gained adherents, conquered 

Mecca, and unified Arabia into a single state-level society. 

Arabia was insignificant in world history until that time. 

It was only through Muhammad's charismatic authority and 

his homebrew religion that afforded unity, and thereafter to 

project power throughout the Middle East and North Africa. 

Unable to succor surpluses, ascendant Islam had no eco-

nomic base. The interweaving of religious belief and military 

organization garnered economic power through conquest of 

agricultural societies that did produce surpluses.  

 
* The inhospitable environment owed to deforestation millennia 

earlier. The Arabs were the flinty people who stayed put. 
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Arab states were never able to overcome tribal politics. 

This forced Arab and Turkish dynasties to resort to extraor-

dinary measures to shake loose of tribal ties: through slave 

armies and foreign administrators. 

 

The rise of Islam had a political impact on western civili-

zation, but it was physical, not cerebral. Islam as a creed 

could have no consequence on Christian Europe, nor did its 

politics impress; but the presence of Islamic states in North 

Africa and the Near East colored European politics from the 

8th century on. 

In conquered territories, those who were neither Jew nor 

Christian were offered the stark choice of converting to Islam 

or death. As "peoples of the book," Jews and Christians were 

tolerated, provided they accepted Islamic political authority, 

and paid extra taxes in recognition of their inferior status. 

Medieval Islamic rulers allowed their non-Muslim sub-

jects considerable community autonomy. Jews were much 

safer under Islam than in Christian Europe. This cross-cul-

tural tolerance in the Middle Ages was exemplary and would 

only slowly dawn upon Europeans many centuries later. 

Like their Arabic counterparts, Jewish scholars contrib-

uted nothing to political discourse. Doomed to live as outcasts 

under governments under which they had no sway, silence 

was golden. But Jewish transmissions of medical, mathemat-

ical, and technical knowledge in medieval times were im-

measurable. Some of those contributions came by way of 

Islamic scholars, before taqlid sapped Islam of its vitality. 

 

While the founding of the Arab state is a striking illustra-

tion of the political potency of religion, virtually every other 

state has relied upon religion to legitimize itself after the 

fact. The founding myths of Chinese, Hindu, Greek and Ro-

man states all traced rulers' ancestry toward divinity; but it 

was the God fashioned by the Jews that had created the cru-

cible upon which European political ideals were forged. 
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 Judeo-Christian Consequence  

3 sanguine convictions informed the development of west-

ern political philosophy – from the Greeks: belief in reason; 

from the Jews: belief in God; from Christians: belief in love.  

Ancient Greeks philosophers held reason in the highest 

esteem. Their conception was not original. Various Oriental 

cultures influenced early Greek thinking in this regard. 

Rationalism is a recurring theme in political thought, 

buttressing both elitism in its general absence and democ-

racy in its general presence, depending upon the period and 

context in which reason is evoked as a basis for a polity.  

The significance of human rationality is miniscule com-

pared to the role of religious faith. In the history of western 

political thought, Greek rationalism was a splatter on a fab-

ric woven by Judeo-Christian heritage: faith in human rea-

son dwarfed by divinity in political import. 

From Judaism, belief in one God and a firm moral code 

infused the axioms that shaped political and legal structures. 

The concept of absolute justice underlies the moral code that 

is the foundation of western law and ethics. 

Whereas the ideal of ancient Greek philosophers was to 

think clearly, the Jewish aspiration was to act justly. The di-

vergence reflects history, but more importantly polar concep-

tions about the nature of divinity. 

In the Greek rationalist view, man created gods. In the 

Jewish view, God created man. 

The Jewish conception of an absolute supreme being chal-

lenges man to elevate himself to communion with God by liv-

ing a just life. Greek religion offered no such compeller. 

The fundamental impulse of Greek religious mythology 

was to bring the gods down to earth. Though immortal, the 

Greek gods were subject to fate, which overrode their divine 

powers. The Greek gods acted like humans, with human 

vices. They offered no moral role model. 

In the mid-5th century, Socrates best summed up the es-

sence of Greek thought with "knowledge is virtue." For a Jew, 

"the beginning of wisdom is the yirah of God." 

This is no obiter dictum in the Old Testament. Yirah oc-

curs 17 times in the book of Proverbs alone, with numerous 
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mentions in other books, including Job, Ecclesiastes, and 

Psalms. 

Though the Hebrew term yirah is commonly translated 

as "fear," it also means "awe." Whereas we are inclined to re-

treat from objects of fear, objects of awe can inspire. Drawing 

nearer to God approaches the source of all wonders. Further, 

a more apt translation for yirah than "fear" in this context 

would be "respect." 

In antiquity, Jews and Greeks were none too fond of each 

other. To an ancient Greek, a Jew was a fanatical puritan, 

living by a strict creed that made no allowance for human 

weakness. To a Jew, a Greek, with his endless philosophiz-

ing, was an ethical barbarian whose gods indulged in de-

baucheries worse than those tolerated in the basest Jewish 

sinners. 

Thus, Jewish monotheism, not Greek rationalism, was 

the springboard which posited ethical precepts that have af-

fected every political theory devised in the western world. Im-

plicit is the idea of natural law: a higher law than humans 

could devise, beyond whim and caprice. 

Greek polytheism obscured the principle of unity. Their 

religious pluralism was reflected in the Greek's inability to 

transcend the confines of city-states as a political ideal. While 

Greek analysis of different polities formed a cornerstone for 

later political science, it was ultimately limiting. 

In contrast, unity is deeply embedded in Jewish monothe-

ism. Sociopolitical tolerance is difficult to imagine without 

the idea of a brotherhood of man. 

The concept of covenant first appears in the agreement 

between God and Abraham, and becomes a frequent motif in 

the Bible whenever momentous decisions are made. This 

begat the idea of social contract and is the subtext for all 

compacts that bind tribes or states together. Covenants are 

impossible to conceive without some underlying sense of 

commonality, which ultimately is founded upon a shared 

morality. 

It is remarkable that the propellants of western political 

thought derived from small societies which were not predom-

inant powers; quite the contrary. The Greeks had to fight for 

their lives against Persians, Macedonians, and Romans. 
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They never even united as a people. Yet, through Hellenistic 

culture, they established an empire of the mind. 

Roman subjection of Greece left the Greek people in place. 

The spiritual concession of worshipping the Roman emperor 

simply meant adding another god to the polytheist pantheon.  

In contrast, when Rome conquered Judea in 70 CE, it 

drove the native Jews into a diaspora; the reason: religion. 

The Jews were unwilling to admit anything more than mili-

tary defeat. There was no room for another deity. The Jews 

refused to worship a pagan emperor, as did Christians in the 

centuries that followed. 

Rather than compromise their belief in God, the Jews 

fought to the bitter end. To punish their defiance, the Roman 

sought to destroy not only the Jewish state, but also its peo-

ple. 

The Romans were not religious fanatics. They cared not a 

whit what their subject peoples believed, beyond the outward 

admission of obedience to Roman imperial divinity. Jewish 

refusal to do so incensed Romans as inscrutable irrationality. 

The Roman era was the not first where Jews experienced 

the end of political independence and mass exile. 

In 721 BCE, the Assyrians destroyed the northern king-

dom of Israel: razed its cities, deported its people, and settled 

the region with compliant immigrants.  

In 586 BCE, the Babylonians subdued the southern king-

dom of Judah. Following a 2-year siege, the conquerors de-

stroyed Jerusalem and many other cities that were never 

rebuilt. 

The Babylonians deported the educated class. Many other 

Jews fled to Transjordan and Egypt. Only a small number of 

craftspeople remained in what became known as Judea. 

In 539 BCE, Persia defeated Babylonia. King Cyrus per-

mitted exiled Jews to return to their homeland, rebuild the 

temple of Jerusalem, and freely practice their faith. The 

small number that did return to Judea were dedicated to pre-

serving their culture. 

The Roman conquest of Judea was more disastrous than 

either Assyrian or Babylonian assaults. While the Assyrians 

destroyed the northern Kingdom of Israel, southern Judah 

was still intact. When the Babylonians juddered Judah and 
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exiled the Jewish elite, a diminished, dispirited Jewish 

community remained. 

In burning Jerusalem and its temple in 70 CE, the 

Romans were determined that the Jewish people never rise 

again. Such an aim could not be attained over so resilient a 

people. 

Even before the war was over, the Romans granted the 

Jews permission to establish a center of learning in the 

coastal town of Yavneh. After the war, Yavneh became the 

hub of the Jewish community in Palestine. The Roman 

authorities left this religious body alone as long as it did not 

stir up any political trouble. 

Roman Emperor Hadrian (76–138 CE) sought to unify the 

belief systems in the empire to support his legitimacy. That 

attempt foundered when facing Jewish monotheism. 

Hadrian realized better than his predecessors that the 

Bible was the source of the indomitable resistance of the 

Jews, so he abolished the academy at Yavneh and decreed 

that the study of the Bible or its observance punishable by 

death. This was more than the Jews could tolerate. 

Romans suffered heavy losses in the Jewish revolt that 

followed (132–135), though relatively few compared to the 

580,000 Jews that were massacred. 50 fortified towns and 

985 villages were razed to the ground. 

Hadrian's successors saw fit to relax the prohibition 

against the Jewish religion and education. Over the next 3 

centuries, rabbis' principal efforts were focused on developing 

a way of life founded upon the Bible and teachings of the 

prophets that could subsist independent of any material or 

political instruments. 

Thus emerged the Talmud: a compendium of Jewish 

ethics and law, philosophy, history, customs, and lore. The 

product of ~2,000 rabbis over 8 centuries, the Talmud 

ensured the continuation of Jewish culture over the next 

1,800 years without a state. Such dedication to belief and 

education explains why Jews have been so influential in the 

evolution of western civilization and politics despite their 

perpetual out-group status. 
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Christianity consolidated and transcended Greek and 

Jewish contributions in trumpeting love as the basis for rela-

tionships, both among humans and with God. 

From Jesus' teachings about love flow 2 basis facets – 

individualism and universalism – that constitute the 

sociopolitical ethic of Christianity.  

The significance of love arises as a spillover conception of 

monotheism: that we are all God's precious children. Christi-

anity extended this into love as the basis for relations with 

God, and with each other. 

In Matthew [22:36–40], Jesus is asked "the greatest com-

mandment in the law?" Jesus replied that love of God is first, 

followed by "love your neighbor as yourself. On these 2 com-

mandments hang all the law and the prophets." 

This is not to slight others in the love department. The 

ancient Greeks were intensely interested in love. Plato's 

Symposium (385–370 BCE) is one of the great dialogues on love 

in world literature. Classical Jewish thought emphasized 

compassion and charity, admonishing adherents to "love thy 

neighbor as thyself." 

Beyond antecedents, Christian thought made love its cen-

terpiece. Love is life itself: an exultation springing from belief 

in a personal relationship with God. More than any other 

force, the concept of universal love – that all people are chil-

dren of God – propelled human equality as an ethical ideal, 

which is an emphatically political concern. 

Render therefore unto Caesar the things which are Caesar's; 
and unto God the things that are God's. ~ Matthew [22:21], The 
Bible 

Jesus saw no value in anything not connected to a spir-

itual existence, and so said little about political affairs, even 

as his followers looked to Jesus to be a political revolutionary 

and lead them from Roman oppression. What they got in-

stead was implicit submission, save the occasional angry out-

burst of cleansing the temple of money lenders. 

Submission was not a difficult act for most incipient 

Christians, who were underclass folk drawn to the religion's 

deprecation of earthly socioeconomic distinctions. Another 
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appeal was the element of Christian sharing and charitable 

benevolence, alluded to in the Sermon on the Mount. 

Submission became all the more important as Roman of-

ficials correctly came to view Christianity as a subversive de-

velopment, despite Christians' outward obedience. In an 

empire that was a politico-religious unity, Christianity in-

vited attention and repression. Revolution was infeasible, as 

the Jews had amply demonstrated, so early Christian teach-

ings emphasized appeasement. 

Submission was also in the tradition of the Old Testa-

ment, where Israel's ruler was anointed by God. As the Cath-

olic Church grew in stature, this view evolved into the 

doctrine of the divine right of kings. 

The first kingdom to fall under the sway of Christianity 

was Osrhoene in east Syria, at the end of the 2nd century.  

The alignment of church and state began in earnest with 

Roman emperor Constantine I, who converted to Christianity 

and declared it the empire's official religion in 324. 

In the 1st 3 centuries of Christianity, it was a radical pacifist 
religion, which is why it was persecuted. It was the religion of 
the poor and the suffering. Jesus was the symbol of the poor and 
the suffering. In the 4th century, it was taken over by the Roman 
Empire. Emperor Constantine turned the church into the reli-
gion of the persecutors. ~ Noam Chomsky 

The works of Augustine of Hippo reflect the arguments 

over the relationship between church and state that 

simmered throughout Europe for well over a millennium. 

Christianity defined Europe. ~ English historian John Roberts 

The bedrock of Christianity is Judaism, which is the 

source of the fundamental Christian ideas. Jewish myths 

were generalized in Christianity to become powerful forces in 

the world. 

At the heart was the Jewish view that history was provi-

dentially ordained: predeterminism. Though the exercise ap-

peared as pillage and slaughter, the Crusades were fueled by 

this concept, as were many acts of aggression by states 

throughout the history of western Europe. 

Providence theatrically found its voice in manifest des-

tiny: the widely held belief by American settlers in the 19th 
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century that they were destined to expand across the conti-

nent. 

In actuality, the lack of equity evidenced in societal rela-

tions throughout history shows how shabbily love has fared, 

even among Christians. But then, ideals are regularly subject 

to tarnish by a species that touts them but favors expediency 

instead. When it comes to goodness, people advertise what 

they are not. 

Human manipulation of symbolism being what it is, these 

notions, and the texts which proclaim them, have been em-

ployed to rationalize polities throughout the political spec-

trum. The Old and New Testaments have been invoked to 

justify slavery and freedom, obedience to authority and revo-

lution, monarchy and democracy, capitalism and socialism. 

Christian transcendental love expressed itself in the Mid-

dle Ages by burning pagan books and pagans to boot. Histor-

ically, righteous condemnation has been far more common 

than compassion in the Christian lexicon.  

Dastardly deeds do not dim inspiring dogma. More than 

any other force, idealistic optimism has propelled human en-

deavor, whether expressed in religious, economic, or political 

context: the often-naïve hope that somehow the future may 

be brighter than the present. The mind sugars the bitterness 

of today with its saccharine vision of tomorrow. 

 In God We Trust  

Political philosophy has ever been inexorably entwined 

with religiosity. Modern states have not abandoned the reli-

gious mantra. Far from it. The supposedly secular United 

States is exemplary. The 1st Amendment to the US Consti-

tution stipulates that "Congress shall make no law respect-

ing an establishment of religion." 

Reacting against godless communism, the phrase "under 

God" was tacked onto the Pledge of Allegiance in 1954. 

President Dwight Eisenhower approved "In God We Trust" 

as the national motto in 1956, following a Congressional joint 

resolution. "In God We Trust" has been on US coins since 

1864, and on paper currency since 1957. No objection has 
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ever been made by any politician holding federal office about 

separation of church of state. 

 Statehood  
The state evolved because society had a practical need for it. 

~ American political scientist Leon Baradat 

All political regimes have been elaborate expressions of 

human territoriality. Governance has always been an exer-

cise in resource apportionment.  

Historically, the surpluses that support civilization have 

been agricultural: the toil of peasants and slaves in the fields, 

propping up urbanity. Only since industrialization has 

ingenuity played an especial role in producing economic 

surplus outside of food production. 

In the infancy of societies, the chiefs of state shape its 
institutions; later the institutions shape the chiefs of state.  
~ Montesquieu 

The term pristine is used by archeologists for the initial 

emergence of a state from a tribal society. In contrast, 

competitive state formation involves the takeover of territory 

from a tribe or other state. 

Pristine state formation occurred when a confluence of 

factors arose. First there must be a surfeit of resources to 

create surpluses above subsistence. 

The abundance may natural. The Pacific Northwest was 

so well stocked with fish and game hunter-gatherer tribes 

generated chiefdoms, if not states, in prehistoric times. These 

are rarities. Surpluses were typically generated through 

technological advances, primarily agriculture. 

Surpluses alone were insufficient. They must also have 

been extensive. Despite possessing surpluses, tribal societies 

long persisted in parts of the world for geographic reasons. 

Africa illustrated how difficult it is to project authority 

over inhospitable, sparsely populated territories. In excep-

tions to this generalization, such as the fertile Great Lakes 

region and Rift Valley, centralized states emerged early. 

Africa also has few navigable rivers over long stretches, 

making the projection of power difficult. The exception to this 
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– the lower Nile – was home to one of the world's first states: 

Egypt. 

Oceania is a region of mountainous islands. While agri-

culture developed early there, only on the larger islands with 

extensive fertile plains, such as Fiji and Hawaii, did chief-

doms and states emerge. 

Mountains also explains the persistence of tribal societies 

in Asian upland areas, including Syria, Turkey, Iraq, Iran, 

Afghanistan, Laos, and Vietnam. Mountains make it difficult 

for armies to conquer and hold territory. 

Second, a society's size must be sufficient that material 

inequality occurs: a division of labor between peasant and 

ruling elite. For this to occur, people must be geographically 

constrained such that population density increases rather 

than subjugate subjects running away when coerced. 

Finally, tribes must be motivated to give up their relative 

freedom to state authority. Such persuasion typically came 

about under threat of extinction by a more powerful group. 

This is how the Egyptian state emerged in the Nile Valley 

~3000 BCE.  

In the rarest of instances, such as Islam under Muham-

mad, a charismatic religious leader is convincing in cajoling 

a state into existence. 

States are typically better organized and more powerful 

than neighboring tribal societies, so they conquer and absorb 

nearby tribes. The relatively few exceptions have been in 

emulation: where tribes managed to organize and fortify 

themselves. 

Japan was already a state in the 19th century as it 

watched neighboring China carved up by Western imperial-

ist powers. The ominous prospect was driven home when a 

small fleet of US naval ships sailed into Yokohama harbor in 

1853 and forcibly demanded trading rights.  

Wishing to avoid the same fate as China, Japan aban-

doned its torpid feudal system and harnessed its collective 

will on modernization. Within decades Japan was indulging 

in imperialism. 

Despite the continuing influence of tribes, state-level so-

cieties differ from tribal ones in several significant aspects. 
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Whether king, president, or prime minister, states pos-

sess a stronger central authority than tribes. This authority 

trumps all others, and so is sovereign. 

Whether police or other armed forces, sovereignty is al-

ways backed by a monopoly on the legitimate means of coer-

cion. State power is typically sufficient to prevent succession. 

In multicultural societies, instances to the contrary com-

monly lead to civil war, given a wedge conflict of serious eco-

nomic import.  

The American Civil War (1861–1865) of disunited states 

was spawned by a weak federalist government presiding in a 

society socially rent over slavery. The internecine outcome 

was over 1 million casualties among a population of 31 

million (>3.2% of the people). Reverberations of racism and 

cultural disharmony continue to the present day. 

The authority of a state is territorial rather than clan 

based. Thus, with its fluctuating borders, Francia was not 

really a state under the Frankish kings in Merovingian times 

(457–751), compared to the Capetian dynasty (987–1328) 

which ruled geographically-delineated France. 

States are far more stratified, with much greater 

inequality, than tribal societies. The head of state and his 

administration are often separate from the rest of society. 

This has often led to a hereditary elite. The social isolation of 

royalty has repeatedly instigated simmering insurrection: 

typically, over the course of centuries, albeit abruptly with 

especially inept leadership. 

The opportunities for egregious exploitation of others is 

limited in both scope and duration in tribal societies. Slavery 

and serfdom scale up under the aegis of states, especially un-

der governments endeared to cronyism or corruption, but 

arising even in those that are laissez-faire.  

Modern democracies tolerate vast socioeconomic inequal-

ities and exploitation by employers. Money talks while poli-

ticians listen, begging bowl in hand. 

Finally, states are legitimized by more elaborate forms of 

religious belief: a priestly class as cultural guardian of the 

status quo. Sometimes priests take power. In modern govern-

ments, a constitution may serve as official religious dogma, 

with constitutional jurists as the overclass of priests. 
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 Iran  

Iran hosts one of the world's oldest civilizations. Since 

1979, Iran has been a Shiite Islamic theocracy, with a mind-

set that would not have seemed out of place in the 9th cen-

tury.  

In a nod to modernity, Iran's unique polity has an overlay 

of parliamentary democracy. An unelected "guardian council" 

of 6 theologians and jurists, all beholden to the Supreme 

Leader, must approve all candidates for public office. Iran's 

armed forces answer to the Supreme Ruler. 

Bickering from the mid-1990s between elected reformists 

and the conservative establishment was subdued by hardline 

conformists regaining firm control a decade later. Absent a 

revolution, those succoring stagnation typically triumph. The 

US is like Iran in having a reactionary theocracy, with corpo-

rate capitalism as the creed.  

 

Societal norms ensure stability to political systems and 

creates emotional investment in the belief system underlying 

a particular polity. Whether religious or secular, this invest-

ment in custom and tradition creates a conservative crusta-

tion that can be non-responsive to changes in societal 

circumstance, or even the needs of its citizens. The conserva-

tism of societies thus becomes a source of political decay. 

Institutions created under certain circumstances become 

dysfunctional, but do not change because of emotional invest-

ment by a powerful faction. This creates a ratchet effect to 

social change. 

Because incremental adjustments to institutions do not 

occur, prolonged stasis is followed by catastrophic change. 

This explains why violent upheaval has been so central to po-

litical evolution. 

Polity evolved as a mechanism for maintaining the status 

quo via a state monopoly on violence, yet the potential for 

revolution constantly lurks as the only means to effect polit-

ical change. Societies become stuck in a dysfunctional stasis 

because stakeholders in the status quo veto institutional re-

form. Violence becomes the only means to break the inertia. 
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A desire for recognition is another driver of politics. Polit-

ical power rests upon social status: the degree to which a 

leader or institution is regarded as legitimate and commands 

the respect of vital constituents. 

The building blocks of political evolution are born of biol-

ogy. Human nature remains a constant regardless of environ-

ment or culture; hence it is unsurprising that widely 

separated societies have often come to strikingly similar so-

lutions to the problems facing polity. Societal rules evolved 

from those based upon kinship, increasing steadily in com-

plexity as relations became more distant and trust less sure. 

Societies went on to develop impersonal institutions of po-

litical administration. Across the globe, all developed central-

ized bureaucracies have a single leader, however powerful or 

titular in practice. Comparable institutions arose in coun-

tries with divergent cultures because the concepts behind our 

sociality are universal. 

Historically, an elitist monopoly of power gave way to 

democratic ideals as those who gained economic power be-

came decoupled from the political power base. China, with 

millennia of centralized authority, is presently struggling to 

retain the status quo while giving passing semblance of dem-

ocratic response to popular will; an impetus resulting from 

economic ascendance and a burgeoning middle class. 

That social needs and wants are similar, regardless of cul-

ture, explains why societies with distinct cultures have com-

monly converged in their institutions and political outlooks. 

Differences are almost always only by degree, even when po-

litical leaders advertise themselves as revolutionary in polit-

ical thought. 

The universal role of government is to maintain social 

order. As all human societies are strongly materialistic and 

territorial, enforcing property rights is a central concern. 

 The Commons  

Traditionally, grazing fields in English villages were col-

lectively owned by its inhabitants. So too with fields and 

woodlands in much of Europe in the Middle Ages. 
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Since no one could be excluded for access, natural re-

sources were subject to overexploitation and depletion; a dis-

piriting dynamic commonly called the tragedy of the 

commons.  

That no one was directly responsible for shared lands was 

the common diagnosis to the tragedy. The ostensible solution 

was a private property regime. 

Property rights do not solve the tragedy of resource deple-

tion or spoliation. Private property may instead accelerate 

environmental degradation, with spillover consequences, as 

history amply illustrates.  

Further, the history of public lands, managed by govern-

ment – any government, from tribal leaders on out – has a 

decidedly mixed history of mismanagement. 

Stepping back for a closer look at history, the open-field 

system through much of Europe worked well for centuries, 

beginning in late medieval times. The system became dys-

functional in England, not because of overexploitation per se, 

but owing to a decline in social solidarity within rural Eng-

lish villages. That decline can be traced to privatization of 

neighboring lands. Wealthy private landowners drove peas-

ants off communal property to better exploit it for them-

selves.  

This recurred numerous times from the 14th to the 19th 

century. Wealthy landowners were abetted by legal sanctions 

– rather easily got in a country that curried to landed gentry. 

The repeated reaction was revolts by persecuted and ejected 

peasants: whence the breakdown in social solidarity. 

There aren't very many examples of modern property rights 
emerging spontaneously and peacefully out of a bargaining pro-
cess. The way customary property rights yielded to modern ones 
was much more violent. Power and deceit played a large role. 
~ Francis Fukuyama 

The tragedy of the commons does not unfold in well-func-

tioning kin-based tribal societies with communal property. 

Many historical examples have been found in the south Pa-

cific islands of Melanesia, extending to current times. 
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The lands in Papua New Guinea and the Solomon Islands 

tied up in customary property rights were managed well. En-

vironmental destruction on a significant scale only occurred 

after a mining or palm oil company acquired real estate. 

A similar story unfolded in Africa. Pastoral tribal socie-

ties with communal properties were forcibly outmaneuvered 

by European colonialists, who rode roughshod over traditions 

to install their own political and property regimes, which fa-

vored overexploitation and economic development that deci-

mated wildlife populations and delivered relative poverty to 

the natives.  

 Synopsis  

Man is by nature a political animal. ~ Aristotle 

➢ Territoriality begat politics based upon authority as a 

means for domination and control. Human territoriality 

extends to people as possessions. 

➢ Political states emerged when tribal organization proved 

inadequate, typically based upon territorial claims which 

encompassed multiple tribes. Nevertheless, politics re-

mains tribal in its dynamics. 

➢ Moral weakness necessitates that leaders be accountable. 

Political systems which do not have accountability built 

in are subject to violent overthrow. 

➢ Religion has been a critical factor in promoting group sol-

idarity and embellishing authority as legitimate. As such, 

religion has been entwined with politics throughout his-

tory. 

From Greek rationalism descended the supposed sci-

ence of politics. From Jewish monotheism emerged ethics. 

Christianity mixed in a heaping of hypocrisy under the 

guise of love and compassion. 

➢ Political systems exist to enforce private property rights, 

which have been the vehicle for the enforcement of social 

inequities and the sanctioned destruction of Nature.



 

 Political Philosophy  
Ideas shape the course of history. ~ John Maynard Keynes 

The history of political thought pivots on a single concept: 

the relationship between government and the governed. That 

simple summarization masks the fundamental drivers be-

hind political philosophy, which are idealistic beliefs founded 

upon fantasy.  

Political theory has invariably been intertwined with 

thoughts on the human condition, particularly the nature of 

man. The penultimate concern is how morality may be main-

tained in a societal context. 

Unsurprisingly, the writings of political theorists have of-

ten been in reflection of the times in which they lived. It may 

be a negative reaction, as it was in Plato's Republic (380 BCE). 

Other times, such as John Locke's Treatises on Civil Govern-

ment (1689) and John Rawl's A Theory of Justice (1971), there 

are justifications for extant political machinations. 

Political philosophers typically put forth arguments to ra-

tionalize their own biases. With exception, political beliefs 

are typically premised upon simplistic or even fictive as-

sumptions about human nature and sociality. Machiavelli 

was exceptional in appreciating that political men are crea-

tures of cunning, their capacity for reason warped by passion 

and materialism. 

Hobbes and Locke – at opposite ends of the political spec-

trum as well as on the nature of man – are exemplary in hav-

ing facilely extreme views on the savagery or sociality of 

mankind; yet such wildly simplistic conceptions have served 

as the foundations upon which the world's political systems 

have been built. 

Idolatry of words plays a large part in the history of all ideo-

logies. ~ French political philosopher Georges Sorel 

 

A people's active sense of fairness is strongly swayed by 

culture. The more materialistically oriented a society, the 
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greater the degree that inequality is tolerated, and corrup-

tion a virulent societal infection. 

Regardless of culture, virtue is never extinguished, nor 

vice, for that matter. Selfishness and propensity to exploit 

others are as innate as a sense of fairness and willingness to 

share. Hence, polity is less important than the cultural soil 

in which it is planted. Civilizations have thrived or collapsed 

depending upon their leadership, regardless of how leader-

ship was obtained or maintained. 

 The Greek Platform  

From the ancient Greeks – 2,500 years ago – we inherited 

the concepts they used to talk about politics. The terms poli-

tics, republic, democracy, aristocracy, and tyranny all de-

scend from ancient Greek political theorists. Moderns share 

many ancient Greek ideals, including freedom, independ-

ence, and self-government, and have the same attachment to 

democracy that they did. 

There were, of course, other political structures contem-

poraneous to the ancient Greeks. To the immediate east lay 

the Achaemenid Empire of Persia, with which the Greeks 

warred. There was no politics in Persia; only an empire of 

slaves ruled by a king. 

Ensconced in the far east was the dynasty of ancient 

China, isolated and as bereft of contention in political beliefs 

as the Persians. Confucian codification of despotic tradition 

is exemplary. 

 Confucius  
The administration of government lies in getting proper men. 

Such men are to be gotten by means of the ruler's own charac-
ter. That character is to be cultivated by his treading in the ways 
of duty. And the treading of those ways of duty is to be culti-
vated by the cherishing of benevolence. ~ Confucius 

Kong Qui (551–479 BCE) earned the honorific title Kong 

Fuzi after his passing, which was Latinized to Confucius. 

Like most educated middle-class men, Confucius pursued a 
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career as a government bureaucrat, rising to the post of min-

ister of justice in the northeast state of Lu. 

Confucius was a consummate conservative: his moral per-

spective firmly rooted in Chinese convention. Combining con-

cepts about the innate goodness and sociability of humans 

with the rigid structure of Chinese society, Confucian philos-

ophy had at heart the traditional virtues of loyalty, duty, and 

respect. Yet Confucian ideas were met with suspicion during 

his lifetime. Members of nobility and the ruling families were 

unhappy with his implied dismissal of their divine right to 

rule (their "mandate from heaven") and felt threatened by 

the power Confucius proposed for government ministers. 

This trampling was temporary. Confucianism became the 

official state philosophy under the Han dynasty in the 2nd 

century BCE, establishing itself as the philosophic lifeblood of 

Chinese culture. Brief expulsion under Maoist communism 

in the 1950s did not rip out its roots. In the early 21st cen-

tury, Confucianism was once again ascendant in China, as 

the turbulence of adopting capitalism left the Chinese cling-

ing to the anchors of their traditions. 

In a country well governed, poverty is something to be 
ashamed of. In a country badly governed, wealth is something 
to be ashamed of. ~ Confucius 

 

Equally irrelevant to the history of political thought were 

the grand cities of the Maya civilization. Like the Chinese, 

the Mayans practiced the divine right of kings long before the 

notion embedded itself into the European theater as a back-

handed justification for monarchial tyranny. From these dis-

tant corners of the far East and far West came nothing of 

import to world political discourse. 

It is fair to say that the platform upon which political 

thought arose was built by ancient Athenians, a trading peo-

ple with scholars who mused about how differently other city-

states had organized themselves. If they had not lived where 

they did and arranged their societies and economic activities 

as they had, there would have been no contrast to reflect 

upon. 
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The Israelites of Old Testament times were also quite 

conscious of their neighbors, not least because the Egyptians 

and Babylonians often enslaved them. But this is the history 

of a people who did their level best to have no politics. 

The Jews saw themselves as ruled by God. For them, pol-

itics was a fall from grace. 

Contrastingly, for the Greeks, politics was an achieve-

ment. It was when argumentative Athenians started articu-

lating the flaws of polities that the history of political thought 

began. 

Ancient Greek polies were much different from the Euro-

pean empires that emerged afterwards, and the states that 

evolved worldwide in the modern era. Nonetheless, the way 

in which justice, governance, and sovereignty are conceived 

echo down the corridors of time from ancient Greece. 

 

Accounts of the history of political thought typically begin 

with Plato. This is a paradox, as Plato's political thought was 

anti-political. 

Plato's political analysis amounts to an exercise in fan-

tasy. Instead of considering the conflicts and possible paths 

of resolution inherent in politics, Plato posited a utopia. 

Plato was not the only political philosopher with his head 

in the clouds. More than 2 millennia later, Karl Marx had 

nothing to say about the politics of a communist society. Marx 

sophistically thought that the abolition of capitalism would 

dissolve economic conflict, and thereby the need for politics. 

There were of course politics prior to Plato. But, aside 

from the Histories (450S BCE) by Greek historian Herodotus, 

little was written about the varying political dynamics in 

Greek city-states and beyond. 

Virtue is harmony. ~ ancient Greek philosopher Pythagoras 

The bedrock thought behind the Greek idea of the state 

was harmony in the lives its citizens. This was merely an ex-

tension of Greek aesthetics relating to both beauty and mor-

als, in which harmony and proportion were the protagonists: 

ideals which appeared at the onset of Greek philosophy. 
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Justice was another notion well-considered in 5th century 

BCE Greece. This came from contrasting Nature against con-

vention. 

One view conceived Nature as a law of justice inherent in 

human beings and the world. This precursor to natural law 

saw the order in the world as intelligent and largely benefi-

cent. 

The other view apprehended Nature non-morally. Justice 

manifested in humans as an assertion stemming from the de-

sire for pleasure or power. This perspective evolved vari-

ously: its moderate form into utilitarianism and social 

contract theory; more provocatively into Machiavellian and 

Nietzschean expressions of will to power; and, in extreme 

forms, theories with an antisocial complexion, whether fas-

cist or anarchist. 

Not necessity, not desire – no, the love of power is the demon 

of men. ~ German philosopher Friedrich Nietzsche 

The seeds from which all modern political philosophies 

sprouted were sown in ancient Greek thought, from men who 

knew little or nothing of antecedents. 

Herodotus' Histories has a passage in which 7 Persians 

are discussing the relative merits of monarchy, aristocracy, 

and democracy. Most of the stock arguments appear: monar-

chy tends to degenerate into tyranny; democracy becomes 

mob rule; government by the best men is preferable, and 

nothing is better than rule by 1 best man. 

Governments had been classified, and their tendencies 

known, well before Plato and Aristotle took aim. Nonetheless, 

it was only after the downfall of Athens to Sparta that the 

great age of Greek political philosophy dawned. Failure has 

its way of focusing minds. 

 Draco  

The law is the science that lives by the written word. ~ Eng-
lish legal scholar and historian William Seagle 

Before written laws, customs and mores were orally 

passed down generationally. In 622, Draco replaced the pre-

vailing Athenian legal system of oral law and blood feud with 
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a written code to be enforced by a court of law. In effect, Draco 

drafted the first written constitution of Athens. 

Draco writing down the laws emanated from restlessness 

in the underclass: that the law ought to be open and accessi-

ble to all, not reposed in the memories of aristocrats. 

Draco's laws were the first to distinguish between murder 

and involuntary homicide (manslaughter), but his legal leg-

acy is one of severity: birthing the term draconian. The char-

acterization is not altogether accurate, for Draco did not 

generate most of the harsh laws in force; he was merely their 

scrivener. 

 Plato  

All the gold which is under or upon the earth is not enough 
to give in exchange for virtue. ~ Plato 

Plato (427–347 BCE) perceived political philosophy as an 

architectonic science of society. In the Republic (~380 BCE), 

Plato sketched a utopian society, with an oligarchical govern-

ment comprising those of superior reasoning, ruled under a 

philosopher-king. 

There will be no end to the troubles of states, or of humanity 
itself, till philosophers become kings in this world, or till those 
we now call kings and rulers really and truly become philoso-
phers, and political power and philosophy thus come into the 
same hands. ~ Plato  

One of the main assumptions behind the Republic is that 

the right kind of government is constructed through ration-

ality, rather than the common product of muddling through 

with faith and fear, improvisation and indolence, which is 

how most governments came to be. 

Democracy assumes some kernel of rationality in individ-

uals. Utterly absent is the hope that government can be ra-

tionally ordered. Democracy proposes the precise opposite: a 

proclivity to corruption, and hence the need for checks and 

balances, beginning with public consent. 

Plato wrote the Republic when his home city, Athens, was 

at a crossroads after defeat to Sparta in the Peloponnesian 

War (431–404 BCE).  
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Athens was the strongest city-state in Greece before the 

war: a selectively limited democracy that debarred women, 

aliens, and slaves from political participation. After the war, 

Athens was reduced to poverty and near subjugation, while 

Sparta was the leading Greek power. 

Athens defeated itself; its debacle caused by internal dis-

sension, personal rivalries, and military strategic error, be-

ginning with overestimating its capabilities.  

Lacking expertise in foreign affairs, victorious Sparta 

fared no better as an imperial power, which led to the rise of 

Persia in short order. 

Plato concluded that Sparta's military victory owed to its 

polity and communitarian social system. 

States are as the men are; they grow out of human characters. 

~ Plato 

Plato castigated Athenian democracy for its demise. The 

Republic was an indictment of Athens' way of life, particu-

larly the incompetence and ignorance of politicians, which 

gave rise to partisan factionalism.* 

With his writing, Plato tried to infuse Sparta's political 

spirit into individualistic Athenian society and temper its lu-

rid aristocratic democracy with his moral values. The model 

described in the Republic was of an elitist, regimented, and 

authoritarian regime that was also non-political. Plato's ideal 

polis was one that had transcended politics by virtue of en-

lightened despotism. 

The Republic emphasized that the well-being of a state 

and its peoples are wholly dependent upon the quality of po-

litical leadership. How such excellence is achieved is second-

ary to the concern that government serve society's best 

interests. 

Plato's vision may be contrasted with the heyday of lais-

sez-faire over 2 millennia later, when the ideal of a highly 

trained political class, dedicated to public service without 

personal gain, had little appeal. Government, like the capi-

talist economy and society in general, was naïvely assumed 

to be largely self-regulating machinery. The less government 

 
* The parallels to modern democracy are obvious. 
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the better. Thomas Paine's opinion of government remains a 

popular sentiment. 

Government, even in its best state, is but a necessary evil; in 
its worst state, an intolerable one. ~ American revolutionary 
Thomas Paine 

Democracy relies upon the analogy of government as ma-

chinery to a great extent: that anyone who talks a good game 

may be considered a competent administrator who has the 

public interest at heart, and that people may be replaced in 

critical governmental roles as if interchangeable parts. His-

tory has shown those to be faulty assumptions more often 

than not; a conclusion reflected in low public opinion of gov-

ernmental institutions, most notably the legislature, which 

is usually the most direct representation of democracy. 

The thrust of Plato's political thought resonates with rel-

evance for rheumatic modern democracies. 

 Aristotle  

For as man is the best of all animals when he has reached his 
full development, so he is worst of all when divorced from law 
and justice. ~ Aristotle 

Aristotle (384–322 BCE) was one of history's most influen-

tial men, including his political thought. Aristotle's master 

work on the subject was a set of theses collectively called Pol-

itics. 

Although Aristotle was a disciple of Plato, Politics dif-

fered both in tone and substance from that of his mentor. Un-

like Plato, Aristotle had been embroiled in the politics of his 

day. Whereas Plato envisioned a wise leader as one with clear 

conceptual vision, Aristotle thought a good ruler worldly 

wise. 

While Plato appeared a radical idealist, Aristotle posed as 

a conservative realist. Yet both came to same conclusion: that 

the ideal government was by an aristocratic few for the ben-

efit of all. 
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Aristotle perhaps more keenly appreciated how difficult 

achieving that ideal would be, so he advocated a mixed form 

of government of rotating rulers, ensuring that none had a 

monopoly over political power. Ironically, history has shown 

such a notion to be as far-fetched as anything Plato envi-

sioned for creating quality governance. 

Both Plato and Aristotle shared a distaste of democracy. 

Unlike Plato, Aristotle was resigned to democracy as inevita-

ble; a sentiment later shared by Alexis de Tocqueville. 

Whereas Plato was strongly oriented toward community, 

Aristotle opted for individual freedom and property rights – 

the stance that the Romans took in their governing philoso-

phy.  

It is of the nature of desire not to be satisfied, and most men 

live only for the gratification of it. ~ Aristotle 

Aristotle did not think through the implications of his po-

sition on political individualism in light of his acknowledg-

ment of human materialist inclinations left unbridled: that 

unchecked greed would invariably drive economic inequali-

ties that generate political instability.  

Inequality is everywhere at the bottom of faction. Poverty is 

the parent of revolution and crime. ~ Aristotle 

Aristotle's thought that the state, through education, 

would inspire moral virtue: "to produce cultured gentlemen – 

men who combine the aristocratic mentality with the love of 

learning and the arts." Aristotle suffered the hypocrisy com-

mon to intellectuals: his erudition failed to eradicate unjusti-

fied prejudices and moral vacuity. 

Aristotle would have felt quite at home in the Old South. 

Aristotle defended slavery and found martial and paternal 

rule palatable, as women were weak-minded. 

The slave is wholly lacking the deliberative element; the fe-
male has it but it lacks authority; the child has it but it is incom-
plete. ~ Aristotle 
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 Chanakya  

Do not be very upright in your dealings, for you would see 
by going to the forest that straight trees are cut down while 
crooked ones are left standing. ~ Chanakya 

Aristotle's erstwhile pupil, Alexander the Great, con-

quered his way from Greece to northwest India, where he en-

countered the Mauryan Empire (322–185 BCE) and went no 

further east.  

Chandragupta Maurya (340–298 BCE) founded the empire: 

the first to unify most of India into a single state. His chief 

advisor, the mastermind behind the throne, was Chanakya. 

Governance is possible only with assistance. A single wheel 
does not move. ~ Chanakya 

Indian political scientist, economist, jurist, and royal ad-

visor Chanakya (350–275 BCE) wrote Arthashastra, a meticu-

lous treatise on statecraft, economic policy, and military 

strategy. Its focus was how to effectively manage an autoc-

racy. In tone like Machiavelli a millennium later, Ar-

thashastra was a practical and amoral analysis of the 

business of politics. 

The wise man should restrain his senses like the crane and 
accomplish his purpose with due knowledge of his place, time, 
and ability. ~ Chanakya 

 

Neither Plato nor Aristotle looked at polity beyond sover-

eign city-states. Both philosophers took the poleis of their age 

for granted, much as 20th century political philosophers con-

template the tribal-based state as the integral political unit. 

The overtone of political thought in ancient Greece was of 

communal relations. This became inadequate in the new age 

of empire, as the social distance between a man and the gov-

ernance he was subject to scaled into abstraction. 

Loss of community spirit meant men were on their own. 

Sense of communalism dissolved, replaced by a bifurcated fo-

cus on the meaning of individuality and universality in light 

of what constituted good governance. This ambiguous concep-

tual framework led to the notion of natural law. 
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 Natural Law  

Natural law is a philosophy of justice supposedly based 

upon the nature of humanity, and therefore presumed uni-

versal. Natural law aims to connect ethics with human na-

ture as a basis for determining what rights should be 

inalienable, and for adjudging the justness of laws.  

Musings of Plato and Aristotle laid the foundations for 

natural law that emanated from later thinkers who faced 

political dilemmas after the demise of the independent city-

state. 

 Epicurus  

There is no such thing as justice in the abstract; it is merely a 
compact between men. ~ Epicurus 

Greek philosopher Epicurus (341–270 BCE) was a matter-

ist, following in the steps of Democritus (460–370 BCE), who 

claimed that the universe, infinite and eternal, was composed 

of discrete atoms moving in empty space.*  

Matterism was a stock-in-trade of several Hellenistic phi-

losophers, including the Stoics. Matterism is disdained by 

those who believe in divinity and transcendental souls. 

He who has peace of mind disturbs neither himself nor an-
other. ~ Epicurus 

Epicurus taught that the purpose of philosophy was to at-

tain a blissful existence. To Epicurus, pleasure and pain are 

the measures of good and evil. Epicureanism was the progen-

itor of 18th-century utilitarianism: that proper policies pro-

vide the greatest benefit to the most people. 

Not what we have but what we enjoy constitutes our abun-

dance. ~ Epicurus 

Epicurus' hedonism was a natural outgrowth of his mat-

terism. Though Epicureanism is associated with sensuality, 

Epicurus was a minimalist in this regard: more concerned 

with not experiencing pain than pursuing pleasure. 

 
* Matterism is the philosophical folly that actuality is reality, that 

the material world is all that there is. 
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If thou wilt make a man happy, add not unto his riches but 

take away from his desires. ~ Epicurus 

Though the philosophic loci were polar, the restraint of 

Epicurus aligned with contemporaneous Stoicism. 

The wealth required by Nature is limited and is easy to pro-
cure; but the wealth required by vain ideals extends to infinity. 
~ Epicurus 

Though Epicureanism had later political implications, 

Epicurus advised abstinence from politics, which he viewed 

as a formula for frustration. His was an appropriate response 

in facing a changing societal order in which citizens of city-

states had lost control of their destinies.  

Of all the ancient Greek philosophies, Epicureanism was 

the only one that achieved lasting popularity. Epicurus' fol-

lowers formed their own communities in a social movement 

that lasted for 7 centuries throughout the European world.  

 Stoicism  

All things are parts of one single system, which is called 
Nature. The individual life is good when it is in harmony with 
Nature. In one sense, every life is in harmony with Nature, since 
it is such as Nature's laws have caused it to be; but in another 
sense a human life is only in harmony with Nature when the 
individual will is directed to ends which are among those of 
Nature. Virtue consists in a will which is in agreement with 
Nature. ~ Zeno 

The Stoics developed the idea that virtue consisted of 

acting in accordance with Nature. Hellenist philosopher Zeno 

of Citium (334–262 BCE) founded the Stoic school of 

philosophy.  

Well-being is attained by little and little, and nevertheless is 

no little thing itself. ~ Zeno 

Zeno was a native of Cyprus, a Hellenized Phoenician, 

and a stranger to Athens. His philosophy was an outgrowth 

that came from Hellenization: the spread of Greek culture 

through the conquests of Alexander, and by dint of its intel-

lectual vigor. 
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 The Hellenistic World  

The Hellenistic period lasted from ~300 BCE to 200 CE. 

Even at the peak of Roman power, Hellenization was a more 

potent cultural force than Romanization, which held its own 

only in areas where it did not compete with Hellenistic 

culture. 

The Hellenistic world was characterized by Greece acting 

as a clearinghouse for new ideas by non-Greeks. Men 

Hellenized their names, and garbed their works in Greek 

language and forms, in hopes of finding a wider audience. 

Zeno was exemplary. 

Virtue, which alone is truly good, rests entirely with the 
individual. Therefore, every man has perfect freedom, provided 
he emancipates himself from mundane desires. ~ Zeno 

The Stoics did not think of themselves as political theo-

rists, nor is stoicism a theory of state. Still, stoicism had last-

ing influence in providing a philosophic justification for a 

disciplined life. Many of the political elite in the Hellenistic 

and Roman periods professed, if not always practiced, stoi-

cism. 

Stoicism not only infused political philosophy with the 

concept of natural law, it set the platform for all philosophies 

that followed which espoused virtue as a product of human 

will through self-restraint. 

It's not what happens to you, but how you react to it that mat-

ters. ~ Turkish Hellenistic Stoic philosopher Epictetus 

The political implications of Stoic philosophy forge a dou-

ble-edged sword, in having a conservative bent while justify-

ing revolution when deemed rational. 

The Stoic idea that no one can rob a person of integrity, 

and its promotion of detachment to materiality, affords easy 

submission to authority. 

Other men have power only over externals. ~ Zeno 

The sharp edge of the Stoic sword came from the fact that 

authority has force only through fear. Men determined to live 

in accordance with their natures, with indomitable wills, are 

the very men that tyrants fear, and rightfully so. 
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Stoicism stands out for centering its teachings emphati-

cally on individual responsibility and integrity and doing so 

without threating divine penalties or promising rewards, as 

religions commonly wont. As matterists, the Stoics did not 

even dangle an immortal soul as an allure. 

Creeds rarely demand so much and pledge so little. As a 

consequence, Stoicism never had mass appeal. Instead, 2 

types that tend to austerity find Stoicism attractive: reflec-

tive ascetics who attain peace of mind through withdrawal 

from the world, and, conversely, activists who seek commun-

ion with Nature by aiming at its apogee, which also encom-

passes the individual's life. Both types have holism in mind. 

Zeno turned Plato's Republic inside out with his own Re-

public (Politeia). The purpose of Politeia was to outline the 

ideal society based upon Stoic principles, where the virtuous 

would live a life of simple asceticism in equality, regardless 

of gender. Zeno excluded the ignorant, as "the unwise are in-

capable of living together harmoniously in a community." 

Zeno's utopian state was without artifice. There was no 

need for courts of law or money. Equity reigned, as all was 

shared. 

Zeno's Politeia was well within the Greek tradition of so-

cietal idealism. The notion of a utopia populated by an ethical 

people has roots as far back as Homer's "city of the just" in 

the Odyssey (~800 BCE), and the race of heroes in Hesiod's 

Works and Days (~700 BCE). 

Societal progress toward ethical perfection has been 

dreamt by many political philosophers. Marx's "pure" com-

munism resembled Zeno's ideal state. 

Democracy embraces idealism, in entitling all citizens to 

an equal say in political affairs, regardless of intelligence. 

This notion accords with natural (inalienable) rights. 

 Marcus Aurelius  

Reject your sense of injury and the injury itself disappears.  
~ Marcus Aurelius 

Roman emperor Marcus Aurelius (121–180) acquired the 

reputation of a philosopher-king within his lifetime. Aurelius 

remains as one of the most important Stoic philosophers.  
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Loss is nothing else than change. But the universal Nature 

delights in change. ~ Marcus Aurelius 

Aurelius' tome Meditations, written in Greek in the last 

decade of his life, remains revered as a literary monument to 

the ideals of service and duty. It aims to inspire equanimity 

while buttressed in conflict by finding strength in one's own 

nature. 

Be like a rocky promontory against which the restless surf 
continually pounds; it stands fast while the churning sea is lulled 
to sleep at its feet. ~ Marcus Aurelius 

The central theme of Meditations was to develop a holistic 

perspective. 

You have the power to strip away many superfluous troubles 
located wholly in your judgment, and to possess a large room 
for yourself embracing in thought the whole cosmos, to con-
sider everlasting time, to think of the rapid change in the parts 
of each thing, of how short it is from birth until dissolution, and 
how the void before birth and that after dissolution are equally 
infinite. ~ Marcus Aurelius 

Aurelius was an adept administrator, legislator, and ju-

rist who clearly formulated the universality of natural law, 

reinforcing the basic Stoic doctrine of a holistic world. 

If our intellectual part is common, the reason also, in respect 
of which we are rational beings, is common: if this is so, com-
mon also is the reason which commands us what to do, and 
what not to do; if this is so, there is a common law also; if this 
is so, we are fellow-citizens; if this is so, we are members of 
some political community; if this is so, the world is in a manner 
a state. ~ Marcus Aurelius 

 

The concept of natural rights blossomed in European 

thought in the 12th century and was fully developed into a 

coherent theoretical construct by the end of the 14th century. 

Thomas Aquinas was an early developer of natural law.  

Natural law was the basis for the political philosophies of 

Thomas Hobbes and John Locke, among many others. Any 

political philosophy premised upon the sociality of mankind 

has its roots in natural law. 
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Common law – the accretion of law through precedential 

court decisions – was heavily influenced by natural law. This 

is particularly true in the instance of English common law, 

from which American law took its cue.  

1/3rd of the world's population – ~2.3 billion – live under 

common law, or a mixture of it and civil law. 

 Polybius  

Monarchy first changes into its vicious allied form, tyranny; 
and next, the abolishment of both gives birth to aristocracy. 
Aristocracy by its very nature degenerates into oligarchy; and 
when the commons inflamed by anger take vengeance on this 
government for its unjust rule, democracy comes into being; 
and in due course the license and lawlessness of this form of 
government produces mob rule to complete the series.  
~ Polybius 

Greek historian Polybius (200–118 BCE) was first taken to 

Rome as political prisoner. Once there he made influential 

friends, turned into an admirer of Roman governance, and so 

became an ally. 

Polybius was the first to study polity from an institutional 

standpoint, and to relate foreign policy to domestic policies 

and practices.* Polybius' analysis of the evolution of Roman 

institutions convinced him that Rome's rise to supremacy 

was not the work of a few political leaders or military leaders, 

but instead a product of the less visible and less dramatic 

force of political standards and practices. 

In his day, Aristotle considered Carthage to have been a 

1st-rate city-state government. Polybius compared the stand-

ards in Carthage, where "nothing which results in profit is 

regarded as disgraceful" to those of Rome, which condemned 

"unscrupulous gain from forbidden sources."  

At Carthage, candidates for office practice open bribery, 
whereas at Rome death is the penalty for it. ~ Polybius 

 
* The Histories was originally written by Polybius in 40 volumes, 

covering 264–146 BCE. 
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Polybius saw monarchy, aristocracy, and democracy as 

the 3 chief forms of government. Without checks and bal-

ances, each carried within itself the seed of its own demise. 

Polybius considered the secret of Roman political health 

its mixed constitution in political authority. The counsels 

represented the principle of monarchy; the senate was aris-

tocratic, and the popular assemblies a democratic form. 

Many contemporaries of Polybius saw the tripartite sys-

tem as having a divisive effect on political unity, and an im-

pediment on the ability to act. Polybius thought otherwise. 

Such being the power that each part has of hampering the 
others or cooperating with them, their union is adequate to all 
emergencies. None of the 3 is absolute. The purpose of the one 
can be counterworked and thwarted by the others. Any aggres-
sive impulse is sure to be checked and from the outset each 
estate stands in dread of being interfered with by the others.  
~ Polybius 

 Cicero  

There is a true law, a right reason, conformable to Nature, 
universal, unchangeable, eternal, whose commands urge us to 
duty, and whose prohibitions restrain us from evil. Whether it 
enjoins or forbids, the good respect its injunctions, and the 
wicked treat them with indifference. This law cannot be contra-
dicted by any other law and is not liable either to derogation or 
abrogation. In all times and nations this universal law must for-
ever reign, eternal and imperishable. It is the sovereign master 
and emperor of all beings. ~ Cicero 

The legacy of Roman philosopher, political theorist, law-

yer, and politician Cicero (106–43 BCE) had a profound and 

abiding influence on political thought. A Stoic by philosophy, 

Cicero contributed next to nothing to political theory per se. 

His books were compilations, as he himself averred. 

It is instead that everyone read Cicero's lucid works. The 

rediscovery of Cicero's letters by Italian scholar and poet Pet-

rarch (1304–1374) is often credited with initiating the Renais-

sance.  

The apex of Cicero's authority came through leading En-

lightenment thinkers – John Locke, David Hume, and Mon-

tesquieu – in passing on the Stoic doctrine of natural law that 
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universally resonates to this day across the political spec-

trum. 

We are born for Justice, and that right is based, not upon 

man's opinion's, but upon Nature. ~ Cicero 

The contrast to Aristotelian thought could not be starker. 

Aristotle conceived citizenship as appropriate only for equals, 

and all men are not equal. Cicero, on the contrary, inferred 

that all men are subject to natural law, and so must be 

treated equally.  

For Cicero, legal equality is a moral imperative. Kant re-

phrased this ideal 18 centuries later in stating that a person 

must be treated as an end, not as a means. 

Cicero's general principles of government – that authority 

rightly proceeds from the will of the people, exercised only by 

warrant of law, justified only by moral rectitude – achieved 

universal acceptance within a short span after Cicero wrote 

them, and remained the core of political philosophies there-

after. 

Let the welfare of the people be the ultimate law. ~ Cicero 

Another aspect of Cicero's thought resounded in Christi-

anity: "consciousness of love" as the basis for human social-

ity. Cicero saw the foundation of law in "our natural 

inclination to love our fellow men." 

This notion deeply affected the fathers of the Catholic 

Church. At the beginning of the Middle Ages, Cicero was 

likely more widely read and quoted than any other ancient 

political writer, as he passed on an apt summation of classi-

cal Hellenistic thought that harmonized with Christian 

teachings. 

Liberty has no dwelling-place in any State except that in 
which the people's power is the greatest, and surely nothing can 
be sweeter than liberty; but if it is not the same for all, it does 
not deserve the name of liberty. ~ Cicero 

The framing of the United States Constitution was under 

sway of Cicero. Cicero's subscription to balanced governmen-

tal powers appealed, but even more so his view of the state 

as a "community of law," which answered the dilemma of how 

to create one nation out of a plethora of peoples. 
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We the people of the United States, in order to form a more 
perfect union, establish justice…. ~ United States Constitution 
preamble 

 

Medieval thinkers were almost always theologians first, 

philosophers incidentally, and political speculators as an af-

terthought. Augustine was the first Christian political 

thinker of historical significance, but it was the least of his 

achievements. 

 Augustine  

Hope has 2 beautiful daughters; their names are Anger and 
Courage. Anger at the way things are, and Courage to see that 
they do not remain as they are. ~ Augustine 

The world of Latin theologian Augustine of Hippo (354–

430) was that of the Roman Empire. In his lifetime, that 

empire was dismembered in the west by Germanic warrior 

tribes, but not yet in decline in the east. As a provincial 

Algerian bishop, Augustine's eyes were on the west. 

The physical damage from the Visigoth incursion into 

Rome in 410 was modest. But it deeply shocked its citizens.  

Many Romans saw the sack of Rome as a punishment for 

abandoning the Roman pantheon of gods for Christianity. 

Augustine wrote The City of God in response to the accusa-

tion.  

Augustine's retort was that the old gods had never kept 

their side of the bargain to begin with, as Rome had suffered 

innumerable calamities before its ostensible conversion to 

Christianity. Good and bad fortune fall upon the just and 

unjust alike. 

The City of God was no political tome. Augustine nowhere 

bothers discussing the merits of various polities. Only in later 

interpretation do his words effuse political implications. 

Two cities have been formed by 2 loves: the earthly by the 
love of self, even to the contempt of God; the heavenly by the 
love of God, even to the contempt of self. The former, in a word, 
glories in itself, the latter in the Lord. ~ Augustine 



46 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

Augustine's city of God was an imagined heavenly polis, 

populated by those granted entry by God. Earthly cities are 

populated by people, all sinners; some of whom may pass 

through the pearly gates by God's grace when they shuffle off 

the mortal coil. 

God judged it better to bring good out of evil than to suffer 

no evil to exist. ~ Augustine 

To Augustine, pagan states can never practice true justice 

because they do not give God his due. He leaves it unclear as 

to whether a Christian state might achieve this lofty goal, but 

such a state does not, at least, fail from the get-go for 

faithlessness. 

The honors of this world, what are they but puff, and 
emptiness, and peril of falling? ~ Augustine 

Channeling the spirit of Plato, earthly kingdoms exist to 

promote peace. Peace on Earth is nothing to peace in the city 

of God, but we must accept our situation. Materiality is 

nothing compared to union with God, but it is not to be 

despised. 

God had one son on Earth without sin, but never one without 
suffering. ~ Augustine 

Augustine formulated the Christian doctrine of original 

sin, considering it the most salient fact about us. Some may 

be saved from eternal damnation in the afterlife, but all are 

sinners; hence, suffering is ubiquitous. 

There is a nature in which evil does not or even cannot exists; 
but there cannot be a nature in which there is no good.  
~ Augustine 

Augustine did not believe that evil was an active force. 

Augustine accepted the Neoplatonic view that evil is a priva-

tion, a loss of rectitude. But love is an active force, which can 

guide us toward goodness if we have the will to do so.  

In order to discover the character of people we have only to 
observe what they love. The measure of love is to love without 
measure. ~ Augustine 
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The ultimate cause of political societies is our innate sin. 

Absent our fall from grace, we might live in communist 

communities, without need of property, law, or government. 

Augustine took it for granted that being coerced into receiv-
ing the truth was a benefit, not a burden; it was a view one might 
expect from a man who thought that corporal punishment might 
be administered lovingly and with the intention to bring the of-
fender to his senses. ~ English political theorist and historian 
Alan Ryan 

Augustine accepted that the central feature of the state is 

wielding coercive power. Just as the state has the right to 

punish its citizens, so too it has the right to punish other 

states for their transgressions.  

Thus, Augustine believed that war could be just. The 

earthly city, with "desires that cannot justly be said to be evil, 

desires earthly peace for the sake of enjoying earthly goods, 

and it makes war in order to attain this peace." 

Punishment is justice for the unjust. ~ Augustine 

Christ's injunction to "compel them to come in" [Luke 14:23] 

meant to Augustine obedience to proper authority. Give the 

state its due in earthly matters, and the church its due in 

spiritual affairs. 

Augustine subscribed to Stoic natural law, but naturally 

cast it as God's eternal law. 

Peace between man and God is the well-ordered obedience 
of faith to eternal law. Peace between man and man is well-
ordered concord. ~ Augustine 

Augustine's measure of decent earthly society was one 

that was orderly. This powerful thought was an elegant 

kidnapping of an idea at home in the minds of republicans. 

But Augustine cared not a whit how a society achieved its 

order: any polity would do. 

Augustine's influence was enormous, owing in no small 

measure to his cogent writing. Augustine also had good luck 

in maintaining a reputation for orthodoxy despite some ex-

treme views, such as his Aristotelian support for slavery, al-

beit with a moral twist. 

The prime cause of slavery is sin. ~ Augustine 
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His ideas accepted into Christian doctrine, Augustine 

created a dangerous legacy: placing Christian subjects at the 

mercy of a ruler's notions about where the line of heresy was 

drawn, making it inevitable that the church would claim to 

police a Christian ruler's orthodoxy, and equally inescapable 

that rulers would resist the church's claim. 

 Justinian I  

Justice is the constant and perpetual desire to give to each 
one that to which he is entitled. Jurisprudence is the knowledge 
of matters divine and human, and the comprehension of what 
is just and what is unjust. ~ Corpus Juris Civilis 

Justinian I (482–565) was an Eastern Roman (Byzantine) 

emperor (527–565) who sought to revive the greatness of the 

Roman Empire and reconquer its lost western half. 

Justinian was genuinely concerned with promoting the 

well-being of his subjects, by rooting out corruption and 

providing justice through a uniform set of laws.  

His attacks on malfeasance were not well received by 

those with vested interests. Justinian nearly lost the throne 

over riots in Constantinople in 532 (the Nika revolt) that de-

stroyed half the city and was only put down by wholesale 

massacre of rebellious citizens. Some 30,000 rioters were 

killed. 

The law that natural reason has prescribed for all men, and 
which is equally observed among all peoples, is called the law 
of nations, as being that which all nations make use of.  
~ Corpus Juris Civilis 

Justinian's legal legacy was Corpus Juris Civilis (Body of 

Civil Law), a compilation of jurisprudence issued 529–534 

that was a late Roman expression of natural law. Corpus Ju-

ris Civilis remains the foundation for civil law in many mod-

ern states. 

According to natural law, all men were originally born free. 

~ Corpus Juris Civilis 

 

The decline of the Roman Empire occurred over centuries. 

Increasingly inefficient and corrupt administration, along 
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with a burgeoning tax burden upon the populace, guaranteed 

the empire's collapse. 

The city of Rome had a million inhabitants in the 1st cen-

tury CE. By the time barbarians crossed the Rubicon river on 

their way to plunder Rome, the city had lost over half its pop-

ulation. By the end of the 14th century, Rome had less than 

20,000 people. 

Europe's Dark Ages spelt the disintegration of urban civ-

ilization on that continent. With the decline of towns and 

trade, land increasingly defined wealth and political power, 

as authority was in the hands of those who possessed land. 

With its large landholdings, the church was sitting pretty 

in the feudal system. In some countries the church was the 

single-largest landlord. 

Culturally, the destruction of urban civilization by bar-

barian incursions further enhanced the church's prestige, as 

the church and its monasteries were the only centers of intel-

lectual activity, preserving for posterity tradition and culture 

that martial conquerors trod on. 

Moreover, the general ignorance and illiteracy of laymen 

compelled secular rulers to employ clerics at all levels of gov-

ernment. Literacy and other refined accomplishments were 

for centuries confined to ecclesiastics. 

Into the Dark Ages, the church had its own divisions; but 

the larger political concern was over the uneasy alliance be-

tween church and state. 

 

Pope Gelasius I was a prolific writer who pushed for papal 

authority at a time of increasing tension between the Catho-

lic churches in the west and east.  

Gelasius's election in 492 was a gesture of continuity with 

his predecessor, from whom Gelasius inherited a struggle 

with Byzantine Emperor Anastasius and the church patri-

arch of Constantinople; a problem which Gelasius exacer-

bated with his strict orthodoxy, which was somewhat ironic 

given his doctrine of cooperative authorities. 

Gelasius defined the relation between the 2 authorities: 

ecclesiastical and political (the "swords," as they came to be 

called). According to Gelasius' mythology, Christ himself was 
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king and priest, but knowing the nature of man as sinful and 

weak, he bifurcated authority. This facile independence nec-

essarily involves interdependence, as the state and church 

are supreme only in their respective spheres, and so must 

rely upon one another to some degree in exercising their au-

thority. Gelasius never addressed what issues were predom-

inantly religious or political.  

Had Gelasius pursed his doctrine to its logical ends, he 

would have discovered this dualism to be deficient: whoever 

has the power to decide whether a matter is ecclesiastical or 

temporal is, in effect, the sovereign authority. In his dualistic 

conception, Gelasius naïvely assumed cooperation, not juris-

dictional disputes. After all, both must recognize that the 

source of all power is singular: from God. 

Nevertheless, Gelasius skewed his doctrine to favor the 

church in mentioning that its burden is heavier than the 

state, as the church is answerable for all souls, including the 

king. To Gelasius, this merely meant that the church had an 

especial responsibility, as the most difficult task of all – spir-

itual salvation – was assigned to it. Gelasius' ostensibly in-

nocuous intent became tarnished with time. From the 9th 

century on, the doctrine was interpreted as a claim to greater 

authority compared to mundane government. 

As the tension between church and empire grew in the 

10th–12th centuries, papalists were first to set aside the 

Gelasian doctrine of twin authorities posed in equilibrium. 

They claimed supreme authority, as holding title directly 

from God, where the state received its power indirectly, 

through the church. 

In the age of feudalism, institutions and social rights 

were less well-defined than in earlier or later times.  

Landed property was not attached to a single owner who 

held absolute dominion over it. Property was instead com-

partmentalized, where the legal owner shared its employ-

ment. A lord may retain certain privileges while granting 

particular uses to his vassals. 

The papalist doctrine followed this line, claiming that 

secular authority was only held like a fief: in tenure, while 

true title rested with the church. This was a ratcheting up of 
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the legal doctrine of eminent domain, under which a king 

retains ultimate title to all property within his purview. 

In other eras, the argument of medieval papalists might 

have logically led to theocracy, as evidenced in some Islamic 

nations. In the feudal context, papalists were entirely content 

to leave the exercise of secular authority to the state. They 

merely wanted to ensure their ultimate power to protect 

against heresy at any level. 

Proponents of the imperialist position made more moder-

ate claims, essentially restating Gelasian doctrine. As the 

conflict between church and state sharpened in the 11th cen-

tury, the more extreme antipapists argued that secular 

power was supreme in both worldly and spiritual matters. 

The struggle between papalists and antipapists was not 

a theological disagreement, but one of power and control; and 

the contest was not nearly as universal as the phrase "church 

and empire" implies. 

The Holy Roman Empire of the Middle Ages began with 

the coronation of Charlemagne, King of the Franks, in Rome 

in 800, and crashed with the abdication of the Hapsburg Em-

peror Francis II in 1806. The Holy Roman Empire was little 

more than a German empire that included much of Italy. 

Outside the realm were the politically key areas of England, 

France, and Spain. 

Similarly, the church could not claim all of Christendom, 

but only those who were under the jurisdiction of Rome. The 

Eastern Orthodox and Roman Catholic churches irrevocably 

parted ways in 1054. 

Contestants in any dispute attempt to inflate their stat-

ure by aligning their interest with a general, ideally univer-

sal, one. The Catholic Church represented itself as the 

guardian of all Christians. Likewise, to gain respectability 

and universality, German kings coveted the cloak of the Holy 

Roman Empire. 

The original Roman Empire had been defeated militarily 

in the 5th century by Germanic invaders. Roman popes con-

tinued the struggle during the Middle Ages against expand-

ing German power. The papacy also collided with English 
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and French monarchs, but its principle opponent was Ger-

manic, which threatened Italy, and thereby the Roman 

church most directly. 

Another tension between church and state was intimately 

bound to the feudal system. Bishops were charged with ad-

ministering the local church while simultaneously being land 

holders, and as such vassals of the king. 

Unlike the institutionalized modern state, feudal ties 

were personal. The loyalty of a vassal to his lord was more 

profound than the modern notion of obeying an impersonal 

law. 

Another rub was in secular administration. During the 

early Middle Ages, the clergy enjoyed a monopoly on literacy 

and scholarship; hence, they were entrusted with important 

positions in the courts and chancelleries of Europe. 

Perhaps a bishop could be both faithful to the church in 

spiritual matters and a loyal vassal to the king in economic 

and political affairs, but this happy circumstance only held 

when both aligned on policy. Given a disagreement, a priest 

or bishop had to pick a side, and so a first loyalty. 

In 1076, Holy Roman Emperor Henry IV deposed Pope 

Gregory VII. This was the culmination of a long-standing 

power struggle between the church and the emperor, termed 

the Investiture Controversy. The main wedge issue was who 

selected bishops. 

Henry got his comeuppance when Gregory replied by ex-

communicating Henry and all the bishops named by him. A 

year later, Henry stood in the snow outside the castle where 

Gregory was for 3 days, begging the pope to rescind his sen-

tence. Gregory relented.  

This did not end the strife. In 1080 Henry again deposed 

Gregory, whom by this time he had dubbed "The False 

Monk," because of continued intrigues that led to civil wars 

from upstarts whom Gregory supported. 

In the final tally, Henry deposed Gregory twice, while 

Gregory excommunicated Henry thrice.  

Gregory died in 1085, still the pope, albeit in exile, as a 

result of choosing an unpopular ally to fight for him against 

Henry. In his last campaign, Gregory had cajoled the 

Normans, whom the Romans resented for their excesses. 
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Henry IV reigned as Holy Roman Emperor until his 

forced abdication in 1105. He died the next year, shortly after 

defeating his son's army, who nonetheless, as Henry V, went 

on to become Holy Roman Emperor. 

Until the end of the 13th century, conflict between secular 

and ecclesiastical power dominated both the theory and prac-

tice of politics in Europe. 

 John of Salisbury  

No one should seek his own interest but that of others.  
~ John of Salisbury 

English author, clergyman, and diplomat John of Salis-

bury (1120–1180) was the reincarnation of Cicero politically, 

albeit in papalist garb. Like Cicero, John's political disposi-

tion was utilitarianism: "attend to the common utility of all." 

Like Augustine, John was a firm believer in eternal law. 

Law is the gift of God, the model of equity, a standard of jus-
tice, a likeness of the divine will, the guardian of well-being, a 
bond of union and solidarity between peoples, a rule defining 
duties, a barrier against the vices and the destroyer thereof, a 
punishment of violence and all wrongdoing. ~ John of Salis-
bury 

John's most important work is Policraticus (The State-

man's Book) (~1159). Though John originated no political doc-

trine, he uniquely formulated familiar, isolated ideas into a 

coherent pattern. Because of his style – its freshness, integ-

rity, and sense of humor (exceedingly rare for the time) – 

John was the most influential medieval political writer. 

John portrayed "the state as an organism," with the ruler 

the head of the body, and the church acting as its soul. John 

championed the supremacy of ecclesiastical power over secu-

lar rulers. 

The head is quickened and governed by the soul. ~ John of 
Salisbury 

In buttressing his arguments, John, like most medieval 

papalists, relied heavily on the Old Testament, with its firm 

bias against temporal rulers. The New Testament had a more 

positive tone that "the powers that be are ordained of God," 
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but, reflecting Jewish animosity of the Romans, the Old Tes-

tament's fire and brimstone hostility against secular author-

ity was unequivocal. John made such an overwhelming case 

for the moral sovereignty of the church that later protago-

nists of the papal cause found it easy to plead for legal su-

premacy as well. 

Projecting Christian esteem for love into the political the-

ater, a virtuous king rules through kindness. 

Kindness will compel the most faithful and constant love from 
even the sternest, and will increase and confirm the love which 
it has produced. ~ John of Salisbury 

An ethical ruler adheres to eternal law, and so seeks to 

serve others. In contrast, a tyrant exercises power for him-

self. 

He who rules in accordance with the laws is a prince. A tyrant 
is one who oppresses the people by rulership based upon force. 
~ John of Salisbury 

John found tyrannicide eminently justified. In violating 

the rule of law, a despot assails the grace of God. 

The prince, as the likeness of the Deity, is to be loved, wor-
shipped, and cherished; the tyrant, the likeness of wickedness, 
is generally to be even killed. The origin of tyranny is iniquity, 
and spring from a poisonous root, it is a tree which grows and 
sprouts into a baleful pestilent growth, and to which the axe 
must by all means be laid. ~ John of Salisbury 

For papal apologists such as John, in seeking to curb au-

thoritarianism, liberty itself was at stake: a larger issue than 

any petty rivalry between popes and emperors. 

Nothing but virtue is more splendid than liberty, if indeed 
liberty can ever properly be severed from virtue. A man is free 
in proportion to the measures of his virtues, and the extent to 
which he is free determines what his virtues can accomplish. 
~ John of Salisbury 

 

One of the most paradoxical aspects of medieval life was 

the contradiction between the deep yearning for unity in re-

ligious and philosophic ideas and the pluralism of extant in-

stitutions. The feudal period represented the hallmark of 
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diversity and decentralization in western civilization. This 

starkly contrasts with medieval thinking on religious and 

secular affairs, which took the principle of unity for granted.  

The oneness of God, and of divine law and reason, was 

presumed to permeate the whole universe. The diverse plu-

rality that existed in the world was subordinate to a higher 

unity. 

Both imperialist and papalist partisans were loath to 

abandon unification of church and state. Their disagreement 

was of priority, not of principle. 

The medieval mind drew its nourishment from 2 foun-

tains: Christian religious inspiration and the intellectual 

heritage of antiquity. Reconciling these 2 sources was fairly 

easy early on. The major ideological conflicts in the early 

Middle Ages were between the church and heretics, not be-

tween theology and philosophy. 

Besides, the church practically had sole possession of the 

classical philosophic heritage in its monasteries. Plato was 

the dominant influence. Until the mid-12th century, Aristo-

tle was known only from a few treatises on logic. 

As Augustine amply illustrated, Plato's conceptions of 

morality and ideas as the essence of reality, his ideals of a 

society in which spirituality would rule, as well as his ten-

dency toward mysticism, were easily woven into the fabric of 

early Christian thought. 

Seek not to understand that you may believe, but believe that 

you may understand. ~ Augustine 

From the 9th to 13th century, medieval scholasticism 

strove to meld theology and philosophy, to unite revelation 

and knowledge. The guiding principle was the primacy of re-

ligion over philosophy, of revelation over empiricism, of faith 

over knowledge, of dogma over science. 

The church's outlook changed entirely as it became a po-

litical organization struggling for hegemony in the western 

world. The Augustinian conception of a Christian community 

faded. The intellectual need of the institutional church was 

not of mystic personal visions, but systemic analysis of all 

traditional thought and emerging forces with portent. 
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Armed with the best-trained scholars and bureaucracy, 

the ecclesiastical domination of scholasticism was assured. 

As most philosophic writers were clerics, nurtured on church 

doctrine and subject its discipline, underlying all speculation 

was that reason never contradicted faith. 

Papal power reached its peak in the 13th century, corre-

spondent with scholasticism achieving its golden age. The 

synthesis of theological doctrine, honed over a millennium, 

was one cornerstone. The rediscovery of Aristotle – the con-

summate conservative realist – was the other. 

While only a few of Aristotle's writings on logic were 

known in the West until the mid-12th century, the Aristote-

lian tradition had never been abandoned in the East. Con-

stantinople in particular remained a nexus of Greek 

scholarship. From there, Greek studies spread to the Near 

East, which were then carried to Spain by Arab and Jewish 

scholars. Latin translations made their way to Paris and Ox-

ford, which were the liveliest clearinghouses for philosophic 

scholarship in the 13th century. 

The church was wary of Aristotle at first and sought to 

stem the tide of Aristotelianism. Its attitude gradually 

changed through the work of many men, but above all 

Thomas Aquinas. 

 Thomas Aquinas  

By nature, all men are equal in liberty, but not in other en-
dowments. ~ Thomas Aquinas 

Italian theologian and philosopher Thomas Aquinas 

(1225–1274) reconciled Aristotelian philosophy with the prin-

ciples of Christianity. He never thought himself a philoso-

pher, whom he considered pagans for failing to appreciate 

"the true and proper wisdom to be found in Christian revela-

tion." 

Aquinas conceived of both faith and knowledge as having 

a divine origin. Conflict between them was never real, only 

apparent. This assumption erased the tension between phi-

losophy and theology.  
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Aquinas put faith above reason. Because faith relies upon 

divine revelation, it is closer to the source of all truth than 

philosophy, which is based on human insight. 

Aquinas' reconciliation of faith and reason put the church 

on a forward footing. It was not enough. 

As early as the 14th century, the movement toward ra-

tionalism appeared unstoppable. In the 15th century cradle 

of the Renaissance lay the rebirth of classical humanism, 

which would break with the church by proclaiming the su-

premacy of knowledge. – So much for the emergence of the 

Age of Enlightenment; back to politics. 

Every natural government is governance by one. ~ Thomas 
Aquinas 

Aquinas found government a necessity because "man is 

naturally a social being." Aquinas preferred monarchy, as it 

fit within the scholastic preference of unity. 

In the whole universe there is one God, maker and ruler of 
all things. ~ Thomas Aquinas 

This is a religious twist of Plato's philosopher-king: a 

ruler with superior wisdom and morality governing for the 

benefit of all. In contrast, a tyrant "aims, not at the common 

good, but at the private good of the ruler," which is "unjust 

and perverted rulership." 

Aristotle too preferred monarchy, though he doubted that 

both superior moral and intellectual faculties were to be 

found in one man. Aquinas concluded that one ruler was 

more likely to maintain peace, whereas a ruling council 

might be given to disagreement that could threaten stability. 

To ensure quality, Aquinas favored elective kingship to 

heredity. Whereas the papacy and empire at the time were 

ruled by elective heads, the English and French had de-

faulted to hereditary dynasties.  

To thwart degeneration, Aquinas suggested that a king's 

power "be so tempered that he cannot easily fall into tyr-

anny." Aquinas was silent as to how this may be achieved. 

All should take some share in government. ~ Thomas Aqui-

nas 
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Unlike John of Salisbury, Aquinas had no taste for tyran-

nicide. Aquinas was also hesitant to tackle every tyranny 

with revolution, going so far as to suggest that even tyrants 

rule by divine permission, and so may be a punishment for 

the sins of the subjects. 

Aquinas distinguished between minor and egregious va-

rieties of transgression, proposing that revolution could carry 

a heavier price to society than the evil it seeks to remedy. He 

appreciated that a gyre of violence might be unleashed which 

could be hard to stop. Edmund Burke later applied this doc-

trine to his condemnation of the French Revolution. 

Applying the Aristotelian principle that "the one to whom 

it pertains to achieve the final end commands those who ex-

ecute the things that are ordained to that end," and corre-

spondent with Gelasian doctrine, Aquinas concluded that 

"kings are subject to priests." Whereas the secular ruler has 

intermediate goals, the church looks to the salvation of souls, 

which is the ultimate end. 

Law: an ordinance of reason for the common good, made by 
him who has care of the community. ~ Thomas Aquinas 

The part of Aquinas' political theory that is not primarily 

Aristotelian is his philosophy of law, which is conservative in 

its conception of being properly based on the custom of the 

community. 

The natural law is promulgated by the very fact that God 
instilled it into man's mind so as to be known by him naturally. 
~ Thomas Aquinas 

The origins of Aquinas' construct of law are found partly 

in the Judeo-Christian doctrine of divine law above human 

law, and partly in the Stoic-Roman concept of there being a 

rational order of the world which is reflected in human soci-

ety. The feudal system was itself largely an organic evolution, 

with proper relations between a lord and vassals determined 

by custom. 

The concept of sovereignty in the Middle Ages was that of 

the law itself, whereas it had been in antiquity, and is now, 

attached to the lawgiver – whether a monarch, aristocracy, 

or representative government in a democratic application.  
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The medieval preference to communal custom as the ba-

sis of justice was not philosophic predilection but a reflection 

of social reality: status rather than social contract domi-

nated, mobility was low, and political authority decentral-

ized. This conception of the supremacy of law based upon the 

custom of the community is the greatest lasting contribution 

the Middle Ages made to political theory. 

Mercy without justice is the mother of dissolution; justice 
without mercy is cruelty. ~ Thomas Aquinas 

Though a man of kindness and humility, Aquinas had ide-

als of violence. He favored death for persistent heretics: a 

mild penalty, he thought, compared to the eternal torment 

that awaits a sinner in hell. 

Aquinas started with the premise that proper govern-

ment is an expression of divine order. Therefore, because the 

commandments of God include a duty of deference, "disobe-

dience to the commands of a superior is a mortal sin." Such 

dogmatic certainty has seen repeated incarnations through-

out history to justify the persecution of dissenters, regardless 

of whether the dogma was religious or political in origin. 

In order for a war to be just, three things are necessary. First, 
the authority of the sovereign. Secondly, a just cause. Thirdly, a 
rightful intention. ~ Thomas Aquinas 

Aquinas' take on women was also conventional; just what 

one would expect of a medieval monk. 

As regards the individual nature, woman is defective and mis-
begotten, for the active power of the male seed tends to the pro-
duction of a perfect likeness in the masculine sex; while the 
production of a woman comes from defect in the active power. 
~ Thomas Aquinas 

Aquinas had socialist inclinations. This aspect of his 

teachings is largely forgotten. 

Man should not consider his material possessions as his own, 
but as common to all, so as to share them without hesitation 
when others are in need. ~ Thomas Aquinas 

In reaching back to a near-mythical past of communal liv-

ing, this view is reactionary. It is also radical, in being echoed 

by Karl Marx 6 centuries later. 
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The growth of cities from the 11th century created new 

centers of intellectual and economic vitality that the church 

viewed with anxiety and hostility. The church shared the 

same fears and prejudices as other large landowners in facing 

a nascent capitalist economy that threatened to swamp the 

static, agrarian life of feudalism. 

Further, the church saw the rise of cities as a menace to 

its intellectual dominion. The restless spirit of urbanity chal-

lenged the existing order, where the church and aristocracy 

divided all power between themselves. To the conservative 

church, the existing order also recommended itself because it 

seemed in harmony with morality and custom. 

Whereas those who toiled on manorial estates were serfs, 

city dwellers had freedom and mobility. The medieval motto 

"city air makes free" expressed the revolutionary import of 

urbanization. 

The rising bourgeoisie saw the extant social system as 

one of unjustifiable privilege and ecclesiastical domination. 

The church lost its monopoly on learning and technical 

knowledge. Laymen in burgeoning cities increasingly 

assumed intellectual leadership, first apart from churches 

and monasteries, then in opposition to them. This dynamic 

was exactly what the church feared. 

Accumulation of wealth permitted the emergence of lay 

artists, writers, and teachers. This secularization challenged 

the traditional medieval civilization based upon church 

dogma and landed power. 

The revival of urban life was especially vigorous in Italy 

in the 13th and 14th centuries. There too came the rebirth of 

ancient Greek and Roman thought that blossomed into the 

Renaissance. It began with the intellectual movement called 

humanism, which was, in essence, a secular replacement for 

the philosophic unity developed under medieval scholasti-

cism. 

 

To be born, the church needed Plato. To last, it needed Aris-
totle. ~ Austrian political scientists William Ebenstein & Alan 
Ebenstein  
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For the church to remain relevant, it needed to answer 

the challenge of emergent humanism and secularism. In en-

folding Aristotle, the church enlarged its scope into a coher-

ent and all-encompassing body of thought that was full of 

common sense, moderate in tone, and adaptable: human, yet 

universal and timeless. 

Augustinian mysticism, with its emphasis on faith lead-

ing to grace, was relegated in official church theology, to find 

revival in late Middle Age sects that sought to resurrect the 

original character of Christianity. Their themes were later 

championed by Protestant reformers, who found Aquinas' Ar-

istotelian spin too much cold logic and too little inspiration. 

As a monk, Martin Luther declared that what he had 

learned of value was found in the Bible and works of Augus-

tine. Luther thought that Aristotle was to theology what 

darkness is to light. 

Only without Aristotle can we become theologians. ~ Martin 
Luther 

Protestantism was thus a return to Christian roots, not 

only because of its stress on earlier sources, but also owing to 

its preference to Augustine over Aquinas, of Plato over Aris-

totle. 

 

The modern secular view is separation of church and 

state, stemming from the liberal orthodoxy that developed 

during the 18th century. Revisionist history saw the contest 

for power between state and church in the Middle Ages as a 

struggle between reason and irrationality, between progress 

and reaction. 

Owing to its long association with monarchy, the church 

was seen as a primary impediment to the development of lib-

eral government. The assumption was that once religion was 

scoured from political discourse, the progress of reason and 

liberty would prove irresistible. 

This dogma has been disproved by historical events. The 

experience of 20th century totalitarianism, and 21st century 

democratic plutocracy, shows that societies which lack an 
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ethical counterbalance to the state may be devoured by des-

potism, whether politically or economically inspired. 

 Dante Alighieri  

Of all things that are ordered to secure blessings to men, 
peace is the best. ~ Dante 

Italian poet Dante Alighieri (1265–1321), simply called 

Dante, is best remembered for his Divine Comedy (1320), an 

imaginative vision of the afterlife that is representative of the 

medieval worldview as it had developed in the church by the 

14th century. 

The darkest places in Hell are reserved for those who main-

tain their neutrality in times of moral crisis. ~ Dante 

Dante's use of the vernacular in his works helped create 

a national Italian language while breaking the monopoly 

that Latin had on literary communication. This was a revolt 

against tradition. 

This shall be the new light, the new Sun, which shall rise 
when the worn-out one shall set, and shall give light to them 
who are in shadow and in darkness because of the old Sun, 
which does not enlighten them. ~ Dante 

Dante was a member of the lower nobility. He abhorred 

the nouveaux riche and their ostentatious manner of living. 

He saw Florentine society as becoming vulgar and coarse. 

Dante's political philosophy had one foot in the past and 

the other in the future. It was a curious mix of ecclesiastical 

scholasticism and pungent antipapism that nevertheless was 

typical of his age. 

Dante's chief political work was On Monarchy (De Monar-

chia) (~1313), which condemned the theocratic conception of 

power. An antipapist, Dante argued that the emperor and 

pope both derived their authority directly from God. 

Dante's yearning for unity was as strong as that of eccle-

siastical scholars centuries earlier. His arguments followed 

their same lines of logic, albeit coming to a contrary conclu-

sion on the issue of the "swords of power." 

The predominant Christian conceptions of the state came 

from Augustine and Aquinas. Augustine saw government as 
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a penalty and remedy to human frailty and sinfulness, set up 

by divine providence. In contrast, the later Aristotelian view 

of Aquinas was that government was a natural expression of 

human sociality. 

Dante combined the two into a new synthesis. Following 

Aquinas, Dante saw the state as arising from social drives. 

But Dante considered its atomistic forms – city-states, prin-

cipalities, and kingdoms – as inadequate because the sin of 

avarice perverts them. 

Using Augustinian elements to argue a remedy for these 

sins, Dante imagined the institution of universal government 

as divine providence, so that man may partake of the bless-

ings of earthly peace, justice, and freedom in the same way 

that God provided the universal church with the means to 

attain salvation. 

Dante was the first to address whether a world govern-

ment would benefit the human race: a prospect he enthusias-

tically averred. 

Where unity is greatest, there good is also greatest. ~ Dante 

Dante also had an argument for world government that 

was quite modern: the need to settle disputes between states 

without resorting to war. 

Wherever there is controversy, there ought to be judgment; 
otherwise there would be imperfection without its proper rem-
edy, which is impossible; for God and Nature, in things neces-
sary, do not fail in their provisions. ~ Dante 

There can only be judgment if the authority issuing it is 

mutually recognized as final. Dante was centuries ahead of 

his time in appreciating that the essential institutional de-

velopment toward world government would be judicial. 

When a number of things are arranged to attain an end, it 
behooves one of them to regulate or govern the others, and the 
others to submit. ~ Dante 

Dante considered an absolute ruler a necessity. 

The whole human race is ordered to gain some end. There 
must, therefore, be one to guide and govern. And so it is plain 
that monarchy is necessary for the welfare of the world.  
~ Dante 
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Channeling Thomism, Dante cited the example of God as 

the monarchial ruler of the universe, to which humans must 

submit. 

Dante was by no means advocating tyranny. He stressed 

justice and freedom as virtues. Dante determined that the 

greatest enemy of justice is avarice: the inability to be disin-

terested and content. 

Dante emphasized the Aristotelian idea that rule of law 

is preferable, because personal judgment is likely to be per-

verted by self-interest. A monarch of a world state would be 

in the best position to dispense justice according to the law, 

as he would have nothing further to gain. 

Moreover, because a world monarch would be "the serv-

ant of all," freedom would best be realized under monarchy, 

as regional rulers could at best only identify with a portion of 

humanity. 

Despite his enthusiasm for a unified state under a single 

ruler, Dante did not believe in uniformity for its own sake. 

He expected cultural diversity to continue. Dante was one of 

the first to separate political sovereignty from cultural auton-

omy. 

For nations and kingdoms and states have, each of them, cer-
tain peculiarities which must be regulated by different laws.  
~ Dante 

Dante's revolutionary break with the church was in find-

ing that the 2 universal orders – church and state – were 

equal in relation to the other, neither subordinate; each dom-

inant in its own domain. 

In cleanly bifurcating church and empire, Dante did more 

than diminish the temporal authority of the church. He de-

clared the independence of philosophy from theology; a radi-

cal departure from Aquinas, who marked the culmination of 

the scholastic doctrine in finding philosophy the "hand-

maiden" (ancilla) of theology. 

Dante's challenge was a transitional step to the subordi-

nation of theology to philosophy inherent in the humanism 

that imbued the Renaissance. 

From a little spark may burst a flame. ~ Dante 
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The church was fully aware of the tinder potential packed 

into De Monarchia. Pope John XXII banned the book as he-

retical in 1329, and it was put on the Index of Forbidden 

Books in 1554, 5 years before the taboo book list was printed. 

De Monarchia stayed proscribed for some 350 years before 

being removed as no longer a threat. 

 

The spiritual man judges all things and he himself is judged 
by no man. ~ 1 Corinthians 2:15, The Bible 

Rejecting the Gelasian doctrine of equilibrium, inveterate 

political meddler Pope Boniface VII went for broke at the end 

of the 13th century by claiming the supremacy of the church 

over the state. It won a small concession, but otherwise back-

fired. 

In return for recognizing his title to become Holy Roman 

Emperor, Albert I of Germany bent his knee to papal consent. 

France and England were not so pliant. 

Boniface's boldfaced power grab was a guise for money 

grubbing. The church, like every ambitious great power, con-

sumed prodigious quantities of not-so-filthy lucre. Its finan-

cial needs conflicted with those of nascent national 

monarchies, especially France and England, which were 

building expensive central administrations over the patch-

work feudal system. 

In 1296, Boniface declared that laymen had no jurisdic-

tion over the clergy ("over the persons and goods of ecclesias-

tics") without prior papal permission. No mundane authority 

could levy taxes on church property, nor were clergy permit-

ted to pay them. The sanction for such action was excommu-

nication. 

Both France and England, to which the papal bull was 

particularly targeted, would not countenance a financial 

state within a state. Without tax sovereignty, political sover-

eignty was meaningless. More to the point, church property 

was so vast that tax exemption was beyond what either mon-

archy could afford. 

King Edward I of England threatened that the king's 

peace could not be had for nothing. If the clergy were to refuse 

taxes, he would consider them outcasts, and treat them as 



66 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

such. Boniface had to give in. The principle was never men-

tioned again. 

King Philip IV rejected out of hand Boniface's interfer-

ence in French finances. The pope was powerless to enforce 

his edict. 

One sword ought to be subordinated to the other, and tem-
poral authority subjected to spiritual power. ~ Pope Boniface 
VII in the papal bull Unam Sanctam (1302) 

Boniface was not finished lording it over royalty. In de-

claring "that it is altogether necessary of salvation for every 

human creature to be subject to the Roman Pontiff," Boniface 

brandished his sword. 

Philip IV accepted the challenge thrust at him. Having 

been excommunicated, Philip planned to bring Boniface to 

dock before the church in France over 29 charges, including 

heresy, murder, sexual immorality, magic, and idol worship. 

With fulminations bouncing back and forth, Philip de-

cided to resolve the dispute with a coup. He sent a small force 

to kidnap the pope and bring him back to France to be tried, 

condemned, and deposed. 

Though seized in Italy, Boniface was saved by local revul-

sion against the plot. Boniface returned to Rome, where he 

died a few weeks later from the shock and stress of being held 

under duress. 

Boniface's power play ended up undermining universal 

authority: first of the emperor, then of the papacy itself. In 

going up against England and France, Boniface challenged 

the strongest political institution of the future: the sovereign 

nation-state. By diminishing belief in universality, Boniface 

unknowingly abetted the growth of separatist nationalism, 

as well as inspiring hostility against the church itself for his 

high-handed antics. 

The following year, a French archbishop was elected 

pope. Clement V cleaned up the mess Boniface left by annul-

ling all pronouncements against Philip and his advisors, in-

cluding those who kidnapped Boniface. 

Clement V did not go to Rome. Instead he set up his court 

in Avignon, in southern France, where he and his 6 succes-

sors, all French, resided. 
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 Marsilio of Padua  

Every government is over either voluntary or involuntary 
subjects. The first is the genus of well-tempered governments, 
the second of diseased governments. ~ Marsilio of Padua 

Aristotle and Dante were the springboards for the The 

Defender of Peace (Defensor pacis) (1324), a political treatise 

by Italian scholar Marsilio of Padua (1275–1342). 

Though following Aristotle closely, Marsilio arrived at a 

conclusion widely divergent from other medieval Aristoteli-

ans. Marsilio was antithetical to Aquinas, who sought to har-

monize reason and faith. Marsilio considered Christianity, in 

essence, belief in the supernatural, and so beyond rational 

discussion. The political upshot was that, in secular rela-

tions, the clergy was merely one class of society. 

Such separation of faith and reason is the direct ancestor 

of religious skepticism. Its consequences are tantamount to a 

secular view which is inherently anti-religious. 

Marsilio was artful, in simply stating that faith is too sa-

cred for reason to touch. Practically speaking, there is scant 

difference between too sacred and too trivial. 

Marsilio lived in one of the Italian republican city-states, 

a unique phenomenon for the time. From the 12th century, 

most of these city-states were self-absorbed: caring only for 

their own freedom of action.  

These city-states only cooperated when threatened by an 

imperial expedition to enforce the emperor's authority. They 

otherwise acted with a mixture of rivalry and distrust that 

characterized the Greek city-states 1,500 years earlier. 

Padua was notably known for its spirited independence, 

including defending its authority against the local clergy and 

the Roman Curia, the church's administrative apparatus.  

Marsilio's mental mold was characteristic of a middle-

class resident of a free Italian city-republic with ancient sec-

ular traditions. His practice of medicine for many years fos-

tered a critical, scientific view. 

Marsilio identified strongly with Aristotle, who also lived 

in an urban, secular civilization. Like Aristotle, who also 

practiced medicine, Marsilio eschewed dogma and abstract 

speculation for an empirical sensibility. 
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Marsilio was also influenced by intellectual developments 

in Paris, where he spent a considerable portion of his forma-

tive years at the university there. Paris at the time was at 

the forefront of the antipapal movement. 

Like Dante, Marsilio was a link from the Middle Ages to 

the modern age. But whereas Dante was essentially medie-

val, Marsilio was modern in his arguments, which were pep-

pered with irony and skepticism. 

Marsilio recycles Aristotle in identifying the 3 good forms 

of government as monarchy, aristocracy, and constitutional-

ism, as contrasted to those that are diseased: tyranny, oligar-

chy, and democracy (in which the masses practice majority 

rule "not entirely for the common benefit according to proper 

proportion"). Marsilio radically diverged from Aristotle by 

adding that, in decent forms of government, "the ruler gov-

erns for the common benefit in accordance with the will of the 

subjects," while the diseased forms benefit rulers without 

common consent. 

Marsilio anticipated modern political theory by highlight-

ing the method of government rather than its objects: that 

the problem of governance is of means as much as of ends. 

Law is the measure of human civil acts. ~ Marsilio of Padua 

Marsilio's break with the Middle Ages is clearest in his 

conception of law as an expression of political authority. 

Medieval writers typically assumed the law as "an ordinance 

of reason for the common good" (Thomas Aquinas). 

Instead, Marsilio defined law as "a coercive command" by 

an authority that can "punish its transgressors." This 

positivist conception abandoned the medieval tradition of 

natural law, moving law into the mundane form expressed by 

modern jurists; as early-20th-century American jurist Oliver 

Wendell Holmes, Jr. put it, "the prophecies of what the courts 

will do in fact, and nothing more pretentious." 

The legislator, or the primary and proper efficient cause of the 
law, is the people or the whole body of citizens, or the weightier 
part thereof. By the weightier part I mean to take into consider-
ation the quantity and the quality of the persons in that commu-
nity over which the law is made. ~ Marsilio of Padua 
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Marsilio's use of the Latin term legislator has multiple 

implications. 1st is the political sovereign of a state, which 

Marsilio called the "absolute" legislator. 2nd is the modern 

legislative function of making laws, whether directly or by a 

select group (a legislature). 3rd is constitutionalism: that the 

authority of government derives from a fundamental body of 

law. 

That the people are the rightful source of political author-

ity was a basic idea in Roman jurisprudence and revived in 

the Middle Ages. Marsilio evolves the conception from a ju-

ridical fiction into a call for action. 

Marsilio had a complex conception for the "weightier 

part" of citizenry. Though not intending elitism per se, Mar-

silio wanted quality taken into account in determining the 

legislature. Marsilio was undogmatic in knowing that there 

could be no formula for qualitative standards; that it must be 

"in accordance with the honorable custom" of the community. 

Marsilio wrote in the 14th century, when socioeconomic 

inequality was taken for granted. Even now equality is at 

best a polite fiction. Countries where the "legislator" is 

equally attendant to "the whole body of citizens" are nonex-

istent. 

The British experience illustrates Marsilio's "weightier 

part." The settlement of the Glorious Revolution of 1688 

established in England the principle of parliamentary 

supremacy rather than popular sovereignty in the sense of 

equal suffrage.  

A relatively small number of men – the weightier part of 

the citizenry – governed the country. This was a transitional 

step from monarchy to equal suffrage, which only came to 

fruition in England in 1948 when plural voting (giving busi-

nesses and universities unequal representation) was abol-

ished.  

The United States too has a qualitative aspect to its Con-

gress. Its senate provides deliberate overrepresentation of 

less-populous states. This derivation from simple suffrage 

arithmetic owed that country's federalist tradition but is a 

significant statistical departure from the egalitarian democ-

racy which Americans pretend they have. 
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Marsilio saw freedom primarily as procedural self-gov-

ernment, which despotism lacks, regardless of how good its 

legislator is. 

The elected kind of government is superior to the non-

elected. ~ Marsilio of Padua 

Just as Marsilio derived the law from an empirical source, 

he also based the authority of rulers on the will of the com-

munity, through election. 

The traditional medieval view was that a ruler held office 

via divine sanction (Catholic dogma), with supposedly supe-

rior virtue and wisdom (the Platonic ideal of philosopher-

king). Marsilio's more modern, democratic take was that the 

authority of a ruler owed to his election, "and not by his 

knowledge of the laws, his prudence, or moral virtue, alt-

hough these are qualities of the perfect ruler." 

Most of the citizens are neither vicious nor undiscerning most 
of the time; all or most of them are of sound mind and reason 
and have a right desire for the polity and for the things necessary 
for it to endure, like laws and other statutes or customs. ~ Mar-
silio of Padua 

A minimum of optimism about human nature is requisite 

for any confidence in democracy. Marsilio conceded that few 

are sufficiently learned to craft good laws, but he made a leap 

of faith in assuming an overall quality in the citizenry that 

Aristotle never could. 

The law is more usefully made by the wise and learned than 
by the unlearned and uncultivated, it seems that the authority to 
make laws belongs to the few, not to the many or to all. ~ Mar-
silio of Padua 

Marsilio had trouble squaring the circle of quality in the 

legislator. The qualified few might take advantage of their 

position. 

The common utility of a law is better considered by the entire 
multitude, because no one knowingly harms himself. Anyone 
can look to see whether a proposed law leans toward the benefit 
of one or a few persons more than of the others or of the com-
munity, and can protest against it. Such, however, would not be 
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the case were the law made by one or a few persons, consider-
ing their own private benefit rather than that of the community. 
~ Marsilio of Padua 

There is an impractical dissonance to this. The legislator, 

selected from the "weightier part" of the citizenry, is admit-

tedly subject to corruption, which might be checked by public 

review of proposed laws.  

Alas, Marsilio is silent on how to make this process feasi-

ble. He is prescient in anticipating the problem of plutocracy, 

which is amply manifest in many democratic legislatures, 

most notably the United States. 

If a ruler violates his trust of office, Marsilio thought that 

the legislator, which establishes the law, must rectify the 

malfeasance. The legislator temporarily becomes the ulti-

mate power, as there must not be competing authorities. Also 

"because he is corrected not as a ruler but as a subject who 

transgressed the law." 

Marsilio rolled the role of judiciary into the legislative 

branch of government. He did not conceive of a separate 

judicial branch, which might have the responsibility of 

adjudging the quality of laws as well as determining and 

punishing transgressors. 

That rulers were ultimately accountable to the people 

was typical of the Middle Ages. Whereas most medieval 

writers looked to divine punishment for remedy, or, in 

extremis, tyrannicide, Marsilio groped for an institutional 

response. 

Marsilio's conception of the governance as coercive social 

regulation according to the will of the political community 

was aimed at despotism, whether by laymen or clergy. His 

most revolutionary doctrine regarding the church, the one 

that made its mark on Protestantism, was the idea of congre-

gational authority. 

Marsilio had the bold thought that the church had no co-

ercive authority over heretics, which he anyway had trouble 

construing as a moral offense. If heresy was a transgression, 

it was up to the secular authorities to deal with it. Marsilio 

picked an extreme example to argue that the church had no 

real power in a civil society. 
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The Middle Ages ended with the displacement of faith in 

God to faith in human reason, and from belief in papal and 

imperial authority to that of secular nationalism. 

 Niccolò Machiavelli  

The vulgar crowd always is taken by appearances, and the 
world consists chiefly of the vulgar. ~ Niccolò Machiavelli 

Italian historian, politician, diplomat, and philosopher 

Niccolò Machiavelli (1469–1527) was one of the founders of 

modern political science. Owing to his hard-nosed realism 

about the innate corruptibility of those who lust for power, 

Machiavelli came to command a sinister reputation like no 

other political theorist. 

Of mankind we may say in general they are fickle, hypocriti-

cal, and greedy of gain. ~ Niccolò Machiavelli 

Machiavelli viewed individuals generally as wickedly 

selfish and egoistic. Lacking honesty and a sense of fairness, 

a grasping man was ready to act in ways detrimental to com-

munal interests. Modern capitalism proved Machiavelli pres-

cient in painting an apt portrait of materialist man. 

He who builds on the people, builds on the mud. ~ Niccolò 
Machiavelli 

Machiavelli was convinced that a corrupt people could not 

achieve or maintain a decent polity, as they would be unable 

to distinguish between private interests and the public do-

main. For this reason, Machiavelli favored a strong ruler, and 

rule of law, with an independent judiciary as a check on cor-

ruption by the ruling elite.  

There should be many judges, because a few will always fa-
vor the few. ~ Niccolò Machiavelli 

Unlike Plato, Machiavelli did not dream of a moral phi-

losopher-king. Instead, Machiavelli fondest hope for a ruler 

was a man with sensible benevolence toward his people. 

Princes and governments are far more dangerous than other 
elements within society. ~ Niccolò Machiavelli 



 Political Philosophy 73 
 

Machiavelli saw order and stable political authority as 

necessary for social cohesion. Hence, he stressed the need for 

a unified polity, and a government committed to the liberty 

of its people. By liberty, Machiavelli meant freedom from 

both external aggression and internal tyranny. Machiavelli 

felt that public spirit was essential, as selfishness was ero-

sive of liberty. 

The chief foundations of all states, whether new, old, or 
mixed, are good laws and good arms. - Niccolò Machiavelli 

Machiavelli's views were complex, nuanced, and not alto-

gether consistent. He saw the proper polity as particular to 

the people governed. 

As good habits of the people require good laws to support 
them, so laws, to be observed, need good habits on the part of 
the people. Besides, the constitution and laws established in a 
republic at its very origin, when men were still pure, no longer 
suit when men have become corrupt and bad. ~ Niccolò Mach-
iavelli 

On the one hand, Machiavelli valued freedom. On the 

other, he recognized the need for a strong authority.  

The first method for estimating the intelligence of a ruler is to 
look at the men he has around him. ~ Niccolò Machiavelli 

Machiavelli admired a republication form of government, 

but prescribed despotism to establish a state and to reform a 

corrupt people. 

The first to espouse the power view of politics, Machia-

velli was a pragmatist who thought that the end justified the 

means. 

Politics have no relation to morals. ~ Niccolò Machiavelli 

 Renaissance & Reformation  
People must have righteous principals in the first, and then 

they will not fail to perform virtuous actions. ~ Martin Luther 

The Renaissance – from the 14th into the 17th century – 

is considered the bridge between the Middle Ages and mod-

ern times. It began as an Italian cultural movement that 

spread to the rest of Europe.  
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The Renaissance sparked a renewed interested in the 

writings and values of classical antiquity, giving rise to the 

intellectual movement termed humanism. Secular men of 

letters initiated humanism, in contrast to the scholar-clerics 

who had dominated medieval intellectual culture with 

scholasticism: a method of conceptual analysis to defend 

Christian dogma. 

Other events shaped the Renaissance: the discovery of 

new continents, the decline of feudalism, burgeoning trade, 

and potent technological innovations, including gunpowder, 

the mariner's compass, and printing. 

Though its inspiration was classicism, the intellectual 

momentum of the Renaissance ended up questioning tradi-

tional thought. This rubbed off on religious observers. 

Politics in the Catholic Church created a schism in the 

late 14th century. Several men simultaneously claimed to be 

the pope after Pope Gregory XI died in 1378. 

The threat of fragmentation had hung over the Catholic 

Church since the 5th century, with the rivalry between Rome 

and Constantinople. That resolved in ~1054, with the East-

ern Orthodox Church splitting from the Roman Catholic 

Church. The Orthodoxy proceeded without a pope; instead, 

setting up ecumenical councils to interpret the scriptures, 

with a patriarch as first among equals. 

During the Papal Schism (1378–1417) at least 2 men 

claimed to be pope: one at Avignon, one in Rome, with at 

times a 3rd papal pretender. The Schism had a lasting effect 

in eroding people's faith in the papacy. Coupled with per-

ceived corruption in the Roman Curia and the sale of indul-

gences (spiritual privileges), an esurient and religiously 

bankrupt practice, the Catholic Church was weakened. 

As soon as the coin in the coffer rings, the soul into heaven 
springs. ~ German Catholic friar Johann Tetzel (1465–1519), 
Grand Commissioner for the sale of indulgences in Germany 

Ineffectual attempts to reform the Catholic Church had 

been made by numerous men. Then one man nailed it. 

On 31 October 1517 (the eve of All Saints' Day), German 

friar and priest Martin Luther reputedly posted 95 theses on 

the church door in Wittenberg Saxony. In his assault on the 
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sale of indulgences, Luther not only attacked the ostensible 

corruption within the church, he also took aim at the theolog-

ical root of the problem: the perversion of doctrine regarding 

grace and redemption (divine favor during life and salvation 

after it). 

Luther had not intended to break with the Catholic 

Church, but confrontation was the papacy was not long in 

coming. In 1521 Luther was excommunicated, and, for good 

measure, declared an outlaw by the emperor of the Holy Ro-

man Empire, Charles V. What began as an internal reform 

movement ratcheted into a fracture of western Christendom. 

I feel much freer now that I am certain the pope is the Anti-
christ. ~ Martin Luther 

The Reformation movement in Germany quickly spread 

to other countries. Other reform impulses arose inde-

pendently of Luther.  

It was if a dam suppressing dissent had suddenly burst. 

The flood was furthered by the obstinacy of the Catholic 

Church, which turned the reform movement into a religious 

revolution that cascaded into politics. 

Oppressed German peasants translated Lutheran ideals 

of Christian equality into practical terms. Their 1524–1525 

rebellion was the only genuinely popular revolt in German 

history and would have altered the flow of German history 

had it succeeded in any measure. 

Instead, the German Peasants' War turned into a series 

of massacres. Luther himself instigated the princes to take 

the sternest measures against the rebel "swine" and "mad 

dogs." Hence, Lutheranism evolved into a faithful ally of po-

litical absolutism. Luther typically considered the ruling 

princes "the greatest fools or scoundrels on Earth." Yet he in-

sisted on submission as a duty of subjects, as the world is 

wicked, and does not deserve virtuous rulers. 

The lasting effect on the German people was to bolster a 

fatalism of nourishing ideals of freedom while obeying au-

thority without question in practical matters. 

Luther's strong respect for state power was part and par-

cel with a passionate feeling of German nationalism, and 

even racialism. Thus, Luther became the spiritual ancestor 
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of Prussian statism and German Nazism; the only Protestant 

leader to spawn such progeny. 

In the peace that followed the Peasant's War, Germany 

lost a vital opportunity to learn toleration.  

The problem of religious division in the German states 

was settled by the princes determining the religion of the re-

gion. Dissidents were free to emigrate. This was a leniency 

from the medieval method of burning heretics at the stake. 

The Protestant Reformation engendered religious fac-

tionalism. As more churches came into existence, mutual tol-

erance grew. In England, Holland, and North America, 

toleration of religious minorities preceded that of political op-

position. 

As long as Protestantism was largely Lutheran, it made 

little headway in France, even though there was a vigorous 

tradition of anticlericalism there since the Middle Ages. 

Man is under 2 kinds of government: one spiritual, by which 
the conscience is formed to piety and the service of God; the 
other political, by which a man is instructed in the duties of hu-
manity and civility, which are to be observed in an intercourse 
with mankind. ~ John Calvin 

While studying law at college, John Calvin became ac-

quainted with Renaissance humanism, in the form of a radi-

cal student movement which aimed to reform the church and 

society on an intertwined model of classical and Christian an-

tiquity. It left an indelible mark and changed the course of 

Calvin's life. 

Calvin's participation in the Parisian reform movement 

ended abruptly as the government started a crackdown. In 

1534, Calvin fled France to Switzerland. 

In 1536, Calvin wrote the Institutes of Christian Religion, 

his principle work and the foundation of Calvinist doctrine. 

His evangelizing included political theory, the aim of which 

was to safeguard the freedoms and rights of ordinary people. 

Calvin came to political power, governing Geneva 1536–

1538 and 1541–1564. His rule was one of ruthless terror. 

Though Calvin's theological doctrines differed little from 

those of Luther, his historical impact did. Calvinism spread 
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to France, Holland, Scotland, and the English colonies in 

North America. 

Unlike Luther, Calvin permitted resistance to tyrannical 

rulers, albeit only though legal channels. Calvin's stress re-

mained on obedience, not resistance. Yet religious persecu-

tion in Holland and France drove Calvinists there into revolt. 

In France, the monarchy allied itself with the papacy against 

the Hapsburgs.  

The strong centralizing tendencies of the nascent states 

were opposed by Calvinist demands for local autonomy. A 

considerable proportion of the French aristocracy sympa-

thized with the Calvinist cause. 

The religiously-inspired political conflict led to the 

French Wars of Religion (1562–1598), which included the 

Massacre of St. Bartholomew on 24–25 August 1572, in 

which 30,000 Huguenots (French Protestants) were killed.  

Pope Gregory XIII celebrated the slaughter with a public 

procession and solemn mass of thanksgiving, as well as hav-

ing a commemorative medal struck. The pope praised the 

French king, Charles IX, for suppressing Protestantism, and 

expressed the hope that the enterprise so auspiciously 

started on St. Bartholomew's Day would be carried on to the 

end. 

In the decade following the massacre, the Huguenots pro-

duced a mass of tracts that were the most provocative politi-

cal propaganda during the Reformation. The best known was 

A Defense of Liberty Against Tyrants (Vindiciae Contra Ty-

rannos) (1579), published anonymously for obvious reasons. 

In the establishing of the king there are 2 covenants con-
tracted: the 1st between God, the king, and the people; the 2nd 
between the king and the people. ~ A Defense of Liberty 
Against Tyrants 

Vindiciae dealt with the bases of proper political power, 

and justifiable resistance to abuses of power. Vindiciae posits 

the answers in contractual terms.  

The 1st covenant is between God and the people, includ-

ing the king, so "that the people might be the people of God." 

The 2nd contract is between a king and the people: a promise 

of faithful obedience given a just rule. 
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Both contracts in Vindiciae are derived from the Old Tes-

tament. The Calvinists, like the Puritans a century later, 

leaned heavily on the Old Testament for the concept of cove-

nant as the foundation for authority. 

Another key idea in Vindiciae is of trusteeship. A sover-

eign supposedly acts on behalf of his subjects, to whom he is 

ultimately accountable. 

A subtext of trusteeship emphasizes 3rd-party adjudica-

tion: that governments should decide civil disputes. This an-

ticipates one of the chief ideas of Locke. 

Vindiciae conceives of a king as a judge rather than a leg-

islator. It also assumes a superiority of law over a monarch. 

The king is only an organ of the law. 

Vindiciae deals with the 2 types of tyranny: either gain-

ing rule via violence, or one lawfully vested who violates his 

trust by practicing tyranny. A usurper who rules justly is 

preferable to a legitimate monarch who does not. 

Tyranny is to be resisted. A tyrant, especially an illegiti-

mate unjust ruler, should be deposed and killed. But not by 

the people per se. Early Calvinists were aristocratic. Vindi-

ciae makes clear that its liberalism does not extend to sanc-

tioning democracy. 

Vindiciae had a powerful impact, especially on Dutch and 

English thought. What the Huguenots wanted for France 

came to fruition in England with the Glorious Revolution of 

1688, when Catholicism was politically and socially routed 

from its shores. 

Vindiciae stressed moral conscience as the ultimate 

source of authority. It was a far cry from "might makes right," 

which was, and remained, the common creed of polity regard-

less of its form – aristocratic or democratic. 

 Jean Bodin  

Sovereignty is the absolute and perpetual power of the state. 
~ Jean Bodin 

French jurist and political philosopher Jean Bodin (1530–

1596) is widely credited with solidifying the concept of sover-

eignty in political thought. 
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Machiavelli had come close to the ideas of statehood. He 

was first to coin the term state (lo stato).  

Machiavelli was primarily interested in power and those 

who struggled for it. His use of the term state was permeated 

with governance: the state as ruler and associated machinery 

for exercising power. This was a personal view, not an insti-

tutional one. 

A public legal group – Politiques – sought to stem the tide 

of religious fanaticism that fueled the French religious war. 

Bodin became its best-known theorist. 

Bodin defined sovereignty as "the absolute and perpetual 

power of the state." He distinguished the government, which 

exercised sovereign power for a limited time, from the state, 

which had perpetual sovereignty. 

Bodin more clearly saw than anyone before him that the 

essence of sovereignty lay in the making of laws. 

In the Middle Ages, the law was cumulatively accreted by 

judges (common law), not crafted by legislators. It was 

thought a slow synthesis of the will of God, the law of Nature, 

and the immemorial custom of the land.  

Bodin made a revolutionary break in spurning the feudal 

system of diffuse authority to espouse centralized sover-

eignty. Boden perceived the limits of sovereignty as checked 

by divine and natural law. 

Bodin preferred monarchy to aristocracy or democracy be-

cause the indivisibility of authority seemed best safeguarded 

by 1 man. In several aspects, Bodin followed the philosophic 

logic laid out in Vindiciae. 

Bodin accepted religious diversity on philosophic grounds 

("the more the will of men is forced, the more it becomes ob-

stinate"), and opposed slavery as unjust. 

Bodin's bourgeois perspective was reflected in his views 

on property and war. He held that taxation without the con-

sent of the "estates" (i.e., property-owning men) was unjusti-

fiable. 

Although recognizing that "excessive wealth of the few 

and extreme poverty of the many" was a formula for revolu-

tion, conservative Bodin strongly opposed equality, as the 

foundation of the state is good faith, which equalization 

would subvert by sundering traditions. 



80 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

Bodin considered war destructive of human associations, 

both material and spiritual. War was only justified to repel 

aggression. 

Bodin's vision of a strong state, monarchial but not tyran-

nical, became the model for the French nation-state, in which 

the interests of the monarchy were allied with of the ascend-

ant merchant and middle classes against church and aristoc-

racy. This alliance between king and bourgeoisie was to last 

over 2 hundred years, until the French Revolution raised the 

fundamental issues of where sovereignty should reside, and 

how much economic inequity should be tolerated. 

Among all the causes of sedition and basic changes of the 
state, none is more important than excessive wealth of the few 
and extreme poverty of the many. ~ Jean Bodin 

 Thomas Hobbes  

I put for the general inclination of all mankind, a perpetual 
and restless desire of power after power, that ceaseth only in 
death. ~ Thomas Hobbes 

English sociologist and philosopher Thomas Hobbes 

(1588–1679) is best known for his political theories. His book 

Leviathan (1651) set the cornerstone of Western political phi-

losophy from the perspective of social contract theory: the 

rightful authority of the state over individuals. 

Fear and I were born twins. ~ Thomas Hobbes 

Hobbes paramount concern for order in society stemmed 

from his fear of violent death. Fear is a typical motivator for 

a conservative bent.  

Like Machiavelli, Hobbes lived in a time of scarcity and 

greed. Characterizing men as hostile and competitive was a 

no-brainer. Unlike Aristotle, Hobbes insisted that men were 

not naturally gregarious: that politics was a product of cul-

tural convention. 

The political philosophy espoused in Leviathan reflected 

the civil strife in England. Hobbes decamped to Paris when 

the English Civil War broke out in 1642.  



 Political Philosophy 81 
 

The war raged over the power of King Charles I versus an 

ascendant Parliament. Hobbes wrote Leviathan in Paris to 

support his royalist views. 

The obligation of subjects to the sovereign is understood to 
last as long, and no longer, than the power lasteth by which he 
is able to protect them. ~ Thomas Hobbes 

Hobbes' was utterly convinced that absolute monarchy 

was the best form of government. This owed to Hobbes' 

opinion of mankind. Hobbes considered the human condition 

absent any political order as destined to be "solitary, poor, 

nasty, brutish, and short." His infamous conclusion was 

homo homini lupus: "man is a wolf to man." 

Humans banded together only to protect themselves from 

the aggression of others. Civilization was a matter of self-de-

fense. 

Not believing in force is the same as not believing in 
gravitation. ~ Thomas Hobbes 

Hobbes saw self-interest and fear as the 2 primary driv-

ers of human behavior. His advocacy of despotism was a 

means to socially manage these motivations. To Hobbes, only 

absolute power could ensure societal order. 

In his time, Hobbes views appeared to be not far off the 

mark, especially considering the reaction to his work.  

Leviathan came to be viewed as the work of an atheist. 

The plague and the great fire of London in 1665–1666 were 

believed by many to be God's vengeance for harboring 

Hobbes. A motion was made in Parliament in 1666 to burn 

Hobbes at the stake as a heretic. King Charles II intervened 

to spare Hobbes, who went on to live to the ripe old age of 91. 

 It is not wisdom but Authority that makes a law. ~ Thomas 

Hobbes 

 John Locke  

The rule and standard for all law-making is the public good. 
~ John Locke 

In anticipating the direction in which sociopolitical 

thought was headed, English philosopher John Locke (1632–
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1704) was a widely influential. His fame gave him credit to 

nascent trends which he helped accelerate. 

The Age of Enlightenment was an intellectual movement 

in the 17th–18th centuries to reform society via rationality, 

challenging concepts rooted in tradition and faith. Ironically, 

Enlightenment thought placed indomitable faith in the idea 

of progress. Its proponents promoted empirical science, skep-

ticism, and intellectual exchange, in opposition to supersti-

tion, intolerance, and abuses of power by the church and 

state. Locke was one of the powerhouses in this so-called Age 

of Reason. 

Government has no other end but the preservation of prop-
erty. The end of law is not to abolish or restrain, but to preserve 
and enlarge freedom. ~ John Locke 

Classical liberalism as a political creed was hatched by 

Locke. Though there had been many socialists before Marx, 

there were no libertarians before Locke. 

The natural liberty of man is to be free from any superior 
power on Earth, and not to be under the will or legislative au-
thority of man, but to have only the law of Nature for his rule. 
~ John Locke 

Locke asserted that people had a right to their own paths, 

rather than imposition by authority. Locke challenged the di-

vine right of kings, and proposed self-governance: for and by 

the people. 

Every man has an immortal soul that is capable of eternal hap-
piness or misery. Its happiness depends on his believing and 
doing the things that he needs to believe and do if he is to obtain 
God’s favour – the things that are prescribed by God for that 
purpose. ~ John Locke 

Locke's logic was based upon his belief in a moral rela-

tionship between individual and God. Since life was a gift 

from God, all were equal before God.  

God having made man such a creature, that in his own judg-
ment, it was not good for him to be alone, put him under strong 
obligations of necessity, convenience, and inclination to drive 
him into society, as well as fitted him with understanding and 
language to continue and enjoy it. ~ John Locke 
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Hence, the natural condition of man was of freedom. 

Locke's insistence that there was a higher, natural law over 

the law of the state became an integral part of modern dem-

ocratic theology. 

Locke may have had his head in the clouds, but his polit-

ical feet were on solid ground. His take on "why men enter 

into society" was so mundane as to hit conservative bedrock. 

The reason why men enter into society is the preservation of 
their property. Where there is no property there is no injustice. 
~ John Locke 

Locke never considered the rather obvious implication of 

that last statement: "where there is no property there is no 

injustice" – that private property is the root of injustice, and 

thereby the material wellspring of evil. 

Locke's political philosophy enthralled 19th century util-

itarians. It echoed in the Declaration of Independence by the 

American colonies: "with certain inalienable rights." 

There is irony in this. Locke opposed the English colonies 

in the New World, as it risked depleting England of good peo-

ple. He also presciently feared that the colonies would be-

come independent of the mother country and compete with 

it. 

To love our neighbor as ourselves is such a truth for regulating 
human society, that by that alone one might determine all the 
cases in social morality. ~ John Locke 

Like many who followed in his philosophic footsteps, 

Locke was so optimistically idealistic as to sink into the 

swamp of naïveté. His stance that the state of Nature was of 

perfect freedom and equality ignored the altricial dependence 

in which we all exist from birth into adulthood, as well as 

disregarding the interdependence extant in society in his 

day.  

Idea is the object of thinking. ~ John Locke 

Locke's mental world of abstractions provided self-com-

forting thoughts that had no connection to the subjection and 

hardscrabble existence that most people lived in, which in-
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variably goes beyond impacting the quality of society to actu-

ally defining it. Like his characterization of politics, Locke's 

accounting of economics was utterly fictional. 

All wealth is the product of labor. ~ John Locke 

 Montesquieu  

Useless laws weaken the necessary laws. ~ Montesquieu 

French lawyer and political philosopher Montesquieu 

(1689–1755) is best remembered for his articulation of the the-

ory of separation of powers, which became a staple in many 

constitutions throughout the world. 

There is as yet no liberty if the power of judging be not sepa-
rated from legislative power and the executrix. ~ Montesquieu 

Separation of powers is a model for governance that di-

vides the functions of the state into branches. The typical di-

vision is tripartite: an executive, a legislature, and a 

judiciary, which Montesquieu promoted. Aristotle first men-

tioned the idea in his Politics. 

People have the government they deserve. ~ Montesquieu 

Montesquieu categorized government into 3 main forms: 

monarchy, which depends upon honor; republic (democracy), 

which has faith in the virtue of voters; and despotism, which 

relies upon fear for subjugation. 

Luxury ruins republics; poverty, monarchies. ~ Montesquieu 

 David Hume  
Nothing is more surprising than the easiness with which the 

many are governed by the few. ~ David Hume 

Scottish philosopher David Hume (1711–1776) was a 

staunch subjectivist, his philosophy founded upon skepti-

cism: not bothering to believe beyond what his senses in-

formed (of which he was also skeptical). The only thing that 

saved him from solipsism was the simple-mindedness of his 

skepticism. 

A wise man proportions his belief to the evidence. ~ David 

Hume 
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Hume's primary political significance stems from being a 

predecessor of the utilitarianism developed by Jeremy Ben-

tham a half century hence. Bentham gratefully acknowl-

edged Hume as his inspirational source. 

Public utility is the sole origin of justice. The rules of equity 
or justice depend entirely on the particular state and condition 
in which men are placed. By rendering justice totally useless, 
you thereby totally destroy its essence, and suspend its obliga-
tion upon mankind. ~ David Hume 

Like Hobbes, Hume pointed out that justice is not natu-

ral, only the product of human contrivance. There is no law 

beyond the extent of human society, which invariably leads 

to certain rules, the first of which is the sanctity of private 

property ("the ideas of property become necessary in all civil 

society"). 

Consent could not be the basis of a regular administration.  
~ David Hume 

Hume demolished the myth of social contract. Govern-

ment is founded by coercion, not consent. 

The love of dominion is so strong in the breast of man. When 
an artful and bold man is placed at the head of an army or fac-
tion, it is often easy for him, by employing, sometimes violence, 
sometimes false pretenses, to establish his dominion over a peo-
ple a hundred times more numerous than his partisans. By such 
arts as these, many governments have been established; and this 
is all the original contract which they have to boast of. The orig-
inal establishment (of government) was formed by violence, and 
submitted to from necessity.  

The face of the Earth is continually changing, by the increase 
of small kingdoms into great empires, by the dissolution of great 
empires into smaller kingdoms, by the planting of colonies, by 
the migration of tribes. Is there anything discoverable in all these 
events, but force and violence? Where is the mutual agreement 
or voluntary association so much talked of? ~ David Hume 

Once government is founded, people come to accept it: 

"habit soon consolidates what other principles of human na-

ture had imperfectly founded." 

The long continuance of that state (being ruled over), an 
incident common among savage tribes, inured the people to 
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submission. Obedience or subjection becomes so familiar, that 
most men never make any inquiry about its origin or cause, 
more than about the principle of gravity, resistance, or the most 
universal laws of nature. ~ David Hume 

Though he favored representative government, Hume 

questioned the ability of men to govern themselves. Men were 

easily "seduced" from their greater interest "by the allure-

ment of the present, often very frivolous temptations. This 

great weakness is incurable in human nature." 

All men are sensible of the necessity of justice to maintain 
peace and order; and all men are sensible of the necessity of 
peace and order for the maintenance of society. Yet, notwith-
standing this strong and obvious necessity, such is the frailty or 
perverseness of our nature! It is impossible to keep men, faith-
fully and unerringly, in the paths of justice. ~ David Hume 

Thus, the need for government, which, for Hume, has a 

sole purpose. 

We are to look upon all the vast apparatus of our government 
as having ultimately no other object or purpose but the distribu-
tion of justice. ~ David Hume 

As an extension of personal lust for power, Hume under-

stood the temptation of governments toward totalitarianism. 

 Liberty is the perfection of civil society; but still authority 
must be acknowledged essential to its very existence. In all gov-
ernments, there is a perpetual intestine struggle, open or secret, 
between authority and liberty; and neither of them can ever ab-
solutely prevail in the contest. ~ David Hume 

 Jean-Jacques Rousseau  

Civilization is a hopeless race to discover remedies for the 
evils it produces. ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

Genevan philosopher and composer Jean-Jacques Rous-

seau (1712–1778) was a keen moralist, and a fierce critic of 

18th-century French society. His political philosophy influ-

enced the 1789 French Revolution, which was the political 

culmination of the Age of Enlightenment. 
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Rousseau had an idealized imagining of human social 

evolution: from solitude to increasing interdependence. Rous-

seau's predominant interest was to find a way to preserve 

freedom in the interdependent complex that constituted mod-

ern society. 

The first man who, having fenced in a piece of land, said "this 
is mine," and found people naïve enough to believe him; that 
man was the true founder of civil society. From how many 
crimes, wars, and murders, from how many horrors and misfor-
tunes might not any one have saved mankind, by pulling up the 
stakes, or filling up the ditch, and crying to his fellows: "beware 
of listening to this impostor; you are undone if you once forget 
that the fruits of the earth belong to us all, and the earth itself to 
nobody." ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

The dimensions of this concern were both material and 

psychological; the latter of greater importance. Rousseau saw 

that people derived their sense of self from others, which he 

considered corrosive of freedom and individual authenticity. 

Our souls have been corrupted in proportion to the advance-
ment of our sciences and our arts toward perfection. ~ Jean-
Jacques Rousseau 

Fame came to Rousseau by his winning an essay compe-

tition in 1750. His Discourse on the Science and the Arts scan-

dalized Enlightenment contemporaries with the proposition 

that progress was counter-productive to human well-being. 

His follow-on essay, Discourse on the Origin of Inequality 

Among Men, served a 2nd helping. 

The extreme inequality of our ways of life, the excess of idle-
ness among some and the excess of toil among others, the ease 
of stimulating and gratifying our appetites and our senses, the 
overelaborate foods of the rich, which inflame and overwhelm 
them with indigestion, the bad food of the poor, which they of-
ten go without altogether, so that they over-eat greedily when 
they have the opportunity; those late nights, excesses of all 
kinds, immoderate transports of every passion, fatigue, exhaus-
tion of mind, the innumerable sorrows and anxieties that people 
in all classes suffer, and by which the human soul is constantly 
tormented: these are the fatal proofs that most of our ills are of 
our own making, and that we might have avoided nearly all of 
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them if only we had adhered to the simple, unchanging and sol-
itary way of life that nature ordained for us. ~ Jean-Jacques 
Rousseau 

Rousseau's arguments extended those of Machiavelli and 

Montesquieu about the growth of affluence and luxury lead-

ing to moral decline and loss of liberty.  

Rousseau's Stoic endorsement of simplicity, and severe 

criticism of increasing dependence on commodities, angered 

Age of Reason thinkers, whose trust in progress was bedrock 

to their beliefs. Voltaire declared that Rousseau wanted peo-

ple to "walk on all fours" like animals and act like savages. 

The ideal of the noble savage can be traced back to Tacitus 

(56–117), a Roman senator and historian, in reference to the 

Germanic tribes outside the Roman Empire. The phrase first 

appeared in English in the 1672 play by John Dryden: Con-

quest of Granada. 

I am as free as Nature first made man, 
Ere the base laws of servitude began, 
When wild in woods the noble savage ran. 

In many respects, Rousseau's sentiments bore a striking 

resemblance to the later indictment of Western civilization 

by Indian social leader Mahatma Gandhi. 

What do I think of Western civilization? I think it would be a 
very good idea. ~ Mahatma Gandhi 

Plato was a powerful influence on Rousseau in 2 respects. 

First was the conviction that political subjection is essen-

tially ethical, and only a matter of power and law secondarily. 

More importantly, Rousseau agreed with Plato that the com-

munity itself is the chief moralizing agency in polity, and so 

represents a society's moral value. Like Plato, Rousseau be-

lieved in the primacy of politics. 

The social pact, far from destroying natural equality, substi-
tutes, on the contrary, a moral and lawful equality for whatever 
physical inequality that nature may have imposed on mankind; 
so that however unequal in strength and intelligence, men be-
come equal by covenant and by right. ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 
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Rousseau perceived that civil society evolved for the pro-

tection of the property of a relative few. The institutionaliza-

tion of inequitable property rights put an end to self-

sufficiency and brought misery to the majority. 

From the moment it appeared advantageous to any one man 
to have enough provisions for two, equality too disappeared, 
property was introduced, for work became indispensable, and 
vast forests became smiling fields, which man had to water with 
the sweat of his brow, and where slavery and misery were soon 
seem to germinate and grow up with crops. ~ Jean-Jacques 
Rousseau 

Whereas Hobbes saw man evolving from a state of social 

enmity to civility through social contract over private prop-

erty, Rousseau envisioned the opposite: that natural gregar-

iousness gave way to social dissension through property, 

which created inequality and mutual dependence.  

The rich required the services of the poor, while the poor 

survived upon the leavings of the rich. As the discrepancy 

and social distinctions sharpened, the poor coveted the prop-

erty of the rich, the rich feared loss, which lead to the social 

conflict which Hobbes viewed as the natural, not evolved, 

state. 

Despite his cogent analysis, Rousseau was no socialist. 

He regarded property as a most sacred citizen right, though 

with no definite idea about its place in communal affairs. 

Like Plato, Rousseau's indictment of property was on 

moral grounds. His ideal was unrealistically idyllic: an eco-

nomic system based upon small farmers tilling their own 

tracts of land. 

No man has any natural authority over his fellow men.  
~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

In libertarian spirit, Rousseau considered consent as the 

basis for a just state but emphasized the importance of 

community along with the need to ensure individual freedom. 

This too was Platonic idealism. 

The State, in relation to its members, is master of all their 
goods by the social contract, which, within the State, is the basis 
of all rights. ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 
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Rousseau considered the making of just laws a problem 

beyond human ken. 

In order to discover the rules of society best suited to nations, 
a superior intelligence beholding all the passions of men 
without experiencing any of them would be needed. This 
intelligence would have to be wholly unrelated to our nature, 
while knowing it through and through. It would take gods to 
give men laws. ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

Rousseau thought a participatory democracy desirable, 

as it virtuously secured freedom, self-rule, and equality. 

What, then, is the government? An intermediary body estab-
lished between the subjects and the sovereign for their mutual 
communication, a body charged with the execution of the laws 
and the maintenance of freedom, both civil and political.  
~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

Rousseau firmly believed that freedom only occurred 

when people governed themselves and participated in the 

law-making process. Contrastingly, Rousseau considered 

parliamentary democracy a sham. 

The English people believes itself to be free. It is gravely mis-
taken. It is only free during the election of Members of Parlia-
ment. As soon as the Members are elected, the people are 
enslaved. ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

Eschewing anarchy, Rousseau grappled with devising a 

polity that would protect individual liberty while subscribing 

to social decency. He rejected representative institutions, 

which he viewed as creating factionalized competition. 

Rousseau despised competitiveness in both economics 

and politics, as competition killed cooperation and affiliative 

feeling for one's fellows. He rejected Locke's liberal formula 

of government as the vehicle of private property protection, 

seeing it as the means to entrench inequality under the pre-

tense of legal equity. 

Rousseau's conceptual conniptions came in trying to en-

sure personal freedom while ensuring equity and fostering 

moral virtue and community spirit. He admitted defeat. 

Were there a people of gods, their government would be 
democratic. So perfect a government is not for men. ~ Jean-
Jacques Rousseau 
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 The American Revolution  
Give me liberty or give me death! ~ American attorney, 

planter, and politician Patrick Henry in 1775 

The United States of America began in the early 17th 

century as an acquired appendage of Europe. Native 

Americans were slaughtered, and African slaves imported by 

European interlopers, who for decades considered the 

country a place to mine precious metals or reap a rich harvest 

of tobacco before returning to the Old World to retire to a life 

of luxury. In time, the settlers settled. By the 18th century, 

Americans began to think of their country as a place with a 

unique character and destiny of its own. 

Time wore at the bonds to the mother country. In their 

place sprouted new habits and ideals, and a cultural fabric 

spun from heritage, but with a strongly self-reliant weave. 

The British engendered autonomy with a prolonged pe-

riod of salutary neglect. John Adams accurately appraised 

the dynamic when he wrote "the revolution was effected be-

fore the war commenced. The revolution was in the minds 

and hearts of the people." 

The foremost impetus to revolt lie in British mercantilist 

policies. These had been long-standing. The oldest were pro-

scriptions in the mid-1600s against trade with any other 

country than England, or at the least through its ships. En-

forcement had been lax. Then came the Sugar Act of 1764 

and Stamp Act of 1765: designed not merely to regulate, but 

also siphon more from the colonies.  

The 7 Years' War (1756 –1763) more than emptied the 

British treasury. Since its North American theater (the 

French and Indian War (1754–1763)) had benefited America, 

many British politicians contended that the colonies ought to 

pay their share. 

The Stamp Act required that revenue stamps costing 

from a half penny to 20 shillings be affixed to all publications 

and public documents. The Stamp Act provoked revolt from 

those very people capable of organizing and carrying out a 

revolution: lawyers, bankers, and newspapermen. 
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Another cause of capital importance was British interfer-

ence with the interests of land-hungry colonists on the west-

ern frontier. A royal proclamation in 1763 and parliamentary 

amendment in 1774 swept away claims that the colonies had 

made for themselves. 

Europe was created by history. America was created by phi-

losophy. ~ Margaret Thatcher 

Like all revolutions, the American one got its vigor from 

ideology. Colonial political leaders drew their inspiration 

from English political philosophers of the 17th century, not 

contemporary thought. News did not travel fast on the fron-

tier, and philosophy was even slower. 

The republicanism of John Milton, James Harrington, Al-

gernon Sidney, and John Locke weighted heavily in the 

founding fathers' minds. From such sources were drawn the 

doctrines of natural law, social contract, no taxation without 

representation, and the right to revolt from subjection. 

In response to Britain's restrictive laws, called the Intol-

erable Acts by the colonial locals, the 1st Continental Con-

gress met in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 5 September–26 

October 1774. Attending delegates from 12 of the 13 colonial 

states were not of one mind as to what they were there to 

accomplish. Conservatives wanted a path to reconciliation. 

Radicals had in mind developing a new system of governance, 

independent of Britain. 

In the end, rather than precipitate rebellion by calling for 

independence, the 1st Congress called for a boycott of British 

goods. Further, if the Intolerable Acts were not repealed, the 

colonies would cease exports to Britain.  

Britain did not blink, and so the revolution began in early 

1775, putting paid to the whimsy that the threat of economic 

sanctions would suffice. 

The Continental Congress reconvened, again in Philadel-

phia, on 10 May 1775. Georgia did not at first attend but 

joined in July. 

The 2nd Congress managed the colonial war effort, acting 

as the de facto national government. 

At the start of hostilities, scarcely anyone considered au-

tonomy: a short-lived lack of vision. In less than a year of 
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fighting, the goal clarified into independence. Thomas 

Paine's widely read pamphlet Common Sense, first published 

in January 1776, was influential in focusing minds.  

A recent immigrant from England, Paine argued that 

America's destiny under the British crown was that of a 

leashed dog. Rebellion and independence were the only ra-

tional course. 

America is only a secondary object in the system of British 
politics, England consults the good of this country, no farther 
than it answers her own purpose. Wherefore, her own interest 
leads her to suppress the growth of ours in every case which 
doth not promote her advantage, or in the least interferes with 
it. A pretty state we should soon be in under such a secondhand 
government. ~ Thomas Paine 

To amplify alienation, Paine characterized the checks and 

balances in Britain's constitutional monarchy as innately in-

ane, and thereby its government necessarily dysfunctional. 

Paine's rant against royalty rang true to his readers. 

As the same constitution which gives the commons a power 
to check the king by withholding the supplies, gives afterwards 
the king a power to check the commons, by empowering him 
to reject their other bills; it again supposes that the king is wiser 
than those whom it has already supposed to be wiser than him. 
A mere absurdity!  

The state of a king shuts him from the world, yet the business 
of a king requires him to know it thoroughly; wherefore the dif-
ferent parts, by unnaturally opposing and destroying each other, 
prove the whole character to be absurd and useless. ~ Thomas 
Paine 

Paine's pamphlet pointed out the core creed that Ameri-

cans came to adopt as the irreducible division between soci-

ety and its governance. 

Society is produced by our wants, and government by wick-
edness; the former promotes our happiness positively by uniting 
our affections, the latter negatively by restraining our vices. The 
one encourages intercourse, the other creates distinctions. The 
first is a patron, the last a punisher. ~ Thomas Paine 

On 4 July 1776, the Congress issued an explanation as to 

why it had voted to declare independence from Great Britain 

2 days before. The Declaration of Independence was largely a 
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tale of woe: "the patient sufferance of these Colonies" from 

"repeated injuries and usurpations, all having in direct object 

the establishment of an absolute Tyranny over these States." 

The justification for independence was like a page lifted 

out of the natural law handbook. 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are cre-
ated equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain 
unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty, and the 
pursuit of Happiness. ~ American Declaration of Independ-
ence 

Going into war, the odds favored Britain. While the dis-

tance of the Atlantic Ocean was a logistical obstacle, superior 

firepower and resources were in Britain's favor. 

At the onset at least, many Americans were opposed to 

revolution. Enlistments lagged. Efforts to conscript troops 

met with resistance. 

Rather than raise taxes, which Americans abhorred, Con-

gress printed paper money to pay soldiers and meet other ob-

ligations. This provoked rampant inflation. 

The British might have swept to victory in 1777 if they 

had held to their original strategy. But General Howe aban-

doned the planned pincer which would have broken Ameri-

ca's incipient hopes. Instead of going north, Howe decided 

instead to head south and take Philadelphia. 

While the capture of Philadelphia was a blow, Howe's vic-

tory there allowed the Americans to crush the British army 

descending from Canada. This devastating defeat at Sara-

toga, New York in October 1777 persuaded France to back 

the Americans with warships and troops. 

Beginning in 1778, the British focused on the Deep South, 

hoping to capitalize on Loyalist sentiment there. Instead, 

their tactics – which included offering freedom to slaves who 

ran away – incited fierce opposition. 

Britain won many battles but gained little from their vic-

tories. Despite the hardships which led to frequent desertion, 

the Americans managed to form new forces and fight on.  

With the help of the French, the Americans wore the Brit-

ish down. In October 1781, a decisive victory by the Ameri-

cans at Yorktown, Virginia was the beginning of the end.  
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The defiant bluster of King George III to continue fighting 

was short-lived. Political support in London for pursuing the 

war plummeted as the British continued to suffer setbacks. 

Parliament voted on 27 February 1782 to cease offensive op-

erations and sue for peace.  

The Revolutionary War formally ended in September 

1783 with the Treaty of Paris. The British unilaterally ceded 

all native American lands to the United States: an unex-

pected gain of western territory that led to wars with the in-

digenes as American pioneers encroached upon their lands 

with no intention of cohabitation – confiscation without rep-

resentation. 

 The American Constitution  
Mankind are governed more by their feelings than by reason. 

~ American political philosopher Samuel Adams 

The American Revolution roiled with political and social 

upheaval. In drafting new constitutions, many states fell un-

der the influence of radicals like Thomas Paine and Samuel 

Adams. 

The natural liberty of man is to be free from any superior 
power on Earth, and not to be under the will or legislative au-
thority of man, but only to have the law of nature for his rule. 
~ Samuel Adams 

States' constitutions adopted in 1776 were not simple re-

placements of rule from the British. They aimed at radical 

societal reforms. 

Legislators attained supremacy. Governors lost their veto 

power, their terms limited to 1 year.  

In some states, elaborate checks and balances were 

erected to preclude any trace of despotism. Vermont, Penn-

sylvania, and Georgia went as far as establishing unicameral 

legislatures. 

Some states tore at the roots of aristocracy: attacking the 

traditional mechanisms of inheritance (primogeniture, en-

tails), quitrents, and tithes. Others abolished state churches 

or wiped out religious qualifications for holding office. 
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Radical economic legislation was enacted. States confis-

cated crown and loyalists' lands, divvying them out to small 

farmers and war veterans. After the war, several states 

passed laws to benefit the debtor classes. 

Each state retains its sovereignty, freedom, and independ-

ence…. ~ Articles of Confederation (1781) 

In 1781, the states approved Articles of Confederation 

that granted limited Congressional power, made no provision 

for a chief executive, and left it to individual states to levy 

taxes and raise troops. State sovereignty within a loose con-

federation reflected fear that a strong central government 

would lead to tyranny. 

The colonies were united only for the purpose of removing 

British meddling in their affairs. They had no interest in al-

lowing one to interfere with another. 

Inability to raise revenue meant that Congress could ac-

complish very little. Congress lacking any clout meant that 

states were free to fall into petty bickering and competition, 

which they quickly did. There were disputes over borders, 

river navigation rights, and interstate commerce. 

Conservative reaction to economic radicalism and enfee-

bled governance was not long in coming. Self-styled Federal-

ists agitated to convene a convention to create a constitution 

that gave power to a central government. 

The fundamental defect is a want of power in Congress. The 
confederation itself is defective and requires to be altered; it is 
neither fit for war nor peace. ~ New York Federalist Alexander 
Hamilton 

The majority of congressional delegates grudgingly 

agreed to a convention, and then proceeded to make every 

effort to limit its authority.  

The Constitutional Convention met in Philadelphia from 

25 May 1787 to 17 September 1787, ostensibly to revise the 

Articles of Confederation. Led by Virginian James Madison, 

Federalists had a grander scheme in mind all along.  
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 Philadelphia  

Philadelphia in 1787 was a compact city. All of the dele-

gates, wherever they stayed in town, were in easy walking 

distance to the State House where the convention was held. 

The fetor of Philadelphia was fierce, especially during the 

summer months. Butchers and tanners threw used carcasses 

into the creek, which had long before turned into an open 

sewer. 

The stench of rotting flesh combined with other industrial 

waste products, such as from soap boilers and brewers, as 

well as a constant flow of excrement seeping into the creek 

from neighboring privies. 

The pungent air complemented the contamination of the 

water supply, which made dysentery a constant danger, 

topped off by flies and other insects which bred in stagnant 

pools and offered their own discomforts. Yellow fever out-

breaks from mosquitos were a seasonal occasion. 

In the respects of urban squalor amid pockets of prosper-

ity and the leavings of free enterprise infected upon all in an 

unregulated state, Philadelphia well resembled other early 

American cities, and equally represented the outlines of gov-

ernance that issued from it in the form of a constitution. 

 

Many of the assumptions in Madison's Virginia Plan 

about the architecture of central government went unchal-

lenged. Foremost was a tripartite division of autonomous au-

thority, with built-in checks and balances: a bicameral 

legislature, an executive, and a judiciary.  

By this time, the aversion to an independent executive 

had been overcome, as states with governors beholden to the 

legislature were widely seen as a source of political paralysis. 

The potential power of a president remained a concern. 

Many wished to diffuse executive power by having it divided 

among 3 men. 

The potential problems with a 3-man executive, in addi-

tion to the supposition that the esteemed George Washington 

would be the 1st president, soothed enough delegates for a 

single executive to be a foregone conclusion. 
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The division of the legislature into 2 houses was uncon-

troversial. There was ample historical antecedent, in both 

Britain and colonial state legislatures, and experience had 

convinced delegates that an upper house was necessary to 

check the passions of populism. 

To say that the founding fathers' faith in democracy was 

alloyed would be understatement. While most every delegate 

would have counted himself a "republican," which meant 

against monarchy and for representative government, few 

advocated unmediated democracy. They feared mob rule 

more than they distained limiting suffrage along aristocratic 

lines. 

Money is power, and states ought to have weight in the gov-
ernment in proportion to their wealth. ~ delegate John 
Rutledge, later a supreme court justice 

A major dispute arose as to how to apportion the lower 

house of the legislature. Most delegates wanted a mixture 

that reflected property ownership as a proxy for wealth and 

population. The issue of property was dropped only owing to 

the difficulty in calculating its value and correlating it to rep-

resentation. 

There was generally little sentiment for political equality 

among Convention delegates, both with regard to voters and 

those who might run for office. Reports that some members 

of state legislatures had used their public office to escape pay-

ing private debts unsettled some. 

Concerned about corruption, delegates overwhelmingly 

favored finding some way to keep "bad men" out of office. 

Once more, the proposed proxy for solvency was owning prop-

erty, but the concern came to naught when it came to erecting 

an economic bar to running for office. 

Delegates generally accepted the desire of states with 

large numbers of slaves to somehow include them in the pop-

ulation count. A compromise was reached that a slave consti-

tuted 3/5th of a person; not altogether because African slaves 

were considered subhuman, but as a rough guess as to their 

supposed contribution to the economy of their state. 

Racism is a strong taboo in 21st century America, even as 

it still runs rampant as a societal current. The culture of 
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18th-century Europeans and their counterparts in the New 

World was nowhere near as circumspect. The conviction that 

non-white races were inferior was widespread. 

There was no dispute that the lower house should be di-

rectly elected. The upper house was a different matter. 

Few agreed with Madison that the upper house should be 

selected by the lower house, but neither did they like the idea 

of the upper house elected by popular vote. 

The reluctance to popularly elect the upper house (senate) 

was not altogether about voters' weak-mindedness. There 

was also a concern about a paucity of timely information. 

News disseminated slowly in the 18th century. Delegates 

noted that newspaper coverage of current events was typi-

cally sparse and often outdated. A fresh example was that 

local papers had little to say about the Convention despite its 

obvious historical importance. 

There was a good reason for the meager reportage of the 

Convention. There was little to report.  

The delegates swore themselves to secrecy about the pro-

ceedings. This allowed them the opportunity to float ideas, 

deliberate and disagree vehemently, but then reconcile with-

out risking later political repercussions. 

No constitution would ever have been adopted by the con-
vention if the debates had been public. ~ James Madison 

So much of the proposed constitution was a radical depar-

ture that the decision was made for senators to be selected by 

state legislatures, as it had been with delegates to national 

conventions. 

Then there was the prickly issue of how to apportion rep-

resentatives in the upper house. A committee formed to ham-

mer out various details recommended equal representation 

among the states. 

The larger states balked at giving equal power to smaller 

states. Appeasement came with 2 measures. 

The 1st was the requirement that revenue bills had to 

originate in the lower house and were not subject to modifi-

cation by the senate. This origination clause was later edited 

such that revenue bills could be amended in the upper house. 
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The 2nd was to make senators free agents: by giving each 

senator a vote, rather than each state delegation, and by hav-

ing 2 senators from each state. Through these measures, sen-

ators would presumably act on behalf of their state as a 

whole, rather than be mere agents of the state legislatures. 

Madison favored a "national" constitution. Many dele-

gates desired a "federal" system: a union of states under a 

central government, not a nation with centralized power ad-

ministered by the states. It was felt that the senate repre-

sented a federal character: not because senators were elected 

by state legislatures, but because each state was equally rep-

resented in the senate. 

While executive power was a worry going into the conven-

tion, granting too much power to the legislature became a 

concern as the Convention wore on. Madison suggested that 

the federal legislature (Congress) should be able to invalidate 

state laws. The idea found few takers, and so was dropped. 

Most delegates thought that there should be some mech-

anism to invalidate lousy laws passed by the Congress. The 

settled solution was to provide veto power to the president. 

Many also considered that a decent guard against the execu-

tive becoming beholden to an imperial legislature. 

How a president should be elected was one of the last ma-

jor issues to be resolved. Direct election was favored by few, 

including Madison. Besides the slow news dissemination is-

sue, there was concern that people would only vote for candi-

dates from their state or region. A vocal minority thought 

that state governors choosing the president was a good idea. 

The Virginia Plan called for the Congress to elect the 

president. Delegates from a majority of the states approved. 

The Committee recommended instead an electoral college, 

apportioned among the states as in the lower house, but cho-

sen by each state "in such manner as its legislature may di-

rect." 

The Committee explained that it feared "intrigue" if the 

president was selected by a small group of men who regularly 

met and were concerned about the independence of the exec-

utive if elected by the Congress. Thus, the electoral college 

was born – out of fear of direct democracy and as a hedge 

against official corruption. 
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In the English tradition, judges had been agents of the 

King, who represented his interests throughout the realm. 

Madison believed that a direct link between state executives 

and the judiciary was a source of corruption via patronage, 

so he opted for judges to be picked by the legislature. 

The general idea was to create an independent judiciary, 

despite there being no historical precedent for it. At the con-

vention, the agreed-upon compromise was that the president 

should choose judges, and the senate confirm them. 

I consent, Sir, to this constitution because I expect no better. 
~ convention delegate 

 Bill of Rights  

A Bill of Rights is what the people are entitled to against every 
government, and what no just government should refuse, or rest 
on inference. ~ Thomas Jefferson 

There was a glaring omission in the constitution: it had 

no bill of rights. The remedy was ratified in 1788 and came 

into force the next year. 

At the convention, a bill of rights was suggested by Vir-

ginian delegate George Mason, who favored explicit natural 

rights for both states and individuals. Yet not a single state 

delegation at the Convention supported the idea. 

Representative James Madison proposed 39 amendments 

to the constitution during the 1st session of Congress in 1789. 

Among them were provisions that became ratified as a bill of 

rights: guaranteeing certain personal freedoms, reserving 

some powers to the states and public, and placing certain lim-

its on the power of the central government in judicial and 

other proceedings.  

The bill of rights was largely eviscerated in time, as the 

national government shucked federalism and trampled on 

citizens' constitutional rights. The clarion epistle of the 

American constitution was that the founding fathers believed 

neither in democracy nor a right of all people to be free.  

There can be no legitimacy to a constitution that allows 

injustice to be institutionalized, nor to a government which 

denies the civility to which a constitution aspires. 
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 The French Revolution  
The French Revolution reinforced the role of the state. Au-

thority was harder, more peremptory; control, more centralized. 
~ American historian David Landes 

The 7 Years' War and American Revolutionary War put 

the French government deep in debt. It attempted to fill its 

coffers through regressive tax schemes. 

On top of overtaxation, years of bad harvests and rising 

food prices in the 1780s inflamed popular resentment over 

the privileges enjoyed by the clergy and aristocracy. In 1788, 

a severe winter brought famine to the countryside, resulting 

in riots in Paris over the price of bread. 

Desperate, King Louis XVI called for the Estates-General 

to convene. The Estates-General was a legislative body that 

had last met in 1614, 175 years prior. 

The Estates-General was organized into 3 Estates: the 

clergy, the nobility, and commoners (peasants and a burgeon-

ing middle class). The assemblage convened on 5 May 1789.  

The first task was for each Estate to verify its members' 

credentials. After doing so, the 3rd Estate (commoners) pro-

ceeded to declare themselves a National Assembly. 

The Assembly convened in June 1789 with the radical 

purpose of drafting a new constitution. King Louis XVI fu-

tilely tried to thwart the meeting. 

The finance minister, Jacques Necker, had earned the en-

mity of the French court for his overt manipulation of public 

opinion. On 11 July 1789, Necker publicly released an inac-

curate account of the state's debt, showing that the crown 

was not bankrupt as supposed. The king fired him for the de-

ception. 

Many Parisians presumed Louis' was doing his utmost to 

act against the Assembly. When they heard the news of Neck-

er's dismissal, they openly rebelled. 

Parisian paranoia was not without reason. The king ap-

peared ready to use force to disband the Assembly.  

On 14 July, the rebels overtook a well-stocked armory 

(Hotel des Invalides) and the medieval Bastille fortress in 

Paris, then used as a prison and ammunition depot. The 
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storming of the Bastille became an iconic flashpoint of the 

French Revolution. 

Civil authority deteriorated throughout the country as 

the spirit of popular sovereignty spread. Local militias 

formed. Granaries were robbed and manor houses overrun. 

Messages of support for the Assembly poured in from cit-

ies throughout the country. Seeing the ascendant power of 

the 3rd Estate, a majority of the clergy joined the Assembly, 

as did many noblemen.  

Men are born and remain free and equal in rights. Social dis-
tinctions can be founded only on the common good. ~ Decla-
ration of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen 

On 26 August 1789, the Assembly published the Declara-

tion of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen, which comprised 

a statement of principles rather than a constitution with le-

gal effect. The Declaration was based upon natural law: 

rights held to be universal at all times, especially equal pro-

tection under the law. 

Liberty consists of doing anything which does not harm oth-
ers: thus, the exercise of the natural rights of each man has only 
those borders which assure other members of the society the 
enjoyment of these same rights. These borders can be deter-
mined only by the law. ~ Declaration of the Rights of Man and 
of the Citizen 

The protections afforded in the Declaration did not apply 

to women or slaves. Slavery in France was outlawed in 1794. 

Universal suffrage for men (without property qualifications) 

was enacted in 1848. Women had to wait until 1945 for their 

chance to vote. Nature and natural law are not to be confused 

– the former is what is, whereas the latter is what patricians 

think the former ought to be. 

The Declaration was submitted by French aristocrat Gen-

eral Lafayette, who had fought for the United States in its 

Revolutionary War. He was helped in its drafting by his close 

friend, Thomas Jefferson. The inspiration and much of the 

content of the Declaration emanated from the ideals of the 

American Revolution. 
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While rebellion intensified, the National Assembly con-

tinued to meet, eventually crafting a constitution in 1791 

that established France as a constitutional monarchy. The 

king had to share power with an elected legislature, but still 

retained a royal veto and the ability to select ministers. 

The attempt to govern failed altogether. Its legacy was an 

empty treasury, an undisciplined military, and a people de-

bauched by safe and successful riot.  

Food shortages worsened. In 1792 the radical faction – 

Jacobins – seized power. 

They abolished the monarchy, proclaimed a republic, and 

began a Reign of Terror to eliminate political opposition. 

It is time that equality bore its scythe above all heads. It is 
time to horrify all the conspirators. So legislators, place Terror 
on the order of the day! Let us be in revolution, because every-
where counter-revolution is being woven by our enemies. The 
blade of the law should hover over all the guilty. ~ proclama-
tion of the French National Convention (5 September 1793) 

Over 41,000 people were executed; 16,594 via the "Na-

tional Razor" (guillotine). Many victims were nobility. The 

former king and queen were among them. 

Louis XVI lost his head on 21 January 1793. His wife, 

Marie Antoinette, got the chop on 16 October 1793. 

 Maximilien Robespierre  

If virtue be the spring of a popular government in times of 
peace, the spring of that government during a revolution is vir-
tue combined with terror: virtue, without which terror is de-
structive; terror, without which virtue is impotent. Terror is only 
justice prompt, severe and inflexible; it is then an emanation of 
virtue. The government in a revolution is the despotism of lib-
erty against tyranny. ~ Maximilien Robespierre 

French lawyer and politician Maximilien Robespierre 

(1758–1794) was a member of the Estates-General, the Na-

tional Assembly, and the Jacobin Club. Influenced by Mon-

tesquieu and Rousseau, Robespierre opposed slavery and the 

death penalty while supporting universal male suffrage, 

equal rights (for men), and establishment of a republic. 
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Robespierre was an exceptionally eloquent and compel-

ling speaker. In his speeches he often invoked moral virtues. 

Yet Robespierre was the mouthpiece of terror and became its 

effective leader. He was instrumental in creating a legal tri-

bunal that functioned as a court of condemnation, without 

need of witnesses. 

Understandably, paranoia infected French politics. Polit-

ical infighting intensified. 

The terror worm turned on Robespierre, who was con-

demned by his enemies on charges of tyranny. On 27 June 

1794 he was arrested. The next morning, he was tried and 

his head lopped off. 

 

The excesses of the Revolution abated. In 1795, a less rad-

ical constitution was enacted. Elected by the legislative as-

sembly, a 5-man council became the executive branch, known 

as the Directory. 

Despite the relative calm, the economy was still in sham-

bles, and the country was still at war. State finances were in 

disarray. The government covered its expenses only through 

plunder and extortion of tributes from foreign countries. If 

peace were made, the armies that returned home would face 

exasperation in losing their livelihoods, while the ambitions 

of generals would be turned inwards, to domestic conquest. 

The Directory turned out to be a nest of corruption. Its 

ineptness led to riots anew, which the army suppressed; led 

by Napoléon Bonaparte, who had his troops fire cannons on 

the Parisian mobs. 

In reaction, royalists were elected in 1797. The Directory 

rejected the results and retained power. 

On 9 November 1799, Napoléon staged a coup, which led 

to his dictatorship, and eventuated in his proclamation as 

emperor in 1804. Thus, Polybius' karmic wheel of politics 

turned in France. 
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 Immanuel Kant  

There is only one innate right: freedom (independence from 
being constrained by another's choice), insofar as it can coexist 
with the freedom of every other in accordance with a universal 
law. ~ Immanuel Kant 

Prussian speculative philosopher Immanuel Kant (1724–

1804) was a dyed-in-the-wool republican libertarian. To Kant, 

politics was a practical facet of morality. Politics should be 

subsumed by ethical values, not define them. 

Kant's moral universe was grounded in reason. He was 

utterly un-utilitarian in rejecting the satisfaction of desires 

as a basis for morals. Hence, Kant's system of ivory-tower ab-

stractions was in a different ethical constellation than con-

temporaneous English and French philosophers. 

In law a man is guilty when he violates the rights of others. In 
ethics he is guilty if he only thinks of doing so. ~ Immanuel 
Kant 

To Kant, ethical examination establishes the justness of 

political actions. Justice must be universal and can only be 

brought about by law. A coherent political order must there-

fore be a legal order.  

As in ethics, political policies ought to be based upon max-

ims capable as being formulated as universal laws. 

Any action is right if it can coexist with everyone's freedom 
in accordance with a universal law, or if on its maxim the free-
dom of choice of each can coexist with everyone’s freedom in 
accordance with a universal law. ~ Immanuel Kant 

Kant rejected any basis for a state to exist beyond grant-

ing freedom; an odd paradox, since the very nature of the 

state is to restrict freedom, especially certain forms of vio-

lence. Kant particularly argued that the welfare of people 

cannot be the basis of state power, as to do so would treat 

citizens as children (what is now called the "nanny state"); 

another odd paradox, as many adults act as wayward whelps. 

Freedom was not the only basis for principles underlying 

a state. He also asserted equality, albeit in limited form. 
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Individuals must be treated equally under the law, with-

out exception. Kant attacked feudal privilege and rejected 

slavery. 

Kant's equality was circumscribed to treatment under the 

law, not in participation. Kant regarded women as passive 

citizens, unfit to participate in political affairs.  

For Kant, active citizens were those who were financially 

independent. Dependents were "passive": unable to vote. 

Kant philosophically restricted voting rights to male prop-

erty owners, as others could not be expected to retain their 

convictions, lacking tangible interests. 

Republican government was Kant's ideal form. He differ-

entiated it from despotism, where the executive had law-

making power. Kant also distinguished republicanism from 

democracy, which could be despotic by functioning on the ba-

sis of majority rule. 

From such crooked wood as that which man is made of, noth-
ing straight can be fashioned. ~ Immanuel Kant 

Antithetical in his opinion of man's nature and mankind's 

potential, Kant believed that the history of humanity could 

be viewed as a progression toward morality and a perfect po-

litical constitution: the very premise which propelled the Age 

of Enlightenment. He asserted there was reason to believe 

that social evolution supported the ultimate goal of perpetual 

peace. 

For peace to reign on Earth, humans must evolve into new 
beings who have learned to see the whole first. ~ Immanuel 
Kant 

A philosophic idealist who barely pondered politics, Kant 

was unrepresentative of most German political thought.  

The continued attraction to Kant owes to his attempt to 

construct a political philosophy based on what ought to be. It 

differs diametrically with the Anglo-Saxon tradition of liber-

alism, which rejected Kant's paradoxical concept of imperfect 

humans evolving toward perfection. 

With the recent exception of Rawls, Kant was the end of 

the line in the social contract tradition of Hobbes, Locke, and 

Rousseau. Although a deep thinker, Kant's politics were sur-

prisingly naïve. 
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 Edmund Burke  
If civil society be the offspring of convention, that convention 

must be its law. ~ Edmund Burke 

Irish politician Edmund Burke (1729–1797) is generally 

considered the founder of modern conservatism, yet Burke 

expressed some liberal sentiments as well.  

Burke was a prolific writer over the long course of a polit-

ical career. The bulk of his writing was situational, not tracts 

of formulated political theory. 

People will not look forward to posterity who never look 

backward to their ancestors. ~ Edmund Burke 

A sentimental pragmatist who sometimes changed his 

mind, Burke had no coherent political philosophy, and had 

little knowledge about the history of philosophy. As is wont 

of conservatives, Burke revered tradition. 

Always acting as if in the presence of canonized forefathers, 
the spirit of freedom, leading in itself to misrule and excess, is 
tempered with an awful gravity. ~ Edmund Burke 

Burke's statements often reflected an emotionality only 

tentatively tethered to rationality. This too is common with 

conservatives. Burke went as far as questioning whether a 

stable political structure could be established solely on the 

basis of reason. Burke thought that rationality had its limits 

in understanding society. He repeatedly stressed emotional 

needs – awe, superstition, ritual, and honor – to secure the 

loyalty and support of those on whom social stability de-

pended. 

Owing to the inconsistencies of human proclivities and 

the complexities of society, Burke dismissed the idea that a 

facile encapsulation of human nature or political philosophy 

was constructive. To Burke there were no simple answers, 

even as he clung to signpost sentiments. 

Burke thought that the dignity of humans came through 

socialization. Obedience to society emanated not from self-

benefit, or a promise, but because people saw themselves an 

integral part of it.  
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Unsurprisingly, Burke revived the idea of social contract, 

extending it into the metaphysical. Burke's organic hypothe-

sis was much different from Locke's individualist conception. 

Society is indeed a contract. Subordinate contracts for objects 
of mere occasional interest may be dissolved at pleasure but the 
state ought not to be considered as nothing better than a part-
nership agreement in a trade of pepper and coffee, calico or to-
bacco, or some other such low concern, to be taken up for a 
little temporary interest, and to be dissolved by the fancy of the 
parties.  

It is to be looked on with other reverence; because it is not a 
partnership in things subservient only to the gross animal exist-
ence of a temporary and perishable nature. It is a partnership in 
all science; a partnership in all art; a partnership in every virtue, 
and in all perfection. As the ends of such a partnership cannot 
be obtained in many generations, it becomes a partnership not 
only between those who are living, but between those who are 
living, those who are dead, and those who are to be born.  

Each contract of each particular state is but a clause in the 
great primeval contract of eternal society, linking the lower with 
the higher natures, connecting the visible and invisible world, 
according to a fixed compact sanctioned by the inviolable oath 
which holds all physical and all moral natures, each in their ap-
pointed place.~ Edmund Burke 

Burke drew no clear line between society and the state, 

which serves as the guardian of civil virtues, and as noted, 

facilitates trade. Burke conceptually conjoined society, state, 

and government. In making the state out as the bearer of civ-

ilizations' values, Burk's idealization became characteristic 

of English idealists and Hegel.  

This is by contrast with Hume and other utilitarians. The 

word expedience was often on Burke's lips, but it hardly took 

the meaning of utility. 

Government is not made in virtue of natural rights. Govern-
ment is a contrivance of human wisdom to provide for human 
wants. ~ Edmund Burke 

Like Locke, Burke considered all authority a public trust. 

Otherwise, Burke dismissed other Lockeian fundamentals, 

including the notion of natural law and innate rights of an 
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individual as a "metaphysical abstraction" that failed to ac-

count for different societies. Like all philosophers, Burke was 

selective in the abstractions he curried with favor. Burke's 

bedrock conservatism shined with his esteem of social order 

as a value unto itself. 

Good order is the foundation of all things. To be enabled to 
acquire, the people, without being servile, must be tractable and 
obedient. They must respect that property of which they cannot 
partake. ~ Edmund Burke 

To ensure social stability, Burke considered continuity 

crucial, albeit allowing for incremental political evolution. 

This reflected a moderate conservative's true colors, as con-

trasted to "stand-pat" conservatives, who resist change. 

A disposition to preserve, and an ability to improve, taken 
together, would be my standard of a statesman. ~ Edmund 
Burke 

Burke emphasized community, but denied any corre-

sponding equal rights, either economically or politically. 

Burke accepted inequities as natural and unavoidable in any 

society. 

Burke was not beyond idealization. He stressed the soci-

etal need for an elite which enjoyed a privileged position be-

cause of its supposed contribution to the common good. 

We fear God; we look up with awe to kings; with affection to 
parliaments; with duty to magistrates; with reverence to priests; 
and with respect to nobility. It is natural to be so affected.  
~ Edmund Burke 

Despite, or perhaps because of, being from a lower social 

class, Burke venerated aristocracy. He never challenged the 

collective right of the aristocratic class to govern the British 

empire. 

Burke did not deny human rights. Instead, he imagined 

what he thought was right and found himself contented with 

that. 

Religion is the basis of civil society, and the source of all good 

and all comfort. ~ Edmund Burke 
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Burke scoffed at the separation of church and state. La-

dling medieval Catholic dogma, Burke practically united pol-

itics with religion. 

The consecration of the state by a state religious establish-

ment is necessary. ~ Edmund Burke 

In its aftermath, Burke opposed the French Revolution. 

He thought that the revolutionaries, by their "cant and gib-

berish of hypocrisy," created an ideology of savagery for the 

French people. Burke dismissed the French revolutionaries 

as zealots who never considered the long-term effects of what 

they did. He was more shaken by what happened to Marie 

Antoinette than the oppression of the people prior to the Rev-

olution. Thomas Paine's famous reply to this was that Burke 

"pities the plumage but forgets the dying bird." 

In contrast to the French Revolution, beginning in 1774, 

Burke expressed his support in the British parliament for the 

grievances of the American colonies over taxation without 

representation. The character of Americans – "this fierce 

spirit of liberty" – impressed him. 

The effect of liberty to individuals is that they may do what 
they please: we ought to see what it will please them to do, 
before we risk congratulations. ~ Edmund Burke 

Burke was skeptical of democracy. While admitting that 

it may be desirable theoretically, he insisted that in the Brit-

ain of his day it would be not only inept, but oppressive. 

Men are qualified for civil liberty in exact proportion to their 
disposition to put moral chains upon their own appetites. ~ Ed-
mund Burke 

Burke opposed democracy because he thought the com-

mon man lacked the intelligence and breadth of knowledge 

needed and could be easily aroused to dangerous passions by 

demagogues. Burke also feared the tyranny of majority rule. 

In a democracy, the majority of the citizens is capable of ex-
ercising the most cruel oppressions upon the minority. ~ Ed-
mund Burke 

From 1796, Burke criticized the oppression, exploitation, 

and misrule of India by the East India Company. To Burke, 



112 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

India was an ancient civilization whose traditions and cus-

toms were to be respected. 

The only thing necessary for the triumph of evil is for good 

men to do nothing. ~ Edmund Burke 

 William Godwin  

Above all we should not forget that government is an evil, a 
usurpation upon the private judgment and individual con-
science of mankind. ~ William Godwin 

Seeds of anarchy and communism were sown by English 

social philosopher, novelist, and religious dissenter William 

Godwin (1756–1836). Godwin was an idealistic libertarian: an 

intellectual product of the Enlightenment who believed in the 

rationality of man, and hence the prospect of his perfection. 

One of the prerogatives by which man is eminently distin-
guished from all other living beings inhabiting this globe of 
Earth, consists in the gift of reason. Perfectibility is one of the 
most unequivocal characteristics of the human species. ~ Wil-
liam Godwin 

In 1793, with the French Revolution in full swing, Godwin 

published Enquiry Concerning Political Justice. The first 

part of the book was an anarchist critique of the state, under 

the acknowledged sway of Burke. The rest of the book pro-

vides Godwin's vision of how a society with minimal govern-

ment might work, revealing Godwin's utilitarian streak as 

well as his taste for anarchy. 

Godwin advocated neither the abolition nor "communali-

zation" of property. He considered property a sacred trust 

that should be at the disposal of those who need it. 

The doctrine of the injustice of accumulated property has 
been the foundation of all religious morality. Its most energetic 
teachers have taught the rich that they hold their wealth only as 
a trust. ~ William Godwin 

This was his communistic concession. Yet Godwin was no 

socialist. He was instead very much an individualist. 

Everything understood by the term cooperation is in some 
sense an evil. ~ William Godwin 
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Godwin rejected conventional government as inherently 

tyrannical. He argued that social institutions fail because 

they impose norms which make it impossible to see things as 

they are. 

Whenever government assumes to deliver us from the trouble 
of thinking for ourselves, the only consequences it produces are 
those of torpor and imbecility. ~ William Godwin 

 Mercantilism  

The Christian view of economics in the Middle Ages was 

one of deprecation. The focus was on the next world, not this 

one. Into the 18th century, the Protestant work ethic had yet 

to permeate western culture in extoling the spiritual value of 

earthly endeavors. 

Agrarian economies pervaded the 18th-century world. In 

Europe, a sizable aristocracy and nobility fed off the land and 

its peasant tillers with relative ease. The skilled trades were 

circumscribed by guilds, which above all protected its mem-

bers. 

The discovery of the New World and attendant colonial-

ism, both west and east of Europe (the Americas and Asia), 

wrought significant societal changes. Widescale emigration 

facilitated more open societies in Europe, as the ruling class 

had incentive to reform so as to render society more livable. 

Colonialism fueled the rise of nation-states. As the spoils 

of new territories became apparent, the military means for 

conquest and defense grew paramount. This spurred techno-

logical innovation in many corners, and in the minds of men. 

Most poignantly, the discovery of the New World fired the 

imagination, leading to questioning established maxims.  

Concepts of polity and political economy were affected by 

this gyre of societal changes. The knee-jerk response was 

mercantilism: promoting governmental regulation of the 

economy to augment state power and thereby be able to best 

rival nations.  

Mercantilism was the dominant policy of European gov-

ernments from the 16th century into the 18th. It intended to 

provide the means for countries to compete at the national 

level. Around the world, a mercantilist mentality lingers in 
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statist politicians to this day. American President Donald 

Trump is exemplary (even as Trump is schizophrenically 

statist in his authoritarian reflexes and anarchist in his de-

struction of effective governmental power). 

The prime dictate of mercantilism was accumulation of 

monetary reserves through a positive balance of trade, par-

ticularly of manufactured goods. Policies directed to this goal 

motivated colonial expansion, and frequently led to war. 

High tariffs were a ubiquitous centerpiece of mercantilist 

policy. Other tactical policies aimed at enriching state coffers 

included restricting domestic consumption through non-tar-

iff trade barriers, limiting wages, export subsidies, and ban-

ning the export of precious metals (silver and gold). 

This political emphasis pushed innovation, beginning 

with ways to generate and apply mechanical power as a 

means to empower more production. The steam engine was a 

key component of industrial development, as it allowed fac-

tories to be located where waterpower was unavailable. 

The elites in ancient times afforded affluence by owning 

slaves. The antebellum American South illustrated how slav-

ery discourages practical scientific progress. The South's 

technological backwardness practically guaranteed its loss to 

the North in the Civil War. 

In a very real sense, machines are modern slaves: a sub-

stitute of metal for flesh and bone. During industrialization, 

this replacement meant displacement of manpower.  

The advent of the machine age begat what Austrian 

American economist Joseph Schumpeter called "creative de-

struction": destroying old ways and creating new ones. Espe-

cially for experienced workers, this meant livelihood losses 

by devaluing traditional skills. It also meant lower wages, as 

there was a surfeit of labor. 

These developments kicked exploitation of every sort into 

a higher gear: the paradoxical practice of being inhumane in 

the ostensible service of humanity. The societal effects were 

to reverberate to present day.  
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 Adam Smith  
The 1st duty of the sovereign is that of protecting the society 

from the violence and invasion of other independent societies.  
The 2nd duty of the sovereign is that of protecting, as far as 

possible, every member of the society from the injustice or op-
pression of every other member of it, or the duty of establishing 
an exact administration of justice.  

The 3rd and last duty of the sovereign or commonwealth is 
that of erecting and maintaining those public institutions and 
those public works, which, though they may be in the highest 
degree advantageous to a great society, are, however, of such a 
nature, that the profit could never repay the expense to any in-
dividual or small number of individuals, and which it therefore 
cannot be expected that any individual or small number of in-
dividuals should erect or maintain. ~ Adam Smith 

Scottish moral philosopher Adam Smith (1723–1790) is re-

membered as an apostle of capitalism. His 2nd book, An In-

quiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations 

(1776), earned him everlasting fame and enormous influence. 

His espoused policies were generally adopted in 19th century 

Britain. 

Smith was not the first to write a systematic treatise on 

economics. That distinction belongs to Scottish economist 

James Steuart, who published An Inquiry into the Principles 

of Political Economy in 1767. Steuart's book harkened back 

to the mercantilist era, and so was largely forgotten. 

Governments in Smith's day were wasteful and ineffi-

cient, misdirecting resources, with poor taxation practices 

and stifling regulations on both the economy and society. The 

major goal of social philosophers at the time was figuring 

ways to reduce the extent and custom of inept government in 

all areas.  

Smith's mode of thinking in this regard was conventional. 

What was exceptional about Smith was his fantastic opti-

mism about the positive consequences of what self-interested 

individuals could create. Whereas mercantilists regarded a 

country's resources as properly serving the state, Smith 

thought that a nation's economic engine was fueled through 

the efforts of individuals, and so these people were the ones 

who deserved its fruits.  
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That was just the warm-up. Smith went much further: 

stepping through the looking glass to ludicrously claim that 

selfishness was a societal good. 

Every individual, by pursuing his own interest, frequently 
promotes that of the society more effectually than when he 
really intends to promote it. ~ Adam Smith 

This irrationality sanguinely squared the circle for Smith: 

that unfettered enterprise was the formula for "universal op-

ulence"; a reality never realized anywhere in the nearly 3 

centuries since Smith fantasized his economic utopia. In-

stead, the maturation of capitalism as an exercise in self-in-

terest has witnessed the growth of egregious inequities in 

every society where it is practiced.  

Smith prescribed the role of government as largely lim-

ited to protecting property, succoring commerce, and picking 

up the tab where 'free' enterprise faltered, including "the au-

thority of the state regularly employed in the enforcing the 

payment of debts." 

After the public institutions and public works necessary for 
the defense of the society, and for the administration of justice, 
the other works and institutions of this kind are chiefly those for 
facilitating the commerce of the society, and those for promot-
ing the instruction of the people. ~ Adam Smith 

 Jeremy Bentham  
It is the greatest happiness of the greatest number that is the 

measure of right and wrong. ~ Jeremy Bentham 

English philosopher, economist, and theoretical jurist 

Jeremy Bentham (1748–1832) developed utilitarianism, 

which considers morality a matter of utility: the measure of 

goodness being what does the greatest number well. Politi-

cally, the thrust of his approach was to try to ensure social 

stability through respect for individual rights and provide a 

modicum of economic security for all. 

In his time, Bentham was a political radical. He advo-

cated personal liberty, freedom of expression, equal rights for 

women, decriminalization of homosexuality, separation of 
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church and state, and the abolitions of slavery, the death pen-

alty, and physical punishment, including of children. Ben-

tham was an early proponent of animal rights. 

Though strongly in favor of individual freedom, Bentham 

considered natural law "nonsense upon stilts." In a nod to 

practicality, property was neither natural nor inviolable. 

Bentham also rejected the notion of social contract as chi-

mera. The binding force of societal contract came from the 

government, not vice versa. 

The notion of an actually existing unconnected state of nature 
is too wild to be seriously admitted. ~ Jeremy Bentham 

Bentham sensed danger in social contract theory, and 

natural law, as justifying unwarranted governmental inter-

ference. For Bentham, the principle of utility provided the 

basis for all moral and political obligations. 

A devout rationalist, Bentham was an atheist and de-

nounced organized religion. His hatred of religion intensified 

as he aged. 

Bentham's ideas influenced the development of welfar-

ism: a school of thought based on the premise that policies 

and acts should be evaluated on the basis of their conse-

quences. Welfarism is a form of consequentialism, which 

holds that the consequences of conduct are the ultimate basis 

for judging their moral value. The nutshell of consequential-

ism is that the ends justify the means. 

The basic premise of utilitarianism is that humans seek 

happiness, and that right action produces the most satisfac-

tion for the greatest number. Utilitarianism dominated Eng-

lish political thought from the 1750s for a century. 

Utilitarianism was recycling of Epicureanism, the philos-

ophy of ancient Greek philosopher Epicurus, which held that 

pleasure and pain are the metrics of good and evil. Epicurus 

held that the purpose of philosophy was to attain a tranquil 

life, with peace of mind and free of fear. 

Nature has placed mankind under the governance of 2 sover-
eign masters, pain and pleasure. It is for them alone to point out 
what we ought to do, as well as to determine what we shall do. 
On the one hand the standard of right and wrong, on the other 
the chain of causes and effects, are fastened to their throne. They 
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govern us in all we do, in all we say, in all we think: every effort 
we can make to throw off our subjection, will serve but to 
demonstrate and confirm it. ~ Jeremy Bentham 

Bentham contended that humans were by nature hedon-

ists. He thought that government should be structured to 

maximize individual happiness. Liberty was secondary. The 

state was a contrivance for fulfilling the needs of citizens. 

Bentham's greatest contribution was in the field of legis-

lation and jurisprudence. He opposed incomprehensibility in 

legal code. Laws should be able to be understood by an aver-

age individual. 

The power of the lawyer is in the uncertainty of the law.  

~ Jeremy Bentham 

Bentham opposed judicial interpretation of the law, as it 

created inconsistent precedents. Instead, laws should be 

carefully drafted, and terms spelled out, giving little scope for 

judicial elaboration. 

Bentham advocated litigation reform to reduce its ex-

pense and occurrence. He thought that disputes ought to be 

settled in the way a judicious father handles family disputes: 

by considering all the facts from anyone with information to 

contribute. Punishment should be in accordance with the 

consequence of the crime, namely, the number of people af-

fected. 

Bentham appreciated the laissez-faire economic theories 

of Adam Smith and went to the next level. In Defence of 

Usury (1787), Bentham argued that market forces alone 

should set interest rates. 

Bentham was against colonialism, viewing it as bad for 

both colonizers and colonies. He advocated self-government 

on utilitarian principles. Bentham considered war as the 

chief cause of human suffering. 

Bentham also opposed an interventionist foreign policy, 

arguing that international harmony among peoples was only 

possible if economic interdependence was recognized and ac-

cepted. While Smith mystically defended laissez-faire by ap-

pealing to the guiding hand of providence, Bentham justified 

the doctrine on utilitarian grounds. 
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When push came to shove, Bentham's utilitarianism 

overrode his laissez-faire inclinations. He demanded a ceiling 

on grain prices during shortages, favored protection for small 

producers, and wanted government action to control infla-

tion. Bentham insisted that government should provide sub-

sistence for the indigent through public works projects, as a 

steppingstone to joining the working poor in the labor mar-

ket. 

Bentham had a Hobbesian sense about what human life 

would be without legal sanctions. Law ensured security for 

society and economy. 

Experience taught Bentham to question the infallibility 

of his hypotheses. Practical obstacles as well as theoretical 

ones diluted his fervor. These included a lack of government 

statistics upon which to base policy, and the apathy and in-

ertia of English bureaucracy. Ambiguity in what utility actu-

ally meant was a conceptual sticking point. 

Bentham advanced several concepts central to the liberal 

agenda of the 19th and 20th centuries. These included free 

speech and an unfettered press, support for the rule of law, 

faith in democracy, universal suffrage, and freedom of trade 

and emigration. 

Bentham retained Lockean liberty with due regard for 

property, but suggested gradual redistribution of wealth via 

inheritance tax, so that the poor had some economic security, 

while the rich did not feel threatened. In this, Bentham laid 

the foundation for the welfare state. 

 

The French Revolution accented the political divisions 

within Europe: democrats became more radical, conserva-

tives more reactionary. Reform in England was delayed for a 

generation, but the war with France did not staunch the 

spread of liberalism, which had its vital roots in the parlia-

mentary victories in the English Civil War and Glorious Rev-

olution, capped by the Bill of Rights in 1689, which 

established Britain's modern constitutional monarchy, and 

served as an inspiration for the United States Bill of Rights. 
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By contrast, the political philosophy emanating from the 

French Revolution seemed to threaten the foundation of es-

tablished order on the continent. Napoléon perversely solidi-

fied the autocratic inclinations of the Germans. 

Enthusiasm for liberal French ideals had been strong 

among the middle classes and peasants in Germany. If the 

victorious Napoleonic armies had followed up demolishing a 

millennium of German feudalism with creating a German re-

public, European history would have been much different. In-

stead, the French, having entered Germany as torchbearers 

of liberty, left as enemies of the German people. The German 

ruling classes were thus able to discredit democracy and its 

liberal ideals. This left the orthodoxy of German authoritari-

anism intact. Whence came Hegel. 

 Georg Hegel  

The German spirit is the spirit of the new world. ~ Georg 
Hegel 

German philosopher Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel 

(1770–1831) was a deep thinker with strong biases. For Hegel, 

there was a natural order of "inherent rationality." 

What is rational is actual and what is actual is rational.  

~ Frederic Hegel 

In the political realm, the natural order is found in the 

power of the state.  

The nation-state is mind in its substantive rationality and im-
mediate actuality and is therefore the absolute power on Earth. 
It follows that every state is sovereign and autonomous against 
its neighbours. ~ Georg Hegel 

Individual freedom is not found the ability to do what one 

pleases. On the contrary. 

The state is the actuality of concrete freedom. In duty the in-
dividual acquires his substantive freedom. 

Virtue is the ethical order reflected in the individual character 
so far as that character is determined by its natural endowment. 
When virtue displays itself solely as the individual's simple con-
formity with the duties of the station to which he belongs, it is 
rectitude. ~ Georg Hegel 
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For Hegel, "the state is absolutely rational" but its sub-

jects are not assuredly so; thus, democratic participation 

could represent an infection of irrationality. 

To hold that every single person should share in deliberating 
and deciding on political matters of general concern on the 
ground that all individuals are members of the state, that its con-
cerns are their concerns, and that it is their right that what is 
done should be done with their knowledge and volition, is tan-
tamount to a proposal to put the democratic element without 
any rational form into the organism of the state, although it is 
only in virtue of the possession of such a form that the state is 
an organism at all. ~ Georg Hegel 

Hegel declared democracy a silly idea. 

This idea comes readily to mind because it does not go be-
yond the abstraction of "being a member of the state," and it is 
superficial thinking which clings to abstractions. The rational 
consideration of a topic, the consciousness of the idea, is con-
crete and to that extent coincides with a genuine practical sense. 
~ Georg Hegel 

Eschewing false freedom to do as one pleases, Hegel ex-

plained how a virtuous ethical order can only be attained by 

individuals serving the state, whereby winning their real 

freedom. 

Since the laws and institutions of the ethical order make up 
the concept of freedom, they are the substance or universal es-
sence of individuals, who are thus related to them as accidents 
only. Whether the individual exists or not is all one to the ob-
jective ethical order. It alone is permanent and is the power reg-
ulating the life of individuals. Thus the ethical order has been 
represented by mankind as eternal justice, as gods absolutely 
exist, in contrast with which the empty business of individuals 
is only a game of see-saw. 

Duty is a restriction only on the self-will of subjectivity. It 
stands in the way only of that abstract good to which subjectivity 
adheres. When we say: "We want to be free," the primary 
meaning of the words is simply: "We want abstract freedom," 
and every institution and every organ of the state passes as a 
restriction on freedom of that kind. Thus duty is not a restriction 
on freedom, but only on freedom in the abstract, i.e. on 
unfreedom. Duty is the attainment of our essence, the winning 
of positive freedom. ~ Georg Hegel 
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However keen or disinterested Hegel's appreciation of 

diplomacy may have been, he considered the savagery of war 

rational. 

If states disagree and their particular wills cannot be 
harmonized, the matter can only be settled by war. War is not 
to be regarded as an absolute evil or something which ought not 
to be. ~ Georg Hegel 

It is hard to imagine how anyone with a lick of sense took 

Hegel seriously, as his abounding abstractions were mired in 

fantasy; but appealing ideas have a way of solidifying in 

men's minds to give them a vitality entirely underserved. As 

such, Hegel was quite influential, particularly his dialectic 

method of argumentation, whereby concepts negate them-

selves via internal contradictions: as if logical dissonance 

acts to torture out the truth. Marx applied Hegel's dialectic 

to social and economic processes.  

Hegel's unshakable but paradoxical faith in human 

rationality resonated with later thinkers who sought to hope 

that societies could be logically structured for the benefit of 

all. Hegel planted the seeds that sprouted Marxist socialism, 

and which later took actual form in totalitarian communism, 

which was actually nothing more than naked tyranny in 

socialist garb. 

 The Dream of Democracy  
A democracy is a government in the hands of men of low 

birth, no property, and vulgar employment. ~ Aristotle 

Every revolution has for its beating heart a figment that 

indispensably inspires those that strive for its success. The 

men that led the English, American, and French revolutions 

looked upon democracy as a culmination of man's struggle for 

freedom: a vacuous notion with no basis in actuality, as civi-

lization is defined by an entanglement of endeavor, and gov-

ernment an erratic check on freedom (erratic in sanctioning 

certain inequities while proscribing others). 

Democracy is a charming form of government, full of variety 
and disorder, and dispensing a sort of equality to equals and 
unequals alike. ~ Plato 
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As long as democracy was only a dream, it was impossible 

to appraise its viability. Discussions of democracy, from Plato 

to Rousseau and Burke, suffered from a sense of unreality in 

whether it would work. 

In a true sense of the term, there has never been a true 
democracy, and there never will be. It is contrary to the natural 
order that the greater number should govern and the smaller 
number be governed. ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau, in tribute to 
tribal power via numerics 

The majority is the best way, because it is visible, and has 
strength to make itself obeyed. Yet it is the opinion of the least 
able. ~ French Christian philosopher Blaise Pascal 

Democracy is based upon the conviction that there are 
extraordinary possibilities in ordinary people. ~ American 
clergyman Harry Emerson Fosdick 

Democracy's defenders often saw it as a paradise within 

reach of rational men. Its opponents predicted it would lead 

to the destruction of society and decent moral values.  

Tyranny naturally arises out of democracy. ~ Plato 

Various early thrusts toward democracy failed. The Puri-

tan Revolution in the 1640s (aka English Civil War) had a 

democratic inspiration but crumpled back to monarchy. 4 

decades later, the Glorious Revolution of 1688 established an 

active parliament, albeit aristocratic rather than democratic. 

18th-century England welcomed liberal aristocrats like 

Montesquieu, but had no room for radical democrats like Tom 

Paine, who had to flee his native land after defending the 

French Revolution against its assault by Edmund Burke. 

The French Revolution, which began with little violence 

in 1789, ceased its ersatz democratic experiment a decade 

later when Napoléon established a military dictatorship on 

the way to rolling his own brand of monarchy. 

Napoléon's 1814 abdication led to the reactionary rule of 

the Bourbons, who attempted a reversion to kingship by di-

vine right via alliance with the clergy and aristocracy. That 

monarchial exercise ended with the July Revolution of 1830, 

establishing a constitutional monarchy that secured sociopo-

litical ascendancy for the bourgeoisie (upper middle class). 

That at least opened the way for popular government. 
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A democracy is nothing more than mob rule, where 51% of 
the people may take away the rights of the other 49. ~ Thomas 
Jefferson 

America's founding fathers sought to temper majority 

rule by distorting its representational power: awkwardly 

aiming at a ruling class a cut above the common man by mak-

ing land more important than people in the upper house of 

the legislature (the senate), and by indirect election of the 

president: with votes going to electors of the party a candi-

date is in, not the candidate himself. Thus, the United States 

was designed as a diluted democracy. 

If voting made any difference they wouldn't let us do it.  

~ Mark Twain 

Distrust is the marrow in the body of democracy. It runs 

both ways. Politicians are always wary of the public's capac-

ity for comprehension. Conversely, citizens' confidence in pol-

iticians' competence is ever shaky.  

This picture of the blind leading the blind is an apt por-

trait of the Collective.* It certainly is no advertisement that 

democracy is a sensible political system. 

 Alex de Tocqueville  
The main evil of the present democratic institutions of the 

United States does not arise, from their weakness, but from their 
overpowering strength. I am not so much alarmed at the exces-
sive liberty which reigns in that country, as at the very inade-
quate securities which exist against tyranny. ~ Alex de 
Tocqueville 

French political scientist, historian, and politician Alex 

de Tocqueville (1805–1859) had a liberal aristocratic back-

ground. He spent 9 months in the United States (1831–1832), 

ostensibly to study its prisons. From that experience de 

Tocqueville wrote a keen analysis of the vitality, excesses, 

and potential of American democracy.  

 
* The Collective are the great mass of humanity, unwashed of ig-

norance and often bereft of moral virtue. 
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I know no country in which there is so little true independ-
ence of mind and freedom of discussion as in America. ~ Alex 
de Tocqueville 

de Tocqueville's 2-volume Democracy in America (1835, 

1840) was a seminal work of sociology and political science; 

an impressively prescient accomplishment for a man barely 

30 years old when the 1st volume was published. His the-

matic intent – that a properly organized society could retain 

liberty in a democracy – became flotsam in what he found. 

The taste which men have for liberty, and that which they feel 
for equality, are, in fact, 2 different things; and I am not afraid 
to add, that, among democratic nations, they are 2 unequal 
things. ~ Alex de Tocqueville 

de Tocqueville understood that the federalism upon 

which America's founding fathers had hoped would lend itself 

to largely local control was contradicted by democratic forces, 

which tended toward centralization. 

Almost all the able and ambitious members of a democratic 
community will labour without ceasing to extend the powers of 
government, because they all hope at some time or other to 
wield those powers. It is a waste of time to attempt to prove to 
them that extreme centralization may be injurious to the State, 
since they are centralizing for their own benefit. ~ Alex de 
Tocqueville 

de Tocqueville noted the paradoxical lust for and resent-

ment of power in a democratic system. This is reflected today 

in the low opinion the public has of government; the very 

same public that constantly lobbies to siphon as much lever-

age and largesse out of the government that it can. 

Democratic nations often hate those in whose hands the cen-
tral power is vested; but they always love that power itself.  
~ Alex de Tocqueville 

The most chilling foretelling by de Tocqueville was the 

nascent socioeconomic inequality which he witnessed under 

the American political system. 

Not only are the rich not compactly united among them-
selves, but there is no real bond between them and the poor. 
The poor have few means of escaping from their condition and 
becoming rich. 
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The manufacturer asks nothing of the workman but his la-
bour; the workman expects nothing from him but his wages. 
The one contracts no obligation to protect, nor the other to de-
fend; and they are not permanently connected either by habit 
or by duty. 

The territorial aristocracy of former ages was either bound by 
law, or thought itself bound by usage, to come to the relief of 
its serving-men, and to succor their distresses. But the manufac-
turing aristocracy of our age first impoverishes and debases the 
men who serve it, and then abandons them to be supported by 
the charity of the public. This is a natural consequence of what 
has been said before. Between the workman and the master 
there are frequent relations, but no real partnership. 

The manufacturing aristocracy which is growing up under our 
eyes, is one of the harshest which ever existed in the world. If 
ever a permanent inequality of conditions and aristocracy again 
penetrate into the world, it may be predicted that this is the 
channel by which they will enter. ~ Alex de Tocqueville 

Despite this, de Tocqueville could not betray his liberal 

heart. He retained an unsupported optimism that the world 

of man was perfectible, and that democracy was the instru-

mental polity by which such perfection may be attained. As 

history has shown, his apprehensions were truer than his 

hopes. 

I am full of apprehensions and of hopes. I perceive mighty 
dangers which it is possible to ward off – mighty evils which 
may be avoided or alleviated; and I cling with a firmer hold to 
the belief, that for democratic nations to be virtuous and pros-
perous they require but to will it. ~ Alex de Tocqueville 

 

A healthy democracy requires a decent society; it requires 
that we are honorable, generous, tolerant, and respectful.  
~ American jurist Charles Pickering 

Democracy relies upon a common decency and wisdom: 

the very thing that has been the greatest concern to political 

theorists, as to whether these virtues were sufficiently abun-

dant in the populace. 

Democracy is a pathetic belief in the collective wisdom of 
individual ignorance. ~ American scholar H.L. Mencken 
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Most apparent about democracy is that its quality invar-

iably reflects its participants. The recommended remedy has 

been to raise the consciousness of the citizenry. 

I know no safe depository of the ultimate powers of the soci-
ety but the people themselves; and if we think them not enlight-
ened enough to exercise their control with a wholesome 
direction, the remedy is not to take it from them, but to inform 
their discretion by education. ~ Thomas Jefferson 

Practically, democracy has always been a package deal. 

Its vitality has always depended upon an educated populace, 

which has also been key to economic prosperity. 

Enlighten the people generally, and tyranny and oppressions 
of body and mind will vanish like evil spirits at the dawn of day. 
~ Thomas Jefferson 

Yet, in most democratic countries, education has not been 

esteemed in a way commensurate with its essentiality to ei-

ther political or economic well-being. This is one of democra-

cy's great failings: to leave too fallow the fields of human 

minds upon which reasonable success for the polity depends.  

It as if democracy's soul is not understood by those responsi-

ble for its keep: an inscrutable ignorance of history, and proof 

that common sense is uncommon, even in those granted 

power to rule. 

Democracy is a device that ensures we shall be governed no 
better than we deserve. ~ Irish playwright George Bernard 
Shaw 

 

Democracy rests upon 2 pillars: one, the principle that all 
men are equally entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness; and the other, the conviction that such equal oppor-
tunity will most advance civilization. ~ American jurist Louis 
Brandeis 

From a societal standpoint, the dream of democracy has 

never been realized, nor was it ever realistic. For most peo-

ple, material constraints shackle liberty and hamper the pur-

suit of happiness.  

Only with material equality, or at least equal oppor-

tunity, not simply equal treatment under the law, can liberty 
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be equally pursued by all. Yet very few modern men would 

call compulsory sharing of resources individual liberty. 

It is a strange fact that freedom and equality, the two basic 
ideas of democracy, are to some extent contradictory. Logically 
considered, freedom and equality are mutually exclusive, just 
as society and the individual are mutually exclusive. ~ German 
social critic Thomas Mann 

 

Democracy is beautiful in theory; in practice it is a fallacy.  
~ Benito Mussolini 

 John Stuart Mill  

The general tendency of things throughout the world is to ren-
der mediocrity the ascendant power among mankind. ~ John 
Stuart Mill 

English philosopher, politician, and economist John Stu-

art Mill (1806–1873) was an exponent of utilitarianism. He 

updated Bentham's utilitarianism by taking into account in-

dividuality, human sociality, and altruism, and in emphasiz-

ing the importance of impartiality in justice.  

The only purpose for which power can be rightfully exercise 
over any member of a civilized community, against his will, is 
to prevent harm to others. His own good, either physical or 
moral, is not a sufficient warrant. ~ John Stuart Mill 

Mill's book On Liberty (1859) was well received and very 

influential, owing in no small part to his lucid prose. The 

book's thrust was to establish standards for balancing au-

thority with liberty.  

The liberty of the individual must be thus far limited; he must 

not make himself a nuisance to other people. ~ John Stuart Mill 

Mill defended free speech and the right of individuality. 

Unlike many contemporary liberals, Mill championed 

women's rights, seeing sexual inequality as untenable, both 

ethically and legally.  

The most cogent reason for restricting the interference of 
government is the great evil of adding unnecessarily to its 
power. ~ John Stuart Mill 
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Mill conceived that the purpose of the law was to maxim-

ize liberty, as it opened the opportunity for "self-realization." 

Mill distinguished between the public sphere, regulated by 

law, and the private sphere, governed by morality.  

English political scientist Ernest Barker called Mill "a 

prophet of an empty liberty and an abstract individual." 

Mill's absolutist statements about liberty jarred with his 

practical prescriptions of welfarism, such as compulsory ed-

ucation, and the need to regulate business and industry in 

the public interest. 

 Pierre-Joseph Proudhon  

The downfall and death of societies are due to the power of 
accumulation possessed by property. ~ Pierre-Joseph Proudhon 

French philosopher Pierre-Joseph Proudhon was a liber-

tarian socialist, as contrasted to the authoritarian Karl 

Marx. Proudhon was the first person to declare himself an 

anarchist and was one of anarchy's most influential theorists. 

All men are equal and free: society by nature, and destination, 
is therefore autonomous and ungovernable. If the sphere of ac-
tivity of each citizen is determined by the natural division of 
work and by the choice he makes of a profession, if the social 
functions are combined in such a way as to produce a harmoni-
ous effect, order results from the free activity of all men; there is 
no government. Whoever puts a hand on me to govern me is an 
usurper and a tyrant. ~ Pierre-Joseph Proudhon 

Anarchy is generally considered a societal dynamic of not 

recognizing authority: basically, being leaderless. Proudhon 

used the term, but what he meant by it was anarchism: a 

stateless society comprised of voluntary associations; in es-

sence, cooperative communities without an overarching na-

tion-state.  

Proudhon channeled Godwin in a more sophisticated 

form, without the irrational contempt for cooperation. 

To be governed is to be watched, inspected, spied upon, di-
rected, law-driven, numbered, regulated, enrolled, indoctri-
nated, preached at, controlled, checked, estimated, valued, 
censured, commanded, by creatures who have neither the right 
nor the wisdom nor the virtue to do so. To be governed is to be 
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at every operation, at every transaction noted, registered, 
counted, taxed, stamped, measured, numbered, assessed, li-
censed, authorized, admonished, prevented, forbidden, re-
formed, corrected, punished. It is, under pretext of public utility, 
and in the name of the general interest, to be placed under con-
tribution, drilled, fleeced, exploited, monopolized, extorted 
from, squeezed, hoaxed, robbed; then, at the slightest re-
sistance, the first word of complaint, to be repressed, fined, vil-
ified, harassed, hunted down, abused, clubbed, disarmed, 
bound, choked, imprisoned, judged, condemned, shot, de-
ported, sacrificed, sold, betrayed; and to crown all, mocked, rid-
iculed, derided, outraged, dishonored. That is government; that 
is its justice; that is its morality. ~ Pierre-Joseph Proudhon 

Proudhon is best known for his tart riposte "property is 

theft," but that was something of an overstatement. (Despite 

the long-winded quote above, Proudhon had a predilection for 

pithy catchphrases.) Proudhon's condemnation of property 

was specific to exploitation. 

The possessions of the rich are stolen property. ~ Pierre-Jo-
seph Proudhon 

Proudhon believed that people should possess the fruits 

of their labors. His criticism of communism was that it 

destroyed freedom by taking away control of production from 

individuals. 

Communism is inequality, but not as property is. Property is 
exploitation of the weak by the strong. Communism is exploita-
tion of the strong by the weak. ~ Pierre-Joseph Proudhon 

Proudhon's take on representative democracy was a 

knowing echo of Plato: that democracy was a slippery slope 

to tyranny. 

All parties without exception, when they seek for power, are 

varieties of absolutism. ~ Pierre-Joseph Proudhon 

France was reactionary in the 1840s; the wrong time to 

be rabble-rousing. Proudhon was put in the dock in 1842 for 

his radical publications. He escaped conviction only because 

the jury could not understand his arguments, and therefore 

could not condemn them or him. 
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Though Proudhon sympathized with the goals that pro-

voked insurrections in France during his life, he was a devout 

pacifist, rejecting violence as a means to any end. 

 Karl Marx  

The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of 
class struggles. Every class struggle is a political struggle. ~ Karl 
Marx 

German economist, historian, and sociologist Karl Marx 

(1818–1883) lived during a pivotal juncture in human history 

and carried the consequence of its modern vector to a logical 

conclusion.  

Man's ideas, views, and conceptions, in one word, man's 
consciousness, changes with every change in the conditions of 
his material existence, in his social relations, and in his social 
life. ~ Karl Marx 

A significant paradigmatic shift in political philosophy 

occurred in the late 17th century. The traditional cast of 

political order based upon scarcity was supplanted by an 

appreciative assumption of abundance. 

The poverty which once appeared as natural became 

viewed as man-made, and hence solvable. The rise of indus-

trial production made prosperity for all a sanguine prospect. 

But the world was not working out that way. The "universal 

opulence" which Adam Smith envisioned was nowhere on the 

horizon. 

Political economy came into being as a natural result of the 
expansion of trade, and with its appearance elementary, 
unscientific huckstering was replaced by a developed system of 
licensed fraud, an entire science of enrichment. ~ Karl Marx 

Liberal theorists insisted that poverty could be obviated 

by economic growth, which would percolate downwards and 

raise standards of living. Despite the potentiality of a decent 

life for all, liberalism looked positively Hobbesian in its con-

sequence for the lower classes, as exploitation went largely 

unchecked. 

The man who possess no other property than his labour 
power must, in all conditions of society and culture, be the slave 
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of other men, who have made themselves the owners of the 
material conditions of labour. He can work only with their 
permission, hence live only with their permission. ~ Karl Marx 

The term socialism was coined in the 1830s, but it had 

ancient roots. Bible passages inspired the Hutterites in the 

16th century to forsake materialism as a moral value. 

All the believers were one in heart and mind. No one claimed 
that any of his possessions were his own, but they shared eve-
rything they had. ~ Acts 2:32, The Bible 

In the Republic, Plato sketched a utopian socialist society. 

Socialism was termed utopianism by English humanist 

Thomas More in his novel Utopia (1516), about an ideal 

communal society on a fictional island in the Atlantic Ocean. 

If honor were profitable, everybody would be honorable.  
~ Thomas More 

There were over 40 utopian-themed novels during the 

Age of Enlightenment, as people became embittered about 

the rampant social injustices of the time. 

In the late 18th century, French revolutionary and polit-

ical philosopher Francois Noël Babeuf published proposals 

for a communist society without private property and a guar-

anteed livelihood for all. 

Babeuf urged revolution to achieve his dream. In 1796, 

Babeuf and his followers plotted to overthrow the govern-

ment that had installed itself after the French Revolution of 

1789. The plan, known as the Conspiracy of Equals, was be-

trayed to the government (the Directory), which duly guillo-

tined Babeuf in 1797. Though Babeuf lost his head, his spirit 

reincarnated in Marx. 

The deepening inequities and egregious exploitation that 

occurred during the Industrial Revolution spurred socialist 

ideals among impoverished workers and prompted the crea-

tion of communes in both Europe and the United States that 

served as sanctuaries from the harsh reality of capitalism. 

Marx dubbed the socialists who preceded him as "utopi-

ans" for their emphasis on social harmony and non-revolu-

tionary politics. He nevertheless picked up precisely where 

they had left off, particularly Babeuf. 
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Incipient socialists articulated the ideal of material 

equality through a planned economy, emphasizing public 

well-being over profit. They denigrated capitalism as a 

wasteful and inefficient system that produced as externali-

ties unemployment, poverty, and squalor.  

Capitalism's culture made people selfish, acquisitive, and 

ruthlessly competitive, draining them of their innate in-

stincts for compassion and solidarity. Socialists' critique of 

capitalism was both moral and practical. 

Early socialists wrote at a time when the course of capi-

talist evolution was unclear. Marx had the advantage of hav-

ing seen its further development.  

Capitalist production develops technology, and the combin-
ing together of various processes into a social whole, only by 
sapping the original sources of all wealth: the soil and the la-
bourer. ~ Karl Marx 

No one before Marx saw as clearly the intimate relation-

ship between private ownership of capital and political 

power. Nor did others appreciate how societally corrosive 

that power was. 

Marx's revolutionary inclinations were grounded in his 

disgust of men as oppressors of other men. His polity ideal 

was of practical equality. 

Men make their own history, but they do not make it as they 
please; they do not make it under self-selected circumstances, 
but under circumstances from the past. The tradition of all dead 
generations weighs like a nightmare on the living. ~ Karl Marx 

Marx understood that history is always under the sway 

of ideas, and that the concepts controlling social discourse 

were those of the overclass. Hence, the main obstacle to be 

overcome was the societal worldview that upheld the status 

quo. 

The ideas of the ruling class are in every epoch the ruling 
ideas, that is, the class which is the ruling material force of 
society is at the same time its ruling intellectual force. The mode 
of production of material life conditions the social, political and 
intellectual life process in general. It is not the consciousness of 
men that determines their being, but, on the contrary, their 
social being that determines their consciousness. ~ Karl Marx 
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Marx never explicitly stated that the destruction of capi-

talism was inevitable because of the class conflict it created 

between those with capital and those without. Certainly 

Marx thought that the depravity of unrelenting exploitation 

and periodic economic depressions that characterized capi-

talism carried the seeds for revolution. He wished, but did 

not predict, capitalism's demise. 

Intrinsically, it is not a question of the higher or lower degree 
of development of the social antagonisms that result from the 
natural laws of capitalist production. It is a question of these 
laws themselves, of these tendencies working with iron neces-
sity toward inevitable results. The country that is more devel-
oped industrially only shows to the less developed the image of 
its own future. ~ Karl Marx 

Marx's reference to "inevitable results" was not about rev-

olution, but to how capitalism works. 

Marx distinguished between the solidarity of socialism 

and state capitalism, where the state owned the means of 

production. Marx anticipated the ruse that Lenin and later 

Communists promoted, where the oppression of private cap-

italism was replaced by that of the state. 

Earlier economists lacked sufficient experience of modern 

capitalism to analyze its intricacies as well as Marx was able 

to. Similarly, Marx did not foresee political-economic dynam-

ics which would preclude revolution. 

Marx underestimated the fecundity of capitalism in pro-

ducing a middle class that struggles with aspiration, and so 

both succors and supports the system this is the source of its 

struggle. He also overestimated the ability of the lower clas-

ses to revolt against a plutocrat police state, which the mon-

eyed overclass invariably puts into place to insure their 

investment. 

 Feminism  
The story of the human race begins with the female. Woman 

carried the original human chromosome as she does to this day; 
her evolution adaptation ensured the survival and success of the 
species; her work of mothering provided the cerebral spur for 
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human communication and social organization. Yet for genera-
tions of historians, archeologists and biologists, the sole star of 
the dawn story has been man. ~ English author Rosalind Miles 

Throughout history, almost all polities have been patriar-

chal. Only men could own property or participate in public 

affairs. Ancient Greece was exemplary. Participation in 

Athenian democracy was limited to property-owning men. 

In the latter part of the Middle Ages European women did 

gain the slightest say, but male landowners remained the 

only ones with a political voice that mattered. 

Husband and wife are one, and that one is the husband.  

~ English jurist William Blackstone 

 Native Americans  

In native American tribes, women typically had equal 

standing with men in community matters. Women elders 

voted on hereditary male chiefs and could depose them. 

The Iroquois, like many indigenous peoples, had a matri-

lineal kinship system. Property inheritance went through the 

female line. 

The reason is that women were superior contributors to 

their tribes' well-being. They provided most of the food and 

created most of the crafts. Their healing skills were equal to 

those of men. Women took care of religious artifacts; a re-

sponsibility of the highest order. 

Women had a right to divorce. Since they owned the 

lodge, a unworthy husband might find himself homeless, 

with only the horse he rode in on. 

 Mary Wollstonecraft  
Women are systematically degraded by receiving the trivial 

attentions which men think it manly to pay to the sex, when, in 
fact, men are insultingly supporting their own superiority.  
~ Mary Wollstonecraft 

English political philosopher Mary Wollstonecraft (1759–

1797) wrote a variety of works. She is best known for A Vin-

dication of the Rights of Woman (1792), in which she argued 



136 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

that women are not inferior to men but appear so due to lack 

of education. 

Taught from infancy that beauty is woman's sceptre, the mind 
shapes itself to the body, and roaming round its gilt cage, only 
seeks to adorn its prison. ~ Mary Wollstonecraft 

Wollstonecraft suggested that women and men were both 

rational beings. She imagined a social order founded on rea-

son. 

The being cannot be termed rational or virtuous who obeys 
any authority but that of reason. ~ Mary Wollstonecraft 

Burke's conservatism and Wollstonecraft's radicalism 

were diametric in the ideological spectrum. Wollstonecraft 

accused Burke of advocating "the maintenance of unequal 

property, and if necessary, of despotism and tyranny."  

She viewed Burke's defense of traditionalism and patri-

archal inheritance as impeding the progress of civilization. 

His description of women as "smooth, delicate, fair crea-

tures," was to Wollstonecraft the view of a strongly preju-

diced mind. 

Wollstonecraft described private property as "demonic." 

She saw the church that Burke praised for upholding the sa-

credness of traditional values as fundamentally corrupt, hav-

ing secured vast property rights from the poor and ignorant. 

Wollstonecraft endorsed plans to better conditions for the 

working class. For Wollstonecraft, the French Revolution 

represented an expression toward general emancipation. 

Wollstonecraft died at the age of 38, 10 days after birthing 

her 2nd daughter, Mary, who became an accomplished writer 

herself, as Mary Shelley, the author of Frankenstein (1818). 

Wollstonecraft's widower posthumously published a 

Memoir (1798) about her. In revealing her unorthodox life, es-

pecially her early romantic affairs, it inadvertently destroyed 

her reputation for nearly a century. 

While alive, many of Wollstonecraft's contemporaries had 

been critical of her personal life, worrying that it might hin-

der support for her public stance on women's right. Woll-

stonecraft had been libeled as a "shameless wanton," a 

"philosophizing serpent," and a "hyena in petticoats." Only 

with the emergence of the feminist movement at the turn of 
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the 20th century was the tarnish worn off Wollstonecraft for 

exercising personal freedom in her affairs. 

There must be more equality established in society, or moral-
ity will never gain ground, and this virtuous equality will not 
rest firmly even when founded on a rock, if one half of mankind 
be chained to its bottom by fate, for they will be continually 
undermining it through ignorance or pride. ~ Mary Wollstone-
craft 

 Mary Astall  

If all men are born free, how is it that all women are born 
slaves? ~ Mary Astell 

Though her remembrance was strong, Wollstonecraft was 

not the first feminist in England. English writer Mary Astell 

(1666–1731) wrote one of the earliest tracts on women's rights 

and their need for education. 

Ignorance and a narrow education lay the foundation of vice. 
~ Mary Astell 

Astell asserted that men's arrogance and pride were re-

sponsible for women's subjection and oppression. Astell con-

tended that patriarchal conjugal power was a product of 

force, not based on natural inequalities. 

We ought as much as we can to endeavour the perfecting of 
our beings, and that we be as happy as possibly we may.  
~ Mary Astell 

 Elizabeth Stanton & Susan B. Anthony  

Wollstonecraft and Astell were the earliest feminists. 

They were well ahead of their time. 

Consistent with liberal ideas regarding social justice and 

civil equality, concern over the political plight of women 

bloomed in the late 18th century. Feminism emerged as a 

protest against male domination.  

It is sometimes better to be a dead man than a live woman. 
~ American civil rights activist Matilda Joslyn Gage 

New York was home to 2 of the early leaders in women's 

rights: Elizabeth Cady Stanton and Susan B. Anthony. 
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The strongest reason why we ask for woman a voice in the 
government is because of her birthright to self-sovereignty.  
~ Elizabeth Cady Stanton 

Stanton helped organized the first women's rights con-

vention, in 1848, the same year that Marx wrote the Com-

munist Manifesto.  

Stanton and Anthony met in 1851, and became lifelong 

friends, working tirelessly to promote women's suffrage. 

The prolonged slavery of woman is the darkest page in hu-
man history. ~ Susan B. Anthony 

When they first began campaigning for women's rights, 

Stanton and Anthony were harshly ridiculed by men, accused 

of trying to destroy the institution of marriage. Public per-

ception changed dramatically during their lifetimes, but nei-

ther woman lived to see the passage of the 19th Amendment 

of the constitution in 1920, which Stanton and Anthony 

wrote. The 19th Amendment explicitly denies the right to 

vote on the basis of sex. 

The 2 women had opposed the passage of the 14th and 

15th amendments, both adopted by Congress in 1866 and rat-

ified within a few years. Stanton's and Anthony's opposition 

to the 14th and 15th amendments caused consternation 

among many of their colleagues: creating a schism in the 

women's rights movement which was only healed 2 decades 

later, in 1890. 

The 14th Amendment grants "equal protection of the 

laws" to all citizens. The 15th Amendment specifies that a 

citizen's right to vote cannot be denied "on account of race, 

color, or previous condition of servitude." 

Before their ratification, Stanton and Anthony argued 

that the 14th and 15th amendments did not go far enough in 

clearly granting women's suffrage. But, once ratified, they ar-

gued that the amendments were sufficient to give women the 

right to vote. 

In 1872, Anthony was arrested for voting in her 

hometown, Rochester, New York; an act local voting officials 

had been persuaded to allow. She was convicted in a widely 

publicized trial. Although she refused to pay the fine, author-

ities declined to take further action. 
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The US was behind other sovereignties in allowing 

women the vote. The Isle of Man gave women property own-

ers voting rights in 1881. New Zealand, a self-governing Brit-

ish colony, followed in 1893. Australia gave women the vote 

in 1902, but continued discriminating against aborigines, 

male or female. 

Finland and Norway granted the vote to women before 

the 1st World War. Many European, Asian, and African coun-

tries demurred on women's suffrage until after the Great 

War. Most Latin American countries adopted universal suf-

frage in the 1940s. Late adopters in Europe included France 

(1944), Italy (1946), Greece (1952), San Marino (1959), Monaco 

(1962), Andorra (1970), Switzerland (1971), and Liechtenstein 

(1984). 

 The Temperance Movement  

Temperance is moderation in the things that are good and 
total abstinence from the things that are foul. ~ American edu-
cator, temperance reformer, and women's suffragist Frances 
Willard 

As laws gave husbands complete control of the family and 

finances, temperance was another women's issue in Stan-

ton's and Anthony's day. A woman with an alcoholic husband 

had no legal recourse, even if he was abusive and his drinking 

left the family destitute. If a woman wrangled a divorce, 

which was difficult to do, the husband could easily end up 

with guardianship of the children. 

The temperance movement began in the 1820s in both the 

UK and US. The movement culminated after the 1st World 

War with legal restrictions in Britain, while the US began its 

prohibition in 1920. Canada, Finland, Australia, and New 

Zealand also severely restricted alcohol consumption. 

Booze became a bountiful business for bootleggers and a 

boon for organized crime. Public disenchantment with prohi-

bition, which was supposed to reduce crime, ensued. 

By the early 1930s, teetotaling countries were ready to 

get liquored up again. There is nothing quite like a Great 
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Depression to make one want to whet one's whistle. The US 

repealed its prohibition in 1933. 

 Birth Control  

We think it more moral to prevent the conception of children, 
than, after they are born, to murder them by want of food, air, 
and clothing. ~ Annie Besant & Charles Bradlaugh 

Early on, the women's rights movement was not solely de-

voted to suffrage and economic issues. Women had to strug-

gle for legal control over their own bodies, and social 

acceptance of their sexual freedom. 

Birth control and abortion have been known technologies 

for millennia; well documented in Mesopotamia and ancient 

Egypt, and well known in ancient India and China. 

Birth control became a political issue in Britain early in 

the 19th century. In An Essay on the Principle of Population 

(1798), English cleric Thomas Malthus argued that sooner or 

later unchecked population growth would be checked by fam-

ine and disease. With decades, enthused Malthusians were 

actively promoting family planning and birth control. 

Officialdom in Victorian England had trouble with this. 

Annie Besant and Charles Bradlaugh were put on trial in 

1877 for publishing American physician Charles Knowlton's 

Fruits of Philosophy: The Private Companion of Young Mar-

ried People, which explained various methods for birth con-

trol.  

Besant and Bradlaugh were fined and sentenced to 6 

months in prison, but the judge relented, releasing them on 

bail. They were acquitted on appeal. 

Beginning in the 1880s, birth rates dropped steadily in 

industrialized countries. Women married later, and urban 

life favored fewer children. 

This trend was especially acute in England, where birth 

rates declined 29% from the 1870s to 1900. Victorian women 

knew effective contraception. While the rhythm method was 

not yet understood, rubber condoms and diaphragms were re-

liable and inexpensive. 

America had its own convulsion over contraception in the 

1870s. While contraceptives had been legal throughout much 
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of the 19th century, the federal anti-obscenity Comstock Act 

of 1873 criminalized distributing anything sexual through 

the US mail, including contraceptives and information about 

birth control. 

American social reformer Margaret Sanger practiced ob-

stetrical nursing in New York City, where she saw firsthand 

the relationships between poverty, uncontrolled fertility, in-

fant, and maternal mortality, and fatalities from illegal abor-

tions. In 1912 she gave up nursing to devote herself to sex 

education. 

No woman can herself free who does not own and control 
her own body. ~ Margaret Sanger 

Sanger helped popularize the term birth control in 1914. 

The same year, Sanger was prosecuted under the Comstock 

Act for publishing her book Family Limitation. She fled to 

England until it seemed safe to return. 

Sanger established a birth control clinic in Brooklyn in 

1916. It was shut down by authorities 9 days later, with 

Sanger being dragged out by police and arrested.  

Sanger was again prosecuted. Her trial and appeal of her 

conviction generated the publicity needed to provide her 

funding and spark birth control activism in America. Sang-

er's efforts were instrumental toward overthrowing the Com-

stock Act, though it took the nearly a century.  

By mail-ordering a newfangled diaphragm from a Japa-

nese physician, Sanger provoked US v. One Package (1936). 

A federal appeals court upheld the district court in ruling 

that the law could not be used to intercept shipments which 

originated from a doctor. It was not until 1970 that Congress 

removed references to contraception from federal anti-ob-

scenity laws. 

Griswold v. Connecticut (1965) arose in the context of a 

Connecticut Comstock law that had a blanket prohibition 

against contraceptives. A supreme court (SCOTUS) majority 

invalidated the law as a violation of the constitutional "right 

to marital privacy." 

The Bill of Rights makes no mention of a right to privacy. 

The supreme court simply found this right "lying within the 
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zone of privacy created by several fundamental constitu-

tional guarantees." 

In Eisenstadt v. Baird (1972), SCOTUS established the 

right of the US populace, regardless of marital status, to 

possess contraceptives.  

The constitutionally protected right of privacy inheres in the 
individual. The rights must be the same for the unmarried and 
the married alike. ~ SCOTUS in Eisenstadt v. Baird 

Despite SCOTUS overturning Comstock laws, some states 

retain statutes that proscribe education about contracep-

tives. 

The next year, in Roe v. Wade (1973), the supreme court 

legalized abortion to a limited degree. 

This right of privacy is broad enough to encompass a 
woman's decision whether or not to terminate her pregnancy.  
~ SCOTUS in Roe v. Wade  

At the behest of the medical profession, supported by sex-

ists, abortions had been criminalized in the US state by state, 

beginning in the 1820s. For physicians, it was largely a pro-

fessional ploy, in seeking supremacy over midwives and other 

health care professionals. 

Most of this crime of child murder, abortion, infanticide, lies 
at the door of the male sex. ~ Matilda Joslyn Gage in 1868 

Each year during the 1950s, there were around 1 million 

illegal abortions in the US. Over 1,000 women per annum 

died as a result.  

Unsurprisingly, poor black women ran the greatest risk. 

75% of the deaths from illegal abortions were black women. 

90% of the legal abortions before Roe v. Wade were performed 

on white patients. 

In the years just before Roe v. Wade, 18 states had 

changed their abortion laws. 4 freely allowed abortions dur-

ing early pregnancy. The other 14 states only allowed abor-

tion in the instance of incest or rape. 

Britain passed its first anti-abortion law in 1803. Such 

laws grew stricter as the century wore on. In 1967, Britain 

relented and legitimized abortion. 
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England was more lenient on proactive contraception 

than the US. The first permanent birth control clinic was es-

tablished by English scientist and social reformer Marie 

Stopes (1880–1958) in London in 1921. Stopes was one of 

many British activists that strove for equal rights. 

The fight by women for the right to control their own bod-

ies has had similar histories in the US, UK, and other Euro-

pean countries, with one notable exception. 

France passed a law in 1920 that criminalized dissemina-

tion of birth control information. Abortion was criminalized 

by the Napoleonic Code, and was a capital crime during the 

World War 2. Abortion become legal in France in 1975. 

The Soviet Union was the exception. Gender equality was 

promoted there, including the right of contraception. 

 

The greatest injury to women arose from theological laws that 
subjugated woman to man. ~ Matilda Joslyn Gage 

The historic struggles for women's civil rights are exem-

plary of the continuing problem of sexism worldwide, most 

notably sexual repression promoted by adherents of Christi-

anity and Islam. In Christendom, the most significant oppo-

sition to birth control has been the Catholic Church. 

Roe v. Wade remains controversial. Republican reaction-

aries want it overturned. They have made headway by im-

posing restrictions on abortions, such as requiring parental 

consent and mandatory waiting periods. 84% of all US coun-

ties have no abortion services. 

Worldwide, 1/3rd of all abortions are illegal. Only 40% of 

the world population has access to legal abortion. 

Of those with legal access, only 21% may do so for eco-

nomic or social reasons. 79% face severe restrictions. 

20 million unsafe abortions are performed each year, 90% 

in developing countries. Half of all maternal deaths are due 

to unsafe abortion. 

Other problems with women's rights loom large in much 

of the world. In the 21st century, the right to have rape taken 

seriously has yet to be won. Worldwide, women remain 2nd-

class citizens, subjugated by men, especially those with the 

disease of religion in their minds. 
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 Hannah Arendt  

Man cannot be free if he does not know that he is subject to 
necessity, because his freedom is always won in his never 
wholly successful attempts to liberate himself from necessity.  
~ Hannah Arendt 

German political philosopher Hannah Arendt (1906–1975) 

wrote about politics during a tumultuous time. She lived 

through the Nazi regime, the assassinations of John F. Ken-

nedy and Martin Luther King, Jr., the Vietnam War, and stu-

dent riots in Paris. 

Today all these old verities about the relation between war 
and politics or about violence and power have become inappli-
cable. The 2nd World War was not followed by peace but by a 
cold war and the establishment of a military-industrial-labor 
complex. ~ Hannah Arendt 

In her 1967 essay, Truth and Politics, Arendt noted how 

politicizing historical facts distorts them, as they are shaped 

into implements of justification for political decisions. This is 

a hoary practice.  

From the 1960s, Arendt observed, political lies were in-

creasingly being used in democracies; a practice that had pre-

viously been common only under despotic demagogueries.  

This trend has been apparent in the United States. Pres-

ident Lyndon Johnson lied in 1965 to escalate the Vietnam 

War. President George Bush Sr. lied to justify the 1989 kid-

napping of Manuel Noriega, Panama's dictator, and install a 

pliant leader. Bush's son, President George Bush Jr. lied to 

invade Iraq in 2003. 

With deception as his stock-in-trade, President Donald 

Trump gave lying an unqualified presidential seal of ap-

proval by doing so on a daily basis. He went as far as assem-

bling a team of dissemblers. Nothing from his administration 

could be taken at face value as fact. 

It would be facile to observe that US politics had become 

more divisive and politicians dastardlier. American politics 

have been both base and polar at least since 1787, when the 

colonies contentiously crafted the constitution. What 

changed was sloughing off any moral posture for its pretense: 

Machiavelli morphed in Pinocchio. 
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 Empire & International Law  
The base effeminate Asiaticks and Africans, who for being 

careless of their liberty, or unable to govern themselves, were 
by Aristotle and other wise men called slaves by nature, and 
looked upon as little better than beasts. ~ English politician Al-
gernon Sidney in the 1670s 

The ancient world took it for granted that states extended 

their territories as best they could. Early observers made 

scant distinction between tribal associations, federations, 

multiethnic kingdoms, and empires.  

 Alexander the Great  

Alexander III of Macedonia (356–232 BCE) (commonly 

known as Alexander the Great) ascended to the throne of the 

kingdom Macedonia at the age of 20 upon his father's assas-

sination. Alexander's ambition knew no bounds. 

Within 10 years, Alexander has conquered his way to an 

empire stretching from Greece to Egypt and into northwest 

India. In the process he overthrew the Persian empire, using 

over 90,000 men, including 120 ships and a cavalry of 6,000.  

Incursions into India met resistance, not so much from 

the natives as his own troops, who were exhausted from years 

of battle, and longing for home. 

Taking respite in Babylon, Alexander planned a series of 

new campaigns, beginning with an invasion of Arabia. His 

continuing appetite for destruction was curtailed only by dy-

ing at age 32. He may have been poisoned, or years of heavy 

drinking and war wounds may have taken their toll.  

 

The highest expression of human power is Empire. ~ Benito 
Mussolini 

The term empire derives from the Latin imperium, which 

initially meant little more than command. Rome was recog-

nized as an empire when it was still a republic, before it de-

scended into tyranny. 

History imparts impressions that cling to political labels. 

The timbre of democracy developed a deeper meaning after 

the American colonies cast off their British yoke. So too 
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revolution after the French achieved it in 1789, and again in 

Russia in 1917. The concept of empire evolved with the 

maritime expansions of European nations that began in the 

late Middle Ages, as ships rounded the coast of Africa for 

lands beyond, and then crossed the Atlantic to find a shorter 

route to India. 

 

The Athenian "empire" of 5th century BCE incorporated 

nearby islands, as did the Republic of Venice that extended 

from its lagoon communities into the Adriatic sea in the 7th 

century. These were rare exceptions to empires built by 

overland conquests on the Eurasian landmass. 

The Age of Discovery began in the 15th century, when Eu-

ropean shipbuilding technology afforded voyages over vast 

distances. It quickly morphed into the Age of Imperialism.  

The weaponry on board allowed these floating tribes of 

foreign invaders to establish trading posts and colonies, and 

to violently claim ownership of territories on the other side of 

the globe from the outgunned natives. Imperial adventures 

in the ancient world were seldom the lopsided encounters 

that were typical of this later time, when European powers 

terrorized distant peoples with overwhelming technologies as 

a prelude to sustained pillaging and subjection. 

The results were astonishing. Europe is less than 7% of 

the planet's land mass. In 1800, Europeans controlled 33% of 

the world. By 1914, their power had risen to over 80%. 

 Christopher Columbus  

As soon as I arrived in the Indies, on the first island which I 
found, I took some of the natives by force. ~ Christopher 
Columbus. 

Italian explorer Christopher Columbus (1450–1506) set 

the tone for later encounters when he inadvertently discov-

ered the New World. Upon arrival in the Bahamas, the native 

Arawak men and women brought the intrepid sailors gifts.  

Their hospitality was met with abuse and enslavement. 

From the beginning, indigenous peoples learned from civi-

lized men what savagery really was. 
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New ideas developed about the right of "civilized" peoples 

to rule the "savages" they encountered in faraway lands. The 

2 main controversies about imperialism were its legality and 

its morality. 

Encounters on foreign lands raised new questions about 

the legitimacy of claiming ownership over territory where the 

indigenous population did not hold private property as Euro-

peans did, and the 2 parties had no shared system of positive 

law. The answer could only be arrived at based upon natural 

law or jus gentium principles. Jus gentium was the interna-

tional law first developed during the Roman Empire and car-

ried on as customary law. 

2 of the hoariest issues that had relevance dealt with oc-

currences outside legal jurisdiction, particularly piracy and 

the obligation to succor strangers in need. If, like pirates, in-

digenes were in violation of natural law, they were subject to 

punishment, including forfeiture of property. Even if they 

were not, they had no right to refuse assistance to foreign 

newcomers, so interloper logic went. 

In short, Europeans landing on foreign lands construed 

legal rights to their advantage, however the encounter went. 

Natives were destined to draw the short straw. 

Discussion of these issues began among the Spanish, who 

started colonizing the New World in the early 16th century.  

In principle, the Spanish royal government wished its 

new Amerindian subjects to be treated as if they were peas-

ants in Spain: allotted a patron to whom they might owe trib-

ute or perform labor for, but not to be enslaved per se. 

Unsurprisingly, there was a yawning gulf between official 

morality and the behavior of conquistadors far from home. 

Ownership and dominion are based either on natural law or 
human law; therefore, they are not destroyed by want of faith. 
~ Francisco de Vitoria 

Spanish Catholic theologian, philosopher, and jurist 

Francisco de Vitoria (1483–1546) considered the moral impli-

cations of his country's colonization and found them abhor-

rent. Vitoria denied that native peoples could be considered 

slaves by nature in Aristotelian terms.  
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Following jus gentium by way of Thomist scholasticism, 

Vitoria concluded in 1537 that Amerindians were owed the 

intrinsic dignity of mankind, which were violated by Spain's 

New World policies. 

In separating the issues of morality and justice from reli-

gion, Vitoria laid the foundation for international law and the 

concept of human rights. That warring states have responsi-

bilities, and that non-combatants have rights, can be traced 

back to his teachings. 

Ironically, Vitoria's arguments were twisted to effectively 

counter his summary conclusion. Vitoria held that, while 

there was no general right to punish a transgressor against 

the law of nature per se, there was a duty to protect the in-

nocent: not only if help is not asked for, but even if repudi-

ated. This remains the logic behind intervention in domestic 

violence cases. Doubts about Vitoria's argument revolve 

about the facts of particular cases rather than the principle. 

As a good Dominican, Vitoria also insisted that Chris-

tians had an ius predicandi: the right to preach the gospel to 

whomever they could. Obstructing this was an act of war. 

Moreover, the Spanish in the West Indies considered 

themselves ambassadors, and entitled to be treated as such. 

With all that in mind, a punitive incursion was justified 

only if innocents and converts were not at risk. That left 2 

possibilities: expelling malefactors or taking jurisdiction of 

their territory. 

The 1st course of action was impractical, leaving the 2nd 

as lawful. Conquest and colonization were thus seen as legit-

imate by extension of Aquinas' view of just war. This "might 

makes right" became the orthodox Thomist position. 

A more extreme view was that infidels were de facto in a 

state of war with Christian civilization, and so may be rightly 

conquered and enslaved. This all-inclusive rationalization 

was precisely what Vitoria resisted, with Aquinas as theolog-

ical backing.  

Aquinas had held that rulers were not illegitimate just 

because they were infidels. War against them solely on reli-

gious difference was impermissible. This implied that there 

was no legitimate basis to overthrow Caribbean and South 

American rulers. 
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Reaching back to Aquinas' philosophic wellspring – Aris-

totle – Spanish humanist, theologian, and philosopher Juan 

Ginés de Sepúlveda (1494–1573) argued in the mid-16th cen-

tury that New World indigenes were natural slaves who 

should be returned to their natural condition. He based his 

position on assumption of native barbarism, backed by scat-

tered remarks by Aristotle about "man-hunting." 

Spanish historian, social reformer, and Dominican friar 

Bartolomé de las Casas (1484–1566) countered Sepúlveda by 

writing a heartbreaking account of the decimation of Carib-

bean indigenes by conquerors from his country. Las Casas 

emphasized the innocence and gentleness of the natives in 

stark contrast to the savagery and rapacity of Spanish con-

quistadors. 

Astonishingly, Spanish King and Holy Roman Emperor 

Charles V arranged a series of debates concerning the treat-

ment of New World indigenes. Set in the Spanish city of Val-

ladolid, Sepúlveda and las Casas squared off in 1550–1551. 

The controversy hinged on the question of whether Carib-

bean natives were capable of self-governance or were instead 

natural slaves à la Aristotle. 

Once Spain had established colonies in the New World, it 

needed to establish their legitimacy. Charles wanted legal 

backing, since the French, Dutch, and English would not re-

spect Spanish possessions without it.  

The pope had donated half of the New World to Spain, but 

Charles considered that inadequate, especially when promi-

nent Catholics like Vitoria thought the donation invalid. In 

any event, the gift was insufficient, as it shut Spain out of the 

Pacific. Besides, there was no prospect that Protestant states 

such as England would take the papal donation seriously. 

Though both Sepúlveda and las Casas declared them-

selves winners of the debates, the aftermath of the Valladolid 

controversy was more to Sepúlveda's liking. Spanish wars of 

conquest continued, as did pillage and enslavement, albeit 

legally (but not practically) tempered by laws proscribing in-

humane treatment. 

Controversy over jurisdiction and ownership continued. 

The advent of maritime empires raised issues over the open 

sea, and by extension, the rights of foreigners and foreign 
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states in locales that were by European standards "unoccu-

pied." 

Some jurisdictional rights on the open sea were immemo-

rial, particularly dealing with pirates. But criminal jurisdic-

tion over piracy did not mean that a state could claim 

ownership of the open sea, which could not be occupied. 

The European colonization of the Americas would have 

transpired regardless of moral or legal rationalization. None-

theless, the question persisted about taking possession of 

land ostensibly held by an indigenous population. 

In the early 17th century, Dutch jurist Hugo Grotius 

(1583–1645) reasserted the Stoic view that Vitoria had relied 

upon, adding to it a doctrine promulgated by Pope Innocent 

IV in the mid-13th century.* Through these philosophic 

routes Grotius concluded that 'civilized' peoples had natural 

jurisdiction over indigenous barbarians; something which Vi-

toria did not accept. 

That withstanding, Grotius' primary concern was with 

claims of dominion over the sea. Mare Liberum (The Free Sea) 

(1609) made the familiar argument that the open sea was a 

highway for all travelers, over which no state could claim do-

minion. Although the view is prima facie plausible, Grotius' 

motive was to deny Portuguese claims in the East Indies.  

The British resisted the principle of mare liberum at this 

time. They claimed that seas which enclosed the British Isles 

were theirs. The British and Dutch spent much of the 17th 

century fighting over the North Sea. 

In the early 18th century, the marine de facto and de jure 

were neatly reconciled when all agreed that territorial juris-

diction went as far as a cannon ball could be fired. This be-

came the basis for the 3-mile limit that was universally 

accepted until after the 2nd World War. 

Conflicts arose over replacing the 3-mile limit, including 

the semi-comic Cod Wars (1958–1976), where Iceland wanted 

a 200-mile exclusive fishery zone, which Britain resisted (an 

 
* Pope Innocent IV is noteworthy for issuing the papal bull in 1252 

which authorized torture by the Inquisition to elicit confessions 

from heretics. 
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inconsistency with its earlier stance as an island nation). Af-

ter nearly 2 decades, Britain relented. 

Treating cod as sod became the international standard. 

From 1958 to 1982, the United Nations Law of the Sea Con-

ference promulgated a series of conventions, eventually ac-

knowledging the realities of states' economic interests in 

adjacent waters, with a nominal jurisdiction of 200 miles (370 

km) offshore. 

There is a common law among nations, which is valid alike 
for war and in war. Throughout the Christian world I observed 
a lack of restraint in relation to war, such as even barbarous 
races should be ashamed of; I observed that men rush to arms 
for slight causes, or no cause at all, and that when arms have 
once been taken up there is no longer any respect for law, di-
vine or human; it is as if, in accordance with a general decree, 
frenzy had openly been let loose for the committing of all 
crimes. ~ Hugo Grotius 

Grotius' full-fledged doctrine of international law was of-

fered in the voluminous On the Law of War and Peace (1625). 

Pertinent to acquiring property rights was the notion that 

newcomers may claim natural title by farming it. 

Grotius provided the basis for Hobbes' and Locke's an-

swer on this issue. Though those 2 had very different views 

of civil rights, they concurred in backing the claims of colo-

nizers, and so disfavored indigenes. Both resolutely believed 

that stable property rights were essential to civilized life. 

Swiss philosopher and legal theorist Emer de Vattel 

(1714–1767) laid the foundation for modern international law 

with The Law of Nations (1758). The influential Vattel con-

demned Spanish conquests in the New World, arguing that 

there was a genuine civilization there, pagan though it may 

be.  

Grotius' conclusion that conquest can be justified as pun-

ishment for violating natural law was dismissed by Vattel on 

the cogent ground that too many can play that game.  

The prophet Muhammad conquered swaths of Asia to en-

force his vision of religious rectitude. In absence of interna-

tional consensus about the nature of natural law, there could 
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be no difference between Grotius' verdict and a general li-

cense for the mighty to conquer the meek behind a guise of 

high principle. 

Incongruously, Vattel approved British colonization of 

North America, as, by his lights, there was no civilization in 

place. Ignorant of native food-management practices, Vattel 

argued that the New World savages had failed to meet their 

natural law obligation to make the earth productive via cul-

tivation.  

Indigenes may have possession, Vattel argued, but not 

ownership under natural law. Thus, they lacked the right to 

prevent settlement if "done within just limits." 

Vattel was a popular resource for American legal theo-

rists. President Thomas Jefferson insisted that the natives 

had to choose between becoming freeholding farmers or being 

driven into the wilderness to starve. Indeed, Jefferson envi-

sioned driving the natives into Canada, then seizing that 

country to ensure that they starved. Jefferson's intemperate 

attitude was not provoked by pure racial hatred so much as 

his taste for revenge, owing to the success of the British in 

employing indigenes as auxiliaries during the Revolution and 

War of 1812. 

Vattel's fastidiousness undermined his arguments favor-

ing indigenes. He was careful to distinguish between lex nat-

urae (the law of nature) and jus gentium (customary 

international law). In doing so, Vattel unwittingly sharpened 

the distinction between urbanized states and peoples living 

in 'simpler' societies. 

Naïve indigenes were not civilized, could not be relied 

upon to keep treaties, and so could be dealt with largely as 

interlopers pleased. Civilized folk were morally obliged to be-

have decently, but nothing more.  

John Stuart Mill used that Vattelian-derived line of 

thought as his foundation in contrasting the freedom that civ-

ilized peoples were entitled to with the benevolent despotism 

suited to savages. 

After Montesquieu it became a cliché that civilization de-

veloped slowly. Colonization showed that it was appallingly 

difficult to transplant institutions, and absurd to think alien 

institutions might be run as if they had organically grown.  
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The British experience was exemplary and provided the 

basis for Burke's attack on the East India Company: that in-

terfering with an alien society is fraught with unpredictable 

effect, more likely to be malign than benign. 

India's societal history stretched back to antiquity, to be 

sure. But unlike China, which invented civilization and bu-

reaucracy, India had no enduring native political founda-

tions. The 2 early indigenous empires – Maurya (322–185 BCE) 

and Gupta (320–550) – did not establish state institutions. 

After the 10th century, India's political development was 

dominated by conquerors: first Muslim, then British. Both 

tried transplanting their own institutions onto Indian soil, 

and only partially succeeded. 

Britain did not conquer an existing India. Rather, the 

British overcame independent kingdoms that became a polit-

ical entity in response to their domination. 

Burke's description of behavior by the East India Com-

pany suggested that pillage on a massive scale was closer to 

its heart than trading. In any case, rapacity and brutality 

more often characterized colonization than any concern for 

the welfare of indigenes. If there was any 'civilization' im-

parted, it was incidental to intent. 

French philosopher Denis Diderot (1713–1784) mocked the 

notion of any mission civilisatrice (civilizing mission). In his 

Supplément au voyage de Bougainville (Addendum to the 

Journey of Bougainville) (1796), Diderot comically rendered 

an encounter between a repressed Jesuit priest and the be-

nign, sexually liberated Tahitians, raising a sharp riposte to 

the presumed superiority of European civilization.  

Otherwise, Supplément is far from comic. It amounts to 

an assault of outrage against the European infection un-

leashed upon innocent inhabitants of distant lands who had 

lived perfectly happy lives until foreigners invaded. 

Though progress as a good thing was typically taken for 

granted by Europeans on their worldwide prowl, the role that 

imperialism played in promoting progress was deeply con-

tested. 

Kant was a principled anti-imperialist, all the while ac-

cepting progress as precious. To Kant, a civilizing mission 
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was the hidden purpose of history, not something that those 

further along imposed on those more backward. 

As he often did, John Stuart Mill revealed the tensions 

between liberalism and utilitarian values when it came to 

imperialism. A liberal was likely to side with Kant and main-

tain that outsiders have no right to impose their ideas of civ-

ilization on those who have not asked for their help. But a 

utilitarian, which was Mill's bent, should agree that a civiliz-

ing mission was a worthy effort, assuming that it was not the 

waste of resources that Bentham claimed it to always be. 

In 1853 Mill appeared before a House of Lords committee 

to defend the East India Company's governance of India. He 

stunned his uncomprehending audience by insisting that 

Britain should leave India once it had taught the Indian peo-

ple the art of rational, uncorrupt government. It was clear 

that the lords thought about empire in traditional terms of 

commercial and military advantage. 

Mill's stance was unrealistically moralistic. Its mirror im-

age was found in Marx, who clearly saw imperialists as mo-

tivated by greed: a finding back-handedly confirmed by Mill's 

appearance before the House of Lords.  

That truth became all the more apparent with the mid-

19th-century Opium Wars, where Britain fought to ensure 

that they could keep profiting from poisoning the Chinese, 

and, by the way, take a piece of China (Hong Kong) for itself.  

Britain started the wars because its trade deficit with 

China had been huge until it hit upon opium imports as a 

way to restore fiscal balance. The Chinese understandably 

wanted to banish opium. To the British, that spelled war. 

The assumed contrast between civilized and uncivilized 

peoples became the commonplace cornerstone of imperialist 

thought in the late 19th century. Its popularity peaked with 

the scramble to carve up Africa, when racial ramifications 

were front and center. The civilizing mission of empire be-

came, as British poet Rudyard Kipling prosaically put it in 

1899, "the white man's burden." 

If the Industrial Revolution brought the rape of Nature, the 
imperial thrust which stimulated its growth and provided its 
market meant the rape of the world. ~ Rosalind Miles 
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In the late 19th century, English liberal economist John 

Hobson, and Vladimir Lenin after him, considered imperial-

ism an inevitable aspect of the political economics of capital-

ist countries, even as its consequences were predictably 

disastrous: immediately for the locals, and eventually for the 

imperialists, as governing perpetual foreigners is endlessly 

draining. 

If violence were only a thing of the future, if exploitation and 
oppression never existed on Earth, perhaps displays of nonvio-
lence might relieve conflict. But if the entire regime, even your 
nonviolent thoughts, is governed by a thousand-year old op-
pression, your passiveness serves no other purpose but to put 
you on the side of the oppressors. ~ Franz Fanon 

In the mid-20th century, Martinique-born Afro-Carib-

bean psychiatrist, political philosopher, and revolutionary 

Franz Fanon (1925–1961) saw colonial empires as a horrific 

form of oppression, and considered revolt against them a de-

cisive act of state self-formation. This was an understandable 

sentiment considering Fanon's ethnic background and life ex-

periences. 

Fanon articulated that a dominant Caucasian culture 

took whiteness as an emblem of virtue, blackness as a badge 

of evil, and imposed on those born black a stigma which could 

never be erased. Many black Brits and Americans rightly see 

themselves as suffering from internal imperialism, despite 

the token racial equality policies the government has prom-

ulgated.  

Opposition to imperialism eventually caught on. What 

was stranger than the rise of empire after Europeans discov-

ered the Indies, both East and West, was the speed with 

which imperialism became morally tainted in the mid-20th 

century. 

In the 1920s, with few exceptions, Brits were proud of 

possessing an enormous empire. But by the 1950s the pointed 

issue was how to bring the remaining British colonies to in-

dependence as painlessly as possible. By the end of the 20th 

century, empire had become a dirty word. 

The 2nd World War had sapped the strength of all in-

volved, even the United States. Colonies began to look like 



156 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

the endless drain that Hobson anticipated they would be-

come. 

The downfall of imperialism came partly from the fact 

that imperial powers imparted to their subjects a sense of na-

tionalism, which translated to the indigenes an aspiration to 

cast off colonial status and have their own nation-states. As 

endlessly espoused by political philosophers, the feel of free-

dom and sense of unity have an unassailable allure. 

When the 1st World War broke out, socialist parties in 

both Europe and the United States expected that workers 

would not fight workers in other countries. That feeble hope 

was proven wrong. Nationalism has always trumped social-

ism. So it was with decolonization that followed in the wake 

of the 2nd World War.  

When colonial powers washed themselves offshore, they 

almost always left behind governments committed to some 

sort of socialism; but that inclination buckled easily, as greed 

and incompetence became the order of the day. 

Most post-colonial governments were inept. Many turned 

into failed states. But they invariably set preservation of na-

tional identity ahead of any attempt at fulfilling their social-

ist ambitions. Filling minds was easier than filling stomachs. 

In Africa, tribal loyalties, arbitrary national boundaries 

set by conquerors, and the absence of any sense of national 

unity beyond a shared memory of colonization posed an im-

mense political quandary. The one unequivocally national in-

stitution was usually the army. This unfortunate connection 

led repeatedly to tyranny, typically with attendant cronyism. 

Meanwhile, socialism received lip service. Egypt was exem-

plary. 

South Africa was an exception to the norm. Its capitalist 

instincts had been honed by coriaceous Dutch and British 

settlers. Further, the dark-skinned indigenes had repeatedly 

been uppity, and their yearnings repeatedly repressed. 

Socialism was the furthest thought in mind when South 

Africa became independent in 1931. Instead, keeping blacks 

disadvantaged and at a distance was the priority. 

Apartheid hung on until 1990, when native insurgency fi-

nally paid off. Following the norm, black majority rule has 
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been abysmal. Government ineptness and corruption de-

cayed South African society at a frightening pace. As with 

most former colonies, the civilizing mission failed. 

 Communism  
Under capitalism, man exploits man. Under communism, it's 

just the opposite. ~ Canadian American political economist 
John Kenneth Galbraith 

Though it flew under a Marxist flag, revolutionary com-

munism – in the Soviet Union and China – was a revival of 

tyrannical absolutism. Communist central planning was 

state capitalism under a translucent veil. Its brutal ineptness 

begat a slow historical grind that exhausted the Soviet Union 

into extinction, and sent the Communist Chinese hurtling to-

ward an exceedingly corrupt form of capitalism. 

 Russia  

Communism is a Russian autocracy turned upside-down.  
~ Russian revolutionary theorist Alexander Herzen 

The early 20th century was a period of political turmoil 

in Russia. Conflict with a newly militant Japan led to Rus-

sian defeat in 1904, forcing Russia to abandon its expansion-

ist policy in the far east. 

Discontent with the autocracy of Tsar Nicholas II forced 

him to transform the government into a constitutional mon-

archy. The uprising of 1905 failed to oust Nicholas, but it did 

provoke extensive reforms, including introducing a constitu-

tion and legislative body: the Duma. 

The outbreak of World War 1 temporarily strengthened 

the monarchy, but Nicholas squandered the opportunity. 

Governmental corruption was rampant. Russian armies suf-

fered catastrophic losses against the Germans. The gulf be-

tween the ruling elite and public grew to an unbridgeable 

chasm. 

Riots erupted in St. Petersburg on 8 March 1917 over food 

shortages. When most of the local garrison joined the revolt, 

Nicholas was forced to abdicate. 
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The provisional government appointed by the Duma faced 

rivalry from Soviet revolutionary forces. Unable to halt Rus-

sia's slide into chaos, the communists (Bolsheviks) took con-

trol of the country. At the helm was Vladimir Lenin. 

 Vladimir Lenin  

A lie told often enough becomes the truth. ~ Vladimir Lenin 

Russian political theorist, communist revolutionary, and 

politician Vladimir Ulyanov was born into a comfortable 

bourgeois family. Both his parents were teachers with pro-

gressive views.  

All 5 of the Ulyanov children became revolutionaries, but 

only 1 went to the top of the class. Vladimir's eldest brother, 

Alexander, was hanged at 19 for his complicity in an ama-

teurish 1887 plot against the Tsar. This was the 2nd personal 

incident which informed Vladimir's political outlook. His fa-

ther, shortly before his untimely death, had his livelihood 

threatened by the reactionary government, which had be-

come fearful of public education. 

Vladimir adopting the "Lenin" label during his exile in 

Siberia (1897–1900), after 14 months in prison for subversive 

activities. Lenin was derived from the river Lena, which 

flowed through the area where he was exiled. 

Marx supposed that politics followed economics: an inter-

pretation that reflected Marx as a 19th-century economic his-

torian. As a 20th-century revolutionary politician, Lenin 

posited the primacy of politics over economics. 

Marx thought that revolution to communism would be an 

evolutionary development after capitalism matured, presum-

ably occurring first in the advanced countries of Western Eu-

rope. Lenin looked at the problem of sparking revolution 

more opportunistically. 

Whereas Marx assumed that workers' daily grind would 

sow the ground for revolutionary class consciousness, Lenin 

had little confidence that workers would develop politically.  

As a Russian, Lenin understood the tepid social dynamics 

of backward nations. Economically underdeveloped countries 

were a mass of isolated peasants, lacking social cohesion. 
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Lenin figured that the proletariat, through their own eco-

nomic struggle, might only make it as far as "trade union con-

sciousness": not enough to unshackle themselves. 

A revolution is impossible without a revolutionary situation; 
furthermore, not every revolutionary situation leads to revolu-
tion. Sometimes history needs a push. ~ Vladimir Lenin 

Hence, Lenin looked to a professional revolutionary ca-

dre: "no less professionally trained than the police." Like law 

enforcement, Lenin saw the organization of the revolution as 

highly centralized, able to supervise and control. 

Class political consciousness can be brought to the workers 
only from without, that is, only outside of the economic strug-
gle, outside of the sphere of relations between workers and em-
ployers. ~ Vladimir Lenin 

Lenin's inclination to concentrate power led fellow revo-

lutionary Leon Trotsky to observe that what Lenin really 

meant by "dictatorship of the proletariat" was "dictatorship 

over the proletariat." 

It is true that liberty is precious; so precious that it must be 

carefully rationed. ~ Vladimir Lenin 

In Russia before the revolution, a comparatively small 

army of police kept control over a vast, disorganized popu-

lace. This situation led Lenin to believe that a small but 

highly disciplined revolutionary force could wrest control of 

the country. The success of the November 1917 Russian Rev-

olution proved him right. 

One man with a gun can control 100 without one. ~ Vladi-
mir Lenin 

 Joseph Stalin  

The death of one man is a tragedy. The death of millions is a 
statistic. ~ Joseph Stalin 

Joseph Stalin succeeded Lenin by eliminating any oppo-

sition and taking total control. Political purges progressed 

from expulsion and exile to execution on a mass scale. 

In the late 1920s and early 1930s, Stalin reversed 

Bolshevik agrarian policy by seizing land and organizing 
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collective farms. This reduced the peasants to serfs, as they 

had been during the monarchy.  

Stalin believed that collectivism would accelerate food 

production, but farmers resented losing their land and work-

ing solely for the state. Millions starved during the famine 

that ensued. Millions more were exiled to labor camps or ex-

ecuted for their objection. 

Stalin also set in motion rapid indus-

trialization which initially seemed to 

spawn successes, but the push cost mil-

lions of lives and caused vast environmen-

tal devastation. 

Any whiff of resistance to the regime 

was swiftly met. And the fumes never 

seemed to cease – on the farm, in the fac-

tory, or among the apparatchiks. 20–60 

million were murdered during Stalin's 

reign for dissent or simply suspicion of 

disloyalty. This was on top of the 20 mil-

lion Soviets killed during the 2nd World 

War. 

Gaiety is the most outstanding feature of the Soviet Union.  
~ Joseph Stalin 

In sum, Stalin was a ruthless sociopath who ruled by ter-

ror. His paranoia pervaded the political system. By the end 

of Stalin's reign, only fear held the Soviet Union together. 

When that fear finally dissolved decades later, so too went 

the political edifice. 

 The Demise of the Soviet Union  

The whole system was penetrated by the spirit of bootlicking, 
persecution of dissidents, window-dressing, and nepotism.  
~ Mikhail Gorbachev 

As Stalin lost his grip in the early 1950s, the Soviet Union 

stumbled into a regime of back-stabbing collective leader-

ship. Out of the murk rose Nikita Khrushchev. 

Khrushchev stunned fellow Soviets at the Communist 

Party Congress on 25 February 1956 by denouncing Stalin in 

"The smoke of 

chimneys is 

the breath of 

Soviet Russia." 
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a stem-winding 4-hour speech. He correctly declared that the 

Stalin era had been built on deceit, torture, false imprison-

ments, and executions on a mass scale. The audience left the 

speech in a state of shock.  

Khrushchev consolidated his dictatorship in 1957. His re-

form attempts went nowhere.  

In 1964 Khrushchev was ousted. Kremlin leaders were 

fed up with Khrushchev's irascibility, and aghast at his for-

eign policy failures, most notably alienating China. 

Successive leaders could not lift the stagnation that per-

vaded the Soviet system. The last in line was Mikhail Gorba-

chev, who took power in 1985. Gorbachev got off to a decent 

start, but then faltered.  

By this time, the Chinese had embarked on economic lib-

eralization while keeping a firm grip on political power. Gor-

bachev did the opposite: allowing greater political liberties 

while failing to implement any significant economic reforms. 

Gorbachev's efforts to streamline the Communist system 

ultimately proved uncontrollable. A cascade of events acted 

as solvent that dissolved the Soviet Union. 

The Soviets were trapped in a quagmire war in Afghani-

stan that sapped military strength and brought home embit-

terment. This alone might have proved sufficient in time, but 

internal incompetence accelerated dissolution. 

The town Pripyat in the Ukraine was host to the Cherno-

byl nuclear plant, which was a monument to Soviet modern-

ization. The town's symbol was Prometheus, the Greek god 

who created humans and gave them fire, the first technology. 

On 26 April 1986, a test of the Chernobyl plant blew the 

roof off the reactor, releasing 400 times as much radioactive 

material as the atomic bomb dropped on Hiroshima. Soviet 

officials covered up the mishap, as they did any misfortune 

which cast the country in a poor light.  

Firefighters got deadly doses of radiation while heroically 

trying to put out the blaze at Chernobyl. Children in Pripyat 

played in the streets and couples celebrated weddings out-

doors while an invisible poisonous cloud consumed their 

health. 
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The Soviet system disintegrated in the years that fol-

lowed. At the end of 1991, Gorbachev resigned, declaring his 

office extinct. 

Chernobyl served as a symbol of the toxicity that per-

vaded a political system built on lies and grasping govern-

ment officials who served only themselves. 

This country was governed and kept together by fear from 
Stalinist times. Gorbachev put the final blow to the resistance of 
the Soviet Union by killing the fear of the people. ~ Soviet pol-
itician Andrei Grachev 

 China  

Communism is not love. Communism is a hammer which we 
use to crush the enemy. ~ Mao Zedong 

Chinese communist revolutionary Mao Zedong (1893–

1976) was born into a peasant family. He took to political phi-

losophy as a youth: devouring translations of Rousseau, Dar-

win, Smith, Mill, and others at the public library.  

As an assistant librarian at Peking University, Mao first 

read Marx's Communist Manifesto in 1918. By 1920, Mao 

thought himself a Marxist.  

In 1921 he attended the 1st Congress of Chinese Com-

munists. By 1935 Mao had control of the party, which he 

maintained until he died. 

Without the poor peasants there can be no revolution.  
~ Mao Zedong in 1927 

Mao recognized early on that the peasantry were the po-

tential Marxist proletariat in pre-communist feudal China. 

Chinese history was studded with sporadic peasant revolts, 

most of which had failed for lack of leadership. 

Mao's revolutionary strategy was guerilla warfare from 

rural bases against the conservative forces entrenched in the 

cities. Setbacks were met with dogged persistence that finally 

succeeded in 1949. 

Political power grows out of the barrel of a gun. ~ Mao 
Zedong 
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Unlike the French and Russian revolutions, the bourgeoi-

sie were initially brought into the Chinese communist fold. 

Mao recognized their managerial skill as critical. 

To counter imperialist oppression and to raise her backward 
economy to a higher level, China must utilize all the factors of 
urban and rural capitalism that are beneficial and not harmful to 
the national economy and the people's livelihood; and we must 
unite with the national bourgeoisie in common struggle. ~ Mao 
Zedong 

Mao did an abrupt about-face in 1966, when he launched 

the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution, which was a cha-

otic purge of supposed bourgeois elements, both within the 

party and without.  

Classes struggle, some classes triumph, others are eliminated. 
Such is the history of civilization for thousands of years. ~ Mao 
Zedong 

Within a few years, Chinese society had descended to the 

precipice of anarchy. In 1971, the army belatedly restored 

order. A decade later, the Chinese Communist Party declared 

the Cultural Revolution as "responsible for the most severe 

setback and the heaviest losses suffered by the Party, the 

country, and the people since the founding of the People's 

Republic."  

With the Cultural Revolution, Mao had sought to pre-

serve his vision of society from being overwhelmed by indus-

trialization and the consequent bureaucratization that had 

consumed the Soviet Union. Mao's ultimate aim was heartily 

Confucian: to further loyalty to the Party. Mao not only 

failed, he turned into the most destructive force on Chinese 

society ever internally generated. Untold tens of millions 

were killed, and the lives of many millions more ruined – for 

absolutely no reason whatsoever. 

Mao's legacy was respected only with lip service. As soon 

as he died, Party leadership started moving in a direction he 

would have never countenanced. 

Mao was succeeded by Deng Xiaoping, who introduced 

market-economy reforms which turned China toward the 

capitalism system that Mao had so disdained.  
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It doesn't matter whether a cat is black or white, if it catches 

mice it is a good cat. ~ Deng Xiaoping in 1961 

Into the 21st century, the Chinese Communist Party has 

managed to retain power while riding the tiger of a hybrid 

economic system that blends state and private capitalism. 

The mercantilist mentality that had taken hold millennia ago 

now reigns supreme. The Chinese have done well to hide this 

resolute nationalist bent with humbug and the occasional 

concession to free trade. 

There is a serious tendency toward capitalism among the 
well-to-do peasants. ~ Mao Zedong 

The Party's biggest problem for decades had been inter-

nal corruption. The elevation of Xi Jinping in 2013 as party 

political leader brought an unprecedented campaign against 

widespread graft by government bureaucrats at all levels. Xi 

has gone on to become the 21st-century technocratic Mao in 

making himself leader for life. 

As with other authoritarian regimes, the Chinese govern-

ment has done its damndest to try to control and suppress 

information flow among the populace, particularly news 

which points out governmental mismanagement, of which 

there is a surfeit. With instant electronic communications 

and the Internet being a worldwide phenomenon, the govern-

ment has been fighting a losing war. 

The Communist Party is now a conservative force in 

China, doing its best to maintain the status quo. Whereas 

Mao exhibited a Confucian streak while ostensibly vilifying 

Confucianism, the Party now openly embraces the hoary 

Chinese creed. Since coming to power, Xi has sought to 

elevate Confucius as the grand progenitor of Chinese culture, 

with Mao's rule as a historical blip.  

 Revolution in America  
Working families across this country are deeply frustrated 

about an economy and a government that doesn't work for 
them. ~ US Senator Elizabeth Warren in 2016 

Into the 21st century, economic inequality in the United 

States left an increasing number of Americans struggling to 
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make ends meet, even those who had full-time employment. 

It became increasingly more obvious to the average Joe that 

the "American Dream" had evaporated into a mirage; that 

the economic game was rigged to subsidize the wealthy. Yet 

Americans did not rise up. 

Failure to rebel is not a historical anomaly. Suffering 

serfs went centuries with only sporadic uprisings, typically 

triggered by additional oppression heaped upon their already 

dire circumstances. 

African American slaves were not nearly as patient, but 

their liberation from being owned outright did not occur until 

the white man found their freedom a moral imperative. In 

other words, insurrections were suppressed until the ruling 

elite decided they were justified. In the case of slavery in the 

United States, the bloodiest war in that country's history was 

required to render that decision. 

A few factors account for the quiescence of the relatively 

penurious proletariat in post-modern America. First and 

foremost is mistaken belief. The predominant paradigm of 

the American way is an individualism that leaves people to 

fend for themselves. 

Individualization has long been the mantra of those who 

at the top of the economic ladder: mythically attributing their 

own success to individual initiative and hard work. It is sel-

dom true. Most successful entrepreneurs have come from 

privileged backgrounds. Bill Gates is exemplary. 

American individualism is the banner under which the 

ruling class pretend to march and expect others to do so as 

well. Working-class Americans, especially young ones and 

minorities, are gulled into believing that socioeconomic mo-

bility exists when it does not. 

Americans overestimate the levels of actual class mobility in 
society. Belief in the American dream is woefully misguided 
when compared with objective reality. ~ American sociologist 
Michael Kraus et al 

Americans grossly underestimate the degree of economic 

inequality in the country. They both think the poor have 

more economic resources than they do, and that the wealthy 

are not as rich or powerful as they are. 
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Something essential has been lacking for those who 

struggle mightily and might otherwise coalesce to rebel 

against the rigged economic game: leadership and vision. A 

credible socialist regime simply has not been proposed. Lack-

ing an alternate vision of the future, collective social con-

sciousness has been largely smothered by the fiction of "free 

enterprise" which the ruling elite promote. 

People often view their sociopolitical systems as fair and nat-
ural despite indisputable biases in their structure. ~ American 
psychologists Larisa Hussak & Andrei Cimpian 

The problem begins with an innate belief in free will cou-

pled to individualist misattribution. From an early age, peo-

ple generally empower themselves with the fantasy that 

success lies with the individual, not the environment.  

Casting capitalism as "free enterprise" is brilliant propa-

ganda, in that it plays perfectly to what people want to belief. 

Further, this illusion fortifies the status quo.  

Feeling trapped by an oppressive system is debilitating. 

Having a sense of undeserved success is a milder disappoint-

ment, but still deflating. 

The higher up people said they were, the more they overesti-
mated the likelihood of upward mobility. Being aware of your 
position at the top of a low-mobility hierarchy can be uncom-
fortable, because without mobility, sitting at the top is the result 
of luck, rather than merit. ~ Michael Kraus et al 

Unsurprisingly, liberals are more realistic about eco-

nomic inequality than conservatives, who see society as far 

more merit-based than it is. 

Another obstacle to revolution lies in societal logistics. 

Shared backgrounds still exist among the working classes, 

but sense of solidarity has been eroded through job competi-

tion, and by the spatial diaspora of American society. The 

wholesale suburbanization of the US following the 2nd World 

War weakened class-based bonds of community.  

Solidarity runs strongest in the urban ghettos and pe-

ripheral areas where many in the underclass are still con-

fined; but even they are more dispersed than ever before. 

 The social movements in United States that gained trac-

tion in the late 20th century were issue-specific associations 
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related to individualization: the feminist movement, homo-

sexual rights, and the disability rights campaign  

Agitation for equity was largely in the legal sphere. What-

ever progress women made in succoring social status, they 

went next to nowhere in equalizing wages on a gender basis. 

The reason: lack of political solidarity.  

Women in democratic nations would run the countries 

they live in if only they could agree on an agenda, but gender 

is not how society is segregated. The root remains, as Marx 

mused, material life conditioning sociopolitical conscious-

ness. Then again, as Lenin noted, "not every revolutionary 

situation leads to revolution." 

 Occupy  

We are the 99%. ~ Occupy slogan (August 2011) 

The Occupy movement that began with Occupy Wall 

Street in the United States on 17 September 2011 was aimed 

directly at the egregious socioeconomic inequity that exists 

in all advanced capitalist societies.  

Justice does not require that men must stand idly by while 

others destroy the basis of their existence. ~ John Rawls 

Occupy's primary tactic was to physically occupy public 

spaces. Within a month, Occupy protests had occurred in over 

951 cities across 82 countries, and in over 600 communities 

in the US. 

Initial tolerance by governmental authorities quickly 

turned to police action to roust the protesters, frequently 

with excessive force. Besides beatings and spraying protest-

ers with noxious chemicals, thousands of spurious arrests 

were made to intimidate and dispirit activists.  

Though moral outrage perpetually prevails in a ponder-

ous percentage of the 99%, Occupy petered out. Despite forti-

fication via righteous indignation, being pummeled by police 

has its endurance limit. 

As a belittlement, the mainstream news media in the US 

blithely claimed that Occupy had no clearly defined goals. 

More telling was that Occupy lacked leadership that could 

command meaningful media coverage. Therein lay the heart 

of the problem. 
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Socioeconomic inequity is nothing more than a staple 

journalistic genre. For the mainstream corporate media, with 

its vested interest in the status quo, Occupy was never any-

thing more than a cult fad story. Nor could it have been. 

The levers of power went untouched by Occupy. It elected 

no officials, garnered no political coalition, nor even sympa-

thetic response, at the state or national level.  

Peaceful protest is invariably fruitless in a plutocratic 

polity. Where power listens only when money talks, ranting 

against wealth is nothing more than impotent venting. 

 

The reason why there has been so little action against en-

trenched socioeconomic injustice is because those bearing 

most of the costs have no voice in the political agenda at the 

national level. Instead, they are pushed to the periphery, ex-

cept in that brief interlude of political campaigning when one 

party courts their votes, while the other party caters to those 

hewing to the creed of individualism. 

The ultimate failure, as Occupy illustrated, is lack of vi-

sion. Tinkering at the edges of a corrupt regime by demand-

ing more crumbs from a trickle-down system leaves the gyre 

of money-grubbing intact, and puts those promoting equity 

looking like beggars, which is how opponents to equity cast 

moral decency. 

The solution is to escape the problem, not merely fiddle 

with the parameters of the equation. One clear lesson of his-

tory is that political activity reflects the economic engine that 

powers the polity. 

An equitable political system cannot be fashioned from an 

economy driven by competitive capitalism, as the 2 are dy-

namically diametric. As long as wealth controls political 

power, socioeconomic stratification, with an exploited under-

class, is guaranteed. 

To be radical is to grasp things by the root. ~ Karl Marx 

 Herbert Spencer  

Society exists for the benefit of its members, not the members 
for the benefit of society. ~ Herbert Spencer 
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Individualism is a political philosophy that emphasizes 

the moral value of individuals, advocating that their inter-

ests take precedence over the state, or the well-being of soci-

ety as a whole. Individualism is antithetical to Hegel's 

statism, and antipodal to collectivism, which highlights the 

interdependence of people. 

The spirit of individualism imbues several related 

streams of political theory: liberalism, libertarianism, lais-

sez-faire economics, and utilitarianism, which is ultimately 

individualistic, albeit from a collective perspective. 

Locke's classical liberalism stressed individual liberty 

(libertarianism), while later social liberalism sought a 

balance between liberty and social justice.  

Neoliberalism is a term applied to a strain of laissez-faire 

economic liberalism that arose in Europe in the 1930s, in an 

attempt to find a middle ground between classical liberalism 

and collectivist central planning. A recasting of neoliberalism 

appeared in the 1970s, its prime thrust an advocacy of a re-

duced role for government in political economy. This neolib-

eralism is associated with the regimes of British Prime 

Minister Margaret Thatcher (1975–1990), American Presi-

dent Ronald Reagan (1981–1989), and Chilean dictator Au-

gusto Pinochet (1973–1990). 

Neoliberalism is the defining political-economic paradigm of 
our time. It refers to the policies and processes whereby a rela-
tive handful of private interests are permitted to control as much 
as possible of social life in order to maximize their personal 
profit. ~ Noam Chomsky 

The spectral extreme of individualism is exemplified by 

English political theorist Herbert Spencer (1820–1903), who 

took a Darwinist view of society.  

In days when the people were without any political power, 
their subjection was rarely complained of; but after free institu-
tions had so far advanced in England that our political arrange-
ments were envied by Continental peoples, the denunciations 
of aristocratic rule grew gradually stronger, until there came a 
great widening of the franchise, soon followed by complaints 
that things were going wrong for want of still further widening. 
~ Herbert Spencer 
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Though essentially agreeing with Marx about class strug-

gles propelling human societies, Spencer was antithetical to 

Marx about their amelioration.  

All socialism involves slavery. That which fundamentally dis-
tinguishes the slave is that he labours under coercion to satisfy 
anothers' desires. ~ Herbert Spencer 

To Spencer, social Darwinism justified the ruling class as 

having won their position via societal "survival of the fittest," 

a phrase coined by Spencer in 1864 after reading Darwin's 

1859 book about biological speciation. 

Government is essentially immoral. ~ Herbert Spencer 

Spencer was more concerned with what the state should 

not do than what it should. The state had no business regu-

lating trade and commerce, enforcing sanitation, promoting 

morality, aiding the needy, or providing education. 

That popular education results in an extensive reading of pub-
lications which foster pleasant illusions rather than of those 
which insist on hard realities, is beyond question. ~ Herbert 
Spencer 

Spencer saw government granting social welfare as a slip-

pery slope that ultimately led to a degenerate society with an 

entitlement mind-set. 

The more numerous governmental interventions become, the 
more confirmed does this habit of thought grow, and the more 
loud and perpetual the demands for intervention. Every addi-
tional State-interference strengthens the tacit assumption that it 
is the duty of the State to deal with all evils and secure all ben-
efits. 

Each generation is made less familiar with the attainment of 
desired ends by individual actions or private combinations, and 
more familiar with the attainment of them by governmental 
agencies; until, eventually, governmental agencies come to be 
thought of as the only available agencies. ~ Herbert Spencer 

For Spencer, the only proper purpose of the state is 

"simply to defend the natural rights of man – to protect per-

son and property." 

Spencer's advocacy of unfettered competition was warmly 

received by capitalists. In linking laissez-faire with progress, 

Spencer assured the upper crust that capitalism was not only 
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harmonious with natural law, it was also in the interest of 

societal welfare. 

Let no one suppose that I wish to make light of the sufferings 
which most men have to bear. The fates of the great majority 
have ever been, and doubtless still are, so sad that it is painful 
to think of them. ~ Herbert Spencer 

Spencer was not blind to the ruthless exploitation of 19th-

century capitalism. He simply saw it fitting that most people 

suffered. 

The belief of the socialists and so-called liberals is that by due 
skill an ill-working humanity may be framed into well-working 
institutions. It is a delusion. 

The defective natures of citizens will show themselves in the 
bad acting of whatever social structure they are arranged into. 
There is no political alchemy by which you can get golden con-
duct out of leaden instincts. ~ Herbert Spencer 

Spencerism as a vitalizing philosophy died in the US at 

the turn of the 20th century, as it had in England a genera-

tion earlier. As the economic brutality of robber-baron capi-

talism seeped into public consciousness, naïve faith in free 

enterprise wilted.  

In his later years, Spencer mellowed, with misgivings 

about industrialism given its human cost. Even to Spencer, 

"survival of the fittest" seemed ill fitting for societal well-be-

ing. 

 Fascism  
I do not see why man should not be just as cruel as Nature. 

~ Adolph Hitler 

The expansion of democracy intensified the reaction of 

authoritarians, whose rise to power in the early 20th century 

owed to certain circumstances and characteristics shared by 

the countries that embraced fascism, most notably Italy and 

Germany.  

The aftermath of the 1st World War left Italy and Ger-

many with a discontented populace, though for entirely dif-

ferent reasons. 
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In ridding itself of an old enemy – the Austro-Hungarian 

empire – Italy had benefited the most from the Great War. 

Italy was allowed to annex several provinces. As a counter-

balance, a Yugoslavian state was created to limit Italian ex-

pansion in the Balkans. 

Italy had suffered fewer casualties than Britain, and rel-

atively minor damage compared to France. The social prob-

lems faced – reconverting from a war footing to civilian 

production, caring the for crippled, the new role of women – 

were common to other Allied countries. But other Western 

countries were not as inclined to authoritarianism as Italy 

was. Comfort with autocracy dates to Roman times and ef-

fuses Catholicism. 

In negotiating treaties, the Italians had hampered them-

selves diplomatically by having representatives that did not 

speak English. Despite the territorial gains made, not having 

got all that they wanted, Italian politicians touted the nega-

tive aspects of the peace treaties, ignoring the positive ones. 

The myth of a "mutilated victory" spread, fanning immense 

discontent. 

The debt imposed on Germany over World War 1 ruined 

its hope for recovery. Only after the US lent Germany huge 

sums of money was it able to recover. 1924 to 1929 became 

known as the "Golden Years": a brief, bright interlude before 

the Wall Street crash in the autumn of 1929 reverberated 

through Europe, creating high unemployment and poverty in 

Germany once again. 

Though they had some experience with democracy, both 

Italy and Germany had historic roots in authoritarian re-

gimes. It was especially easy there to look to strongmen for 

leadership. 

Unlike the authoritarianism of earlier centuries, fascism 

is a post-democratic political system: a reaction to the possi-

bility, but perceived weakness, in democracy. 

Fascism did not occur in nations lacking any democratic 

experience. Despotism may beset a country, as it did in Soviet 

Russia, but it lacks the mass enthusiasm that accompanies 

the ascent of fascism. Conversely, fascism never succeeded 

where democracy had taken hold and become part of the so-

cietal value system. 
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Fascists learned from democracy the value of popular 

support and sought its manufacture via a mixture of propa-

ganda and terror. Fundamentalist Islamic groups now use 

the same formula in western Asia. 

Fascism found its support in social groups at opposite 

ends of the socioeconomic spectrum. Reactionary landowners 

and industrialists financed fascists in the hope of getting rid 

of labor unions and radical political movements.  

The lower classes that dreaded the prospect of proletari-

anization looked to fascism for salvation. In times of economic 

malaise, fascism appealed to the forgotten man. By putting 

such men into uniforms, incorporating them into an orga-

nized movement, fascism made them feel as if they belonged; 

a stark contrast to being adrift in a society that considered 

them castoffs. 

Having failed to muster popular support, upon realizing 

the futility of achieving political dominance through legal 

means, Italian journalist and politician Benito Mussolini 

(1883–1945) managed, through cunning and ruthless violence, 

to seize power. 

Mussolini's master stroke was marching 30,000 fascists 

from all over the country into Rome, where they converged 

on 28 October 1922. The next day, the Italian king, who 

feared civil war otherwise, asked Mussolini to form a govern-

ment, despite Fascists having only 35 of 535 seats in parlia-

ment. 

The leading capitalists in the country believed they would 

be able to manipulate Mussolini, whose early speeches touted 

laissez-faire economics. They were sadly mistaken.  

Mussolini had in mind total state power over businesses 

as well as individuals through corporatism: governing inter-

ests groups controlled by the Fascist party. Businesses re-

tained their responsibilities of property but lost their freedom 

of operation. 

Mussolini, who coined the term totalitarianism, de-

stroyed all political opposition through his secret police, out-

lawed labor strikes, and consolidated power through a series 

of laws that transformed the Italy into a 1-party dictatorship, 

with himself at the despotic helm. 
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Until 1933, Mussolini was isolated. With the advent of 

the Nazi regime in Germany, an international league of fas-

cists formed, later joined by Japan and lesser powers. 

Mussolini's hatred of democracy, and nations practicing 

it, threw him into the arms of Hitler, despite being anti-Ger-

man his whole life. Italy joined with Germany in a political 

axis in October 1936.  

Italy entered the war on the Nazi side in June 1940; just 

when, with the defeat of France, the war seemed to be over. 

All those years of preparation for war were of no avail. 

The military weakness of Italian fascists was evident from 

their first battles.  

Italy surrendered in September 1943. The king had al-

ready tossed Mussolini aside in July, just after the Allied in-

vasion of Italy started. 

 

Austrian-born German Adolf Hitler (1889–1945) was the 

first national politician to speak out and take action against 

the 1919 Treaty of Versailles that subjected Germany to des-

titution after the 1st World War. 

Hitler is the first man to tell every German what he has been 
thinking and feeling all along in his unconscious about German 
fate, especially since the defeat in the World War. ~ Swiss psy-
chiatrist Carl Jung 

Hitler's first attempt at a coup, the 1923 Beer Hall Putsch 

in Munich, earned him 9 months in jail for treason. That ex-

perience led him to pursue power through legitimate means; 

the opposite of Mussolini's strategy. 

The onset of the Great Depression gave Hitler the oppor-

tunity he needed. Hitler craftily managed to acquire de facto 

dictatorship through legal means. 

Close your hearts to pity. Act brutally. The stronger man is 

right. ~ Adolf Hitler in 1939 

 

The most characteristic feature of the fascist psyche was 

irrationalism: the distrust of reason, the emphasis on the 

sentimental and primal emotive essence of man. Fascism was 
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the polar opposite of the western tradition of rationalism that 

reached back to ancient Greece. 

All great movements are popular movements. They are the 
volcanic eruptions of human passions and emotions, stirred into 
activity by the ruthless Goddess of Distress or by the torch of 
the spoken word cast into the midst of the people. ~ Adolph 
Hitler 

 Georges Sorel  

Love, by the enthusiasm it begets, can produce that sublimity 
without which there would be no effective morality. ~ Georges 
Sorel 

In comprehending the power of myth, French political 

philosopher Georges Sorel (1847–1922) was a philosophic 

fount for the fascists that followed in his wake.  

Sorel rejected science as simply a system of "fictions" 

fabricated to paste an idealized order on a reality that was 

instead inherently chaotic and irrational. Sorel saw human 

society as a disordered expression of irrationality. The 

Enlightenment coupling of technical progress with cultural 

progress was moral blindness; belief in human perfectibility 

pathetic. 

Sorel rejected ideology as a glue that could bind men to-

gether. Beliefs can be shared by men who have basically 

nothing in common. The real ties are familial: the unchang-

ing unit of moral life.  

Borrowing from Marx, Sorel supported the idea of a 

political party for the working class, held together by their 

affinity as a social stratum. But Sorel considered Marx too 

deterministic. For Sorel, history was Hegelian: a drama in 

which men are authors and actors; above all, a struggle ripe 

with morality, even as events march independently of values. 

Inspired by the militant trade union movement in France 

at the turn of the 20th century, Sorel theorized syndicalism 

as a replacement for capitalism: "a system of economic 

organization in which industries are owned and managed by 

the workers." 

The masses believe that they are suffering from the iniquitous 
consequences of a past which was full of violence, ignorance, 
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and wickedness. They believe that democracy, if it were only 
free, would replace a malevolent hierarchy by a benevolent hi-
erarchy. ~ Georges Sorel 

Sorel viewed parliamentary government as the means by 

which middle-class bureaucrats hold power; the result of a 

democracy in which workers had not coalesced to power, and 

so had forsaken their opportunity to hold the reins. 

How did these mediocre and silly people become so power-
ful? ~ Georges Sorel 

Sorel advocated revolution as the only means for workers 

to take control. To galvanize revolt, Sorel suggested myth as 

motivation. For a worker's party, Sorel saw a general strike 

– a simultaneous statement and seizing of power – as an ac-

tualizing myth. 

As long as there are no myths accepted by the masses, one 
may go on talking of revolts indefinitely, without ever provoking 
any revolutionary movement. ~ Georges Sorel 

Sorel saw the power that myths may have in fermenting 

fervor, by giving men a new vision of the world, and of them-

selves. Christianity was exemplary. This myth maxim was 

practiced by Mussolini and Hitler, in bending men's minds to 

identify with the autocratic states they created. 

We have created our myth. The myth is a faith, it is passion. 
It is not necessary that it shall be a reality. It is a reality by the 
fact that it is a goad, a hope, a faith, that it is courage. Our myth 
is the nation, our myth is the greatness of the nation! ~ Benito 
Mussolini 

Sorel's most famous work was Reflections On Violence 

(1908). Sprinkled with a few gems of insight, the treatise re-

veals Sorel in possession of a self-indulgent mind, rambling 

without cogency.  

A social policy founded on middle-class cowardice, which 
consists in always surrendering before the threat of violence, 
cannot fail to engender the idea that the middle class is con-
demned to death, and its disappearance is only a matter of time. 
Thus, every conflict which gives rise to violence becomes a van-
guard fight. ~ Georges Sorel 
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Sorel's ideal of violence as a creative force is sociopathic. 

Though erudite, Sorel echoed the irrationality that he per-

ceived pervading mankind. 

 

The mood of fascism was fanaticism, not skepticism. 

During the Italian fascist regime, Mussolini's picture hung in 

every school classroom with the caption "Mussolini is always 

right." 

Humanitarianism is the expression of stupidity and coward-
ice. ~ Adolph Hitler 

Fascism mocked the moral universe of western tradition. 

It not only accepted inequality, it affirmed it as an ideal. The 

code of fascist behavior was violence and deceit. 

Make the lie big, make it simple, keep saying it, and eventu-

ally they will believe it. ~ Adolph Hitler 

No bones were made about the fascist state being totali-

tarian. 

For the Fascist, everything is in the State, and nothing human 
or spiritual exists, much less has value, outside the State. ~ Be-
nito Mussolini 

The corporate state was the defining economic feature of 

fascism. The economy was organized by state-controlled as-

sociations. 

In international relations, racialism and imperialism ex-

pressed the fundamental fascist values of inequality and vio-

lence. World peace had no place. 

War alone brings up to their highest tension all human ener-
gies and puts the stamp of nobility upon the peoples who have 
the courage to meet it. ~ Benito Mussolini 

Fascism was not a political philosophy in any sense. It 

was instead, quite simply, the expression of a will to power 

at all costs. As such, fascism was nothing more than an age-

old tendency in politics, held in check only by institutions and 

societal values that forbid it. As traditional restraint systems 

failed, fascism filled the void via the men who could compel-

lingly convey its myths. 
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 The close of the 2nd World War by no means meant fas-

cism was a spent political force. Fascism is a reactionary im-

pulse expressed politically, and therefore ever a temptation 

to a desperate people.  

 The Progressive Era  

Georgism is an economic philosophy holding that the nat-

ural resources should be belong equally to everyone in a com-

munity, except that the value people add belongs to them. 

John Locke was an early proponent of Georgism, but the con-

cept was popularized by and named after American political 

economist Henry George, from his book Progress and Poverty 

(1879).  

George is credited with inspiring several reform move-

ments during the Progressive Era (1890S–1920S), a period of 

widespread social activism in the United States aimed at po-

litical reform. Progressives' primary goal was eliminating 

government corruption via targeting bosses of political ma-

chines. Many supported prohibition as a means of destroying 

local bosses' power, which was based in saloons. 

Another objective was regulation of monopolies – trust-

busting – as a means to promote competition and thereby ad-

vantage consumers. 

American mechanical engineer Frederick Winslow Taylor 

sought to improve industrial efficiency. Taylor's 1911 mono-

graph The Principles of Scientific Management was seminal 

in applying scientific methods to managing resources and en-

gineering processes (such as assembly-line work). Progres-

sives sought to apply Taylorism in the political arena, 

modernizing government via scientific management prac-

tices. 

Progressives wanted direct democracy, where citizens di-

rectly decide policies, rather than through elected represent-

atives (representative democracy). There are few historical 

examples of direct democracy. Though suffrage was greatly 

circumscribed, 5th-century-BCE Athenian democracy was di-

rect. Citizens in the Roman Republic (509–43 BCE) could di-

rectly legislate.  
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In the modern era, Swiss towns enabled direct democracy 

beginning in the 13th century. Presently half of the states 

and many localities in the United States allow citizen-spon-

sored ballot initiatives: a mutant legislative form of direct de-

mocracy. 

 John Dewey  

A democracy is more than a form of government; it is primar-
ily a mode of associated living, of conjoint communicated ex-
perience. ~ John Dewey 

American philosopher, psychologist, Georgist, and social 

reformer John Dewey (1869–1948) is best known for his views 

on education.  

Education is not preparation for life; education is life itself.  
~ John Dewey 

Dewey took a holistic view from a process-oriented per-

spective. He was one of the founders of functional psychology, 

which considers behavior and mentation in terms of active 

adaptation to the environment. 

Man is not logical, and his intellectual history is a record of 
mental reserves and compromises. He hangs on to what he can 
in his old beliefs even when he is compelled to surrender their 
logical basis. ~ John Dewey 

Dewey viewed democracy as an ethical ideal, not just a 

political mechanism. Despite comprehending how emotively 

driven people are, Dewey favored direct democracy. 

The "State" was substituted for humanity; cosmopolitan gave 
way to nationalism. To form the citizen, not the "man," became 
the aim of education. ~ John Dewey 

Dewey was aware of how concentrated economic power 

"has consistently and persistently denied effective freedom to 

the economically underpowered and underprivileged." He 

blamed the government for perpetual impoverishment of the 

"underprivileged." Dewey proposed steep taxation of the 

wealthy in order to equalize opportunities for all. 

Economic determinism is now a fact, not a theory. ~ John 

Dewey 
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Dewey was criticized for not coming up with strategies to 

achieve his avowed goal of a well-educated populace. Dewey 

was stymied by his understanding of the practical obstacles 

to reform presented by entrenched power, and the intricacy 

of the problems facing modern societies. 

Democracy has many meanings, but if it has a moral mean-
ing, it is found in resolving that the supreme test of all political 
institutions and industrial arrangements shall be the contribu-
tion they make to the all-around growth of every member of 
society. ~ John Dewey 

Dewey was caught in a self-indulged trap of believing in 

democracy while realizing that it was not possible to solve 

societal problems through that polity, as voters were insuffi-

ciently enlightened to dispel plutocracy. 

As long as politics is the shadow cast on society by big busi-
ness, the attenuation of the shadow will not change the sub-
stance. ~ John Dewey 

 Mahatma Gandhi  

I object to violence because when it appears to do good, the 
good is only temporary; the evil it does is permanent.  
~ Mahatma Gandhi 

Indian political leader Mahatma Gandhi (1869–1948) led 

his country to independence from British colonialism using 

nonviolent resistance. Gandhi's message was designed to ap-

peal to Indian sensibilities while upholding his vision of mo-

rality, which was radically different from Indian tradition. 

He struggled and failed to alleviate poverty, liberate women, 

and put an end to caste discrimination. 

In matters of conscience, the law of the majority has no place. 
~ Mahatma Gandhi 

Gandhi's philosophy aligned with natural law and held to 

the idea that morality and polity were entangled. 

Politics, divorced from religion, has absolutely no meaning. 
~ Mahatma Gandhi 

Gandhi considered the competition upon which capital-

ism is based to be a tragic waste. He believed that societal ills 

were the inevitable result of materialistic values. 
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Earth provides enough to satisfy every man's needs, but not 

every man's greed. ~ Mahatma Gandhi 

Gandhi was opposed to modern western civilization and 

its industrialization. He saw intrinsic value in manual labor. 

Gandhi favored equal treatment of all people, not only un-

der the law, but as a matter of moral conscience. Gandhi's 

ideal was of a spiritual, not material, civilization. 

Gandhi realized that a society, and its government, could 

only be as good as its people. Therefore, moral virtue as a 

norm is a necessity to have a decent polity, regardless of its 

form. 

You must be the change you want to see in the world.  
~ Mahatma Gandhi 

 Martin Luther King Jr.  

I refuse to accept the view that mankind is so tragically bound 
to the starless midnight of racism and war that the bright 
daybreak of peace and brotherhood can never become a reality. 
I believe that unarmed truth and unconditional love will have 
the final word. ~ Martin Luther King, Jr. 

American Baptist minister and civil rights leader Martin 

Luther King, Jr. (1929–1968) was inspired by Mahatma Gan-

dhi. A gifted orator, King sought to eliminate racial bias in 

the United States, especially legal discrimination. 

Freedom is never voluntarily given by the oppressor. It must 
be demanded by the oppressed. ~ Martin Luther King, Jr. 

Since the Reconstruction Era following the Civil War, 

southern states pursued a policy of disenfranchisement and 

segregation of the black population. This was codified in so-

called Jim Crow laws.  

Northerners did not have Jim Crow laws. Oppression and 

segregation there were achieved through various private so-

cioeconomic mechanisms, including job discrimination and 

bank lending practices. 

We must learn to live together as brothers or perish together 

as fools. ~ Martin Luther King, Jr. 

King galvanized those interested in egalitarian civil 

rights like never before. 
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I have a dream that one day this nation will rise up and live 
out the true meaning of its creed: "We hold these truths to be 
self-evident: that all men are created equal." ~ Martin Luther 
King, Jr. 

King instigated the 28 August 1963 March on Washing-

ton that electrified the nation. To date it was the largest pro-

test in the nation's capital. Over 250,000 people were there 

to hear King's now legendary 17-minute "I Have a Dream" 

speech. The protest was instrumental in the passage of fed-

eral civil rights laws in the next 2 years.* 

It may be true that the law cannot make a man love me, but 
it can stop him from lynching me, and I think that's pretty im-
portant. ~ Martin Luther King Jr. 

King was appealing to all precisely because he embraced 

nonviolence as the means to effect change. 

For his nonviolent efforts, King was personally injured 

and jailed on numerous occasions. On 29 March 1968, King 

was killed by a single bullet while standing on a balcony at 

the hotel where he was staying in Memphis, Tennessee. 

There is no way a ten-cent white boy could develop a plan to 
kill a million-dollar black man. ~ American civil rights leader 
James Bevel 

King's supposed assassin claimed that he was part of con-

spiracy, involving in part the Memphis police and federal 

agents: a claim upheld in a civil trial in 1999.  

A nation that continues year after year to spend more money 
on military defense than on programs of social uplift is ap-
proaching spiritual doom. ~ Martin Luther King, Jr. 

King was under surveillance by federal intelligence agen-

cies prior to his assassination. To the government, King had 

become a menace, owing to his outspoken opposition to the 

Vietnam War. 

Returning violence for violence multiplies violence, adding 
deeper darkness to a night already devoid of stars. Hate cannot 
drive out hate: only love can do that. ~ Martin Luther King, Jr. 

 
* The Civil Rights Act of 1964 & The Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
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 John Maynard Keynes  

For my part I think that capitalism, wisely managed, can 
probably be made more efficient for attaining economic ends 
than any alternative system yet in sight, but that in itself it is in 
many ways extremely objectionable. ~ John Maynard Keynes 

English economist John Maynard Keynes (1883–1946) 

worked as a civil servant in the British treasury department 

during the 1st World War. He resigned in disgust at the odi-

ous terms imposed on Germany after the war.  

Politicians are awful. Their stupidity is inhuman. I work for a 
government I despise for ends I think criminal. ~ John Maynard 
Keynes 

In the 1920s, as an academic, Keynes had only mild skep-

ticism about laissez-faire economics, which was conventional 

wisdom at the time.  

The parallelism between economic laissez-faire and Darwin-
ism is now seen, as Herbert Spencer was foremost to recognize, 
to be very close indeed. ~ John Maynard Keynes 

Economic developments changed Keynes' mind. In the 

grip of the unrelenting Great Depression in the 1930s, 

Keynes challenged the neoclassical assumption that free 

markets would self-correct, particularly in providing full em-

ployment. Keynes instead argued that aggregate demand de-

termined overall economic vitality, and that stagnant 

demand could cause prolonged periods of high unemploy-

ment. His recommended remedy was state intervention to 

moderate the "boom and bust" cycles typical of capitalist bi-

polarity: optimistic exuberance followed by pessimism that 

stunts investment. 

Keynes thought that governments had also played a part 

in creating conditions for the depression. 

This progressive deterioration in the value of money through 
history is not an accident, and has had behind it two great driv-
ing forces: the impecuniosity of governments and the superior 
political influence of the debtor class. ~ John Maynard Keynes 
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Keynes influenced government policies in both Britain 

and the United States during the Great Depression. Both na-

tions intervened with monetary and fiscal largesse to stimu-

late the economy.  

The important thing for government is not to do things which 
individuals are doing already, and to do them a little better or a 
little worse; but to do those things which at present are not done 
at all. ~ John Maynard Keynes 

The success of those efforts was modest. Economic revival 

only came with the 2nd World War, when vast manufactures 

were swiftly consumed in the ravenous fire of the war. 

Practical men who believe themselves to be quite exempt 
from any intellectual influence, are usually the slaves of some 
defunct economist. Madmen in authority, who hear voices in 
the air, are distilling their frenzy from some academic scribbler 
of a few years back. ~ John Maynard Keynes 

Keynes influence lasted until the 1970s, when pessimism 

arose from monetarist economists about governments' ability 

to regulate the business cycle. Keynesian economics resurged 

with the global financial crisis of 2007–2008, as governments 

larded the banks which had caused the panic in the first place 

with reward money. 

The political problem of mankind is to combine 3 things: eco-
nomic efficiency, social justice, and individual liberty. ~ John 
Maynard Keynes 

 Gunnar Myrdal  

Before World War 1, the public finances were not a large 
enough part of the total economy of a country to have any very 
significant influence on the business situation. And during this 
era, people, including economists, were not interested in direct-
ing the national economy in a planned way. It lacked political 
actuality. ~ Gunnar Myrdal 

World War 1 mobilized governments for the first time 

since industrialization. The Great War changed the relation-

ship between national governments and their private econo-

mies. It was only a prelude to the next calamity, which 

irrevocably altered the heft of government. 
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Before the Great Depression, as Gunnar Myrdal ob-

served, "the periodic appearance of mass unemployment was 

accepted as a more or less natural consequence of necessary 

market adjustments to changing business conditions, about 

which not much could be done." Political nonchalance inexo-

rably changed when the periodic financial panics endemic to 

capitalism finally erupted with an economic violence and lon-

gevity that forced governments to address the inherent de-

fects of that illiberal economic system. The era of laissez-faire 

ended forever with the Great Depression. In its place arose 

the welfare state. 

The Welfare State is nowhere, as yet, an accomplishment; it 
is continually in the process of coming into being. In no country 
was it originally planned in advance – certainly not as a struc-
ture of its present imposing ramifications and importance for the 
individual citizens. ~ Gunnar Myrdal in 1960 

Swedish economist, sociologist, and politician Gunnar 

Myrdal described the evolution of the welfare state in his 

book Beyond the Welfare State: Economic Planning and Its 

International Implications (1960).  

Governmental economic policy measures were at first 

compensator: merely treating the symptom of unemploy-

ment. When capitalism stumbled and did not get back up, 

something more substantive was required. 

In the twenties, and still more during the Great Depression, 
public works policies spread in all Western countries. These de-
velopments represented only steps toward demanding that the 
state should so direct all its financial and economic policies as 
to create demand for labor sufficient to liquidate mass unem-
ployment and to keep the national economy uninterruptedly in 
high gear. Economic theory responded to the ideological needs 
of the time by placing the responsibility for economic depres-
sions and unemployment on an imbalance between aggregate 
demand and supply, opening up a rational way for the state to 
raise investment and production and to create employment 
simply by raising its expenditure while keeping down taxation. 
~ Gunnar Myrdal 

By the end of World War 2, governments had accustomed 

to much bigger budgets, taking fiscal deficits less seriously, 

and even managing economic sectors as they saw fit. 



186 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

After the war, capitalism was not reined in. What was 

new was government as its perpetual handmaiden in clean-

ing up the messes made. Western governments converged on 

providing rudimentary social security for citizens and paying 

for it through taxation: having the young pay for the old via 

generational income transfer.  

The opponents of these schemes, who argued all the time that 
they would ruin the economy of the country, were again and 
again proved wrong. The internal political debate is becoming 
increasingly technical in character, ever more concerned with 
detailed arrangements, and less involved with broad issues, 
since those are slowly disappearing. ~ Gunnar Myrdal 

What was never seriously considered was public owner-

ship, particularly of the financial sector, which is the origin 

point of economic crises. Instead, capitalists continued to 

take profits while the government taxed workers, and, to a 

much lesser extent, businesses, to pay for the smidgen of so-

cial security provided. 

Appetite whetted, the taste for governmental interven-

tion only grew. Unsurprisingly, well-heeled interest groups 

were much more successful at wheedling government lar-

gesse than those in need. Trickle-down worked in the welfare 

state like it did in the private sector: the well-off profited 

while the poor struggled. 

 

The growth of interventionist government and the wel-

fare state was not without disdain from reactionary and con-

servative corners. Its evolution was fought against by those 

who kindled faith in capitalism, despite severe deficiencies 

which had become obvious to all but those religiously blinded. 

Frederick Hayek was one of them.* 

 
* The odd couple of Gunnar Myrdal and Frederick Hayek shared 

the 1974 Nobel Prize in Economics. 
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 Friedrich Hayek  

Economic control is not merely control of a sector of human 
life which can be separated from the rest, it is the control of the 
means for all our ends. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

Austrian-born English economist Friedrich Hayek (1899–

1992) led a charmed life: a comfortable childhood in Vienna, 

maturing into an academic economist invited to England, 

where he made his home. His ivory-tower existence allowed 

abstract ideas to trump the harsh economic realities of indus-

trialism which Hayek studiously ignored when they con-

flicted with his faith.  

"Freedom" and "liberty" are now words so worn with use and 
abuse that one must hesitate to employ them to express the ide-
als for which they stood. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

Hayek considered socialism to be slavery imposed by au-

tocracy. 

A claim for equality of material position can be met only by 
a government with totalitarian powers. Although we had been 
warned that socialism means slavery, we have steadily moved 
in the direction of socialism. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

Hayek attacked governmental social services as socialis-

tic, and therefore tyrannical. 

The reason why many of the new welfare activities of govern-
ment are a threat to freedom is that, though they are presented 
as mere service activities, they really constitute an exercise of 
the coercive powers of government and rest on its claiming ex-
clusive rights in certain fields. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

Hayek's perspective was social Darwinism, in that socie-

tal order naturally evolved; a process that Hayek believed 

was beyond conscious planning (but not beyond tinkering 

with).  

Though freedom is not a state of nature but an artifact of civ-
ilization, it did not arise from design. The institutions of free-
dom, like everything freedom has created, were not established 
because people foresaw the benefits they would bring. But, 
once its advantages were recognized, men began to perfect and 
extend the reign of freedom. ~ Friedrich Hayek 
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Like Spencer, Hayek saw competition as a necessary so-

cietal threshing. Hayek was against social engineering, 

which is what he viewed socialism to be. 

By following the spontaneously generated moral traditions 
underlying the competitive market order (traditions which do 
not satisfy the canons or norms of rationality embraced by most 
socialists), we generate and garner greater knowledge and 
wealth than could ever be obtained or utilized in a centrally-
directed economy whose adherents claim to proceed strictly in 
accordance with 'reason'. Thus, socialist aims and programmes 
are factually impossible to achieve or execute; and they also 
happen, into the bargain as it were, to be logically impossible. 
~ Friedrich Hayek 

Typical of capitalist economists who ignored economic 

history, Hayek worshipped the fountain of growth which he 

imagined flowed from 'free' enterprise. 

Wherever the barriers to the free exercise of human ingenuity 
were removed man became rapidly able to satisfy ever-widen-
ing ranges of desire. And while the rising standard soon led to 
the discovery of very dark spots in society, spots which men 
were no longer willing to tolerate, there was probably no class 
that did not substantially benefit from the general advance. We 
cannot do justice to this astonishing growth if we measure it by 
our present standards. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

Hayek was not against progressive taxation so much as 

to see through its ruse: that the masses pay more taxes than 

they would be willing to otherwise. 

The illusion that by means of progressive taxation the burden 
can be shifted substantially onto the shoulders of the wealthy 
has been the chief reason why taxation has increased as fast as 
it has done and that, under the influence of this illusion, the 
masses have come to accept a much heavier load than they 
would have done otherwise. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

Hayek was a monetarist economist who thought govern-

ment's appropriate role in supporting capitalism was to sta-

bilize the value of the currency, despite misgivings that 

government was actually up to the job. The evil to avoid was 

debauching the currency through inflation. 
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With government in control of monetary policy, the chief 
threat in this field has become inflation. Governments every-
where and at all times have been the chief cause of the depre-
ciation of the currency. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

Hayek attacked the welfare state as a promoter of infla-

tion. Never mind that this bugaboo might come in the course 

of helping working people and the elderly. For Hayek, com-

passion was no excuse for monetary debauchery. 

One of the chief features of the welfare state which we have 
considered tends to encourage inflation. We have seen how 
wage pressures from the labor unions, combined with the cur-
rent full-employment policies, work in this manner and how the 
heavy financial burden which governments are assuming 
through old age pensions are likely to lead them to repeated 
attempts to lighten them by reducing the value of money.  
~ Friedrich Hayek 

To remedy this inclination, Hayek advocated eliminating 

government discretion in determining monetary policy. 

On balance, some mechanical rule which aims at what is de-
sirable in the long run and ties the hands of authority in its short-
term decisions is likely to produce a better monetary policy than 
principles which give to the authorities more power and discre-
tion and thereby make them more subject to both political pres-
sure and their own inclination to overestimate the urgency of 
the circumstances of the moment. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

Hayek gave no algorithm for his hypothetical "mechani-

cal rule," nor did he address the internal inconsistency of ac-

knowledging the need for government to insulate the 

currency from market-spawned financial panics yet curtail 

the government's ability to do so. Subsequent research into 

setting interest rates showed that following "some mechani-

cal rule" as Hayek suggested would not be well advised. The 

conservative magazine The Economist observed:  

If the public – or financial markets – cannot predict interest 
rates, it is because setting them is difficult. There is no overcom-
ing that. Until the day the economy is fully understood, human 
judgment has a crucial role to play. Algorithms are replacing 
many jobs, but they should not supplant central bankers.  
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Industrialization brought concentration in both capital 

and control of business. Monopolies, oligopolies, and con-

glomerates were incompatible with the democratic freedoms 

sought by the common man. As Tocqueville had predicted, 

the new "manufacturing aristocracy" was as eager to exploit 

those under its thumb as the old hereditary aristocracy had 

been, but without any sense of obligation to those who 

worked for them. 

The 2nd major development that undermined faith in the 

validity of laissez-faire was unemployment. With millions out 

of work for years and productive resources idle during re-

peated depressions, doubt abounded that unfettered enter-

prise, left to its own devices, was the utilitarian ideal once 

supposed. 

Liberalism and capitalism had evolved as affirmations of 

individual rights against the power of the state. As busi-

nesses aggregated power, the state became the only possible 

counterbalance. 

Liberals from Locke onwards have always insisted that 

the state should be an instrument of the people. The proper 

role of the state regarding liberty changed as liberals began 

to fathom the mordant dynamics of modern capitalism. 

18th-century liberals saw the state as an obstacle. Re-

move its domination and society becomes freer. 

By the late 19th century, it had become apparent that 

concentrated economic power impinged on the lives and lib-

erties of people as political power had in the past. The state, 

once the disease, became the possible remedy. 

Liberals found themselves in the position of looking to the 

state, their historic nemesis, for assistance against the bludg-

eon of capitalism. This seeming paradox was more apparent 

than real. 

Liberalism of every age has been about curbing power, 

whatever its source. During early industrialization, laissez-

faire economics afforded a balance against the political power 

of the state. Then private economic power became the pri-

mary threat to individual liberty, to which only government 

could act as counteragent. 
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Further empowering the state in the 18th century would 

have been illiberal. By the 1930s, advocating laissez-faire 

had become illiberal. 

Conversely, conservatives who cherish authority favored 

the state in the 18th century, but private economic power in 

the 20th. Because state power was predominant in the 18th 

century, conservatives opposed the liberal policy of economic 

individualism. By the 20th century, conservatives were at-

tacking government for interfering with the power behind 

market forces. 

In the US especially, the power worm turned in the early 

21st century. State power surged after the terrorist attack of 

9/11, while leaving private economic power untouched. Indi-

vidual liberty lessened from both pressures. 

Liberals increasingly view the federal government as op-

pressive and wish a reactionary return to its more benign 

presence in the 20th century. Meanwhile, conservatives are 

generally content with the 21st-century police state and plu-

tocracy that has fortified itself. The 2016 pseudo-election of 

Donald Trump as president was the icing on the cake that 

George Bush Jr. baked. 

 Ayn Rand  

Civilization is the progress toward a society of privacy. The 
savage's whole existence is public, ruled by the laws of his tribe. 
Civilization is the process of setting man free from men. ~ Ayn 
Rand 

Russian-born American novelist and dime-store philoso-

pher Ayn Rand (1905–1982) was a consummate materialist. 

She idealized reason. It is worth reminding the reason is a 

train of thought that pleases its conductor, not by any means 

headed toward truth, or even on the rails of rationality with 

regard to actuality. 

Reason is man's only means of grasping reality and of acquir-
ing knowledge. Rationality is man's basic virtue, the source of 
all his other virtues. ~ Ayn Rand 

Rand rejected the notion that society was anything more 

than a population of individuals who should be self-serving. 
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Rand went so far as to express contempt for compassion: a 

fascist sentiment. 

If any civilization is to survive, it is the morality of altruism 

that men have to reject. ~ Ayn Rand 

Rand was opposed to anything that encumbered individ-

ualism. To Rand, pursuit of self-interest was a moral right. 

The idea that "the public interest" supersedes private interests 
and rights can have but one meaning: that the interests and 
rights of some individuals take precedence over the interests 
and rights of others. ~ Ayn Rand 

As an economic materialist, the bedrock right was private 

property.  

No human rights can exist without property rights. ~ Ayn 
Rand 

To Rand, nothing mattered more than material gain. 

Money is the barometer of a society's virtue. ~ Ayn Rand 

Rand saw unfettered capitalism as the only rational so-

cial organization. 

Capitalism is the only system where such men are free to 
function and where progress is accompanied, not by forced pri-
vations, but by a constant rise in the general level of prosperity, 
of consumption and of enjoyment of life. ~ Ayn Rand 

An anarchist at heart, government was anathema to 

Rand, as it represented a threat to prosperity. 

Government "help" to business is just as disastrous as govern-
ment persecution. The only way a government can be of service 
to national prosperity is by keeping its hands off. ~ Ayn Rand 

An urban creature, Rand had no respect for Nature, nor 

any apparent knowledge of environmental ecology. 

Even if smog were a risk to human life, we must remember 
that life in Nature, without technology, is wholesale death.  
~ Ayn Rand 

Rand was frustrated by her failure to win respect from 

academic philosophers, most of whom dismissed her work 

outright if they were aware of it. She attributed this neglect 

to incompetence and collectivist bias. 
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Rand did not help herself achieve her goal of scholarly ac-

ceptance by her idiosyncratic interpretation of history, her 

proclivity to broad ad hominin attacks, and her general un-

willingness to brook disagreement. 

A passionate hater of religion, Rand founded a cult around 
her own person, complete with rituals of excommunication; a 
passionate believer in rationality and logic, she was incapable 
of seeing the contradictions in her own work. She was a ration-
alist who was not entirely rational; she could not distinguish be-
tween rationalism and rationality. Of narrow aesthetic 
sympathies, she laid down the law in matters of artistic judg-
ment like a panjandrum; a believer in honesty, she was adept at 
self-deception and special pleading. I have rarely read a biog-
raphy of a writer I should have cared so little to meet. ~ English 
psychiatrist Anthony Daniels 

Rand was dismissed in her lifetime by scholars, and even 

fellow conservatives, as cantankerous and ill-informed. In re-

cent decades, Rand's ideas have garnered admiration from 

libertarian and anti-government right-wingers in the United 

States. Her rabid materialism is popular in India. Rand's pri-

mal racist misanthropy also appeals to some of these people.  

Native Americans didn't have any rights to the land, and there 
was no reason for anyone to grant them rights which they had 
not conceived and were not using. What was it that they were 
fighting for, when they opposed white men on this continent? 
For their wish to continue a primitive existence, their 'right' to 
keep part of the Earth untouched, unused and not even as prop-
erty, but just keep everybody out so that you will live practically 
like an animal, or a few caves above it. Any white person who 
brings the element of civilization has the right to take over this 
continent. ~ Ayn Rand 

 John Rawls  

Justice is the first virtue of social institutions, as truth is of sys-
tems of thought. A theory, however elegant and economical, 
must be rejected or revised if it is untrue; likewise laws and in-
stitutions, no matter how efficient and well-arranged, must be 
reformed or abolished if they are unjust. ~ John Rawls 

The magnum opus of American moral and political phi-

losopher John Rawls (1921–2002) was A Theory of Justice 
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(1971). Rawls picked up where Kant left off in considering the 

social contract and freedom. While others had used social 

contract theory to explain the origins of the state and sover-

eignty, Rawls resurrected the social contract to explain the 

principles of justice. Rawls' prime target of disdain was util-

itarianism. 

The fault of the utilitarian doctrine is that it mistakes imper-
sonality for impartiality. ~ John Rawls 

Rawls viewed the maximalist edict of utilitarianism – 

"the greatest happiness of the greatest number" – as bearing 

the seeds of injustice. 

It may be expedient, but it is not just that some should have 
less in order that others may prosper. ~ John Rawls 

Rawls' rational against utilitarianism was welfarism: 

that moral value is best adjudged by the consequences of pol-

icies. There is a historical irony in this, as utilitarianism was 

the soil from which welfarism sprouted. 

To puncture utilitarianism, Rawls plucked a dart from 

natural law: that there was the fundamental right to a decent 

life for each person. In this, Rawls was the inverse of Spencer. 

Each person possesses an inviolability founded on justice that 
even the welfare of society as a whole cannot override. It does 
not allow that the sacrifices imposed on a few are outweighed 
by the larger sum of advantages enjoyed by many. In a just so-
ciety the liberties of equal citizenship are taken as settled; the 
rights secured by justice are not subject to political bargaining 
or to the calculation of social interests. ~ John Rawls 

Rawls criticized democracy as a commodity for sale. 

In constant pursuit of money to finance campaigns, the polit-
ical system is simply unable to function. Its deliberative powers 
are paralyzed. ~ John Rawls 

Rawls appreciated the tyranny of the majority that rides 

shotgun alongside democracy. 

Essentially the fault lies in the fact that the democratic politi-
cal process is at best regulated rivalry; it does not even in theory 
have the desirable properties that price theory ascribes to truly 
competitive markets. ~ John Rawls 
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Rawls recognized that capitalism lacked the fundamen-

tals necessary for a just society. 

There is a divergence between private and social accounting 
that the market fails to register. One essential task of law and 
government is to institute the necessary conditions. ~ John 
Rawls 

Rawls considered civil liberties the preeminent societal 

value: everyone deserved equality in political affairs. 

The circumstances of justice may be described as the normal 
conditions under which human cooperation is both possible 
and necessary. In justice as fairness society is interpreted as a 
cooperative venture for mutual advantage. ~ John Rawls 

Rawls saw it as inevitable that societies have socioeco-

nomic inequalities. He considered class structure ineradica-

ble, even under ideal circumstances; but that did not make it 

right. 

No one deserves his greater natural capacity nor merits a 
more favorable starting place in society. ~ John Rawls 

For Rawls, natural inequities do not justify unequal jus-

tice. 

To each according to his threat advantage does not count as 

a principle of justice. ~ John Rawls 

 Robert Nozick  

A minimal state, limited to the narrow functions of protection 
against force, theft, fraud, enforcement of contracts, and so on, 
is justified, but any more extensive state will violate persons' 
rights not to be forced to do certain things, and is unjustified.  
~ Robert Nozick 

Rawls argument that "social and economic inequalities 

are to be arranged so that they are to be of greatest benefit 

to the least-advantaged members of society" provoked reac-

tion. One of those booing from the bleachers was American 

philosopher Robert Nozick (1938–2002). 

Nozick's book Anarchy, State, and Utopia (1974) was in-

fluential in defining the modern libertarian perspective. In 

the book, Nozick elucidated his entitlement theory: that peo-

ple are entitled to whatever they have legitimately acquired. 
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Whatever arises from a just situation by just steps is itself just. 

~ Robert Nozick 

In accordance with this theory, Nozick argued that taxa-

tion to redistribute income and fund public agencies was mor-

ally indefensible: amounting to a form of forced labor. 

The man who chooses to work longer to gain an income more 
than sufficient for his basic needs prefers some extra goods or 
services to the leisure and activities he could perform during the 
possible nonworking hours; whereas the man who chooses not 
to work the extra time prefers the leisure activities to the extra 
goods or services he could acquire by working more. Given 
this, if it would be illegitimate for a tax system to seize some of 
a man’s leisure (forced labor) for the purpose of serving the 
needy, how can it be legitimate for a tax system to seize some 
of a man’s goods for that purpose? ~ Robert Nozick 

Nozick's analogy of time as money is cogent, and difficult 

to refute in contextual isolation. The argument's fatal weak-

ness is its self-containment, ignoring history and social con-

text. Nozick utterly ignored the modern fact that the most 

money is made with money, not labor to any appreciable de-

gree. 

Nozick pretended that economic inequality is always a 

choice. No one with even dim awareness of how society oper-

ates believes that. In sum, Nozick ignored actuality to pro-

pose an unworldly abstract ideal. Nozick generally posited 

pithy positions which hold up only when detached from the 

real world. 

The socialist society would have to forbid capitalist acts be-

tween consenting adults. ~ Robert Nozick 

 Noam Chomsky  

Control of thought is more important for governments that are 
free and popular than for despotic and military states. The logic 
is straightforward: a despotic state can control its domestic ene-
mies by force, but as the state loses this weapon, other devices 
are required to prevent the ignorant masses from interfering with 
public affairs, which are none of their business. The public are 
to be observers, not participants, consumers of ideology as well 
as products. ~ Noam Chomsky 
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American linguist and political commenter Noam Chom-

sky (1928–) was as cynical about the actuality of modern de-

mocracy as Plato was of the ancient variety. At a personal 

level, Chomsky linked freedom to capitalist success. 

Capitalism is basically a system where everything is for sale, 
and the more money you have, the more you can get. And, in 
particular, that's true of freedom. Freedom is one of the com-
modities that is for sale, and if you are affluent, you can have a 
lot of it. It shows up in all sorts of ways. It shows up if you get 
in trouble with the law. For that reason, it makes a lot of sense, 
if you accept the capitalist system, to try to accumulate property, 
not just because you want material welfare, but because that 
guarantees your freedom. It makes it possible for you to amass 
that commodity. ~ Noam Chomsky 

Chomsky saw a natural alliance between the economic 

and political elite: plutocracy in the guise of democracy. 

Personally, I'm in favor of democracy, which means that the 
central institutions in the society have to be under popular con-
trol. Now, under capitalism we can't have democracy by defi-
nition.  

Capitalism is a system in which the central institutions of so-
ciety are in principle under autocratic control. Thus, a corpora-
tion or an industry is, if we were to think of it in political terms, 
fascist; that is, it has tight control at the top and strict obedience 
has to be established at every level – there's a little bargaining, 
a little give-and-take, but the line of authority is perfectly 
straightforward.  

Just as I'm opposed to political fascism, I'm opposed to eco-
nomic fascism. I think that until major institutions of society are 
under the popular control of participants and communities, it's 
pointless to talk about democracy. ~ Noam Chomsky 

Chomsky believed that a wealthy minority controls the 

key social and political institutions, including mass media 

and the financial system, in most countries. That control en-

sures that modern society functions to favor this powerful 

elite, which endeavors to maintain its privileged position.  

The media serve the interests of state and corporate power, 
which are closely interlinked, framing their reporting and anal-
ysis in a manner supportive of established privilege and limiting 
debate and discussion accordingly. ~ Noam Chomsky 
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This concentration of power is structural rather than con-

spiratorial. A mutually supportive network of institutions 

strives to maintain status-quo stability. 

The public relations industry's regular task is to create unin-
formed consumers who will make irrational choices, thus un-
dermining markets as they are conceptualized in economic 
theory, but benefiting the masters of the economy. And it rec-
ognizes the benefits of undermining democracy in much the 
same way, creating uninformed voters who make often irra-
tional choices between the factions of the business party that 
amass sufficient support from concentrated private capital to en-
ter the electoral arena, then to dominate campaign propaganda. 
~ Noam Chomsky 

Chomsky cynically admired the propaganda that props up 

the ruling regime in so-called democratic countries.  

The point of public relations slogans like "Support Our 
Troops" is that they don't mean anything. That's the whole point 
of good propaganda.  

You want to create a slogan that nobody is going to be against 
and I suppose everybody will be for, because nobody knows 
what it means, because it doesn't mean anything. But its crucial 
value is that it diverts your attention from a question that does 
mean something, do you support our policy? And that's the one 
you're not allowed to talk about. ~ Noam Chomsky 

Chomsky considered the political machinery of the 

United States to have converged into a support system for 

the corporate status quo. 

In the past, the United States has sometimes, kind of sardoni-
cally, been described as a 1-party state: the business party with 
2 factions called Democrats and Republicans.  

That's no longer true. It's still a 1-party state, the business 
party. But it only has 1 faction. The faction is moderate Repub-
licans, who are now called Democrats.  

There are virtually no moderate Republicans in what's called 
the Republican Party, and virtually no liberal Democrats in 
what's called the Democratic Party. It's basically a party of what 
would be moderate Republicans and similarly, Richard Nixon 
would be way at the left of the political spectrum today. Eisen-
hower would be in outer space.  
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There is still something called the Republican Party, but it 
long ago abandoned any pretense of being a normal parliamen-
tary party. It's in lock-step service to the very rich and the cor-
porate sector and has a catechism that everyone has to chant in 
unison, kind of like the old Communist Party. ~ Noam Chom-
sky in 2013 

 Environmentalism  
Man has too long forgotten that the Earth was given to him 

for usufruct alone, not for consumption, still less for profligate 
waste. ~ George Perkins Marsh 

American diplomat and philologist George Perkins Marsh 

(1801–1882) published Man and Nature in 1864: one of the 

first books to chronicle the effects human were having on the 

environment. Contemporaneously, Englishmen John Ruskin 

(1819–1900) and William Morris (1834–1896) expressed con-

cern about the impact of industrialization on the natural 

world. 

The Earth is fast becoming an unfit home for its noblest in-
habitant. ~ George Perkins Marsh 

 Indian Teak  

That every man may sit under his own vine, and under his 
own fig-tree, in thankfulness to thee. ~ John Evelyn 

English gardener and writer John Evelyn (1620–1706) 

presented a paper to the Royal Society in 1662: "Sylva, or A 

Discourse of Forest-Trees and the Propagation of Timber," ad-

dressed the depletion of timber resources in England in the 

mid-17th century. Evelyn advocated managing tree harvest-

ing and ensuring replenishment through replanting, an idea 

implemented by Babylonian king Hammurabi in the 18th 

century BCE, but long forgotten. 

Forestry management developed during the 18th century 

in Prussia and France, but the first widespread example of 

conserving timber in modern times was in the teak forests of 

India in the early 1800s. Concerns about teak depletion were 

raised at the turn of the 19th century, when the British Navy 

was expanding shipbuilding to fight the Napoleonic Wars. A 
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forestry officer was appointed in 1806 to preserve the teak 

forests by regulating harvest. 

This promising start lasted less than 2 decades. In the 

1820s, the power of laissez-faire economics coupled to com-

plaints from private landowners brought the Indian teak con-

servation effort to an end. 

 

Environmental movements began in England in the mid-

19th century: addressing the foul air and water that was in-

creasingly common, and encroachment of industrialization 

into rural areas. Animal conservation was also an issue. 

 1863 Alkali Act  

The first modern environmental law was the British Al-

kali Act of 1863, intended to regulate discharge of gaseous 

hydrochloric acid into the atmosphere. Hydrochloric acid is a 

byproduct of producing soda ash. Alkali – soda ash and pot-

ash – are vital chemicals in the making of glass, soap, paper, 

and textiles. 

The traditional source of alkali in western Europe had 

been the ashes of hardwood trees. By the 13th century, defor-

estation had rendered further harvest uneconomical. 

Potash was imported from Russia, Scandinavia, and 

North America, which had forests to burn. Soda ash was im-

ported from Spain and the Canary Islands, where it was pro-

duced from the ashes of glassworts: plants which thrives in 

saline environments, such as salt marshes and seacoasts. 

 

Late 19th-century environmental advocacy in the United 

States was more conflicted in its goals than in Britain. Some, 

such as Scottish American naturalist John Muir (1838–1914) 

wanted to preserve Nature. More materialist conservation-

ists wanted to manage lands for human exploitation. Ameri-

can forester and politician Gifford Pinchot (1865–1946), the 

first Chief of the United States Forest Service, was one of 

them. Pinchot eschewed preserving Nature for its own sake. 
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In 1907, Congress succumbed to commercial interests and 

forbade the creation of more forest reserves in the western 

states. President Theodore Roosevelt designated 16 million 

acres (65,000 km²) of new national forests just minutes before 

his power to do so was stripped by Congress. These preserves 

were called the Midnight Forests. 

Despite the Midnight Forests, Theodore Roosevelt sub-

scribed to Pinchot's philosophy: "to make the forest produce 

the largest amount of whatever crop or service will be most 

useful, and keep on producing it for generation after genera-

tion." To the extent that conservation has been considered, 

this view dominated into the 21st century. 

During the Depression, President Franklin Roosevelt had 

many large-scale dams built and expanded the national for-

est system as a vehicle for exploitation. It was not until after 

1st World War that scientific understanding of the impact 

that humans were having on the environment even began to 

develop.  

There was no good news to report. Unawares, mankind 

passed the tipping point of a self-made mass extinction event 

in 1940 with the onset of 2nd World War.  

Environmental destruction was in full swing by the end 

of the war. The effort was accelerated with the widespread 

use of toxic chemicals as if they were benign. An ancient 

craft, the chemicals industry exploded in both variety and 

production in the late 19th century. 

In 1962, American marine biologist and conservationist 

Rachel Carson  published Silent Spring, a book which told of 

the deleterious effects that industrial pesticides had on the 

environment and human health, especially DDT.  

Fiercely contested by chemical companies, Silent Spring 

spurred a reconsideration of US pesticide policy, led to a ban 

on DDT, and inspired a movement that resulted in the crea-

tion of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in 1970 

by executive order of President Richard Nixon. The EPA was 

tasked with protecting human health and the environment 

from the externalities of corporate excess. It was, at least, a 

token gesture. 
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 Arne Naess  

Earth does not belong to humans. ~ Arne Naess 

Norwegian philosopher Arne Naess (1912–2009) was so 

impressed by Silent Spring that he devoted himself to raising 

public awareness of the impact that people were having on 

the environment. He developed a theory he termed deep ecol-

ogy. Its central tenet was that all life has its own intrinsic 

value, and therefore "needs protection against the destruc-

tion of billions of humans." 

The challenge of today is to save the planet from further dev-
astation which violates both the enlightened self-interest of hu-
mans and nonhumans, and decreases the potential of joyful 
existence for all. ~ Arne Naess 

Naess' deep ecology called for human population reduc-

tion and less interference in the natural world. Deep ecology 

was enthusiastically endorsed by environmentalists who des-

paired about the value of shallow ecology, which ignored the 

environmental impact of economic growth and technology. 

Life is fundamentally one. ~ Arne Naess 

 

No generation can exclusively own the renewable resources 
by which it lives. We hold the commonwealth in trust for pros-
perity, and to lessen or destroy it is to commit treason against 
the future. ~ Inter-American Conference on the Conservation 
of Renewable Natural Resources (1948) 

Britain enacted various environmental laws, protecting 

wild birds (1902), weeds (1959) and badgers (1991, 1992), as 

well as a series of acts aimed at the quality of water (the 1st 

in 1852) and air (the 1st in 1853).  

 London's Great Smog  

The Great Smog was a severe air pollution event 5–9 

December 1952. Windless cold weather in London created a 

thick layer of smog that covered the city. 

It was not thought to be a significant event at the time, 

as London had experienced many such "pea soupers." The 

Great Smog killed 12,000 and made 100,000 ill. 
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The link between clean air and health were well under-

stood by the late 19th century. British legislative acts aimed 

at air quality were passed in 1853, 1856, and 1891. They had 

clearly been ineffectual. 

The government was initially reluctant to act – downplay-

ing the problem due to fears about the economic impact of 

reducing pollution. 4 years after the Great Smog, a Clean Air 

Act finally passed. This 1956 law was only in effect until 1964 

but was then succeeded by the 1968 Clean Air Act. 

The 1968 act introduced the idea of using tall chimneys 

for releasing the fumes from industrial emissions. Legisla-

tors were persuaded that fouling the air was an economic ne-

cessity, so they simply did something about it being spewed 

near the ground, where it was so obvious. 

Convinced of the necessity of filth to succor capitalism, 

the British government has not bothered to effect clean air. 

London air pollution can be as bad as Beijing. 40,000 Brits 

die from toxic air each year, and millions more suffer from it, 

shortening their lives as well as degrading enjoyment of life. 

 Los Angeles Smog  

Los Angeles had its first episodes of thick smog in 1943. 

Some suspected a Japanese chemical attack.  

A county commission was appointed to study the nature 

of the problem. It took scientists a decade to figure out that 

cars were the culprit. 

People did look at tailpipes, but auto exhaust was clear, and 
the smog was brown, so it didn't seem like there was a direct 
relationship between those 2 things. ~ American historian Sa-
rah Elkind 

In the decades that followed there were attendant pro-

tests, politics, industry denial, and an unwavering attach-

ment to the automobile. All the while Los Angeles was 

promoted as a clean, healthy place.  

Like Denver and Mexico City, Los Angeles is a natural 

pollution trap. Surrounding mountains combine with tem-

perature inversions to snuggle filthy air.  
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Smoke fumes from steel and chemical plants, oil refiner-

ies, and backyard trash incinerators plagued city air. In 

1974, the smog was so bad that Governor Ronald Reagan 

urged residents to limit travel and drive slower to reduce 

emissions. 

It was not until 1975 that new cars were required to have 

catalytic converters to reduce exhaust emissions. California 

did not institute a smog-check program on vehicles until 

1984; 4 decades after lung-burning blankets started covering 

the City of Angels. 

 

Environmental protection in the United States was left to 

the states until after the 2nd World War. The US enacted its 

1st water pollution control act in 1948, when Harry Truman 

was President. The original statute was amended several 

times, most extensively during the Nixon administration in 

the early 1970s. 

The 1st US federal legislation aimed at reducing air pol-

lution was enacted in 1955 under the Eisenhower admin-

istration. Amendments were made in 1963 under President 

Lyndon Johnson to reduce air pollution from stationary 

sources, such as power plants and steel mills.  

The Johnson administration ushered in the 1st federal 

legislation aimed at preserving endangered species. Earlier 

acts were quite limited. The 1900 Lacey Act had ineffectual 

regulations over commercial animal markets. Migratory 

birds were supposedly protected in 1929, whales via treaty in 

1937, and bald eagles were via a 1940 law. These specific acts 

raised little opposition, as they came at a low cost to society. 

President Richard Nixon also furthered efforts to save en-

dangered species and clean up toxic industrial sites. These 

efforts were in response to horrendous pollution in cities and 

publicized environmental horrors. 

 

Conservation and environmental awareness groups 

sprung up during the 20th century in Britain and the United 

States. Most have memberships that continue to climb into 

the 21st century. 
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Beyond legislation that somewhat lessened pollution 

problems, environmental successes have been partial and 

piecemeal: halting or limiting some projects which would 

have wrought severe onsite environmental damage, and cur-

tailing pollution only to levels that are not apparently lethal 

to large numbers of people living in cities, or at least out of 

sight of urban dwellers. 

American environmental protection was set back by the 

1980 election of President Ronald Reagan, who embraced 

laissez-faire. But succeeding administrations, regardless of 

party, offered few to no environmental initiatives. Preserving 

the environment became just another special interest, and 

not an especially compelling one, as there is no money in Na-

ture except in its exploitation. President Donald Trump 

proved the point by eliminating environmental quality as a 

priority to practically no protest from other politicians (the 

press and public have squawked a bit). 

A recent trend has been to subsidize energy production 

from sources that are considered more environmentally 

friendly than fossil fuels (coal and petroleum), notably solar 

and wind power. These have been giveaways to corporations 

that have done nothing to solve the problem of environmental 

degradation.* 

Further, so-called 'clean' energy sources are nothing of 

the sort. Photovoltaics – what is commonly called "solar 

power" – is an environmental affront of a major magnitude 

in the mining of raw materials, waste, pollution from produc-

tion, and disposal of spent products. The only thing clean 

about solar power is its energy source, and photovoltaics are 

so inefficient in the field that the effort is hardly worthwhile. 

Over the last 15 years environmental foundations and organ-
izations have invested hundreds of millions of dollars into com-
bating global warming. We have strikingly little to show for it. 
Yet in lengthy conversations, the vast majority of leaders from 
the largest environmental organizations and foundations in the 
country insisted to us that we are on the right track. ~ American 

 
* In 2016, the US subsidized 'renewable' energy $7 billion while 

subsidizing fossil fuels $20 billion. 



206 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

political consultants Michael Shellenberger & Ted Nordhaus in 
2004  

The overall failure of environmentalism to date owes to 

an unwillingness to adopt Naess' deep ecology and directly 

address the cause of the mass extinction event underway: the 

preservation of capitalism. As every doctor knows, only treat-

ing symptoms does nothing to cure an underlying disease. 

Environmentalism is today more about protecting a supposed 
"thing" – "the environment" – than advancing the worldview 
articulated by Sierra Club founder John Muir, "When we try to 
pick out anything by itself, we find it hitched to everything else 
in the Universe." ~ Michael Shellenberger & Ted Nordhaus 

 Synopsis  

Historical observers of world politics confront an inescapa-
ble trade-off between being closed-minded but logically co-
herent or open-minded but logically incoherent. ~ American 
psychologists Philip Tetlock & Richard Lebow 

➢ The selfishness of humans is the predicate for politics. If 

humans were truly cooperative, they would share the sur-

pluses acquired and rationally organize themselves ac-

cording to abilities and needs, so that all may equally 

enjoy the fruits of society's labors. The failure to achieve 

this owes to the dynamics of politics conducted by short-

sighted men. 

➢ Political thought largely evolved in reaction to current 

events, propelled by those who found intellectual favor 

through cogent prose appealing to predetermined senti-

ment. The most striking characteristic is the frequent 

loopiness: political philosophy as paracosm construction, 

with lynchpin imagined ideals. Whereas politicians been 

grasping, political thought has often failed to grasp what 

is going on. Those closest to the mark have been the most 

cynical about man's good intentions or competence. 

➢ Under the aegis of capitalism, money talks and poverty is 

political silence. The rich rule the rubes. Such is political 

reality, as starkly contrasted to political theory. 



 

 Ideology  
People do not see the world as it is, but only as they expect 

it to be: through a veil of ingrained beliefs, opinions, and 
assumptions. ~ English political scientist Andrew Heywood 

Prior to the modern era, politics was not something the 

common man thought about. Indeed, in the late 18th century 

Prussian king Frederick the Great remarked, "a war is some-

thing which should not concern my people." 

Before the Age of Enlightenment, knowledge was re-

served as received wisdom for the elite; largely unsuitable for 

the common man. Leaders of both church and state made ex-

treme efforts to suppress inconvenient truths. 

The persistence of pesky philosophers, metaphysical and 

natural, eventually eroded prohibitions against intellectual 

pursuits, leading to the publication of dictionaries, encyclo-

pedias, and revolutionary idealistic texts. 

One thing led to another. People began to rely upon sci-

ence for solutions rather than look to religious beliefs. Abso-

lutism in various forms gave way to democratization, at least 

on the surface. Capitalist industrialization created severe 

economic dislocation. Scholars, philosophers, economists, 

and politicians attempted to comprehend and explain the tur-

bulent economic gyre which societies were in the grip of. 

Some of these rationalizations matured into political ideolo-

gies, including libertarianism, liberalism, communism, and 

its less emphatic sibling, socialism. 

French aristocrat and philosopher Antoine Destutt de 

Tracy coined the term ideology in 1806, which was to him the 

"science of ideas." Tracy had his own libertarian ideology, 

founded on economic materialism, and aimed at the goal of 

pursuing it to the fullest. 

Liberty is the power of executing our will. All constraint is 
sufferance; all liberty is enjoyment. Our sole duty is to augment 
our liberty and its value. The object of society is solely the ful-
filment of this duty. ~ Antoine Destutt de Tracy 
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Liberty is often bandied as an ideological ideal. The sales 

pitch of freedom – to do as we want – has a fierce appeal to 

the selfishness within us all.  

It is also the most pompous ideological claptrap. Society 

only functions because of cooperation, which invariably in-

volves compromise. The material surpluses which afforded 

societies (as opposed to tribes) were only possible via labor 

specialization, which is the sine qua non of economic interde-

pendence. 

Instead of myth, ideology should be focused upon how so-

ciety might be organized to the potential benefit of all. The 

inquiry begins with the role of the state. 

 The Role of Government  
Large societies are complex kleptocracies. ~ American an-

thropologist Jared Diamond 

Since prehistoric times, human tribes have had social mo-

res and taboos. A society 'civilized' itself once materialism 

seeped into its marrow via regular economic surpluses, and a 

government rooted itself in those surpluses.  

The essence of all political ideologies lies not just in what 

government is supposed to do, but in what government is not 

supposed to do. The core issue is what responsibilities gov-

ernment has for the welfare of its citizens. 

That government should maintain social order is rela-

tively noncontroversial, yet this seemingly simple directive 

goes to the heart of the controversy about government. How 

far does "maintaining social order" go? If the mandate is 

merely preventing violence among citizens, then government 

is essentially a police state, reserving for itself a monopoly on 

violence. If instead the mandate is maintaining the social or-

der as it exists, then government effectively forms a totalitar-

ian state, in thrall to the private interests that hold power at 

present. 

Given social stratification, the viscosity of strata practi-

cally defines how well a society functions as a meritocracy. If 

a society is not meritocratic, it becomes dissolute, with poli-

tics that smack of despotism, however democratic they may 

seem on the surface.  
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Where governments have failed to engender or maintain 

meritocratic fluidity among the populace, plutocracy reigns. 

This has long been the norm, regardless of regime.  

Government is in reality instituted for the defence of the rich 
against the poor, or of those who have some property against 
those who have none at all. ~ Adam Smith in the 18th century 

Societal malaise throughout much of industrialized world 

owes to socioeconomic stagnation, the responsibility of which 

ultimately lies at the doorstep of the polity that tolerates it. 

In capitalist economies, private enterprise profits from 

the goods, while government acts as the janitor for the prodi-

gious bads of the market system, particularly pollution and 

unemployment.  

Inequality is an inevitability of capitalism, and it has vi-

brant political implications. If the proletariat cannot be mis-

led about a society's lack of meritocracy, they become deeply 

cynical. Such is Russia's heritage and America's future. 

The United States is an outstanding example of klep-

tocracy in play. Because its people still generally believe that 

they can "get ahead," rebellion musters in few minds, even as 

inequity festers as a societal cancer. Mirages matter greatly 

in politics. 

The genius of our ruling class is that it has kept a majority of 
the people from ever questioning the inequity of a system where 
most people drudge along, paying heavy taxes for which they 
get nothing in return. ~ American writer Gore Vidal 

That democracies fail to protect the public from well-or-

ganized corporate interests demonstrates that politics have 

not advanced beyond Rousseau's identification of the prob-

lem 250 years ago. 

The preamble of the US constitution ordained that the 

government "promote the general welfare." This mandate 

was one of the most profound declarations in the document 

and has been studiously ignored like no other purpose set 

forth in any constitution. 

Government should not assume for the people the inevitable 
burdens of existence. ~ President Calvin Coolidge in 1929 
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 The Political Spectrum  
The ordinary resources of empirical observation and ordinary 

human knowledge give us no warrant for supposing that all 
good things are reconcilable with each other. ~ Russian British 
Jewish sociopolitical theorist and historian Isaiah Berlin 

An ideology is a doctrinal belief system about an idealized 

social order and the means to attain it. Ideology is a political 

belief system, much like religion is a spiritual belief system, 

and science an existential belief system.  

Logically, the proposed solution to a problem, such as an 
increase in government regulation, should not influence one's 
belief in the problem. But it does. The cure can be more 
immediately threatening than the problem. In general, people 
deny facts that threaten their ideologies. ~ American business 
scholar Troy Campbell 

The 3 belief systems – political, religious, scientific – are 

invariably intertwined, and ultimately reflect personal char-

acter. Besides one's view on human nature and its condition, 

a person's political ideology roughly corresponds to a gener-

alized level of fear, self-control, optimism, and comfort with 

change. Compared to liberals, conservatives are more afraid, 

less optimistic, more skeptical, have greater attention regu-

lation and task persistence, and dislike change. 

Deeply embedded in conservative and liberal politics are 2 
different models of the family. Conservatism is based on a Strict 
Father model, while liberalism is centered on a Nurturant Parent 
model. These 2 models of the family give rise to different moral 
systems. ~ American linguist George Lakoff 

Faith in free will figures strongly within the framework 

of ideology. Conservatives tend to attribute causality to per-

sonal effort and control, whereas social liberals are more 

likely to cite external factors, such as culture and economic 

climate. 

As believers in free will, conservatives are inclined to-

ward individual liberty (within certain moral boundaries), 

whereas liberal concerns are of social opportunity and equity. 

Conservatives tend to be more religious; liberals, more secu-

lar. 



 Ideology 211 
 

 

Ideology involves a perspective on the present and a 

vision for a preferred future, almost always presented as a 

material improvement. Hence, an outstanding feature of 

ideology is its offer of hope. 

In prescribing a course of correction, ideology is action ori-

ented. As ideologies are intended for mass consumption, they 

typically have a motivational tone. Politicians throughout the 

political spectrum have at least 1 thing in common: their ap-

peals are directed to the aspirations of the Collective. 

Thomas Jefferson's Declaration of Independence and Karl 

Marx's Communist Manifesto are more similar than differ-

ent. Jefferson cited British repression. Marx cited capitalist 

subjection. Addressed to a wide audience, both cite griev-

ances that justify revolution to a more just social order that 

proffered the hope of greater freedom. 

 

Political thought, behavior, and emotion are powerfully 
driven by political identities. ~ American political psychologist 
Karen Stenner 

The designations left and right originated during the 

French Revolution, based upon where Assembly members 

were seated in the room. The left was considered the "party 

of movement," while the right was "the party of order." 

An ideology invariably involves a disposition to change. 

18th-century classical liberalism grew the ideological roots 

from which democracy sprouted. From this liberalism ema-

nates a bias to see movement to something new as positive 

progress. But progress has no intrinsic value.  

Political labels are commonly used to signify level of dis-

content with the status quo, the vector in which change is 

desired, and how quickly. 

 Radicalism  

The philosophers have only interpreted the world; the point 
is to change it. ~ Karl Marx 

Radicals are exceedingly disenchanted and want revolu-

tionary change in the existing order. 
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Though not all radicals are violent, and not all revolu-

tions provoke conflict, those with vested interests in the sta-

tus quo react severely. In rejecting the fundamental values 

of an extant polity, radicals put others on the defensive. 

Accordingly, even though their numbers and influence 

may be miniscule, the authorities tend to crush nascent 

movements viewed as radical. In the US, civil rights leaders 

in the 1950s and 1960s were harassed and killed, as were Vi-

etnam anti-war protesters. Left-wing demonstrators at the 

1968 Democratic convention in Chicago were brutalized by 

the police. American federal government officials have re-

peatedly slaughtered religious cult members, as have Chi-

nese authorities. 

At polar extremes, left-wing radicals and right-wing reac-

tionaries are both revolutionaries in their disgust with the 

status quo. Whereas radicals would vault into an envisioned 

future, reactionaries want to immigrate to an imagined past. 

Besides spurning the notion of social progress, reaction-

aries reject claims of human equality. They favor distributing 

power and wealth unequally on some basis, whether race, so-

cial class, religion, or other criteria. Reactionaries almost al-

ways approve of subjugating women. 

Ideologically, Mussolini's fascism lay at the extreme 

right: a deeply historical reactionism. Fascism begins with 

historical fact: society is a social pyramid: at the base are the 

masses, ruled over by an elite. Fascists simply want to codify 

that societal order, with themselves at the political apex – 

the very definition of kleptocracy. At industrial-strength, fas-

cism favors state control of a capitalist economy aimed to 

achieve autarky (self-sufficiency). Mussolini's philosophy 

would have fit tidily in the tradition of the imperial Roman 

Empire. 

Radicalism is not always suppressed. Sometimes it be-

comes mainstream, forming a new norm. 

The 21st century has seen the rise of radical reactionary 

impulses in a sizable slice of the populace which is disgusted 

with the status quo via perceived loss of status. Discontent 

has driven a destructive impulse which insensible but crafty 

politicians have sung as a siren song. In wreaking a wrecking 
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ball upon the American political landscape, Donald Trump 

has been a coloratura virtuoso. 

One way to understand the rise of reactionary populism today 
is as the revenge of sovereignty on government. This is not 
simply a backlash after decades of globalization, but against the 
form of political power that facilitated it, which is technocratic, 
multilateral and increasingly divorced from local identities.  
~ English political economist William Davies 

 Liberalism  

Of all the varieties of virtues, liberalism is the most beloved. 
~ Aristotle 

Liberals share a belief in the general competence of peo-

ple. They too desire progressive change, albeit more stepwise 

than radicals. 

The meaning of the term liberal has been muddled 

through history and differs today by polity. 

Few words have generated more confusion than the word 

'liberal'. ~ South Korean economist Ha-Joon Chang 

Scottish historian William Robertson first used the term 

liberal in a political sense in 1769, in his book on the history 

of Scotland. Fellow Scot Adam Smith followed in his 1776 

economics book. 

The first political group under the liberal label were 

Spaniards, who, in 1814, opposed the king’s suspension of the 

constitution. The word spread from Spain to France, but set 

down deep roots in England, where it became associated with 

the political philosophy of John Stuart Mill, and in the poli-

cies advocated by the Liberal Party. 

Classical liberals believed that government oppressed 

people when it had too much power: the less government the 

better. In valuing freedom above all, the laissez-faire (let 

things be) of classical liberalism is now called libertarianism. 

This remains the take of European liberals. 

In bold contrast, modern American liberals are more con-

cerned with societal well-being, and are willing to experiment 

with social engineering; what Europeans call social democ-

racy. The term liberal in this context is intended to signify 
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social liberalism, which involves attempting some degree of 

egalitarianism. 

Liberalism, above all, means emancipation – emancipation 
from one's fears, his inadequacies, from prejudice, from 
discrimination, from poverty. ~ American politician Hubert 
Humphrey in 1968 

Today, liberalism is usually equated with the advocacy of 

democracy, emphasizing civil liberties such as freedom of 

speech. Until the later 20th century, most liberals were not 

democrats. They did reject conservative esteem of tradition 

and social hierarchy, but early 20th-century liberals did not 

support equal rights and universal (adult) suffrage: men la-

beling themselves as 'liberal' believed that women lacked the 

mental faculties necessary for rational choice. Further, the 

poor should not be enfranchised, lest they vote for the social-

ist confiscation of private property. 

The character of liberalism changed as the 'rising middle 
classes' succeeded in establishing their economic and political 
dominance. Liberalism became increasingly conservative.  
~ Andrew Heywood 

By the turn of the 21st century, the term liberal in the US 

had been so effectively vilified by American conservatives 

that those on the left labeled themselves progressive instead. 

This was a repackaged reincarnation of a label from a cen-

tury earlier. In the early 20th century, progressives were iso-

lationists in foreign affairs who demanded leftist reforms in 

domestic policy, including antitrust legislation, and an end to 

government corruption. Progressives were modernizers 

ahead of their time. In that era, liberal was the term for the 

milquetoasts on the left. 

Following Jeremy Bentham, contemporary liberals are 

prone to optimism about people's ability to solve problems via 

reason and consensus. They tend to address social problems 

with a vigor that conservatives find meddlesome, by people 

armed only with dangerous overconfidence. 

Liberalism is totalitarianism with a human face. ~ American 
economist and political philosopher Thomas Sowell 

Today's liberals have abandoned the natural law that 

fuels libertarianism, and fret less about government power. 
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Contemporary liberals are more concerned about the corro-

sive effect of concentrated economic power than heavy-

handed government. The liberal view now is that government 

can even expand liberty by limiting the oppression that cap-

italism imposes on workers. It is the philosophy of applying 

a bandage to someone profusely bleeding to death. 

Worldwide, the liberal label is often more confusion than 

description. Japan's ruling Liberal Democratic Party is a na-

tionalist party with reactionary inclinations. Russia's party 

of the same name is nakedly fascist. Britain's ailing Liberal 

Democrats and Canada's governing Liberal Party are among 

the few parties where the title lives up to its billing in mean-

ingful measure. 

 Moderates  

In the middle of the political spectrum are moderates: es-

sentially, a non-ideology of people that find more satisfaction 

with the status quo than anywhere else on the political spec-

trum, along with an impressive lack of vision. Moderates' re-

luctance to change is exceeded only by conservatives, who are 

skeptical of efforts advertised as progress, and whose pri-

mary concern is social order. 

 Conservatism  

Conservatism clings to what has been established, fearing 
that, once we begin to question the beliefs that we have inher-
ited, all the values of life will be destroyed. ~ American politi-
cal philosopher Morris Cohen 

The term conservative dates to 1818, as the title of a 

French political magazine – Le Conservateur – promoting the 

ideology. 

Conservative support of the status quo is not so much a 

statement of contentment as resignation: that what is may 

be the best that can be achieved at present. Conservatives 

are skeptical that human reason is up to the job of societal 

engineering. In this, conservatism is a psychological projec-

tion of dim-wittedness onto others. 
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Divergent views of the human condition are a fundamen-

tal difference between liberals and conservatives. Both agree 

that people have complex natures: a mixture of the moral and 

the corrupt, with rational and emotional motivations.  

Where the two split is in which qualities dominate. Lib-

erals believe that humans are basically rational and moral. 

Conservatives are not so sanguine: they mistrust the forti-

tude and morality of men, and view people as cunning, ex-

ploitative animals. Again, conservatives are projecting their 

own mental makeup onto humanity at large. 

Conservatives tend to view humans as naturally bad, uncoop-
erative, untrustworthy, and in some instances, just plain stupid. 
As a consequence, conservatives tend to view government and 
politics (both permeated with those corrupt and dull-minded 
people) with great skepticism. Because of this belief in a flawed 
human nature, conservatives in general view human attempts to 
create a just society through reason as unrealizable. ~ Ameri-
can humanities scholar Brian Farmer  

The more fear a youngster has, the more conservative 

that person will grow up to be. More than anything, fear de-

fines conservatives.  

If you hold up images of objects that people consider danger-
ous or unpleasant, for example of large spiders, and then meas-
ure the production of sweat from people's fingertips (skin 
conductance response), you get an indication of spontaneous 
physical reaction. In these cases, conservative voters react more 
strongly than liberal ones. ~ Danish political scientist Lasse 
Laustsen 

Conservative leaders feed fear to draw support: empha-

sizing the threat of terrorism and minority groups, including 

immigrants. For centuries, conservative demagogues have 

crafted scapegoats by referring to targeted groups as danger-

ous sub-humans and "germs." For instance, Donald Trump is 

an acknowledged germaphobe and has a penchant for de-

scribing people he does not like as "disgusting" or "animals."  

The adherence to moral absolutes creates intolerance among 
conservatives against those who think differently and leads to 
demonization of their perceived enemies. When the enemy is 
thus dehumanized, torture and killing are prescribed with little 
violation of conscience. ~ Brian Farmer 
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By contrast, liberal leaders typically try to allay fears, 

and approach public policy in a positive light. 

The only thing we have to fear is fear itself – nameless, un-
reasoning, unjustified terror which paralyzes needed efforts to 
convert retreat into advance.~ US President Franklin Roosevelt 
upon taking office (1932) during the Great Depression 

Whereas libertarians believe society functions best with 

minimal government, and often have a "live and let live" at-

titude, conservatives favor 'law and order' authoritarian con-

trol.  

The negative view of human nature espoused by conserva-
tives also translates into low social trust. As a consequence, con-
servatives tend to favor rule through coercion, a strong military, 
a strong police force, and an emphasis on personal self-defense. 
~ Brian Farmer 

The moral compass is one of the seminal differences be-

tween liberals and conservatives. Liberals typically view the 

world through a secular perspective. Morality is situational. 

Conversely, American conservatives tend to espouse a strong 

religious orientation. Morals are absolute. 

Adherence to moral absolutes constitutes the oppressive-

ness which characterizes conservatism. As moral absolutists, 

conservatives prefer to punish transgressors of their moral 

norms. Compassion to those in out-groups is anathema to 

conservatives. Inconsistently, conservatives tend to be less 

judgmental of compeer miscreants. Morally, conservatism 

and hypocrisy go hand-in-hand. 

Whereas most conservatives concur with reactionaries 

that human equality is a myth, American conservatives, un-

der sway of the tradition of libertarianism there, accept an 

abstract principle of equality in opportunity – but they op-

pose addressing inequities. Social dominance and repression 

of minorities and other out-groups are acceptable, especially 

if advertised as instrumental in maintaining order. 

Traditional conservatives typically view income inequalities 
as legitimate and natural and therefore attempts at redistribution 
to the poor are a violation of the natural order. ~ Brian Farmer 

In the socioeconomic sphere, conservatives view life as a 

contest. Accomplishments are what is important. 



218 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

In regarding private property as an inalienable right, con-

servatives and classical liberals agree. The similarity ends 

there. Whereas classical liberals may see societal corrosion 

in gross material inequality (as Adam Smith did), conserva-

tives believe the property right trumps all others. Further, to 

a conservative, wealth is a measure of a person's value to so-

ciety. 

Conservatism is not all looking through the glass darkly. 

Conservative caution sometimes stems from respect for tra-

dition: believing in preserving practices and institutions that 

they think have worked in the past. Obviously, this perspec-

tive encourages scant societal change. 

In their constructive lack of vision and mistrust of reason, 

conservatives often rely upon solutions which they view as 

natural. Conservatives tend to place great reliance on cus-

tom, and sources of authority, including religious leaders.  

When social solutions are required, conservatives look to 

the past, doing so nostalgically and not historically (in full 

historical context). Conservatives wistfully hallow the past 

and see current society as being in a state of moral decay. The 

rose-tinted view on the past dirties the present day. 

Whereas social liberals might use a government program 

to solve a societal problem, conservatives are apt to eschew 

such a rational initiative, preferring to let "market forces" 

work their magic. Markets are actually a disordered dynamic 

of atomistic transactions, yet conservatives often talk of mar-

kets as though they are guided by some preternatural wis-

dom. Such irrationality shows a telling parallel between 

conservatism and fascism in embracing the unreal. Whether 

markets actually work efficaciously as imagined is beside the 

point that conservatives prefer to leave societal problems to 

dynamics that are not rational interventions. 

Just as liberalism has branches, so too conservatism. 

Those who follow Burke tend toward elitism. British Tories 

make no bones about the ruling class having a civic duty to 

govern. 

Then there are the entrepreneurs, who are much more in-

dividualistic, and at times facilely populist in their approach. 

Believing "the cream rises to the top," entrepreneurs tend to 

espouse that leaders can come from any stratum of society. 
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Hence, entrepreneurs favor latitude for individual accom-

plishment, and oppose government intervention that might 

interfere with the precious socioeconomic winnowing process. 

Despite the ostensible espoused liberality of opportunity, this 

is a form of Darwinian elitism, made by the successful to 

trumpet their superiority. 

In the late 20th century emerged more vividly 2 strains 

of American conservativism, both with roots in the 1960s: ne-

ocons (neoconservatives) and theocons (social conservatives). 

Neocons are intellectuals that tout the superiority of Anglo-

American values and institutions and feel that government 

should export those virtues to the rest of the world, forcibly 

if need be. Although neocons are small in number, their in-

fluence has been outsized, as they are well-financed and eru-

dite. Neoconservatism was reflected in the foreign policies of 

American Republicans in the 1980s into the 21st century (the 

Bush administrations), and that of British Labour prime 

minister Tony Blair. 

Neocons are essentially wannabe colonialists of the polit-

ical mind. Neoconservatism is a historical continuation of the 

Americanism versus Communism mind-set that prevailed 

among conservatives during the Cold War, from the late 

1940s to 1989, when the Soviet empire fell apart from chronic 

mismanagement. 

Theocons are religious social conservatives, typically fun-

damentalist Christians. They brush aside constitutional sep-

aration of church and state in wanting public policies to 

reflect their Christian faith and subsidize their social organ-

izations. Theocons want "in God we trust" to be far more than 

a mere motto on money. 

Social conservatives are less interested than economic 

conservatives in minimizing government and fiscal rectitude. 

Indeed, theocon focus is on government support of Christian 

faith-based institutions, especially parochial schools, and 

banning abortion, same-sex marriages, teaching evolution, 

and anything else that contravenes their beliefs. The differ-

ence between American theocons and political Islamists is in 

the god and prophet worshipped. 

The righteousness of theocons represents a danger in a 

multicultural society that is based on tolerance. Theocons 
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pay scant respect to the democratic process. Incivility toward 

opposition is a norm, and violence, such as murdering doctors 

who perform abortions, is considered justified. 

Despite differences, conservatives share a similar psy-

chology and worldview: fear, especially of social change, psy-

chological projection, tribalism, moral absolutism, ideals of 

violence, suspicion of human rationalism, and thereby skep-

ticism toward social programs. 

Conservatives are not necessarily stupid, but most stupid peo-
ple are conservatives. ~ John Stuart Mill 

While conservative positions vary, their overarching 

promise of political order is appealing to many people, as it 

fosters an illusory sense of stability. The ideas of radicals and 

liberals often sound attractive, but the very process of change 

bodes for disruption. 

Most people have low thresholds for sociopolitical disor-

der. Hence, the prospect of change, even though it may pro-

duce positive results, is disturbing, and so encounters a 

natural psychological resistance. People are willing to suffer 

a system that tends against their interests rather than en-

dure disruption in their patterns of everyday life. This makes 

"order" a powerful selling-point for conservatism. 

Albeit hesitantly, conservatives can agree to change, and 

the change they will accept is progressive. Only reactionaries 

entirely reject progress as positive, preferring the old ways 

as the best. Reactionaries desire regressive change. If not 

considered an anarchist for disabling American political in-

stitutions (that is, for anarchy, not anarchism), President 

Donald Trump had reactionary impulses in letting market 

forces overwhelm the government's ability to grapple with 

them. 

Libertarianism has been identified here as classical liber-

alism, but its American strain is reactionary. American lib-

ertarians want a return to the 19th-century laissez-faire 

policies that let robber-baron capitalism thrive. This is an 

alignment with entrepreneurial conservatism. Above all, to 

an American libertarian, private property rights are invio-

late. 
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The modern conservative is engaged in one of man's oldest 
exercises in moral philosophy: that is, the search for a superior 
moral justification for selfishness. ~ John Kenneth Galbraith 

 Authoritarianism  

There is a tradition within conservatism that has favoured au-
thoritarian rule, especially in continental Europe. ~ Andrew 
Heywood 

Authoritarians express much deeper fears than the rest of the 
electorate. They seek the imposition of order where they per-
ceive dangerous change, and desire a strong leader who will 
defeat those fears with force. ~ American attorney and journal-
ist Amanda Taub 

With the world a menacing place, many conservatives feel 

a strongman is needed as a leader. This is a primal impulse. 

A deep tone of voice appeals to conservative voters. More 
generally, conservative voters seem to have a preference for pol-
iticians who look physically strong and masculine, while liberal 
voters prefer those who have less dominant features and seem 
more accommodating, perhaps even slightly feminine. ~ Lasse 
Lausten 

In the 21st century, the streak of authoritarianism is 

stronger in the US than in Europe: 33% of the European Un-

ion electorate have an authoritarian bent, whereas 45% of 

American voters do. The more close-minded and fearful of 

change a person is, the more inclined to authoritarianism. 

Authoritarianism is now deeply bound up with partisan iden-
tities. It has become part and parcel of Republican identity 
among non-Hispanic white Americans. ~ American political 
psychologist Christopher Federico et al 

The authoritarian streak in many conservatives holds an 

inherent paradox. They want the state to have power over 

people, but do not want it to care for people: in essence, au-

thority without responsibility. This inconsistency is socio-

pathic and morally bankrupt. 
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 Anarchism  

Anarchism is founded on the observation that since few men 
are wise enough to rule themselves, even fewer are wise enough 
to rule others. ~ American author Edward Abby 

The antithesis of state control is anarchism. Anarchists 

of every stripe see institutional government as an impedi-

ment to human progress and wish to strike it down. 

Anarchy and statism are incompatible, which explains why 
statists must mislead people by defining anarchy as chaos and 
disorder. ~ American political essayist Darrell Anderson 

Anarchism is often misunderstood. It does not prescribe 

anarchy. Instead, anarchists favor cooperation, thereby al-

lowing people to fulfill their potential absent state coercion. 

In assuming that self-government would work, anarchism is 

exceedingly optimistic about human nature. 

 Islamism  

Every Muslim must rise to defend his religion. The wind of 
faith is blowing. ~ Saudi Arabian revolutionary Osama bin 
Laden 

The theocratic political ideology Islamism produces reac-

tionaries who claim dedication to implementing Islamic law 

(Sharia). To this end, Islamists revolt against more moderate 

regimes with a will to absolute power. 

Establishing the Islamic state worldwide belongs to the great 
goals of the revolution. ~ Iranian Muslim cleric and revolution-
ary Ayatollah Khomeini 

 Iran  

Those intellectuals who say that the clergy should leave poli-
tics and go back to the mosque speak on behalf of Satan.  
~ Ayatollah Khomeini 

The semi-secular Pahlavi dynasty ruled Iran from 1925 

until swept away by popular revolt in 1979, led by a clergy 

tired of being paid only lip service by the ruling Shah.  

This revolution did not follow the typical pattern, in that 

Iran was relatively well-off economically. The Shah's regime 
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had become brutally repressive, corrupt, and extravagant, 

and so, had to go. 

In the Islamic government all people have complete freedom 
to have any kind of opinion. ~ Ayatollah Khomeini before the 
Iranian Revolution 

The revolution installed a Muslim theocracy with its own 

flavors of repression and corruption. In this revolution, the 

people got the government they deserved. 

We will break all the poison pens of those who speak of na-
tionalism, democracy, and such things. ~ Ayatollah Khomeini 
after the Iranian Revolution 

 Afghanistan  

The men and women of Afghanistan are building a nation that 
is free, and proud, and fighting terror. ~ US President George 
W. Bush in 2003 

In the fight against the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan 

that began in 1979, Islamists were succored by Pakistan, it-

self a Muslim nation, and funded by the US and Saudi Ara-

bia. The exhausted Russians left in 1992, having gained 

nothing but grief from the ceaseless conflict there that had 

cost over a million lives, and created millions of refugees, 

most of whom had fled to Pakistan. 

The Islamic state created after the Russians left was torn 

asunder by a civil war fueled by hegemony competition be-

tween Saudi Arabia and Iran. 

The home-grown Taliban began politico-military action 

by bringing a measure of justice to corrupt local militia lead-

ers who were raping civilians. From thence they grew but 

were only able to take over Afghanistan in 1996 with support 

from Pakistan and Saudi Arabia. 

The Taliban were routed from power by an American-led 

military force in late 2001, in retaliation for the 11 Septem-

ber 2001 aerial attacks on US targets by al-Qaeda, an Islamic 

terrorist group which had been based in Afghanistan and Pa-

kistan. 

The pieces of the bodies of infidels were flying like dust par-
ticles. If you would have seen it with your own eyes, you would 
have been very pleased, and your heart would have been filled 
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with joy. ~ Osama bin Laden, reminiscing on the 9/11 attack 
which he masterminded 

The Americans accused the Taliban of harboring Osama 

bin Laden, mastermind of the attacks. The Taliban were left 

friendless internationally after the US threatened to bomb 

Afghanistan "back to the Stone Age" if they continued sup-

porting the Taliban.  

The US-led invasion did not destroy the Taliban. In the 

years that followed, the Taliban bided their time, launching 

horrific terrorist attacks in Afghanistan, often against civil-

ians, in an effort to destabilize the regime propped up by the 

Americans. As America withdrew its presence, the Taliban 

resurged; the Afghan government unable to contain them.  

To fund their effort, the Taliban abducts women and sells 

them into sex slavery, for which there is a thriving market 

among Muslim men. 

 

In both Iran and Afghanistan, the fundamentalists who 

took power created oppressive regimes. Women have borne 

an especial brunt in being brutally repressed. But then, this 

differs little from established Islamic states. Muslim men are 

heretics to the teachings of Muhammad in this regard. 

Be kind with the soft and gentle ones (females). ~ Muham-
mad 

 Nationalism  
A nation is an imagined political community; imagined be-

cause the members of even the smallest nation will never know 
most of their fellow-members, or even hear of them, yet in the 
minds of each lives the image of their communion. ~ Anglo 
Irish American political scientist Benedict Anderson 

Historically, communities coalesced via a shared culture, 

especially a common tongue. Whereas language was the loos-

est binding, religion was the tautest.  

In the deepest regard, a community was one where its 

people held a communal belief system: tribalism in its truest 

sense. In modern times, people often speak of a community 
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as comprising shared beliefs (notably religion), regardless of 

ethnicity or even language. 

The Pope is the chief of the Christians. He is an ancient idol, 
worshipped now from habit. He claims to be the successor of 
one of the earliest Christians, called Saint Peter, and it is cer-
tainly a rich succession, for his treasure is immense and he has 
a great country under his control. ~ Persian traveler Rica in a 
1712 letter from Paris to his friend 

Politically, the realms of rulers evolved into countries, of-

ten with boundaries that were arbitrary in the tribes they 

contained. Nascent nations were not natural communities. 

They were instead dynastic concoctions determined by con-

quest and amended over the centuries by diplomatic give-

and-take. 

Political states emerged from the minds of men. Their 

practical implementation was of borders: offering free (but 

taxed) trade within, and tariff from without. Even more im-

portant, as from ancient times, was declaration of sovereign 

territory. These material distinctions never mattered nearly 

as much as the fixed mental figment which defined political 

identity more than polity: nationalistic ideology, identifying 

oneself as belonging to a nation. Historically, imperialism 

and its reaction sharpened the sense of nationhood in occupi-

ers and occupied alike.  

However bounded by lines on a map, and codified into po-

litical structures, a nation has never been anything more 

than an anchor of abstraction for the peoples within to be 

subjected to an overarching fate – led to fortune or folly by 

the whims of their leaders. 

Nationalism, the theoretical expression of the nation-state, is 
the most powerful political idea of the past 2 centuries. ~ Leon 
Baradat 

Nationalism calls on a nation's peoples to support the 

state's interests in the spirit of fraternity. Rightists use na-

tionalism to encourage unity and stability. Leftists see it as 

an ideological vehicle to improve the well-being of citizens.  

Despite the obvious absurdity of disjuncture with commu-

nity and self-interest, people believe. Nationalism is emo-

tively potent in providing a sense of identity with something 
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greater than the self. This allure is a wellspring for both 

group-belonging as intrinsically desirous, and a deistic reli-

gion with secular roots. 

As a form of self-identification, nationalism both unites 

and divides people. Although nationalism ostensibly has pos-

itive overtones, its exclusory focus frequently stirs conflict 

over scarce resources. 

Even casting this artifice in its most positive light, na-

tionalism degrades societies by papering over simmering so-

cial tensions with abstraction, not solution; and this leaves 

aside nationalism as a destructive force for foreigners. 

A nation is a society united by a delusion about its ancestry 
and by a common hatred of its neighbors. ~ English Anglican 
priest William Inge 

Along with the elevation of democracy as an affirmative 

abstraction, nationalism grew in importance from the French 

Revolution. The 2 World Wars and Cold War that followed 

congealed nationalism as a sociopolitical force. 

 World War 1  

The first calamity of the 20th century. The calamity from 
which all other calamities sprang. ~ German-born American 
historian Fritz Stern 

By the 20th century there was the strong stench of com-

petitive nationalism among the leaders of European nation-

states, which had become enmeshed in a tangled web of alli-

ances that had formed from colonial empires jockeying for 

dominance. 

The assassination of the Austro-Hungarian Archduke 

Franz Ferdinand by a 19-year-old Bosnian Serb activist on 

28 June 2014 started a chain reaction that plunged Europe 

into a cataclysmic struggle. Austria-Hungary, which had 

been looking to assert itself into the Balkans, declared war 

on Serbia, accusing its government of orchestrating the at-

tack. Russia then mobilized to defend Serbia, its ally. This 

led Germany, which was allied with Austria-Hungary, to de-

clare war on Russia and its ally France, and to invade 

France’s neighbor, neutral Belgium. Britain had promised to 
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protect Belgian neutrality, and so declared war on Germany, 

which it had been battling for naval supremacy. 

Technology turned warfare into mass slaughter. The in-

troduction of machine guns and accurate artillery made ad-

vancing over open ground suicidal. Nevertheless, insane 

military leaders clung to 19th-century tactics for much of the 

war, ordering massed infantry assaults that meant troops 

were mowed down by the thousands. 

In the 4 years that followed, 9.7 million soldiers and 10 

million civilians died in a ghastly conflict from which political 

leaders learned nothing. The war's conclusion did not end the 

conflicts, some of which are still raging today.  

War fatigue led to the collapse of the centuries-old Roma-

nov dynasty and the imposition of Soviet Communist rule. 

The polyglot empire of defeated Austria-Hungary was dis-

solved into a motley collection of independent states roughly 

based on ethnic identity. The harsh terms insisted upon by 

France on Germany led to the rise of Adolf Hitler and his Na-

zis. 

 

Patriotism is to nationalism what worship is to religion. 

As with religion, patriotism can spawn self-righteous ignoble 

actions. 

Patriotism is the last refuge of scoundrels. ~ English writer 
Samuel Johnson 

As it has in the worst excesses of political exercise, na-

tionalism became a puissant posture in the 2010s. Donald 

Trump campaigned for US president in 2016 under the slo-

gan "Make America Great," despite a campaign offering noth-

ing more than twaddle and lies. 

In keeping with fascist thought, a significant facet of nas-

cent nationalism has been loathing minorities. During his 

demagogic campaign, Trump called Mexicans "killers" and 

"rapists," and promised to build a wall across the 3,201 km 

US–Mexico border to keep them out. 

Beyond xenophobic tribal affinity, the primary propellant 

for ascendant nationalism has been the sapping of jobs and 

domestic economic vitality via globalization. While the 
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younger generation express their alienation, the older nostal-

gically wish for a fictional time of security, and naïvely vote 

for those who promise it. As far as turning back the over-

whelming plutocracy that corrodes US democratic ideals, 

Trump's pseudo-election was setting the proverbial fox to 

guard the henhouse, as events would prove during Trump's 

administration. 

The point is, you can never be too greedy. ~ Donald Trump 

 

There are many countries in the world that are governed by 
men who use their office to enrich themselves and their fami-
lies. ~ American journalist Jonathan Chait 

"Shithole countries," as President Donald Trump called 

them, have long been derided for their corrupt governments. 

With Trump putrefying the body politic, the US wholeheart-

edly joined them. Trump has proven unsurpassed in decimat-

ing the state called America – his efforts as president the 

exact opposite of his campaign slogan.  

 Private Property  

At one time in the world there were woods that no one 
owned. ~ American writer Cormac McCarthy 

Based upon natural law, private property was originally 

thought by classical liberals to be an inalienable right. The 

march of economic 'progress' had liberals observe that control 

of property meant denying liberty to others. 

One of the most hotly debated phrases in the 1776 Decla-

ration of Independence was "life, liberty, and the pursuit of 

happiness." Those more conservative than Jefferson argued 

that the phrase should be "life, liberty, and property," just as 

John Locke had written. 

Accordingly, liberals demoted this once natural right to a 

secondary position. Property became a social right: one that 

may be granted, regulated, or denied based upon perceived 

societal needs. Eminent domain, a long-standing legal prin-

cipal, follows this value priority. 

Liberals challenge private property as lacking a link 

between it and human well-being. Natural rights are those 
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necessary to lead a decent life. Something which is denied by 

one to another is not just. If equal treatment is a moral 

virtue, then subjection without consent has no moral basis. 

Hence Jefferson's insistence on "pursuit of happiness" as a 

natural right, but not "property." 

11 years after Jefferson penned the Declaration of 

Independence, a less liberal group of men met in Philadelphia 

to write a new constitution. Scant mention was made of the 

rights of citizens in 1787. Indeed, it was only in 1791, in 

adopting the 5th Amendment, that any general statement of 

inalienable rights appeared in the constitution; and then the 

reference read "life, liberty, and property." Conservatives 

were clearly in control of the country. 

The transformation in the United States from revolution-

ary liberalism to conservatism leading the political pack was 

astonishingly quick. Only in dire economic crises, or facing 

outrageous social injustice, have liberal inclinations stirred 

the nation. As a general rule, those on the left of the political 

spectrum emphasize human rights, while those on the right 

lean toward property rights. 

It is not that liberals lack appreciation of property. Ask a 

liberal whether a seller should be able to discriminate 

against a buyer on a racial or religious basis and the answer 

would be an emphatic "no!", as this would violate fairness 

from a human rights standpoint.  

Conversely, a conservative would uphold property right 

as preeminent. A seller may sell to whomever he pleases; it 

is, after all, private property to use or transfer as seen fit. 

 Values & Goals  

Leftists advocate egalitarianism. Socialists want greater 

material equality so as to reduce socioeconomic stratification. 

Radicals tend toward pure democracy. Rousseau, the founder 

of modern radicalism, demanded equity in political power, as 

did Marx. Liberals are more milquetoast: accepting repre-

sentative government while insisting that political power ul-

timately be in the hands of citizenry. 
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In contrast, the right are unabashedly elitist. Social strat-

ification is natural. To conservatives, capitalism serves a so-

cietal function in separating winners from losers: from those 

deserving esteem and those deserving less in every way. It 

salves the conservative conscience that capitalism is the sta-

tus quo, and so may also be revered as conventional. 

While capitalism is today a conservative institution, it 

started out as a liberal challenge by Adam Smith to the mer-

cantilist status quo. Smith was wildly optimistic in thinking 

that social stratification was not natural, as egalitarian soci-

eties have been largely absent throughout human history. 

Marx asserted that nations were artificial boundaries de-

signed by capitalists to divide humanity and distract them 

from their commonalities. The left generally value the spirit 

of fraternity, and tend toward internationalism. In contrast, 

those on the right are prone to be patriots. 

 Ideological Bent  

Ideology makes it unnecessary for people to confront individ-
ual issues on their individual merits. One simply turns to the 
ideological vending machine, and out comes the prepared for-
mulae. When these beliefs are suffused with apocalyptic fervor, 
ideas become weapons, and with dreadful results. ~ American 
sociologist Daniel Bell 

Ideology is a political heuristic. Relatively few people are 

consistent on individual issues with regard to ideological la-

bel. Instead, a prioritized moral value system guides issue-

oriented political opinion. When issues are morally uncer-

tain, the typical trade-off is between individual liberty or en-

forcement of equity. As people like liberty, and equality is an 

abstraction in capitalist societies, equity often draws the 

short straw. 

As lovers of intellectual abstractions, liberals especially 

like liberty and social equality. Drawing lines is difficult for 

them because fewer issues incite moral judgments. 

Conservatives are not so conflicted. Many more issues are 

morally grounded for conservatives than liberals. While lib-

erty is a fine ideal, social order is more important. Hence, 

conservatives would punish moral transgressors, whether for 
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selling sex or taking drugs; deeds which liberals view not 

morally, but as victimless acts that should not be crimes at 

all.  

In economics, liberals and conservatives switch sides on 

permissiveness. This stems from conservatives tending to 

fear the poor, whereas liberals are suspicious of the rich. 

Conservatives believe people have wealth because they 

deserve it, and that government power should thwart 

attempts by the underclass to seize it. By the same token, 

there should be no impediment to private use of property. 

Liberals think that those with economic power exploit it 

unfairly, to the great disadvantage of the less fortunate. 

Hence, liberals would employ government power to regulate 

inequitable economic behavior (inequity being in the eye of 

the beholder). 

Uncharacteristically, American liberals have recently 

betrayed their tolerance for civil rights with efforts to enforce 

political correctness by suppressing hateful expression, 

whether racial or sexual. In reaction, right-wingers have 

stoutly resisted muzzling such free speech, despite their 

instincts for social order. 

Perceived self-interest and group affiliation are primary 

drivers of personal ideology and its exceptions. Economics 

and age are other active factors. 

Whereas those doing well are usually satisfied with the 

status quo, the underclass has much to gain from progressive 

change. But people's political attitudes have less to do with 

their material well-being than the mental world in which 

they live. 

Age is often a significant factor in ideology. Young adults 

are usually more liberal than the elderly, as the older gener-

ations inure to feel a vested interest in the status quo, if only 

in sentiment. The American generation born in the 1980s is 

a rare exception in being the most conservative age segment 

in that nation; an oddity explained by a fearful uncertainty 

of the future – an outcome of shoddy parenting. 

Some people are psychologically suited to a particular ide-

ology. Liberalism requires a tolerance for disorder, and an 

active empathy. A few are fond of change; the status quo is 
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never satisfying. Many with a conservative bent resist 

change out of fear, heedless that it might benefit them.  

With the rise of cultural and lifestyle politics, Democrats and 
Republicans are now sharply distinguished by a general dimen-
sion of personality tapping tolerance for threat and uncertainty 
in one's environment. ~ American political scientist Christo-
pher Johnston et al 

People on opposite sides of the divide have a fixed or fluid 
worldview. The fixed tend to be wary of what they perceive as 
constant threats to their physical security specifically and of so-
cial change in general. The fluid are much more open to change 
and, indeed, see it as a strength. ~ American political scientists 
Marc Hetherington & Jonathan Weiler 

A salient factor in ideological inclination is one's view of 

human nature. Those who hail their fellows as essentially 

well-meaning and rational lean to the left. Conversely, those 

who view men as morally weak, selfish, and prone to aggres-

sion range to the right. 

Conservatives view prisons as an institution for punish-

ment, whereas leftists would prefer to see them as rehabili-

tation facilities. Believing denial of liberty punishment 

enough, liberals think that prisons ought to school convicts 

in socially acceptable behaviors and provide training for 

skills by which they may make an honest living on the out-

side. 

Affirming one's political tribe or community has in many re-
spects become more important in deciding whom to vote for 
than the stands candidates take on issues. ~ American political 
journalist Thomas Edsall 

Ideology is often a tribal badge. Beyond posture, political 

issues are irrelevancies. 

The power behind the labels "liberal" and "conservative" to 
predict strong preferences for the ideological in-group is based 
largely in the social identification with those groups, not in the 
organization of attitudes associated with the labels. That is, even 
when we are discussing ideology – a presumably issue-based 
concept – we are not entirely discussing issues.  

Contrary to an issue-focused view of political decision-mak-
ing and behavior, political thought, behavior, and emotion are 
powerfully driven by political identities. Identity-based ideology 
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can drive affective ideological polarization even when individ-
uals are naïve about policy. The passion and prejudice with 
which we approach politics is driven not only by what we think, 
but also powerfully by who we think we are. ~ American po-
litical scientist Lilliana Mason 

The commonality of tribal ideology illustrates why mod-

ern democracy is not working: most voters don't bother to in-

form themselves about the facts salient to political issues, 

comprehend implications, or regard public policies as socie-

tally consequential, beyond attaining some aspirational 

ideal. Politics is instead a fashion statement of identity. 

Political conflict has shifted from economic to psychological 
factors. ~ Thomas Edsall 

In recent years, partisanship is far more grounded in social 
and moral values, and identity politics, than the influential 
groups of yesteryear (especially unions) that maintained a focus 
on group economic interests. The new affinities that shape par-
tisanship are more a matter of choice, making partisanship more 
fluid, and opening it to the formation of affinities grounded in 
personality, values, religion, and lifestyle choices. ~ American 
political psychologist Leonie Huddy 

Citizens care less about the outcomes a policy produces and 
more about the groups and symbols with which a policy is as-
sociated. ~ Christopher Johnston et al 

Just as a person's views may change over time, the 

political spectrum can shift while a person's ideology stays 

stationary. Ronald Reagan was a New Deal Democrat in the 

1930s. By the 1960s, he was a reactionary Republican. A 

reporter asked Reagan why he had left the liberals. He 

answered, "I didn't. They left me." The policies that Reagan 

had wanted in the 1930s had been enacted. That was all the 

change he saw fit. 

The most radical revolutionary will become a conservative on 

the day after the revolution. ~ Hannah Arendt 

As the status quo of societies differs, so too positions on 

issues in the political spectrum. A given policy in one society 

may be conservative, liberal in another, and radical in a 3rd. 
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Complexity is the destiny of thoughtful individuals, from 
which they will never be rescued. ~ American philosopher 
Leon Wieseltier 

 Equality  

Material equality is the moral issue at the heart of ideol-

ogy. The idea of civil rights is ultimately of property rights: 

of the person (the body as property), personal expression (the 

property of ideas), claim upon some material asset (private 

property), and the ability to dispute a property claim (the 

property of justice). The ideological treatment of equality is 

inevitably the basis for equity as a societal metric. 

No one disputes that people vary widely in shrewdness 

and skill. Neither can one reasonably argue against that Na-

ture belongs to no one, nor that its claim as human property 

is anything more than an expression of ideology, not a natu-

ral right beyond 'might makes right'. The key question then 

is: what justifies inequality?  

From conservatives to authoritarians of all stripes, those 

on the right wing view individual differences as justifying 

material inequality. This comes down to clutching 'might 

makes right'. 

Some slyly contend that inequality is the reward of hard 

work. They do so ignoring that inequality is invariably insti-

tutionalized to the degree that no amount of hard work can 

overcome the built-in, systemic inequities of a stratified soci-

ety. More simply, they ignore how much harder poor people 

must work to survive than rich ones. 

Modern liberals are schizophrenic in their regard of ine-

quality as justified. Irrespective of ability, they view everyone 

as deserving legal equity and equal opportunity, but fear that 

social equality might penalize talent and threaten individual 

freedom. This oxymoronic ideology is an abstract house of 

cards. Material and social status determines access to oppor-

tunity and justice in any society that is stratified. Liberals 

disavow 'might makes right' while furtively fondling it. 

What is repulsive is not that one man should earn more than 
others. It is that some classes should be excluded from the her-
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itage of civilization which others enjoy, and that human fellow-
ship, which is ultimate and profound, should be obscured by 
economic contrasts, which are trivial and superficial. ~ English 
economic historian Richard Tawney 

 Political Violence  

Violence is used by people at practically every point on the 
political spectrum. ~ Leon Baradat 

Though political violence is common across the political 

spectrum, ideologies vary in their appetite for violence as a 

vehicle for political change. The farther from the status quo 

an ideology is, the more likely it opposes the law, which hy-

pothetically communicates a society's aspirations. 

Conservatives and moderates tend to be law-abiding. In 

contrast, radicals and reactionaries readily justify breaking 

the law. 

This is not to say that laws are not regularly broken by 

those of a conservative bent. Corporations – legally treated 

as citizens in the United States, and as conservative as the 

day is long – are inveterate transgressors of the law. If a cor-

poration does not succeed in legally gaming the system, it 

readily breaks laws which do not suit it, especially in the all 

too common case where the chance of getting caught is low, 

and the penalties for malfeasance are less than the potential 

rewards.  

As government enforcement of its own regulations is typ-

ically spotty at best, corporations are often unfettered in their 

disdain of the law. Practically all large-scale illicit exploita-

tions, including pollution, are corporate acts. 

 Synopsis  

➢ Ideology is a doctrinal belief system about politics. Ideo-

logies invariably overlook the nuances of actuality for an 

overarching vision based upon mythical axioms about hu-

man nature and economics. 

➢ At the root of all ideologies lies the desired role of govern-

ment and its circumscription. A core paradigm is what re-

sponsibility government has for the welfare of its citizens. 
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The spectrum of ideologies ranges primarily upon the de-

gree of governmental interference in people's lives that is 

welcomed. 

➢ Conservatives value tradition, and so feel vested in the 

status quo. Modern conservatives favor a strong police 

state, minimal social services, and low taxes, especially 

for corporations, which they view as the dynamo of pros-

perity. 

➢ The meaning of liberal has been muddled through his-

tory: shifting in priority from individual freedom (classi-

cal liberalism) to societal well-being (social liberalism). 

Classical liberalism is now labeled libertarianism, which 

is right-wing. Bowing to decades of denigration by con-

servatives, American social liberals now tend to call 

themselves progressive, which is left-wing. 

Liberalism is trust of the people tempered by prudence. 
Conservatism is distrust of the people tempered by fear.  
~ English politician William Gladstone 

➢ Those who would turn back the clock to recapture imag-

ined past glories are reactionaries. Fascism is a reaction-

ary ideology of inequitable absolutism. With the opposite 

aim regarding equality, radicals would empower the state 

to install a revolutionary regime, typically socialist in its 

ideals. A different revolutionary paradigm is embraced by 

anarchists, who would dispense with state control, with 

the fond hope that people would voluntarily cooperate to 

build a better world. 

➢ Religious zealots favor theocracy. While Christian theoc-

racies existed in Europe during the Middle Ages, these 

societies became politically secular during the Age of En-

lightenment. The only extant theocracies are the Islamic 

ones in the Middle East. 

Tribalism has been underestimated in our understanding of 
politics, and ideological coherence and political and scientific 
literacy overestimated. ~ Canadian psychologist Steven 
Pinker



 

 Modern Government  
Behold with how little wisdom the world is governed.  

~ Swedish statesman Axel Oxenstierna in 1648 

Throughout history, the core functions of government 

have been essentially the same: to control the populace, but 

especially, to extract bounty, so that the government may 

rule over them. Government is parasitic, but more parasitic 

to some than others. Governmental revenue flow represents 

a redistribution from the less favored to the privileged.  

The State is the coldest of cold monsters. ~ French politician 
Charles de Gaulle 

With rare historical exception, the disadvantaged classes 

are squeezed to benefit those not needing further enrich-

ment. As power flows to the powerful, governments are, by 

nature, plutocratic. 

Injustice is heaped upon inequity. The US is exemplary. 

Across the country, state and local authorities fine anyone 

arrested, and keep the "booking fee," regardless of later dis-

position. This practice, exercised much more on the poor than 

the well-off, mocks the idea of innocent until proven guilty. 

Providing a profit motive to make arrests gives officers an in-
centive to make improper arrests. ~ American attorney Michael 
Carvin 

Beyond ameliorating the natural predation that would oc-

cur in a lawless land, how much government benefits society 

as a whole has been a major issue throughout history. Gov-

ernment typically takes more than it returns. This sapping 

is a diminishment upon what society would otherwise be. 

This fact makes anarchism appear much more reasonable 

than it would be in a more moral world. 

That things are not going as well as they ought to be going 
must be due to human wickedness. ~ German-born British 
economist E.F. Schumacher 

 

The 3 basic operations of government are another con-

stant. There is the generation of laws, their adjudication, and 
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their administration. This functional triad naturally divides 

into a legislature, a judiciary, and an executor. 

The individual cannot bargain with the State. The State 
recognizes no coinage but power: and it issues the coins itself. 
~ American author Ursula Le Guin 

Governments are practitioners of the law only to the de-

gree that it suits them. Extra-legal actions readily transpire 

when circumstances require. The waffling history of jurispru-

dence amply demonstrates justification in the aftermath. 

In contrast, being willing and able to exert coercion is 

something governments are invariably invested in. Coercion 

is the means for the state to ensure its own perpetuation, re-

gardless of societal cost. 

Though it might seem logical, states do not necessarily 

seek a monopoly on violence. The endless slaughter of inno-

cents tolerated in the United States from public possession of 

firearms demonstrates that protecting the citizenry is unim-

portant to that country's leadership. This is but an extreme 

example of a universality. 

Socioeconomically, governments address 2 basic issues: 1) 

the degree to which exploitation of the working class by the 

overclass is tolerated (that is, how unfettered capitalism is 

allowed to function); and 2) the degree of compassion shown 

to the underclass (that is, the extent of the welfare state). 

Modern governments, especially democracies, are en-

tirely reactive. Real leadership does not exist. Nothing is 

done unless there is a perception of political reward, or, con-

versely, that doing nothing entails considerable political risk. 

What experience and history teach is that people and govern-
ments never have learned anything from history or acted on 
principles deduced from it. ~ Georg Hegel 

 

Economic and political evolutions have been an entangled 

gyre. The modern state emerged with industrialization and 

its attendant complication of commercial arrangements.  

Modern industry needed the subsidy of infrastructure 

that only a modern government could provide. Modern enter-
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prise made its governmental counterpart possible, by provid-

ing the technology and hardware by which a widespread pop-

ulation could be subdued and taxed. 

 

The relation between the state and capital depends 

largely on 2 factors. Foremost is the scale and concentration 

of economic wealth within a society. That wealth purchases 

political influence is a mundane fact. Since the dominant eco-

nomic institutions in modern societies are private corpora-

tions, governmental institutions – even when not under sway 

of corporate interests – toady to private wealth. 

The 2nd factor determining the degree to which govern-

ment suffers corporate corruption is whether there are con-

stitutional safeguards against corporate power sinking its 

tentacles within the state. With no effective structural stop 

to plutocracy, the United States vividly illustrates this – the 

Trump administration blatantly so.  

Men die, but the plutocracy is immortal; and it is necessary 
that fresh generations should be trained to its service. ~ Amer-
ican writer Sinclair Lewis 

 

Once we concede to the herd mentality, we can be controlled 
and directed by a tiny few. And we are. ~ English writer David 
Icke 

The corporate and political regimes are especially en-

twined in having a common goal: economic growth, which 

serves 2 main societal functions. 1st, growth dramatically 

augments the wealth of the elites, thereby rewarding most 

those who dominate the economic-political system. 2nd, 

growth is the mechanism for incrementally increasing the in-

comes of the masses in the lower classes without threatening 

the existing class structure. The myth of socioeconomic mo-

bility is watered by trickle-down economics. 

As German sociologist and political economist Max Weber 

acutely observed in the late 19th century, corporate and gov-

ernment bureaucracy both burgeon along with the growth 

and complexity of the economy. These bureaucracies entan-

gle to keep the growth engine purring. 
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By design, bureaucracy puts inordinate power in the 

hands of those at the top of the hierarchy. As society becomes 

increasingly managed bureaucratically, this concentration 

weakens the grasp of public interest on politics. In short, bu-

reaucracies are antithetical to democracy; a fact amply illus-

trated (again, the US is a sterling example). 

A nation of sheep will beget a government of wolves.  
~ American broadcast journalist Edward R. Murrow 

 

The world map changed dramatically during the 20th 

century. At the century's onset, there were fewer than 80 na-

tions. Less than 1/3rd of the world's populace lived in inde-

pendent states. Most peoples were subjects of less than a 

dozen imperial powers, most expansively Great Britain, 

France, Spain, Portugal, and the Netherlands.  

At the beginning of the 21st century, there were 196 coun-

tries: an increase reflecting the demise of empires. Despite 

this dramatic upsurge, this is but 10% of the nearly 2,000 

stateless nations: peoples without a country to call their own.  

 Palestine  

Palestine is a region in the cradle of Western civilization. 

During the Bronze Age it comprised independent city-states, 

much like contemporaneous Greece. 

Alexander the Great conquered Palestine in the early 

330s BCE. It then became the eastern outskirts of the Roman 

Empire before falling into Muslim hands in 634. Palestine 

was ever a province, never a nation. 

Palestine was administered by the Ottoman Empire until 

World War 1, and then overseen by the British. A 1947 UN 

partition plan ended in tatters when the resident Jews deter-

mined regional hegemony, to which Arabs took umbrage. Is-

rael was born in the heartland of Palestine as the victor in 

the 1948 Arab-Israeli war. 

Today, 133 countries recognize Palestine as a nation, but 

it remains stateless, as it has throughout history. The bits of 

land under Palestinian control are impoverished, and its 

fiery folk dispirited. 
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In many places, national boundaries do not respect cul-

tural identities. The nearly 30 million Kurds in southwest 

Asia are exemplary. Centuries of conquest, colonization, and 

treaties has produced a patchwork world. 

The essence of the modern state is centralized authority, 

bureaucratic management, and delivery of public services 

that only a state would be willing to provide (and then, more 

often than not, doling out services most begrudgingly).  

The qualities of industrialized societies, and the state of 

Nature within nations, are a reflection of governmental effec-

tiveness. Alienation, polarization, pollution, and gross ineq-

uities are the byproducts of modern governance. 

 Political Systems  

There are 5 principal political systems: theocratic, monar-

chal, single-party, military, and democratic.  

Once ubiquitous, ruling under religious auspices is now 

confined to Islamic countries, and of course Vatican City, the 

Roman Catholic papal city-state. 

Monarchies were the norm until the rise of the middle 

class, beginning in the 18th century, whereupon democrati-

zation took hold. Yet 44 countries, including 16 realms under 

Britain's Queen Elizabeth II, still have a monarch as head of 

state. Only 2 monarchies went out in the 21st century. The 

last Samoan king died, leaving a parliamentary democracy. 

In Nepal it took a combination of a communist rebellion, a 

populist uprising, and a murderous prince, who killed 10 

royal family members, to bring down the kingdom. 

 Lesotho  

Lesotho is a landlocked country, surrounded by South 

Africa. It is a scenic land encircled by formidable mountains, 

with narrow valleys. 

This mountain kingdom has been home to Khoisan 

hunter-gathers since the Neolithic. In the 18th century, 

tribal conflicts were overshadowed by those with Dutch, and 

then English, colonists.  
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Lesotho became a British protectorate in 1868. It gained 

independence in 1966. 

The first elections led to civil war and single-party rule. 

In 1986, a coup transitioned the government to a monarchy 

with military backing. 

The country became a constitutional monarchy in 2002, 

but political strife continued. An abortive military coup on 30 

August 2014 had the prime minister briefly flee to South Af-

rica. 

The country is culturally conservative, but its people 

welcomed modernization programs that begin in the 1990s, 

at the cost of extensive environmental damage. 

Poverty remains deep and widespread. The UN describes 

40% of the population as "ultra-poor." Lesotho has one of the 

world's highest rates of HIV/AIDS infection.  

Lesotho is typical of many African nations, where the leg-

acy of colonization has been false hopes, political instability, 

and environmental destruction via the injection of modern 

capitalism. 

 Morocco  

Morocco is a mountainous country at the northwest tip of 

Africa, with mild, wet winters and hot, dry summers. Settled 

by Phoenicians in the 2nd millennium BCE, Morocco was later 

the westernmost province of the Roman Empire. 

The Arabs conquered Morocco in the late 7th century, in 

the region known as the Maghrib (the West), whereupon the 

majority of Moroccans converted to Islam. 

Early European attempts at colonization in the late 15th 

century were repulsed, but the country was finally overtaken 

in the 19th century, and became a French protectorate. Mo-

rocco gained its independence in 1956 and became a consti-

tutional monarchy; the only one in north Africa. 

Led by a king, Morocco has a bicameral parliament: a he-

reditary upper chamber and a popularly elected lower cham-

ber. A prime minister heads the cabinet, which constitutes 

the executive. 
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Although all citizens are franchised and have equal 

rights, discrimination against women is as expected. Few 

women hold political positions of any significance. 

The overwhelming authority of the monarch, Mohammed 

VI, has been a subject of debate and criticism. In 2011, Mo-

roccan voters approved a new constitution proposed by the 

king which expanded the powers of the prime minister and 

parliament but left the sovereign with broad authority over 

all branches of government. 

Morocco is stable, relatively free, and prosperous, though 

poverty remains pronounced in rural areas. Political discon-

tent lingers, but gradualism is the popular approach among 

progressives.  

The monarch is popular. His efforts to grant women more 

rights and tackle poverty have been well received. Most Mo-

roccans credit him for the country's stability. Critics grumble 

that he is a cunning politician. 

The king has capitalized on the calm by positioning the 

country as a hub for European manufacturers with tax 

breaks and good logistics. Morocco sports the world's largest 

concentrated solar plant and plans for high-speed rail lines 

are moving ahead. 

Not everything is rosy. The average Moroccan must deal 

with a stifling bureaucracy. 

The further you get away from the king, the harder things be-

come. ~ Canadian sociologist Merouan Mekouar 

Those close to the royal court use their proximity to ad-

vance pet projects and line their pockets. There is a pro-

nounced lack of accountability. Oversight is amiss, and the 

press is muzzled in criticizing the monarchy.  

Protests over pay and employment are common, and often 

broken up by police brutality. When protesters questioned 

the enormous royal budget in 2012 they were badly beaten 

for it. 

Many Moroccans are ill-equipped to question their king. 

Almost 1/3rd of the population is illiterate.  

Predictably, poverty has been the primary motivator for 

youth to respond to the siren song of religious extremism. The 
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king has countered with a religious training institute which 

promotes his moderate brand of Islam. Cunning indeed. 

 

Several Middle Eastern states, including Saudi Arabia, 

Kuwait, Oman, and United Arab Emirates, are Muslim mon-

archies: hereditary rule backed by Islamic clergy. Their legal 

system – Sharia – emanates from Islamic law. 

In Islam, the legislative power and competence to establish 

laws belong exclusively to Allāh. ~ Ayatollah Khomeini 

No state is exclusively governed by the Sharia; rather, 

where Sharia is used, it blends with Western law. The 2 

states most extensively using the Sharia are Iran and Saudi 

Arabia.  

 Saudi Arabia  

In pre-Muslim times, what was to become Saudi Arabia 

was populated by nomadic tribes in an inhospitable desert, 

with a few trading settlements, notably Mecca and Medina. 

Muhammad changed that: unifying the peninsula into a sin-

gle Islamic polity. 

The suzerainty of the Ottoman Empire on the Arabian 

peninsula ended when World War 1 ground to a halt.  

Saudi Arabia came into statehood in 1932, as Abdul Aziz 

managed to meld squabbling tribes into a kingdom. It was 

one of the poorest countries in the world. That changed dra-

matically in 1938, when vast oil reserves were discovered.  

In 1945, US President Franklin Roosevelt met Saudi 

King Abdul Aziz. The two got along famously. FDR succeeded 

in ensuring that the US, not Britain, would control Saudi 

oil.* 

In return, the US provided security for the kingdom. The 

arrangement of oil for security bonded the Saudis to the US.†  

 
* In 1988, the Saudis bought out America's oil interest in their 

country: the Arabian American Oil Company (ARAMCO) becom-

ing Saudi Aramco. 

† Now, Saudi Arabia buys over $110 billion in weapons from Amer-

ican defense industry manufacturers annually. 
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In the decades following the 2nd World War, Saudi Ara-

bia grew into the world's largest supplier of petroleum. That, 

and its close relationship with the US, meant outsized polit-

ical clout among the great powers. 

As a slap at the nations that had supported Israel in the 

1973 Arab-Israeli (Yom Kippur) War, Saudi Arabia led an oil 

boycott. Oil prices quadrupled, shocking the economies of the 

Western world. 

The country grew wealthy, but the ruling elite did not 

care for its people, nor provide an outlet for civic participa-

tion. The result has been simmering unrest which is brutally 

suppressed. The practice of Islamic law plays an outsized role 

in this. 

A half-century ago, the Saudi monarchy made a tacit bar-

gain with radical Islamists: it would fund jihadism around 

the world as long as terrorists didn't blow up targets in Saudi 

Arabia. Saudi money funded the Saudi men who pulled off 

9/11. After that attack, Saudi officials swore they had shut 

off the money spigot. But the tacit bargain remains in place. 

Saudi Arabia still funds Islamic militants. 

Despite government pledges to abolish sex discrimina-

tion, women are forbidden from traveling, marrying, or ob-

taining higher education without approval of a male 

guardian. One teenage girl was raped 14 times by a gang of 

7, but because she was not with a guardian, she was given 

200 lashes and 6 months in jail; a worse punishment than the 

rapists.  

More generally, Saudi Arabia has one of the worst human 

rights records in the world. Civil rights activists are perse-

cuted. Homosexuality is a capital crime, as is blasphemy. 

Saudi Arabia does not tolerate public worship by adher-

ents of non-Islamic religions, and systematically discrimi-

nates against Muslim religious minorities. 

Those arrested are often not told of the crime of which 

they are accused, nor given access to a lawyer. They are sub-

ject to torture if they do not confess. 

Suspects may be held for months or even years without 

prosecution or judicial review. In November 2017, the newly 

appointed Saudi Crown Prince, Mohammad bin Salman, had 

hundreds of leading government officials and businessmen 
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arrested for alleged corruption. Many were coerced and tor-

tured, their assets confiscated. The effort was to consolidate 

power. 

There is no formal penal code. Prosecutors and judges can 

criminalize behaviors under broad, catch-all charges, such as 

"trying to distort the reputation of the kingdom," or "breaking 

allegiance with the ruler."  

Lawyers are not allowed to assist suspects during inter-

rogation. An accused is often unable to examine evidence or 

witnesses, or even be allowed to present a legal defense.  

There is a presumption of guilt at trial. There are no jury 

trials. Most trials are held in secret. 

There are ~70 or more public beheadings by the authori-

ties each year, mainly for murder, armed robbery, and drug 

smuggling. Over 1/3rd of those executed were convicted of 

nonviolent crimes. Men and women have been executed for 

"sorcery."  

We deal with sorcerers in a special way. ~ Sheikh Adel Fa-
qih, director of Riyadh Saudi police witchcraft division 

Other punishments include amputation for theft and flog-

ging for selling alcohol. 

Foreign workers face harsh treatment by their employers. 

Domestic workers, most of them women, are subject to psy-

chological, physical, and sexual abuse without authorities 

holding their employers to account. Workers who report em-

ployer abuses may face prosecution on counterclaims of theft 

or sorcery. 

Ordinary Saudis are not put off by the system, as they say 

it keeps their crime rate down. 

The UK has long had cordial relations with the Saudis. It 

has been a major supplier of armaments to the kingdom since 

1965.  

The US too has cultivated close relations. While China 

has been chided by the US for its human rights violations, no 

such censure has been promulgated against the Saudi re-

gime. 

Saudi Arabia and Iran are the heavyweight nemeses in 

the Middle East. From 1979, when the Iran theocracy arose, 
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the 2 countries have torn apart the Middle East with proxy 

wars. 

Saudi Arabia and Iran are waging a struggle for dominance 
that has turned much of the Middle East into their battlefield. 
Rather than fighting directly, they wield, and in that way 
worsen, the region's direst problems: dictatorship, militia vio-
lence and religious extremism. ~ American political analyst 
Max Fisher 

The rivalry stems from the petty strains of the 2 countries 

having different Islamic denominations. Saudi Arabia is 

dominantly Sunni, while Iran is Shia. ~90% of the world's 

Muslims are Sunni. In contrast, relations between Israel and 

Saudi Arabia are much less tense, as both view Iran as a 

threat. 

 

Military regimes are functionally equivalent to single-

party rule, though led by a strongman and a crony clique for 

a ruling elite. Pakistan, Sudan, and Myanmar are exemplary 

military regimes. 

Nations may at times undergo evolution from one regime 

form to another. Pakistan toys with a facsimile of democracy 

from time to time. 

Changes in political systems are typically sparked by cri-

sis, usually originating with governmental incompetence. In 

inadvertently loosening the reins of absolutism, King John I 

of England provided a historic example. 

 Magna Carta  

To all free men of our kingdom we have also granted, for us 
and our heirs forever, all the liberties written out below….  
~ Magna Carta (1215) 

The Angevin Empire was a hegemony in the 12th and 

early 13th centuries, helmed (in succession) by 3 English 

kings before its dissolution. At its height, the domain ex-

tended from the British Isles down through a swath of west-

ern France to the Pyrenees. 
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Henry II was an energetic and ruthless ruler who estab-

lished the Angevin Empire, driven by the desire to restore 

the lands held by his royal grandfather, Henry I.  

Henry's son Richard succeeded him in 1189, though only 

after much tumult. Richard I earned a reputation for forti-

tude in his military campaigns, and is one of the few English 

kings to be remembered by his epithet: Richard the Lion-

heart. 

Unlike his predecessors, King John did not issue a gen-

eral charter to his barons when he took the throne in 1199. It 

began his reign on the wrong foot, and he never recovered. 

John lost most of his ancestral lands in France to French 

King Philip II in 1204. He struggled to regain them in the 

Anglo-French war, raising extensive taxes on his barons to 

finance the expensive folly.  

By the time of his utter defeat in 1214, John was facing 

revolt by the nobility. He attempted to resolve the matter 

with a negotiated charter. Slogging through a sea of mutual 

distrust, the result was the 1215 Magna Carta (Latin for 

"great charter"). 

In essence, the barons imposed their will on an unpopular 

king, who signed under duress. It only delayed what John 

feared most: rebellion. 

Neither side complied with the document's conditions. 

Compliance was never either's intentions. Civil war ensued 

shortly thereafter.  

John died shortly after bringing the 1st Baron's War 

(1215–1216) to a stalemate, thanks in large part to dissension 

among the barony. This ill-starred, avaricious, naturally sus-

picious, and lustful man was not missed. 

John's successor – King Henry III – reissued a revised 

charter in 1225 in exchange for a grant of new taxes to 

finance his unsuccessful campaign to reclaim familial lands 

in France. The next king, Edward I, confirmed his charter as 

statutory law in 1297. 

In being renewed by each monarch in turn, the regal 

charter became part of English political life; though as the 

fledgling English parliament passed new laws, charters 

increasingly lost their practical potency. 
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There was upsurge in interest in Magna Carta at the end 

of the 16th century. Liberal-minded legal scholars argued 

that the document was a foundation for individual freedoms, 

including habeas corpus: a recourse against unlawful impris-

onment. 

No free man shall be arrested or imprisoned or disseised or 
outlawed or exiled or in any way victimised, neither will we 
attack him or send anyone to attack him, except by the lawful 
judgment of his peers or by the law of the land. ~ Magna Carta  

This exaggerated account claimed that the Norman con-

quest of 1066 had overthrown these rights, and that Magna 

Carta had been a popular attempt at their restoration.  

In actuality, the document's granting of liberties had been 

confined to nobility. There had been no concern for the com-

mon man. 

Fanning the historical distortion, jurists in the early 17th 

century relied upon Magna Carta to argue against the divine 

right of kings, which was propounded by the Stuart monarchs 

of Scotland. 

The political myth of Magna Carta granting rights to or-

dinary folk persisted well into the 19th century. In 1787 it 

influenced Americans in drafting their constitution.  

To this day, supreme court justices invoke Magna Carta 

as a talisman for their view of civil rights and liberties. 

SCOTUS has cited Magna Carta in more than 170 decisions. 

In a 2012 ruling, Chief Justice John Roberts opined that 

church liberties were unrestrained by the law, and thereby 

church officials could discriminate against their employees; a 

long-standing right established in Magna Carta, Roberts fan-

tastically asserted.  

Initiated via regal hubris, its import mythologized, the 

Magna Carta simply reflected a centuries-long transition 

away from absolutist monarchy. The English barons who 

brought King John to heel were looking for payback, not a 

new and enlightened constitutional order. 
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Transitional governments often exhibit an especial de-

gree of instability, as special interests jockey for power. But 

then, some governments are simply instable.  

Afghanistan, which has no tradition of democracy, was 

led by the nose into it after the US invaded and temporarily 

dispatched the Taliban dictatorship. This naturally corrupt 

tribal society has been unable to get the hang of free elec-

tions. 

But then, neither has the United States, despite advertis-

ing itself as the home of democracy. Various voting shenani-

gans are common in America, from gerrymandering to voter 

suppression to simply throwing away cast ballots.  

However surreptitious, fraud is an ever-present undertow 

in elections. It begins with those who stand for office. 

 Elections  

What good fortune for governments that the people do not 
think. ~ Adolf Hitler 

Representative democracy is not about citizen involve-

ment in decision-making. It is instead about assuring the 

public that there is some feedback mechanism to governmen-

tal performance. Whence competitive elections, which are ba-

sically exercises in brand-name publicity, coupled with some 

shaggy demagoguery over issues. This is particularly true in 

presidential democracies, such as the United States. 

Even where the guise of democracy operates, the world's 

nations are ruled by an elite. Votes are effectively bought, as 

costly publicity is necessary to be elected. Hence, the politi-

cians not already wealthy must have patrons to finance their 

campaigns. 

Influence which is given on the side of money is usually 

against the truth. ~ English sociologist Harriet Martineau 

If a campaign boat is not sailing on a sea of green, it 

simply cannot stay afloat. Lucre is the lubricant to avert the 

dry-dock of unelectability. 

The campaign finance system is now a countervailing force 
to the way the actual voters of the country are evolving and the 
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policies they want. ~ American political and demographic an-
alyst Ruy Teixeira in 2015 

The most manipulative livelihood that capitalism affords 

– making money with money – has been the dominant dy-

namic behind income inequality in the US, and the fuel for 

the ruling elite to finance political campaigns. The 1/10th of 

1% of American taxpayers who have quintupled their share 

of the country's income 1979–2012 did so via fiddling finance.  

Of the 115.6 million families in the US, just 358 pay over 

half the tab for presidential campaigns. This tiny clique de-

termines who can effectively run for office. 

The issue today is the same as it has been throughout all his-
tory – whether man shall be allowed to govern himself or be 
ruled by a small elite. ~ Thomas Jefferson 

 

Whatever one may think about democratic government, it 
has rough and slatternly foundations. ~ Winston Churchill 

In contrast to presidential systems, parliamentary de-

mocracies are more hardscrabble, as the national leader is 

chosen from the majority party or coalition, decided in nu-

merous regional elections throughout the country. Certainly, 

money always matters, but parliamentary democracy is a 

practical improvement over the presidential system when it 

comes to outright purchase of elections. 

 Divisiveness  

Moral anarchy is the danger we currently face. ~ Israeli 
American sociologist Amitai Etzioni 

Owing to growing economic and societal schisms, demo-

cratic politics have become more divisive throughout much of 

the world in the early 21st century. This trend is particularly 

pronounced in the governmental dynamics of European par-

liamentary democracies. 

Across Europe, politics is becoming more fragmented, and 

governments harder to form. Smaller parties, among them 

populists and single-issue outfits, pop up and steal support 

from traditional powerhouses. 
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One reason for rising fragmentation is growing inequal-

ity. Between the mid-1980s and 2008, the income of Europe’s 

richest grew 10%, almost 3 times faster than the poorest 10%.  

As wages became more dispersed, voters' preferences 

fragment, with the rich supporting the status quo and the 

poor opposing it. Polarization among the public begets frag-

mentation in parliament.  

Simultaneously, the concerns of urbanites increasingly 

diverged from those of rural folk, creating distinct pockets of 

voters to which smaller parties can appeal. 

Another factor is plummeting partly loyalty. Dissatisfac-

tion has been the impetus for abandoning traditional parties, 

which are often seen as representing the status quo. 

Some electoral systems are designed to keep smaller par-

ties out of power, thus ostensibly discouraging fragmenta-

tion. But such mechanisms have proven ineffective in the 

face of growing alienation. 

One adaptive strategy has been to form "grand coalitions" 

that range across the political spectrum. Such coalitions gov-

erned Germany, Austria, and the Netherlands in the 2110s. 

Wide-spectrum coalitions can reinforce the divisiveness 

dynamic, as voters become frustrated with the stagnation of 

colorless centrism. This furthers a drift toward extremes and 

issue-oriented parties. 

Coalition governments tend to be short-lived and often 

unproductive. Coalitions comprised of widely disparate par-

ties struggle to pass laws. 

Because coalition governments promise largesse to a 

greater number of groups, they tend to be expensive. From 

1970–1998, adding a party to a European coalition govern-

ment meant an increase in governmental spending by 0.5% 

of GDP.* For economically weak countries like Greece and 

Italy, this has been a significant fiscal problem. 

 

There is one salient dysfunction in democracy, regardless 

of form: an inherent temporal corruption in its bias toward 

 
* GDP is "gross domestic product," a ridiculously rough measure of 

economic activity. 
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short-term performance. The frequent elections that charac-

terize democracies are entirely of the moment in approval. 

There simply is no long view. 

The societal effect has been profound, in creating ping-

pong policies between successive parties in power. This short-

termism has been a major propellant in the increasing divi-

siveness and dissatisfaction that has become the norm for de-

mocracies in much of the world. 

 Democratic Attitude  

Direct democracy has an equitability in its approach: eve-

ryone has a vote on policies, which are proposed by citizens. 

Direct democracy encourages discussion and participation, 

thus engendering a sense of community. This partly explains 

the vibrancy in 5th century BCE Athenian politics, and the 

relative societal cohesiveness in modern Switzerland, where 

direct democracy is still practiced. 

The existence of an electoral system supplies a vivid, public, 
and continuous imparting of the moral lesson that the only tol-
erable authority is a deliberately chastened authority. ~ Amer-
ican political scientist George Kateb 

Representative democracy evolved in medieval Europe 

from Roman inspiration. Representatives from estates were 

chosen to advise the monarch.  

Monarchism gave way to democracy in Europe in repre-

sentative form during the 17th century. Despite the antago-

nism that led to revolution, colonial America largely followed 

British tradition in selecting its polity. 

The fundamental institution of representative democracy 

is the electoral system, where office holders face periodic po-

tential chastening. This humbling by election is reinforced by 

arrangements and processes inherent in a representational 

democracy, most notably a constitution which delimits the 

powers that officials may exercise. No other form of govern-

ment subjects political authority to such unremitting disci-

pline. 

Skepticism to authority naturally arises in representa-

tive democracy, abetted by the incompetence and corruption 

so commonly displayed by elected officials. This loosening of 
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authority's hold fosters an independence of spirit and sense 

of autonomy to which government officials bristle. 

Reluctance to defer to authority stiffens the resolve of au-

thorities to enforce their will. The obviousness of this is ap-

parent in any encounter where a policeman is not instantly 

obeyed. From such encounters, division between authority 

and its subjects widens. 

Representative democracy induces or encourages a general 
attitude toward all authority in society. ~ George Kateb 

It is unsurprising that representative democracy and cap-

italism go well together. The dynamic alignment is such that 

the 2 systems essentially feed off each other: both in mutual 

regard between business leaders and political officials, and 

in the slosh of money which flows from political contributions 

by the wealthy and is returned in kind by government lar-

gesse toward those who need it least. 

It is melancholy to observe how much, even in this free coun-
try, the course of public events depends on the private interests 
and passions of individuals. ~ John Quincy Adams in 1828 

Authority figures in both the public and private sectors 

chafe at restraints on their will. In both sectors, fulsome use 

to the point of abuse of power is so commonplace as to be un-

remarkable.  

90% of politicians give the other 10% a bad name. ~ Amer-
ican diplomat Henry Kissinger 

Just as voters and workers learn to look with a jaundiced 

eye upon their leaders, so too those in power quietly nurture 

contempt for those below their elevated station. Few veteran 

politicians think much of the acumen of voters, just as any 

corporate executive takes "good help is hard to find" as axio-

matic. 

Lip service becomes a norm, furthering everyman skepti-

cism against the system. Thus, representative democracy 

subtlety fosters societal division, and disrespect for the insti-

tutions of government. As Aristotle anticipated, the societal 

dynamic of representative democracy has shown itself to be 

self-erosive. 
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The vote seems to matter less and less, because nothing can 

be done. ~ American voter Eric Riehm 

I'm so disillusioned over what goes on. All politicians are do-
ing is slinging mud at each other. If they would just stop the 
squabbling and think of the people. ~ American ex-voter Lula 
Hill, who first voted in 1952, and gave it up in 1996 

The world grew more democratic after the 2nd World 

War. In 1941 there were only a dozen democracies. By 2000 

only 8 states had never held an election.  

Since the financial crisis of 2008, the spread of democracy 

regressed as the masses realized that democracy is plutoc-

racy in gauzy disguise. Immigration was an additional issue: 

xenophobia amplified by a feeling of competition for jobs.  

Strongmen who promised muscular correction found fa-

vor with the rubes who make up voting majorities. Autocracy 

is appealing to the ill-informed and xenophobic. A father fig-

ure is something simpletons can understand. 

Democracy and liberalism are separable. Whereas voters 

like the idea of democracy, they can be illiberal about its ex-

ercise, irrespective of ideology. Voters may elect a govern-

ment that promises to censor speech they dislike, or support 

a referendum curtailing the civil rights of an unpopular mi-

nority. 

Whereas democracy can be illiberal, liberal institutions 

can be undemocratic. Unelected judges may overrule elected 

politicians. Liberals view this as a crucial constraint on the 

government’s power: even the people’s chosen representa-

tives must be subject to the law. In a liberal democracy, 

power is dispersed in a check-and-balances scheme to check 

corruption. Sometimes it works. 

Democratic politicians are not just accountable to voters. 

They are also kept in line by courts, journalists, and interest 

groups. The loyal political opposition recognizes the govern-

ment as legitimate, but decries many of its actions, and seeks 

to replace it at the next election. There is a clear boundary 

between the ruling party and the state. 

The paradoxical system of illiberal democracy and un-

democratic liberality is now under siege by voters who have 

been ill-served by it. They don't understand the theoretics, 
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which don't really matter. What does matter is that the sys-

tem is rigged against them. For those struggling to get by, a 

strongman promising to give them a break by breaking the 

system seems like something long overdue.  

The transition from ostensible democracy to autocracy is 

becoming a well-worn path. As most people agree that democ-

racy is a good thing, leaders do not openly admit their plan 

to strangle it. Instead, modern aspiring autocrats subvert the 

essence of democracy while maintaining its outward appear-

ance. 

There are 3 steps to felling a democracy. 1st, create a cri-

sis if one is not already at hand. 2nd, cite enemies to over-

come. 3rd, nobble institutions that might get in the way. By 

then, a state may pose as a democracy and be anything but. 

Hungary illustrates. Prior to the 2008 crash, many Hun-

garians took out absurdly risky foreign-currency mortgages. 

When the Hungarian currency crashed and they lost their 

homes, they were furious. Fidesz, formerly a liberal party, 

won an election in 2010 by blaming the previous government 

and vowing to make borrowers whole. 

The 2nd shock to the conservative Hungarian mind was 

the Syrian refugee crisis of 2015–2016. Hardly any Syrians 

settled in Hungary, but thousands passed through on the 

way to Germany, so Hungarians saw them on television. This 

gave Fidesz’s leader, Viktor Orbán, 2 handy enemies: the 

Muslim hordes and the liberal elite who wanted to let them 

in. 

Pointing to foreigners as foul is a common ploy. Russia's 

Vladimir Putin goes on about a Western conspiracy to humil-

iate Russia. President Nicolás Maduro blames America for 

Venezuela’s troubles. 

Parties of the nationalist right learned from the left how 

to exploit identity politics. Both favor amorphous "group 

rights" over those of individuals, though for polar reasons: 

the left to empower minorities, the right to repress them. 

 The Hungarian nation is not a simple sum of individuals, but 
a community that needs to be organized, strengthened, and de-
veloped. ~ Viktor Orbán in 2014 
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In its potential for unleashing mass violence, stirring up 

ethnic hatred is incredibly dangerous, so rabble-rousers often 

use dog-whistles. Rather than disparage whites in general, 

South Africa's former president, Jacob Zuma, denounced 

"white monopoly capital."  

Many leaders pick on small, commercially successful mi-

norities. Zambia’s late president, Michael Sata, won power 

after railing against Chinese bosses. 

As no one likes them, criminals make ideal enemies. Ro-

drigo Duterte won the Philippines presidency in 2016 on a 

promise to kill drug dealers and dump their corpses in Ma-

nila Bay, to "fatten all the fish there." 12,000 extrajudicial 

slayings later, the country is no safer, but Duterte's govern-

ment has an approval rating of 80%. 

In his bid for the presidency, Donald Trump concocted a 

combo of hate: calling Mexicans that come to the US crimi-

nals and rapists and vowing to build a great wall on the na-

tion's southern border to keep them out. As president, Trump 

ruthlessly targeted immigrants, barbarously tearing families 

apart for indefinite detention. 

Would-be autocrats also posit a positive agenda. They of-

ten pose as defenders of an identity that voters hold dear, 

such as their nationality, culture, or religion. Poland's ruling 

party waxes lyrical about the country’s Catholic way of life, 

lavishing subsidies on big families, who are likely to be rural 

and religious. In the US, Trump pulled a similar trick with 

white nationalist nostalgia: his campaign slogan was "make 

America great again." 

In a bid to stay in power, the autocratically inclined im-

pede the independent institutions which uphold democracy. 

A prime target is the justice system. Rodrigo Duterte forced 

out the chief justice of the Philippines after he objected to 

Duterte's abuse of martial law. Poland's conservative ruling 

party – Law and Justice – shoved out 2/5ths of the nation's 

jurists. Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega commandeered 

the supreme court to abolish presidential term limits, and 

create shell "opposition" parties, to simulate a choice for vot-

ers while repressing genuine opposition.  
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Autocrats invariably attack an independent press. US 

President Donald Trump derides unfavorable media cover-

age as "fake news." Despots such as Putin and Turkey's Re-

cep Erdogan slapped spurious fines or tax bills on the owners 

of independent media, forcing them to sell to loyal tycoons. 

Getting the security forces on one's side is essential. Rob-

ert Mugabe, Zimbabwe's former president, took their loyalty 

for granted and was tossed out. Savvier strongmen are less 

complacent. To keep the men with guns content, Venezuela's 

president, Nicolás Maduro, lets them loot the national food-

distribution system. Egyptian President Abdel Fattah el-Sisi 

turns a blind eye to the police topping up their salaries by 

robbing civilians. 

With the courts, press, and armed forces in his pocket, a 

strongman can set about neutering other institutions of im-

port. He can sideline the legislature, redraw the electoral 

map, limit voting, and bar serious opponents from politics. 

Whatever ideology professed, autocrats are often oppor-

tunistic. Daniel Ortega seized power in 1979 as a revolution-

ary Marxist. He lost an election in 1990 partly because he 

was anti-Catholic. So, Ortega rebranded himself as a devout 

Catholic, and was reelected in 2006 against a divided opposi-

tion. In 2017 Ortega installed Rosario Murillo, his wife, as 

vice president, thereby establishing a dynasty resembling the 

dictatorship he once overthrew. 

None of Ortega's chipping away at democracy in Nicara-

gua sparked unrest. It was only when Ortega's Sandinistas 

looted public pensions that citizens rioted. The regime clung 

to power only by shooting people. 

The US used to promote democracy. With President 

Trump scorning liberal allies and embracing dictators, the 

timbre of American politics harshened well beyond the parti-

sanship which already racked the republic. Any residual for-

eign admiration of America evaporated as Trump got in 

stride. 

Most authoritarian regimes are filthy. Though dime-store 

by comparison in terms of raking, Trump was typical with his 

relentless self-promotion, profiteering, nepotism, and cabinet 

performing like pigs at a trough. 
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 US Voting Irregularities  

Voting is the bedrock of democracy. Through the vote, citi-
zens choose leaders, sway policy, and generally influence de-
mocracy. By contrast, citizens who don't vote can be ignored. 
~ American political scientists Zoltan Hajnal, Nazita Lajevardi, 
& Lindsay Nielson 

The US runs an undemocratic regime. In many US states, 

convicted felons cannot vote: a disenfranchisement based on 

the idea that violators of society's rules should not be allowed 

to help set them, irrespective of having paid their debt to so-

ciety. This exclusion ensures that felons, most of whom are 

black, are forever the legal underclass, unable to ever recover 

their basic civil rights. Over 6 million Americans have been 

stripped of their voting rights because of felony disenfran-

chisement laws. 

The United States is an outlier. Its suppression of voting rights 
violates human rights. ~ international elections monitor Au-
brey Menarndt 

Crystal Mason, a black woman, cast a provisional ballet 

at her local church in Texas for the 2016 election. Her vote 

was provisional because Mason's name could not be found on 

the voter registration rolls. 

Crystal's name was purged from the rolls when she went to 
prison, but Crystal did not know that. ~ American attorney Al-
ison Grinter 

For trying to exercise her supposed right to vote, a Texas 

judge sentenced Mason to 5 years in prison. Meanwhile, a 

white woman who had fraudulently tried to vote twice for 

Donald Trump got 2 years probation. 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote is a funda-
mental right. It is the duty of the Federal, State, and local gov-
ernments to promote the exercise of that right. ~ 52 United 
States Code (USC) §20501(a) 

 

Computers have been used in US elections since the 

1960s, when punch cards and computerized card readers and 

tabulators were introduced. Computer experts have warned 
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all along about the hazards of computerized voting, to no 

avail. From all around the country for over a half century to 

present day, numerous instances have been documented 

where electronic voting systems went awry. The only re-

sponse has been to intensify the computerization of elections. 

 Florida 2000 Presidential Election  

In violation of the US constitution, the 2000 presidential 

election was awarded to the Republican candidate, George W. 

Bush, by the Republican majority of the supreme court. The 

court did so by stopping a vote recount in Florida while Bush 

held a slim lead: 537 votes out of 5,825,043 votes cast. 

The Republican-led government of Florida had already 

laid the groundwork by denying the poor and minorities the 

right to vote – the clear majority of whom would have voted 

for the candidate of the opposition party: Al Gore, a Demo-

crat. At least 12,000 voters had been wrongly purged from 

the voter rolls. The election supervisor in a Florida county 

was one of them. Unlike the election supervisor, who knew in 

advance and had the mistake corrected, other voters had no 

idea they would be denied their right to vote until they 

showed up at the polls. 

The election totals in Florida had been rigged, as 2 coun-

ties illustrate. At 10 pm, Gore led Bush 83,000 to 62,000 in 

Volusia county. An hour later Gore's total had dropped 

16,022 votes, owing to a negative vote at a voting precinct. 

There were other tallies in that precinct that showed that the 

vote had been jiggered. Another country, Brevard, posted re-

sults that lessened Gore's vote by 4,000. Voting officials 

blamed the discrepancies on faulty memory cards which were 

used to electronically record votes from the fault-prone 

punch-card ballots used. 

Florida is always a crucial state in presidential elections. 

In 2000, Florida's governor was Jeb Bush, the younger 

brother of George W. Bush. In the run-up to the 2000 election, 

Jeb studiously ignored his duty to faithfully execute the 

state's election laws, despite a known practice of irregulari-

ties in the voter registration rolls. 
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In the aftermath of the election, an investigative commis-

sion found "widespread voter disenfranchisement," and con-

cluded that an "overall lack of leadership in protecting voting 

rights was largely responsible for the broad array of problems 

in Florida during the 2000 election," in violation of federal 

law. Nothing was done about it. 

 

There's so much trickery involved. ~ North Carolina resident 
Lee Jackson (58 years old), who doesn't bother to vote anymore 

The United States is unique in allowing state laws and 

officials to govern and run federal elections. The supreme 

court dismantled key federal protections against discrimina-

tory practices in 2013. Since then, jurisdictions with a history 

of systematic racism, whose elections used to be subject to 

federal supervision, have shut down 20% more voting sta-

tions per capita than in the rest of the country. 

Voter identification laws serve as an effective barrier that lim-
its the legitimate participation of racial and ethnic minorities 
and other disadvantaged groups. ~ Zoltan Hajnal, Nazita Laje-
vardi, & Lindsay Nielson 

Selective voter disenfranchisement has long been part of 

the American election landscape. 

Concerted state efforts to prevent minorities from voting and 
to undermine the efficacy of their votes are a feature of our 
country's history. ~ SCOTUS Justice Sonia Sotomayor 

For decades, Republicans have vigorously disenfran-

chised voters through various measures, including making 

voter registration more difficult for those who don't own 

homes, and not providing enough voting stations in poor and 

minority districts. They do so because Republicans tend to 

lose elections as more people vote. In one instance, a woman 

who had voted in elections since 1948 could not register to 

vote in 2016. 

GOP senators were giddy about the prospects of suppressing 
minority and college voters. Elected officials planning and 
happy to help deny a fellow American’s constitutional right to 
vote in order to increase their own chances to hang onto power. 
~ American Republican political aide Todd Allbaugh 
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(GOP is an acronym for "Grand Old Party," which used to 

refer to Democrats until after the Civil War. The Republicans 

appropriated GOP for themselves in the 1870s.) 

Like other Republican-controlled states, Kansas officials 

do their best to deny the right to vote to those who might vote 

against them. For the 2018 election, Republican election offi-

cials moved the single voting station for Dodge City out of 

town, citing road construction. Dodge City, with a population 

of 27,000, is 60% Hispanic. 

There is barrier after barrier after barrier being created. It is 
just one example against citizen participation in our democracy.  
~ American civil rights activist Micah Kubic 

Voter suppression isn't only about blocking the vote, it's also 
about creating an atmosphere of fear, making people worry that 
their votes won't count. ~ American politician Stacey Abrams 

There's a lot of liberal folks who we don't want to vote. We 
want to make it more difficult. ~ Republican Senator Cindy 
Hyde-Smith in 2018 

In 2018, in a 5-to-4 decision, the Republican majority in 

the supreme court (SCOTUS) endorsed Republican efforts to 

purge voter rolls, and so improve their hold on power. 

Congress enacted the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 
(NVRA) with the express purposes of "increasing the number of 
eligible citizens who register to vote" and "enhancing the par-
ticipation of eligible citizens as voters." Congress acted against 
the backdrop of substantial efforts by States to disenfranchise 
low-income and minority voters, including programs that 
purged eligible voters from registration lists because they failed 
to vote in prior elections. The court errs in ignoring this history 
and distorting the statutory text to arrive at a conclusion that not 
only is contrary to the plain language of the NVRA but also con-
tradicts the essential purposes of the statute, ultimately sanction-
ing the very purging that Congress expressly sought to protect 
against. ~ Justice Sonia Sotomayor, in dissent in Husted v. A. 
Philip Randolph Institute (2018) 

In contrast to rabid voter-purging states, 41 states use 

voter registration databases over a decade old that go with-

out upgrades or security checks. 

There is significant fraud in American voting, though the 

extent is unknowable, as partisan election officials run an 
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opaque process.* As states do not cross-check registrations, 

duplicate voting is easily accomplished. 

What is known is that ballots are falsified or discarded on 

a whim, after the vote is known to election officials.† Espe-

cially in districts with a lot of poor voters, electronic ma-

chines tend to break down and votes go uncounted. States 

forbid recounting when recounts are most needed.  

The people who cast the votes don't decide an election, the 
people who count the votes do. ~ Joseph Stalin 

The US uses ~350,000 voting machines. All fall into 1 of 

2 categories: optical-scan or electronic (direct-record). Opti-

cal-scan machines store digital images of cast paper ballots 

on a removable memory card – which may be altered or 

switched out, as is known to have happened in Florida in the 

2000 election. All electronic voting machines are connected to 

networks which can be hacked. Regardless of voting machine 

type, states don't conduct decent postelection audits to check 

whether the tallies are accurate. 

Rigging vote counts is just one way to subvert elections. 

Another way is to target voters, by tampering the registra-

tion rolls. This too has been done, repeatedly. 

The American voting-machine industry is an oligopoly of 

3 companies with close political ties to the Republican party, 

and a revolving door between machine vendors and election 

officers. The industry provides electronic voter registrars as 

well as voting machines. The criteria for rational criminality 

are "means, motive, and opportunity," all of which are ever-

present for the people who run US elections. 

 
* Perhaps the best-known contemporary case of voting fraud was 

the 1997 mayoral election in Miami, Florida, where diddled ab-

sentee ballots changed the outcome. Some other instances of as-

serted fraud were either well-done enough to elude damnation 

(St. Louis in 2000) or politics by other means (1996 US House of 

Representatives race in Orange County, California). 

† The author had his mailed-in vote discarded, ostensibly because 

the signature was disapproved, even though it matched the sig-

nature on his voter registration. 
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Voting-machine companies have seized a central role in our 
democracy. But rather than recognizing that cybersecurity 
needs to be their top priority, they treat it as a public relations 
problem that can be dismissed with spin. ~ American US Sen-
ator Ron Wyden 

14 states use electronic voting machines which leave no 

paper trail – there is no way to tell whether vote counts are 

accurate or have been altered. Georgia, which runs a thor-

oughly rigged election system in favor of Republicans, is ex-

emplary. One Georgia voting precinct with 276 registered 

voters tallied 670 votes in a 2018 election. Georgia election 

officials discard absentee ballots when they don't like the 

vote. This corrupt tallying comes after various methods to 

suppress voting by those not inclined to vote Republican. 

Georgia is merely exemplary of state elections systems run 

by Republicans. 

There is no federal agency, such as the Department of 

Homeland Security, that concerns itself with the veracity of 

elections. State and local officials responsible for elections ad-

mit the process is subject to irregularities, but paradoxically 

insist the system is fundamentally sound. Efforts to investi-

gate are roundly denounced as a threat to democracy. 

For years, Republican leaders have pushed the lie that voter 
fraud is a huge issue. Interestingly, all that fraud seems to plague 
only urban neighborhoods, minority communities, college cam-
puses, and other places where large numbers of people might 
vote for Democrats. The purpose of this manufactured hysteria 
is obvious: to delegitimize Democratic voters and justify Repub-
lican efforts to suppress their votes. ~ Elizabeth Warren 

Unsurprisingly, Congressional Republicans have repeat-

edly voted against measures that might help states improve 

their voting systems, including refusing to provide funding to 

ensure ballot counting. 

The 'security' of American voting machines is so bad.  
~ Dutch software security expert Victor Gevers 

Without question, our voting systems are weak and suscepti-
ble. We also know that our foreign adversaries – including Rus-
sia, North Korea, Iran – possess the capabilities to hack them. 
~ American software developer Jack Braun 
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There is no doubt that Russia undertook an unprecedented 
effort to interfere with our 2016 elections. The effort was exten-
sive, sophisticated, and ordered by President Putin himself for 
the purpose of helping Donald Trump and hurting Hillary Clin-
ton. ~ US Senator Richard Burr (Republican) & US Senator 
Mark Warner (Democrat), heads of the senate intelligence com-
mittee 

Trump lost the election, and he was put into office because 
the Russians interfered on his behalf. ~ US President Jimmy 
Carter 

In June 2017, American government intelligence special-

ist Reality Winner was imprisoned for leaking secret govern-

ment evidence that the Russians had hacked American 

electronic voting machines in the 2016 election. 39 states 

were affected, but no public disclosure was made about 

whether the outcome was altered.* 

The government is desperate to keep any information 

about election illegitimacy a secret, for public knowledge 

would rightly undermine confidence in the US election pro-

cess. 

We are not making our elections any safer by withholding 
information about the scope and scale of the threat. ~ Mark 
Warner 

One should be skeptical over the manifest circle-the-wag-

ons mentality to what should be a transparent process with 

open records. Further, systematic denial of voting rights is a 

matter of record and law, demonstrating that the US election 

system is corrupted. Finally, constitutional disregard of pro-

portional representation in the construction of its powerful 

upper house (Senate), and indirect election of presidents, en-

sures that the US has an ersatz facsimile of democracy which 

cannot be considered legitimate.  

American voter tolerance of its dysfunctional electoral 

system can only be chalked up to ignorance or indifference. 

 
* There should be little doubt that Russia's "extensive, sophisti-

cated" effort delivered the presidency to Donald Trump, in that 

the outcome was determined by slim margins in only 3 states. 
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American society is riven by inequities; its politics merely 

symptomatic. Yet Americans don't revolt. 

Politicians' incentives conflict with voters' interests, leaving 
citizens without any political remedy for their constitutional 
harms. ~ SCOTUS Justice Elena Kagan 

Across the country, the 2018 elections were rife with voter 

suppression of minorities by various measures (e.g., long 

waits from insufficient voting machines, Republican election 

officials selectively denying the right to vote) and suspicious 

vote tabulations. Fraud is known to have occurred in North 

Carolina, Florida, and Georgia; in all instances, to the ad-

vantage of Republican candidates. 

The real theft of American democracy happens through elec-
tion fraud and voter suppression. And Republicans are the 
thieves. ~ American political scientist Carol Anderson 

Mexico has a more secure and transparent election pro-

cess than the United States, and Mexico is no pristine model 

of copasetic election practices. 

 The Press  
A cynical, mercenary, demagogic press will in time produce 

a people as base as itself. ~ American Hungarian newspaper 
publisher Joseph Pulitzer* 

Decisions are made upon available information, demar-

cated by bedrock beliefs, which are formed from cultural in-

doctrination. Where popular opinion guides polity, belief 

systems act as a double-edged sword: they both secure socie-

tal cohesion and endeavor its division. 

Without an informed people, there can be no democracy.  
~ American political reporter Helen Thomas 

 
* Because of a prize in his name, Pulitzer is now celebrated for ex-

cellence in journalism. This comes from his leaving $2 million to 

Columbia University to found its school of journalism. Pulitzer 

made his money as a newspaper publisher with yellow journal-

ism: offering no real news, instead pandering to the prurient in-

terests of the public with sensationalism. 
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The hope that underlies democracy is that people are ca-

pable of informed rationality. It is an attempt to validate the 

exceptional to prove a rule. 

You can fool too many of the people too much of the time. 

~ American humorist James Thurber 

What is indisputable is that the press serves a vital func-

tion in making democracy appear viable. Hence, the health 

of the press is perhaps the best diagnosis one may make as 

to the assured sanity of a polity. 

Journalism is not a perfect vessel of truth. Its coverage of pol-
itics is based on unspoken, often unconscious, and sometimes 
unjustified assumptions. Its narratives are based not only on a 
familiarity with the communities it covers but on an alienation 
from them. Journalists are torn between understanding the 
world from the viewpoint of the sources they talk to – at the risk 
of being manipulated – and suspecting that their sources are ly-
ing or spinning – at the risk of cynicism. ~ American sociologist 
and journalism scholar Michael Schudson 

 

Ignorance is an evil weed, which dictators may cultivate 
among their dupes, but which no democracy can afford among 
its citizens. ~ English economist William Beveridge 

To the extent that free flow of information threatens the pow-
erful, those in power will seek to suppress it. ~ Russian Ameri-
can computer scientist Sergey Brin 

Pursuing their own self-interest, governments try to re-

press unfavorable press while promoting claimed successes. 

Information control is especially ham-handedly in countries 

like Russia and China, but the practice is universal. The US 

is exemplary. 

The US Food & Drug Administration (FDA) is responsible 

for ensuring the safety of consumables for Americans. The 

FDA tries to tightly control reportage about its purview.  

The FDA assures the public that it is committed to transpar-
ency, but the agency denies many reporters access, and even 
deceives them with half-truths to handicap them in their pursuit 
of a story. At the same time, the FDA cultivates a coterie of jour-
nalists whom it keeps in line with threats. And the agency has 
made it a practice to demand total control over whom reporters 
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can and can't talk to until after the news has broken, in violation 
of its own written policies. ~ American journalist and author 
Charles Seife 

The FDA has good reason to try to control its coverage: 

the agency needs to hide its incompetence. 1/3rd of the drugs 

approved by the FDA as "safe and effective" are later shown 

to be dangerous. The FDA approves medical implants that 

have not been sufficiently tested for efficacy and safety. 

The FDA is a captive creature of the pharmaceutical and 

medical industries that it regulates, referring to them as 

"customers." The FDA prides itself on "customer satisfac-

tion." 

 

The public, media, and Congressional reaction to these num-
bers is going to be huge. ~ Trump White House aide, on US 
water pollution 

In 2018, the Trump administration suppressed a federal 

water pollution study, conducted by the Department of 

Health and Human Services, that showed that many Ameri-

can water supplies are laced with industrial waste chemicals 

which are toxic at levels far lower than the Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) previously called safe. A Trump 

aide had warned that publishing the report would be a "pub-

lic relations nightmare." So, the report was quietly buried, 

and the mainstream press never covered the cover-up. 

The water pollution report was just a single example of a 

concerted campaign to suppress public knowledge of the de-

structive impact of the market system and governmental fail-

ure to rein in its destructions.* States helmed by Republicans 

are abetting the endeavor to blot out science and keep the 

public in the dark. 

The most vigorous vector involves obliterating federal 

support for investigation into and reportage of climate 

change and pollution. Federal employees are silenced from 

expressing facts under threat of persecution. Expenditure for 

scientific endeavors of all kinds has been slashed, regardless 

 
* A private initiative called Silencing Science Tracker exposes the 

Republican science devastation campaign in detail. 
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of Congressional funding (an illegality that goes unenforced, 

as governmental oversight toward rectitude is a sham). This 

includes health research and science education. The Trump 

administration is even crippling the ability to detect and pub-

lish weather data. 

 

The police everywhere can be counted upon to relate as 

little as possible that casts them in a bad light, airing their 

dirty laundry only under intense political pressure. 

 

On a typical day in 1960, all of the front-page stories in 

the New York Times were uncritically about the US govern-

ment. Inside were transcripts of official statements and 

speeches. The press generally reported governmental impro-

priety only when charges were filed. 

The liberal social movements from the late 1960s, includ-

ing increasingly widespread protests against the Vietnam 

War, changed the reporting habits of the mainstream press, 

including the New York Times. The American press meta-

morphized from toadying to officialdom to interpreting cur-

rent events, including penetrating analysis. 

This continuing institutional evolution was off-putting to 

conservatives, as disrespectful of authority, and succoring, 

God forbid, liberality. Arch-conservative Vice President Spiro 

Agnew, referring to the press in 1970, observed: 

In the United States today, we have more than our share of 
the nattering nabobs of negativism.* 

Agnew was at the crest of the wave which has swept away 

the regard of conservatives for mainstream reportage, with 

its untoward tendency to critically cover the unsavory as-

pects of society, including suspected malfeasance by authori-

ties and the rich and powerful, and the press' readiness to 

express skepticism about traditional institutions. Conserva-

tives now heartily distrust the "liberal media." 

 
* In 1973, Agnew was investigated for bribery, extortion, conspir-

acy, and tax fraud. Agnew cut a deal, resigned as vice president, 

and lived a quiet life thereafter. 
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 Fakery  

Knowing that the mainstream press was against him, 

Donald Trump attempted to discredit them in the broadest 

possible terms, less than a month after assuming the presi-

dency. 

The FAKE NEWS media (failing @nytimes, @NBCNews, 
@ABC, @CBS, @CNN) is the enemy of the American People! 
Sick!~ Donald Trump 

Trump referred to the news media generally as the "op-

position party." This echoed President Richard Nixon before 

his downfall, who told his national security advisor in late 

1972 (but never stated publicly) that "the press is the enemy." 

In trying to destroy the credibility of the press, Trump 

aimed to undermine democracy itself. 

Donald Trump is demonstrating an authoritarian attitude and 
inclination that shows no understanding of the role of the free 
press. ~ American journalist Carl Bernstein, who helped un-
cover the Watergate scandal that brought down President Nixon 

The American press failed to aptly respond to Trump's re-

lentless attack on facts. Instead of reporting his lies as such, 

the press fawned on Trump's every utterance, thereby grant-

ing his propaganda credibility. 

The press has become complicit with Trump by allowing 
itself to be used as an amplifier for his falsehoods and frames. 
~ George Lakoff 

Only belatedly was Trump treated by the mainstream 

press with the scalding he deserved, and even then, punches 

were pulled in an obscene deference to the office he had man-

aged to swindle. 

 

Let the people know the facts and the country will be safe.  
~ American president Abraham Lincoln 

There are 3 flawed assumptions about Lincoln's optimism 

that "the country will be safe" if "people know the facts." 1st 

is that people actually want to know the facts, not just vali-

dation of what they already believe. The 2nd assumption is 

that the press delivers the facts, as contrasted to a biased 
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facsimile. The 3rd assumption is most important: that know-

ing the facts is enough. There is always a context to infor-

mation. 

Take capitalism as exemplary. From its broad corruption 

to environmental destruction, the deficiencies of capitalism 

are well known. But if the market system is all that one 

knows or can imagine, incessant facts about corporate ills 

only indicate a need for regulation. The suggestion simply 

never arises that capitalism is a thoroughfare to mass extinc-

tion on a global scale, which it clearly has proven itself to be; 

so, the assumed "safe" path of "facts" is one of self-destruc-

tion. 

In short, the press is no substitute for education. Without 

a proper grounding of perspective, facts alone are of dubious 

value. 

The state of the press as an institution illustrates the 

point. The surfeit of news information sources in the 21st cen-

tury has done nothing to change political persuasion among 

the public. Public news media has instead entrenched estab-

lished mind-set. People consume the news that agrees with 

them. 

Journalists themselves, of their own volition, limit the range 
of opinion present in the news. ~ Michael Schudson 

Reporter range of opinion is self-circumscribed for multi-

ple reasons. 1st is a source dependence. Reporters rely upon 

and reproduce the views of their primary sources, which tend 

to be government officials and business leaders. Those re-

porters who do not play along get shut out.  

The 2nd limitation is cultural. Professional norms are 

themselves a constraint on expression. Within a corporate 

media organization, journalists echo the opinions found in 

their environment, which is typically secular, college-edu-

cated, and upper middle class, as well as having the appro-

priate ideological cast. Hence, reporters appear as paragons 

of conventional wisdom. 

There is real danger for democracy here: namely, that jour-
nalists and politicians, because they are so closely linked, have 
their own, narrow, idea of what the media should cover, and 
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ignore the interests of the people. ~ French journalist Thomas 
Ferenczi 

Cultural gravitation means that the press is invariably 

partisan. Bias may be cast in slight blushes, but it is invari-

ably there. The press upholds the status quo in every arena. 

Even the skeptical outliers are careful not to offend their 

readership by questioning bedrock beliefs. 

Media decisions about what to publish by and large protect 
dominant cultural values such as existing power and class ar-
rangements. In general, there is a lack of news that might appear 
offensive to the values of family, religion, community, patriot-
ism, and business. ~ American journalist Julia Corbett 

 Environment Reportage  

Besides the bias in the mainstream media to the status 

quo, environmental quality and climate change have proven 

elusive subjects because their newsworthiness is not always 

apparent. What makes the news is determined by its imme-

diacy, novelty, and conflict. Nature deteriorating lacks these 

elements. Species' extinction is a snooze. Stories airing out 

pollution stink. 

Coverage on the environment commonly call for contex-

tual complexity, both historically and scientifically. People 

want hard-edged stories, not history lessons with hard-to-

suss statistics. Tying specific events, such as storms, to the 

larger climate picture is problematic. Further, the false code 

of objectivity often leads journalists to reduced complex situ-

ations to 2 sides which are expected to balance each other 

out, even when there is no equation of equality to be had.  

It is impossible to convey urgency about climate change, 

as its pace is measured in decades; a time frame that only 

institutions concern themselves with, and institutions are de-

void of radical inclinations. Similarly, democracies, with 

their revolving-door governance and election-cycle perspec-

tive, are ill-suited to address the challenge of climate change, 

as has been amply demonstrated. 
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 Fox News  

Roger Ailes, chairman of Fox News, had a fondness for 

fondling women. Enduring predation of female employees at 

Fox eventually forced his resignation in 2016.  

The scandal at Fox News was no news to the network, 

which barely made any mention to its viewers that anything 

untoward occurred. (A partial reason is that blatant sexism 

is embedded in the corporate culture of Fox News, so was no 

news to them at all.) This sort of omission is not at all unu-

sual. News organizations typically give scant coverage of 

their own peccadillos. 

Such smoothing over occurs in reportage of whoever the 

"home team" is perceived to be. Corruption, whether corpo-

rate or political, is more enthusiastically covered by the for-

eign press than it is domestically. 

Fox is owned by right-wing Australian-born American 

media mogul Rupert Murdoch, with extensive media hold-

ings in Australia, the UK, and US. To gather gossip, Mur-

doch-owned media in the 2000s illicitly hacked the phones of 

royalty, celebrities, and people with a high public profile.  

In Britain, revelations about the long-running phone-

hacking scandal at Murdoch’s now-defunct British newspa-

per, the News of the World, came from the rival Guardian 

newspaper. 

 

The average American doesn't know how the system works 
or the problems of other countries in the world. He's been fed 
a pap which has been a combination of the capitalist, imperialist 
mouthings in the newspapers and comic books which he prefers 
to read, so he's ignorant. ~ American psychologist William Ma-
jor in 1956 

Everything that flows to the public from corporate media 

is filtered through the cultural worldview of the organization 

that produces it. This affects both what is considered news-

worthy and the slant of its coverage. 

The New York Times has a subdued liberal bias, meriting 

its nickname: The Gray Lady. In stark contrast, Fox News is 

a flaming right-wing organ of the 1st degree.  
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Upon discovering in 2016 that $70 million dollars of fraud 

had been found in the food stamps program, Fox News hosted 

a discussion whether the program should be terminated be-

cause of piddling chicanery.  

The $70 million represented 0.09% of the $70.8 billion 

spent to feed the needy. Small potatoes indeed compared to 

the $125 billion in 5 years that the Pentagon might have 

saved had it not deep-sixed saving recommendations; a reve-

lation that the defense department had tried to hide.  

Fox News held no discussion as to whether national de-

fense ought to be abandoned in light of rampant waste, hood-

winking, and mismanagement. 

The Economist has a somewhat socially liberal stance en-

sconced within economic conservatism. The Wall Street Jour-

nal, owned by Rupert Murdoch, is practically reactionary in 

harkening back with favor toward the 19th-century era of 

robber-barons. Fringe differences aside, both are blatant ad-

vocates of status-quo capitalism. 

The Guardian is England's liberal-leaning mainstream 

outlet; a counter to The Times, a punchless conservative pa-

per owned by Murdoch. The Guardian offers a smattering of 

news with a generous filling of opinionated trivia, typically 

sassily written. The insightful commentary which occasion-

ally appears in The Guardian is especially refreshing given 

its scarcity. 

 

Whatever smugness the media might otherwise wrap 

themselves in, the messy meanness of the world lends them 

an honest façade. 

Because shit happens, journalists gain some freedom from of-
ficial opinion, professional routines, and conventional wisdom. 
Journalism is an event-centered discourse, more responsive to 
accidents and explosions in the external world than to fashions 
in ideas among cultural elites. ~ Michael Schudson 

To survive, newspapers and magazines must cater to 

readers' tastes. The trend of media coverage from hard news 

to soft illustrates how the Collective have stupefied them-

selves in recent decades. 
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U.S. News & World Report is exemplary. For a quarter 

century after World War 2, the magazine provided decent re-

portage on events worldwide. Subscriptions peaked in the 

early 1970s, whereupon the magazine increasingly turned to-

ward human-interest stories, rendering news reportage a 

secondary endeavor. The self-absorption that infected white 

Americans of the era swept aside hard news coverage and 

analysis. 

The 21st-century tendency in the American and British 

media to prattle at the expense of serious coverage of world 

events has been apparent even in publications historically re-

spected for hard news, such as The New York Times and The 

Guardian. 

The dearth of in-depth coverage stems from both reader 

interest and the economics of the press. The American situa-

tion has been sliding downhill for quite some time. A 2006 

poll found that nearly 75% of adult Americans could name 

the 3 Stooges, but fewer than half could name the 3 branches 

of the federal government. 

As the 20th century wore down, large US newspapers suf-

fered declines in subscription. Focus on the bottom line 

meant layoffs and less investigative reporting. From 2008 to 

2017, the American newspaper industry shed 45% of its em-

ployees. Total news employment dropped 23% in this period. 

Building the relationships and trust that uncovers cor-

ruption requires a news organization's patient support. The 

cost of patience is high. 

A single skilled investigative reporter can cost over 

$250,000 a year in salary and expenses for a handful of sto-

ries at most. A single project can take months or even years. 

In 2005, the Los Angeles Times published a report which 

exposed local predation of the elderly by legally appointed 

guardians. The exposé took 3 journalists 3 years to produce, 

with 1 on the project full time. The report rocked Los Angeles, 

resulting in the tightening of laws regarding guardianships.  

Without such investigations, the world is worse for wear. 

Cost-cutting at news-gathering organizations has meant 

there is much less of it than before. 
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This kind of reporting often means incurring legal risks and 
igniting the wrath of powerful interests, which is one reason 
there is so little of it on the Web. ~ American news media ma-
ven Alex Jones 

However dismal the situation may seem to a newshound, 

it is nothing new. The burden upon the 4th estate has long 

been overwhelming.*  

In 1920, American journalist Walter Lippmann was dis-

comforted at the state of news media. He believed journalism 

lacked the intellectual resources to accurately portray the 

world. Nor did he think it would be of much good if they could. 

For the most part, beyond prurient curiosity, people were not 

very interested in the world beyond their doorstep. 

Newspapers were in decline before the Internet put me-

dia online, as the economic structure that sustained news 

gathering has been deteriorating since the late 19th century. 

The Web only accelerated the degeneracy into short-atten-

tion-span theater. 

All is not gloom. While corporate media has become more 

conglomerate, the Internet has democratized news: giving a 

technologically unique voice to civil society.  

Bloggers cover, often poignantly, what media outlets 

overlook or do not care about. This broadening of coverage, 

though sometimes problematic in terms of accuracy, offers 

promise that unsavory facts about polity and business prac-

tice may continue to be known. Anecdotal but accumulative 

evidence of corruption paints a picture of it being rampant 

everywhere, most notably the United States, which has a 

much better reputation in this regard than it deserves.  

Outsiders are always troublemakers. The news media are sup-
posed to be institutionalized outsiders even though they have 
become institutionalized insiders. ~ Michael Schudson 

 
* Edmund Burke used the term 4th estate to refer to the news me-

dia during parliamentary debates in 1787. The estates are insti-

tutions which influence or determine polity. Historically, the 

other 3 estates were the monarchy, legislature, and church. In 

modern democracies, the executive, legislature, and judiciary are 

considered the 3 estates. Players change but the paradigm re-

mains. 
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 Fake News  

A democracy can't really function properly if everyone is 
walking around with bad information. ~ American news corre-
spondent Pierre Thomas 

Nature abounds with examples of deceptions. Human his-

tory is replete with falsities shaping public opinion, most fla-

grantly religion and its proselytization. The trend never 

ends. 

In 1920, Henry Ford published a series of articles about a 

global Jewish conspiracy, based upon a forged document that 

originated in czarist Russia. Dozens of US newspapers pub-

lished the tripe as news. 

In 1924, 4 days before a general election, The Daily Mail 

in Britain published the fake Zinoviev letter: supposedly a di-

rective from Moscow that British communists were to mobi-

lize "sympathetic forces" to support the Labour Party. The 

letter was manufactured by the British intelligence commu-

nity, which was a sympathetic force for the Conservative 

Party. Labour lost the election by a landslide. 

During the 1960s, FBI director J. Edgar Hoover orches-

trated a smear campaign against Martin Luther King Jr.  Be-

sides planting stories in the press, the FBI forged a letter 

threatening to expose King as a degenerate. 

In 1987, 96 soccer fans were crushed to death after being 

forced into overcrowded pens by police. The police lied to Brit-

ish newspapers, stating that drunken fans were responsible 

for the disaster. 

In the run-up to the 2003 Iraq War, the Bush Jr. admin-

istration ladled a load of lies to the press which filled news-

paper pages across the world. 

It is hard to tell which is worse: the wide diffusion of things 
that are not true, or the suppression of things that are true.  
~ Harriet Martineau 

The Internet floats an armada of fake news, some of 

which has had considerable impact. Stock prices have been 

affected by fake news. 

In historical perspective, fake news may be considered a 

continuation of the practices of tabloid newspapers found on 
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supermarket checkout shelves. But Internet fake news is tar-

geted to alter economic and political dynamics, not just en-

tertain those easily duped. 

We are living through a dangerous era of untruth. ~ Ameri-

can British scientist Jenny Rohn 

The 2016 election of Donald Trump for president was 

abetted by fake news against his opponent, Hillary Clinton. 

Right-wingers are particularly prone to believe fake news, 

and the rabid ones to produce it; cretins which Clinton char-

acterized as "racist, sexist, homophobic, xenophobic, Islam-

ophobic – you name it; what I call the basket of deplorables." 

Much of the fakery was concocted by Russia, which 

wanted Trump to win. Fake news and fraudulent voting tal-

lies made the difference in who won that close election. 

Democracy absolutely cannot survive a citizenry that can't 
tell the difference between what's true and what's false, that 
can't be bothered to find out, and that doesn't even think it mat-
ters. ~ American Nancy Stark 

You'd have to be gullible to buy into fake news; which is 

what makes its impact so ferocious. This is the root dilemma 

with democracy: fools with their hands on the little levers 

that select policy makers. 

The Americans are a very impressionable people. They see 
what they want to see. ~ Russian propagandist Yevgeniy 
Prigozhin 

We fail as a society to teach our citizens how to be critical 
about information. ~ American academic and internet entre-
preneur Kalev Leetaru 

 

The Internet and social media have transformed news 

into an often-viral phenomenon. Many countries try to sup-

press untailored news and rumors from the hydra-headed 

online sources as best they can. Mobile-phone social media 

has made this repression problematic. China authorities are 

constantly vexed by their citizens sharing information which 

casts the government in a glaringly corrupt and incompetent 

light.  
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Certainly, there is no greater threat to societal well-being 

than muzzling the press and crimping the conduits of news 

flow. This is especially true of societies that lack an electoral 

vent, where distrust of government without any means of 

nonviolent change leaves only revolt as an avenue. 

 Arab Spring  

In 2011, social media played a vital role in uprisings 

throughout the Arab world. With exception, the results were 

not the victories for democracy hoped for.  

Tunisia, which served as inspiration to other countries in 

the Arab Spring, fared fairly well from a political standpoint. 

Its revolution overthrew longtime president Zine El Abidine 

Ben Ali, who had held office since 1987. Tunisia has since 

managed to maintain a parliamentary democracy in the face 

of repeated extremist attacks, and despite its lousy economy, 

with stubbornly high unemployment and debilitating infla-

tion.  

The Egyptians overthrew military and political leader 

Hosni MuBarack, who had ruled since 1981. In the elections 

that followed, the people opted for Islamic tyrants, who were 

then deposed by the military, which took Egypt back to its 

authoritarian roots.  

Libyans managed to oust its longtime leader Muammar 

Gaddafi, who had seized power in a 1969 bloodless coup, over-

throwing an absolute monarchy. Gaddafi was tortured and 

killed by 2011 revolutionaries. His corpse was publicly dis-

played for 4 days, during which it was a popular attraction to 

those happy to see him dead. Having celebrated the vicious 

murder of its erstwhile despot, Libya descended into civil war 

and warlordism.  

Protracted civil war was also the fate of Syria and Yemen. 

In the wake of uprising, the Algerian ruling elite held on 

to its power after elections marred by widespread apathy, 

which is justified considering how the country is run as an 

oligarchy, with media censorship and continual harassment 

of political opponents. 
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The monarchies ruling Bahrain, Jordan, Kuwait, Mo-

rocco, and Oman were a bit shaken, but survived with lip ser-

vice to reform, and a crackdown on dissent.  

The monarchy of Saudi Arabia saw only a smattering of 

protest, which is a banned activity. Discontent was bought off 

with an extra heaping of social benefits. Residual malcon-

tents were beaten and imprisoned for "disobeying the ruler" 

and other nefarious transgressions.  

 United States  
Washington DC is 12 square miles bordered by reality.  

~ American President Andrew Johnson in 1868 

The United States (US) was the earliest presidential de-

mocracy. Its electoral liveliness belies political stagnation, 

caused by voters bifurcated into 2 camps of roughly equal 

size. That politics in the US is effectively confined to 2 stale-

mated parties is the root of a nasty weed in American democ-

racy. 

Too bad all the people who know how to run the country are 
busy driving taxi cabs and cutting hair. ~ American comedian 
George Burns 

 Political Parties  

The US Constitution made no mention of political parties. 

Several of the founding fathers disapproved of "party spirit," 

fearing that divisiveness would weaken the new nation.  

Despite the misgivings of political sages, the 1st parties 

surfaced during President George Washington's 2nd admin-

istration. The seeds had already been planted. Delegates to 

the 1787 constitutional convention disagreed on slavery, pub-

lic debt, and the power balance between state and federal 

governments: all issues related to the northern and southern 

states, which formed loose political blocks based upon their 

economies. 

These disparate positions were reflected in the 1st major 

parties: the Federalists and the Antifederalists, which were 

not party organizations so much as groups with shared 

beliefs about the proper role of government. 
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American political parties encouraged popular participa-

tion in politics from their onset, unlike the early parties in 

Great Britain. 

The US now has 2 dominant political parties: Democrat 

and Republican. Republicans are reactionary, with conflicted 

authoritarian and libertarian leanings. Democrats are now 

moderate conservatives, albeit with some social conscience 

and sheepish progressive inclinations. 

These capitalists generally act harmoniously, and in concert, 
to fleece the people. ~ Republican President Abraham Lincoln 

The Republican party was formed by anti-slavery activ-

ists and other liberals in 1854. The last progressive Republi-

can president was Teddy Roosevelt in the 1st decade of the 

20th century. From then, the party of Lincoln evolved into a 

reactionary pro-business cabal.  

Republicans have been the part of the corporate elite since 
the Gilded Age (late 19th century). ~ American political elec-
tion researcher Robert Mutch 

In the 1st decade of the 21st century, Republicans became 

the antithesis of their moral beginning. The party was tem-

porarily hijacked by a faction who called themselves the "Tea 

Party," in reference to the 1773 Boston protest. Their agenda 

promoted a strong military, gutting the welfare system, mer-

cilessly detaining and deporting illegal aliens, and private 

gun ownership as sacrosanct. Though not under the Tea 

Party banner, President Donald Trump carried their water. 

I am a compassionate conservative. ~ President Bush Jr. in 
2000; Bush was a warmonger whose administration practiced 
torture as a matter of policy while denying suspects the right to 
trial. 

The fundamentalist Christian fringe of the Tea Party 

would doubtlessly prefer a theocracy. By contrast, more mod-

erate Republicans still sing corporate exaltation as their 

main hymn. 

With the huge exceptions of law enforcement and allow-

ing women's control over their own bodies (abortion), Repub-

licans of all stripes today generally agree on minimal 
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government interference in people's lives, especially regulat-

ing business. Despite support for an outsized military, Re-

publicans pimp themselves the small-government party. 

The lineage of the Democratic party traces to Jefferson 

and Madison. From its cradle of classical liberalism, the 

party matured in the 1930s into a social-liberal creature, 

with FDR as its godhead.  

After the 2nd World War, Democrats embraced social jus-

tice and welfarism. Once the small-government party, Dem-

ocrats now favor a nanny state. 

Though both parties effusively nurse at the teat of 

corporate benefaction, the Democratic party is slightly more 

circumspect in its support of unfettered big business than its 

rabid Republican counterpart. Nonetheless, as money is the 

universal language in the land of 'free' enterprise, Democrats 

are equal to Republicans in currying favor with the financial 

sector.  

Democrats favor a kinder, gentler police state. Their taste 

for social engineering remains unsated. 

Hypocrites to the hilt, Republicans have a thick authori-

tarian streak while fronting a libertarian mouthpiece. Their 

disdain for the democratic process has them doing their best 

to take away the voting rights of minorities, especially 

blacks, who are rationally repulsed by Republican racism. 

Partisan jurists, including those on the supreme court, have 

succored these endeavors. Republicans have migrated to a 

polar region farthest from the party of Lincoln. 

The triumph of Donald Trump in 2016 was a culmination 

of the conflicting elements within the Republican party. 

Trump was an ignorant authoritarian in love with the idea of 

a corporate fascist state but spouting rabble-rousing popu-

lism. Party stalwarts were aghast at voters picking this Re-

publican Frankenstein as presidential candidate.  

In the finale, Trump pulled off an upset win, thanks to 

America's rigged electoral system. Republican party leaders 

became pliant sycophants, fearful that Trump's hard-core 

supporters would abandon them at the polls if they did not 

do Trump's bidding. 
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When Republicans are in power, it seems there is no 
conservative party. The hypocrisy hangs in the air and chokes 
anyone with a sense of decency or intellectual honesty.  
~ Republican US Senator Rand Paul 

 3rd Parties  

The US has had 2 dominant parties through almost all of 

its history. Fringe parties have come and gone. The domi-

nance of the 2 parties is underlined by these transitory 

groups invariably being referred to as "3rd parties." 

The 2 largest peripheral parties of present day are the 

Libertarians and Greens. These parties are essentially dis-

contented offshoots of Republicans and Democrats, respec-

tively. Each has around 300,000 registered members, in a 

country with a voter base of ~146 million. Neither has any 

representation at the national level. 

Touting individual freedom in the extreme, Libertarians 

are a meager inch away from anarchism. In proselytizing 

social equality, nonviolence, and environmental goodness, 

Greens would save humanity from self-immolation if only 

they had the power. 

The American electoral system is systematically rigged 

against 3rd parties via single-member districting, campaign 

financing laws, automatic ballot access for major party 

candidates, and the electoral college system. 3rd parties 

rarely make a notable impact longer than a single election 

cycle, as the issues that propel them are coopted by one or 

both of the major parties if those issues resonate well in polls. 

In the political sphere: scandals, corruption and the general 
decline in standards have no decisive effects in a split society, 
where responsibility is no longer part of the game. ~ French 
political commentator Jean Baudrillard 

 Party Organization  

American political parties are a cadre type, in contrast to 

mass-membership parties, such as the Chinese Communist 

Party. The term cadre refers to the small group of active 

members who do most of the campaign work. 
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Though there are permanent national committees for 

each American party, parties are decentralized on a 

statewide basis, reflecting the state-based federalist history 

of the country. The decentralized nature of American politi-

cal parties results in a lack of connectivity between the exec-

utive and legislative branches of the federal government. 

Parties do not discipline the votes of legislators to the extent 

that political parties do in parliamentary democracies, such 

as Britain. 

 Government Structure  

Is there no virtue among us? If there be not, we are in a 
wretched situation. No theoretical checks, no form of govern-
ment, can render us secure. ~ James Madison in 1788 

This is a government of the people by the people and for the 
people no longer. It is a government of corporation by corpora-
tion and for corporation. ~ President Rutherford B. Hayes in 
1880 

The American federal government comprises a bicameral 

legislature (collectively called Congress), an executive admin-

istration headed by a president, and a hierarchical judiciary 

that interprets and administers the law in a free-wheeling 

way. The government was constitutionally devised to provide 

checks and balances among the 3 branches. This is more fic-

tion than fact. 

The president has vast power, especially when it comes to 

foreign policy and civil liberties. Though Congress may man-

date spending on a program, a president may thwart congres-

sional intent by not spending the money. Enforcement of the 

law is entirely within the purview of the executive. Any check 

that the courts may provide typically takes years to resolve.  

Thanks to a power grab at the onset of the 19th century, 

the judiciary has long exceeded its constitutional grant, and 

is astonishingly the most powerful branch of government in 

having the last say on the legality of any policy or govern-

mental activity. Unchecked by the other branches of govern-

ment, US courts exercise arbitrary power over matters 

brought before them. Judges practically legislate from the 

bench – brought to heel only by their brethren on higher 
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courts. Seldom has Congress countermanded the judiciary 

with a new law, and even more rarely has the executive de-

fied a court ruling, as a president may face impeachment for 

doing so. The American judiciary's power is especially sur-

prising because it has no means of enforcing its rulings. 

Congress was constitutionally designed as the most pow-

erful branch. It has instead turned into a palace of petty bick-

ering between the 2 parties that jostle for power. When 

Congress does legislate, the slop it decrees awaits adminis-

trative interpretation and judicial clarification. 

From a constitutional perspective, the present US gov-

ernment is a paradigm of dysfunctionality. This owes more to 

flimsy constitutional construction than it does to the parti-

sanship which wracks American politics. Along with other 

countries throughout the Americas, the United States shows 

how shoddy constitutional democracy can be. Its relative 

health owes only to an abundance of natural resources, a 

large population, and a rude economy propelled by avaricious 

men, whom the government coddles in an exquisite plutoc-

racy. 

The US government systematically favors the rich over the 
poor, the donor class over the working class, the well-connected 
over the disconnected. This is deliberate corruption, tilting thou-
sands of decisions away from the public good and toward the 
desires of those at the top. ~ Elizabeth Warren in 2018 

 Congress  

All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Con-
gress of the United States, which shall consist of a Senate and 

House of Representatives. ~ US Constitution, Article 1, §9 

The US Congress is a bicameral legislative body. There 

are 100 senators: 2 for each state. The lower house has 435 

members, divvied up into districts via ersatz proportional 

representation by state population. 

While the lower chamber is the main engine of legislation, 

the senate's primary function is executive oversight, as well 

as approving new laws.  

Members of Congress may be reelected indefinitely.  
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Senators have 6-year terms. Until 1922, senators were 

elected by state legislatures, not voters.  

House members are elected every 2 years, and so are sup-

posedly under constant electoral pressure. But congressional 

districts are geopolitically rigged such that incumbency is 

easily assured. Turnover for house members from lost elec-

tions is no greater than for senators. 

As senate campaigns range statewide, they are more ex-

pensive than those for the house. In 2012, the average senate 

campaign costs over $10 million. A winning run for a seat in 

the house ran at a median $1.6 million.  

If money is free speech, then the wealthiest people in Amer-
ica are those that get to speak the most freely. ~ US Senator 
John McCain 

0.01% of the wealthiest people in the country finance 30% 

of the cost of the nation's political campaigns. 

When enough money calls the tune, the general public will 
not be heard. ~ US Supreme Court Justice Stephen Breyer 

This dynamic has created a remarkable dichotomy. 90% 

of congressional members are reelected while public approval 

of Congress consistently hovers at ~15%. To find the well-

spring of congressional stagnation, follow the money. 

A billion here, a billion there, pretty soon you're talking real 
money. ~ attributed to US Senator Everett Dirksen (who never 
said it, but liked it enough not to deny saying it) 

Pork barrel spending is the political idiom for wasteful 

public spending. The process of funneling largesse by a Con-

gressman to his district or state is joyously labeled bringing 

home the pork. The metaphor originated after the Civil War, 

but its practice predates the disapprobation, and merrily con-

tinues to this day. 

US politicians are beholden to the wealthy that finance 

their campaigns, while reelection votes are insured via pork. 

Tallying the pork is not easy, but it was in the neighborhood 

of $29 billion per year in the 1st decade of the 21st century. 

The president must approve the budget, but its composition 

is determined by Congress. 
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Congressional incompetence does not stop with proclivity 

in wasting taxpayer monies. Since the 1980s, Congress, riven 

by partisanship, has been unable to properly fund the gov-

ernment by passing budgets on a timely basis. This has ne-

cessitated stopgap continuing resolutions to keep the 

government open. 

There's nothing more basic than the power of the purse, and 
there's no more systemic failure than what we’ve had for years: 
not to exercise that power in an orderly and prescribed way.  
~ Congressman David Price in 2018 

The power of incumbency is considerable. 1/3rd of the 

electorate don't even know who represents them in the house, 

but nearly 2/3rd approve of their local representative. House 

members tainted by moral turpitude are reelected if they 

have brought home the pork. 

Throw the bums out. But not my bum. ~ American political 
reporter Chris Cillizza 

Upon its inception in 1787, the lower house was intended 

to be the most popular and politically dominant entity in the 

federal system. It became instead the least popular and most 

politically incompetent branch. 

In contrast, the senate was to be a regulatory group, serv-

ing as a forum for debate on national policy. The senate today 

is perhaps the most powerful upper house of any legislature 

in the world, and senators generally (and unduly) respected. 

I believe we are on an irreversible trend toward more free-
dom and democracy; but that could change. ~ US Vice Presi-
dent Dan Quayle ("I am not part of the problem. I am a 
Republican.") 

Unlimited terms and operating on a seniority system ren-

der the senate a set of cooperative fiefdoms, thereby imposing 

stability and fostering an effectiveness which the house can 

never match. 

The senate illustrates how undemocratic the American 

political system is. A bill or nomination for a federal official 

can pass the senate with support from senators representing 
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only 16.2% of the population.* Tyranny by an elected minor-

ity characterizes the senate's modus operandi, especially 

when Republicans rule the roost. 

Increasing political polarization has meant compromise is 

hard to come by. Republicans in the lower house, who prac-

tice the democratic process only by lip service, readily act des-

potically. This behavior is as ancient political philosophers 

foresaw, from Plato onwards. 

So, we're locked out of everything, if I am understanding the 
rule correctly? ~ Democrat Representative Jim McGovern to 
Republican Speaker of the House Paul Ryan in 2016, when Re-
publicans had control 

 Gerrymandering  

The US is plagued by the only democratic vice more trou-

bling than the tyranny of the majority: tyranny of the minor-

ity. The senate is set up this way. In the lower house, this 

owes to gerrymandering: creating geographically arbitrary 

districts that concentrate voter affiliation.† Gerrymandering 

engenders reelection and practically locks a party into power. 

If you've tilted the playing field in the electoral system that it 
doesn't allow you to boot parties out of power, then you've got 
a real problem. ~ Francis Fukuyama 

Republicans, who make no bones about not holding dem-

ocratic ideals, have been relentless gerrymanderers. They 

have repeatedly been found by the lower courts to illicitly de-

limit voting districts. In North Carolina in 2018, Republicans 

got 50.4% of the votes (versus 48.3% for Democrats) yet took 

10 of the 13 Congressional seats. In the 2012 Wisconsin elec-

tion, Republicans won 60% of the state legislature seats with 

only 48.6% of the vote. In Ohio in 2016, Republicans captured 

75% of the seats for the federal lower house after winning 

 
* If both senators of the 25 smallest states and the vice president 

(who has a vote in the senate) concurred. 

† Gerrymandering is universal in the United States. All states have 

undemocratic discrepancies from gerrymandering. Representa-

tive democracy in the US is a joke that few voters are in on, at 

least enough to revolt rather than just being revolted. 
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58% of the votes. Likewise in Utah, where 100% of lower 

house seats went to Republicans for garnering 70% of the 

votes. 

The Republican majority in the supreme court defends 

the evisceration of American democracy via gerrymandering. 

Republican Supreme Court Justice John Roberts Jr. called 

the effort to reduce gerrymandering "sociological gobbledy-

gook": an idiotic comment in that the courts' business is soci-

ological. In 2018, Republican SCOTUS justices okayed racial 

discrimination in establishing voting districts. 

The ability of minority voters in Texas to meaningfully exer-
cise their right to vote has been burdened by the manipulation 
of district lines specifically designed to target their communities 
and minimize their political will. ~ SCOTUS Justice Sonia So-
tomayor, in dissent in Abbott v. Perez (2018), joined by Justices 
Ruth Bader Ginsberg, Stephen Breyer, and Elena Kagan 

In 2019, the Republican majority controlling SCOTUS 

ruled that federal courts could offer no remedy to elections 

rigged for Republicans. 

Partisan gerrymanders deprive citizens of the most fundamen-
tal of their constitutional rights: the right to choose their political 
representatives. Part of the court's role is to defend the founda-
tions of democratic governance. None is more important than 
free and fair elections. This court refuses to remedy a constitu-
tional violation. ~ SCOTUS Justice Elena Kagan, in dissent in 
Rucho v. Common Cause (2019), joined by Justices Ruth Bader 
Ginsberg, Stephen Breyer, and Sonia Sotomayor 

Via gerrymandering, the United States runs an unrepre-

sentative pseudo-democracy. Democrats win their congres-

sional seats with big majorities in fewer districts, while 

Republicans prevail by narrower margins in a larger number 

of districts.* This is perhaps fitting, in that the political game 

 
* In 2016, Democrats who beat Republicans did so at an average 

67.4%, whereas Republicans defeated Democrats by an average 

63.8%. In 2014, Republicans converted a 51% share of the votes 

into 55% of the seats. In 2012, Republicans won 54% of the house 

seats despite getting fewer votes than their Democratic oppo-

nents. In the senate, Republicans hold 51% of the seats via only 

46% of the vote. 
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is rigged in same way as the economic system: for the rich 

elite and against commoners. 

Gerrymandering was built into the American electoral 

system by the founding fathers, who wanted power to be hard 

to concentrate. The first 2 presidents, George Washington 

and John Adams, both specifically warned that a 2-party sys-

tem would be anathema to the government model they were 

trying to establish. The result has been ironic: a constitution 

designed to work with many weak factions instead engen-

dered the concentration of power into a 2-party system which 

has fended off challenges from nascent splinter movements. 

For the drafters of the constitution, proportional repre-

sentation was a conundrum in a country where slaves were a 

majority in many states. The arithmetic of compromise re-

quired the creation of an electoral college for the presidency, 

as it divorced the power of a state's votes from the number of 

people actually casting them. 

The founders required an absolute majority in the college 

to elect a president: if no candidate received over 50% of elec-

toral votes, the choice fell to the House of Representatives. 

This incentivized the formation of nationwide parties whose 

candidates could win the necessary majority, thus fostering 

a 2-party system. 

The constitution does not specify how states must allocate 

their electors. Conceivably, they could split their votes pro-

portionately. But, to maximize their influence over the final 

result, all but 2 states decided to cast their electoral power 

on a winner-takes-all basis. In the interest of concentrating 

their power, states chose undemocratic election. As a result, 

smaller parties could not amass any electoral votes at all, 

thereby locking in a 2-party model. 

Geographic distribution distorts voting clout. As of the 

2010 census, per resident, the 5 most rural states wielded 

50% more electoral votes, and 3 times as many senators, as 

the 5 most urban states. 

The root of the problem stems from favoring geographic 

distribution over proportional representation, with a consti-

tution politically arranged for an agrarian nation which has 

become predominantly urban. 
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As the party of the cities, Democrats find themselves at a 

disadvantage in any geographically based winner-takes-all 

electoral system, where getting 99% of the vote is no better 

than 51%. Gerrymandering adds to the disadvantage. 

Republicans run more state governments than Demo-

crats do, in part because of geopolitical distribution and con-

centration. This gives Republicans more opportunities to 

game the system, which they gleefully have. In the 2012 re-

districting cycle, Republicans delineated the boundaries of 

48% of US lower house districts, while Democrats drew just 

10%. 

Extreme partisan gerrymandering is a real problem in our de-
mocracy. ~ SCOTUS Justice Bret Kavanaugh 

Gerrymandering is nothing new. The founders' ill-con-

ceived rigging was torn asunder within a very few decades. 

Gerrymandering got its name in 1812. 

 

Gerrymandering would not matter so much if the 2 par-

ties were broad churches, where party unity counted for less 

than cross-party consensus on issues. That was how it was 

for much of American history, thanks to racism. 

In the early 19th century, both Democrats and Whigs 

were divided by factions favoring slavery or its abolition. This 

made bipartisan alliance easier. 

After the Civil War, white southerners blamed Lincoln's 

Republicans for laying waste to their homeland and refused 

to vote for that party over the subsequent century. That filled 

the Democratic congressional delegation with segregationist 

and conservative southerners, producing 2 parties with con-

siderable ideological overlap. In the mid-20th century, the 

voting records of 1/3rd of federal legislators were closer to the 

political center than they were the platforms of their parties. 

Then, in the 1960s, responsive to the outcry of oppressed 

urban blacks, Democrats embraced racial equality. Over the 

generation which followed, Republicans swept through the 

south, its success succored by racism.  

The realigned parties become more ideologically distinct, 

both in social policies and the underlying economic driver: 
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corporate power. The voting record of the most liberal Repub-

lican is now well to the right of the most conservative Demo-

crat. The number of moderates in Congress can now be 

counted on one hand. 

With a slim party power margin in the legislature, the 

result has been political gridlock. Congress passed ~40% 

fewer laws per session in the 2 decades since 1994 than it did 

in the 2 decades before. The baleful equilibrium is punctu-

ated by spurts of partisan law-making.  

The only restraint has been discord within a party. Since 

2010, the leaders of the party in power have generally refused 

to bring legislation to the floor that does not command a ma-

jority of their own party. 

Intra-party factionalism curbs the excesses of inter-party fac-

tionalism. ~ American political scientist William Connelly Jr. 

 Judicial Politics  

One of the senate's responsibilities is approving presiden-

tial nominations for federal judgeships. In upholding the law 

and constitution, the judiciary is hypothetically non-political 

– else the illusion of impartiality is exposed for what it is, and 

the legitimacy of the judiciary soiled. As elected politicians 

appoint federal judges, the partisan disease deeply infects 

the American judiciary. 

The Republican-controlled senate refused to confirm judi-

cial appointments by Democratic President Barack Obama 

for years, leaving the federal judiciary anemic. When a su-

preme court opening occurred, the Republican senate 

snubbed Obama's nominee for nearly a year (2016). Once a 

Republican (Donald Trump) was installed in the White 

House, his supreme court nominee, Neil Gorsuch, was briskly 

approved by the senate by a bare majority. 

Up until that time, supreme court nominees needed ap-

proval by 60 out of 100 senators. Democrats, smarting from 

being ignored the year before, and properly concerned about 

the reactionary political beliefs and corruption of the nomi-

nee, refused to play along. So, Republicans – unable to find 

the supermajority needed – simply changed the rules to a 

simple majority vote and approved the nomination. 



 Modern Government 293 
 

When loyalty to a political party or to an individual trumps 
loyalty to the Constitution, the rule of law crumbles. ~ Ameri-
can politician Justin Amash 

Once ensconced (again), the Republican majority in the 

supreme court made it plain that theirs was a biased en-

deavor favoring conservative interests. 

The majority has chosen the winners – black-robed rulers 
overriding citizens' choices. ~ US Supreme Court Justice Elena 
Kagan in 2018, on the tyranny of the court's Republican major-
ity 

In 2018 Trump got to pick another SCOTUS justice. He 

chose mean-spirited Brett Kavanaugh, who repeatedly lied 

during his confirmation hearings and espoused partisan ran-

cor, denouncing "left-wing opposition groups."  

The supreme court must never, never be viewed as a partisan 

institution. ~ Brett Kavanaugh 

An unprecedented 2,400+ American law professors 

signed and sent a petition to the senate, condemning Ka-

vanaugh as unfit to sit on the supreme court. Despite credible 

accusations of Kavanaugh being a serial sex offender, he was 

confirmed.* Both Gorsuch and Kavanaugh were approved by 

senators who represented less than 1/3rd of the electorate. 

With a Republican president and over 100 vacancies on 

the federal bench, the courts were rapidly packed with illib-

eral right-wingers as the 2010s closed; a legacy that will last 

until civilization collapses. 

Throughout the republic's history, the partisanship of 

Congress has been unchecked. Despite the attempted decep-

tion of an independent, impartial judiciary, the courts are 

rank with ideological division. 

How long can the supreme court be expected to maintain the 
least hold upon the respect and confidence of the country?  
~ The New York Times in 1858, reflecting on the politicization 
of SCOTUS 

 
* Brett Kavanaugh joined Clarence Thomas as a sexual malefactor 

on the US Supreme Court. In keeping with their lack of comport-

ment, both of these right-wing men displayed an injudicious ill-

temper during their confirmation hearings. 
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 Federal Budget  

No money shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in Conse-
quence of Appropriations made by Law. ~ US Constitution, Ar-

ticle 1, §9 

Every year the President submits a budget request to 

Congress, which then has its way with it. The President must 

then approve, or veto, the budget that Congress wrought. 

Congress chronically fails miserably in passing an annual 

budget, which is the most basic responsibility of lawmakers. 

In lieu of doing their work, Congress has relied upon a series 

of stopgap measures. 

In fiscal year 2015, the federal budget was $3.8 trillion: 

about $12,000 for every human in the country, which had a 

median income of $50,000. This expenditure represented 21% 

of the US GDP. That year, the federal government spent $560 

billion more than it took in; a typical deficit in percentage 

terms (15%).  

In 2015, $2.5 trillion of the federal budget went to social-

welfare programs. $900 billion was doled out on defense. 

$230 billion serviced interest on accumulated federal debt.  

The federal budget soared to over 40% of GDP during 

World War 2; an aberration that pulled the country of the 

Depression, and so did the economy no relative harm. 

US federal government spending as a percentage of GDP 

rose from 3% in 1930 to 20% by 1975; only dipping modestly 

during Bill Clinton's presidency (1991–2000). 

The federal deficit then rose abruptly, to 24% of GDP, 

during the profligate reign of George Bush Jr. (2001–2008). It 

was a reckless stimulus; creating the economic conditions for 

the financial crash of 2008 and subsequent Great Recession. 

In 2017, after the election of Donald Trump as US Presi-

dent, the Republican Congress granted massive largesse to 

the largest corporations and richest Americans.* The result 

was a rapid ballooning of the federal government deficit: a 

 
* The timing of the Trump tax cuts for those who did not need them 

was remarkable in that the economy had finally revived from the 

2008 recession: the government was kindling fire in the economy 

when the economy was already ablaze. 
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remarkable feat considering the economy was positively vi-

brant, when historically deficits drop because maximal tax 

revenues flow in. 

Despite perpetual vows of fiscal rectitude, Republican ad-

ministrations since Nixon have repeatedly ran budget defi-

cits, with increasing magnitude into the 21st century. The 

Trumpian-Republican whoring of the federal budget to the 

rich marked a milestone in fiscal debauchery. 

 Presidency  

The executive Power shall be vested in a President of the 

United States of America. ~ US Constitution, Article 2, §1 

The president is indirectly elected – via an electoral col-

lege – every 4 years and may only be reelected once. 

 

4 terms, or 16 years, is the most dangerous threat to our free-
dom ever proposed. ~ American politician Thomas Dewey in 
sour grapes mode on his failure to defeat FDR in the 1944 pres-
idential campaign 

Guiding the country through the Great Depression and 

into World War 2, Franklin Delano Roosevelt (FDR) was 

elected to 4 terms in office as president. Immediately after 

the war, the opposition Republican party, which controlled 

Congress, managed to enact the 22nd Amendment to the con-

stitution, limiting a president to 2 terms. 

 Electoral College  

Founders feared that popular elections for president would 
lead presidents to have their own policy agendas rather than 
acting to safeguard the constitution. ~ American political sci-
entist Chris Baylor 

In all the world's other 58 presidential democracies, the 

winner is the one with the most votes. Due to America's elec-

toral college, this does not hold true. A candidate who wins 

narrowly in smaller states can beat one who gets more votes 

overall. This did not matter much for almost all of the 20th 

century, but the past 2 Republican presidents have been mi-

nority presidents: George W. Bush by a modest 0.5%, Donald 
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Trump by a thumping 2.1%: larger than the leads for the vic-

torious John Kennedy in 1960, Richard Nixon in 1968, and 

Jimmy Carter in 1976. 

The US electoral college has thwarted the popular will 5 

times, yielding minority presidents of modest to ill distinc-

tion.  

In a 4-man presidential contest in 1824, where all the 

candidates were in the same party (Democratic-Republican), 

John Quincy Adams was elected over Andrew Jackson, who 

got 38,149 more popular votes. Owing to the 4-way split in 

the popular vote, the electoral college did not give Jackson a 

majority of votes. So, the presidency was decided by the 

House of Representatives, which was helmed by Henry Clay, 

the lowest-polling candidate, and thus not under considera-

tion by the house. Clay swung votes for Adams, denying Jack-

son the prize. For his support, Adams appointed Clay as his 

secretary of state.  

Embittered, Jackson and his supporters created the Dem-

ocratic Party. In the 1828 rematch, Jackson trounced Adams 

in a landslide. 

Rutherford B. Hayes bested Samuel J. Tilden in 1876, af-

ter Tilden came in 264,292 votes ahead. 

In 1888, Grover Cleveland beat Benjamin Harrison, de-

spite being nearly 66,000 votes short.  

Having lost by over 1/2 million votes, the Republican su-

preme court elected George W. Bush president over Al Gore 

in 2000 by squelching a recount of Florida votes where Gore 

would have won.  

In the 2016 election, Donald Trump garnered the elec-

toral votes of 3 swing states (Pennsylvania, Michigan and 

Wisconsin) by a total margin of 83,000 ballots while losing 

the nationwide popular vote to Hillary Clinton by 2.8 million. 

The margin in Clinton's favor would have much wider (and 

Clinton won have won outright) had Republicans not sup-

pressed minority voting and if the vote count otherwise had 

not been rigged outright. 

The electoral college aimed at preventing demagogues 

and bullies from gaining power. On this the system has 

failed, as presidents Bush Jr. and Trump exemplified. 
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The modern electoral college is the worst of all worlds. It does 
not encourage republican virtues, as the founders planned. Nor 
does it confer the democratic legitimacy that modern Americans 
expect. ~ Chris Baylor 

 

The presidency is the apex of federal government admin-

istration. Presidents exercise considerable discretion in their 

selective enforcement of the nation's laws. For instance, un-

der the administration of President Trump, corporate mal-

feasance of all sorts was largely ignored. Trump effectively 

eviscerated environmental and consumer protections so that 

corporations could pollute and exploit without restraint. In 

effect, Trump sewed nothing but chaos and extirpation. 

The governing principle of the Trump administration is total 
irresponsibility, a claim of innocence from a position of power, 
something which happens to be an old fascist trick. ~ American 
historian Timothy Synder 

The greatest leeway granted to the president is in con-

ducting foreign relations. While treaties and acts of war must 

be approved by the senate, presidents have consistently com-

mitted the US to aggression overseas without oversight, and 

with only belated acquiescence.  

As aforementioned, presidents have repeatedly used de-

ception to start wars, or simply have done what they pleased 

without accountability. Despite the notion of checks and bal-

ances, those in government favor state power, regardless of 

their rhetoric. Indeed, very few political office holders, jurists 

included, risk damaging the political institutions they hold 

dear.  

The 1972 Watergate scandal over illicit campaign activi-

ties at the behest of the White House was whitewashed as 

best as the politicians involved could, even as the Democratic 

opposition pressed their advantage.  

People have got to know whether or not their President is a 
crook. Well, I'm not a crook. ~ Richard Nixon regarding the 
Watergate scandal, legalistically relying upon a slang technical-
ity of not being a crook (thief) as contrasted to being crooked 
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Nixon resigned rather than further damage the presi-

dency and his legacy any worse than he had already. His 

hand-picked successor, Gerald Ford, pardoned Nixon for the 

same reason. Ford forsook his chance for election to the office 

in doing so. 

On account of being a democracy and run by the people, we 
are the only nation in the world that has to keep a government 
4 years, no matter what it does. ~ American entertainer Will 
Rogers 

Several presidents have stretched or exceeded the consti-

tutional limits of presidential power with certain initiatives. 

But it was not until Donald Trump assumed the office that it 

became clear an American president has practically imperial 

power, especially when at least one chamber of Congress is 

disposed to allow it, and more so if the federal courts have 

been stacked with enabling partisans (as was the case during 

Trump's reign). Trump proved to be a triumph in illustrating 

how pathetic the US constitution design was in failing to pro-

vide for representative government via elections, and how 

the prized checks-and-balances supposedly built in is a chi-

mera.  

One man may as easily destroy as govern. ~ Ursula Le Guin 

 

Federal administration is accomplished by a vast bureau-

cracy, divided into agencies. The President's cabinet of 15 are 

the heads of these executive departments. Cabinet members 

must be approved by the senate. 

In 2014 there were 4.2 million federal personnel, includ-

ing 1.5 million in the military. Belying their rhetoric about 

downsizing government, from the 1960s, Republican presi-

dents have consistently engorged federal employment, while 

Democrats have pruned it. 

 Vice President  

If we don't succeed, we run the risk of failure. ~ US Repub-
lican Vice President Dan Quayle 

The vice presidency was created by the Constitutional 

Congress as part of a convoluted scheme to prevent electoral 
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college electors from trying to game the system to favor their 

own state's candidate, thereby producing deadlocked elec-

tions.* Distrust of democracy ran deep in the founding fa-

thers. 

The vice president is 1st in line to succeed a president if 

he does not fulfill his term, for whatever reason. This has 

happened 9 times: 4 assassinations (Lincoln, Garfield, 

McKinley, Kennedy), 4 medical deaths (William Harrison, 

Taylor, Harding, FDR), and 1 resignation (Nixon).†  

Historically, beyond sending VPs overseas on diplomatic 

niceties, the vice presidency has typically been something of 

a 5th wheel in the administration.  

President Clinton was a notable exception in making ful-

some use of his like-minded VP, Al Gore. Clinton's successor 

went further. 

Given the task of finding a VP for Bush Jr., Dick Cheney 

nominated himself. Cheney had acquitted himself well in 

Bush Sr.'s administration as Secretary of Defense. In the 

Bush Jr. administration, Cheney played COO to Bush's CEO 

shtick. 

 

The presidency is not merely an administrative office. That's 
the least of it. It is preeminently a place of moral leadership.  
~ Franklin Roosevelt 

Presidential democracies have the clearest segregation of 

powers, and so, supposedly, superior checks and balances be-

tween those powers. The United States demonstrates how 

such a system can work diligently against societal interests. 

 

 
* Each electoral college elector has 2 votes. 1 must be cast for a 

presidential candidate outside the state that the elector resides 

in. Fearing that electors would throw away their 2nd vote to bol-

ster their favorite son's chances of winning, Constitutional Con-

vention delegates decided that the runner-up in the voting would 

become the vice president. 

† President Harrison died of pneumonia, Taylor of digestive illness, 

Harding and FDR of a cerebral hemorrhage. 
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Some countries have transitioned to democracy but have 

maintained a remnant of traditional absolutism. The UK, 

Norway, and the Netherlands are exemplary parliamentary 

democracies with a titular non-partisan monarch. 

The best argument against democracy is a 5-minute conver-

sation with the average voter. ~ Winston Churchill 

 United Kingdom  
The United Kingdom (UK) comprises the islands of Great 

Britain and a fragment of north Ireland. Scotland – the 

northern half of the British Isles – politically merged with 

England in 1707 to render the United Kingdom of Great Brit-

ain. 

Wales lies in the western part of England. Wales was an-

nexed by England in the mid-16th century but has retained 

its cultural identity over the centuries. 

 The Monarchy  

Executive power in Great Britain is inseparably inter-

twined with the tradition of monarchy, which reaches back to 

the early medieval kings of England, Scotland, and Wales. 

The monarchy of the Kingdom of England began with Al-

fred the Great (849–899) and ended with Queen Anne (1665–

1714), who became queen of Great Britain when England 

merged with Scotland in 1707. 

Alfred the Great was King of Wessex at the end of the 9th 

century. Alfred successfully defended his kingdom against an 

attempted Viking conquest. Alfred had become the dominant 

ruler in England by the time he died.  

Wessex was an Anglo-Saxon kingdom in south England 

from 519 until the early 10th century, when England was 

unified by Athelstan (894–939), who became king. Athelstan 

centralized government. His legal reforms built upon the 

work of his grandfather, Alfred the Great.  

Athelstan adroitly handled foreign relations, arranging 

the marriages of several of his sisters to continental rulers. 

His dominance was acknowledged by Welsh kings. 
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William I (1028–1087), known as William the Conqueror, 

was the 1st Norman King of England (1066–1087). A descend-

ant of Viking raiders, William accomplished what Alfred had 

avoided. 

 Queen Elizabeth I  

We have a wise and religious queen. ~ English bishop John 
Jewell in 1559 

England ascended as a global power in the 

16th century under Queen Elizabeth I (1533–

1603), whose nearly half century reign (1558–

1603) became known as the Elizabethan Age. 

Elizabeth's life got off to an inauspicious 

start, enduring events that would both 

sharpen her resolve and scar her emotionally.  

Elizabeth was the daughter of King Henry 

VIII and his 2nd wife, Anne Boleyn. Married to his 1st wife, 

Catherine of Aragon, Henry lusted after Anne, who refused 

to become his mistress as her sister had. So, Henry defied the 

pope to divorce Catherine, who had borne him a daughter, 

Mary. 

Henry's hopes of Anne bearing him a son, thus ensuring 

a stable dynastic succession, were dashed with the birth of a 

girl (Elizabeth), followed by 2 miscarriages. 

 Anne's sexual magnetism waned. It had been her main 

attraction, at least to Henry.  

Anne's ready wit cut 2 ways. Sharp-tongued, she had a 

venomous temper and tendency to hysteria. Henry lost inter-

est in her, to the extent of having Anne's head parted from 

her body.  

Elizabeth was not yet 3 years old when Anne was be-

headed. By the age of 6, her precocious seriousness was ap-

parent. 

Elizabeth received the rigorous classical education usu-

ally reserved for male heirs. Besides Greek and Latin, she 

became fluent in French and Italian. By the end of her days, 

Elizabeth had also mastered Welsh, Cornish, Scottish, and 

Irish. 
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Her mind has no womanly weakness. Her perseverance is 
equal to that of a man, and her memory long keeps what it 
quickly picks up. ~ Elizabeth's tutor, English scholar Roger As-
cham 

As a young teen, Elizabeth suffered the attentions of her 

adopted guardian, the unscrupulous Thomas Seymour, who 

married the Queen, Catherine Parr, Henry's widow (his 6th 

and last wife). Parr had Elizabeth sent away in May 1548, 

after discovering Seymour embracing her. After Parr died in 

childbirth, Seymour renewed his affections to Elizabeth.  

Seymour's earlier illicit lust for Elizabeth became known 

then. He was arrested and beheaded on suspicion of plotting 

to marry Elizabeth and overthrow the Lord Protector for then 

King Edward VI, who was king from age 10 to his death from 

illness at 15.  

Edward was the son of Henry VIII and Jane Seymour, 

Thomas Seymour's sister and Henry's 3rd wife. Jane died 

from postnatal complications less than 2 weeks after Edward 

was born.  

Edward's brief reign was beset by economic malaise and 

social unrest, culminating in riot and rebellion in 1549. An 

expensive war with Scotland went from early success to with-

drawal. 

Edward's will excluded Mary and Elizabeth from succes-

sion, declaring instead Lady Jane Grey, granddaughter of 

Henry VIII's sister Mary, as his heir. Lady Jane was queen 

for all of 9 days before being deposed and later beheaded; a 

victim of Mary and her supporters. 

On 3 August 1553, Mary rode triumphantly into London 

to take the throne. Elizabeth was at her side. 

Mary I was a religious zealot who strove to restore Eng-

land to Roman Catholicism. In 1554, Protestants rebelled 

against her determination to marry Catholic King Philip II 

of Spain. Thomas Wyatt was one of the rebellion's leaders. 

Elizabeth was imprisoned for nearly a year for her sup-

posed participation in Wyatt's rebellion. But then she was re-

called to court to attend the finality of Mary's supposed 

pregnancy; an event which would have determined Eliza-

beth's fate, had a baby been in the offing. 
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But Mary was not pregnant; only bloated. Medieval roy-

als were not known for having decent diets. Henry VIII had 

ballooned his way out of existence, managing to go from the 

epitome of manhood to grotesquely obese within 3 decades. 

After a series of false pregnancies, Mary – childless and 

depressed – died at 42. 

It rained during much of Mary's reign, with flooding lead-

ing to famine. Her people were happy to see her in the 

ground. 

During her 5-year stint as sovereign, Mary had some 300 

heretics burned at the stake, earning the sobriquet Bloody 

Mary. Mary's repressive rule paved the way for heartfelt pop-

ular celebration of Elizabeth's coronation. 

Upon her accession at age 25, Elizabeth opted for Protes-

tantism, albeit careful at first not to offend Catholics. 

Though Elizabeth dallied with childhood friend Robert 

Dudley, she never married. She instead became the Virgin 

Queen, who declared that she was married to her kingdom 

and subjects. Elizabeth spoke of "all my husbands, my good 

people." 

Though war was never-ending, Elizabeth's foreign policy 

was largely defensive. She actively pursued naval power, 

which paid off in the war against Spain, fought mostly at sea. 

English seafaring prowess led to self-enrichment and pi-

racy by those with boats; nefariousness over which Elizabeth 

had little control. 

By 1590, conflicts with Spain and Ireland had taken their 

toll. Taxes had risen to riotous levels.  

Poor harvests generated inflation. The general standard 

of living fell, and along with it, Elizabeth's popularity. A new, 

less sage generation in political power spelt factionalism and 

a decline in Elizabeth's authority. 

During the last years of her reign, Elizabeth came to rely 

on granting monopolies as a seemingly cost-free system of 

patronage, rather than beseeching Parliament for more sub-

sidies in a time of war. This corrupt practice soon led to price-

fixing, the enrichment of courtiers at public expense, and 

widespread resentment. It culminated in parliamentary pro-

test, which Elizabeth subdued by professing ignorance of the 

abuses, and lamenting "the wringers of the poor." 
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The reign of Elizabeth I was a period of gross economic 

inequity and political uncertainty which nonetheless pro-

duced an unsurpassed literary flowering in England, spon-

sored by the patronage of the nobility and the moneyed 

merchant class. Playwrights William Shakespeare and 

Christopher Marlow ushered in a golden era of English thea-

ter. Hence, the tumult of the times gradually transformed 

into fond remembrance of the Elizabethan Age. 

In the end, this shall be for me sufficient, that a marble stone 
shall declare that a queen, having reigned such a time, lived and 
died a virgin. ~ Queen Elizabeth I in 1559 

 Parliament  

Democracy means government by discussion, but it is only 
effective if you can stop people talking. ~ English politician 
Clement Atlee 

The roots of British parliamentary government trace to 

the 13th century Magna Carta, when King John was called 

to account by the nobility. The bicameral parliament that 

evolved in the following century served as a model for others 

throughout the world. 

The lower house of Parliament – the House of Commons 

– is an elected body of 650, known as Members of Parliament 

(MPs). Members are elected to represent constituencies (dis-

tricts) by first-past-the-post and hold their seats until Parlia-

ment is dissolved. 533 constituencies are in England, 59 in 

Scotland, 40 in Wales, and 18 in Northern Ireland. 

The US holds its elections on Tuesdays. In the UK, Thurs-

day is election day. This convention dates to 1931, when the 

electoral commission set the day to coincide with market day, 

to make it easier for those who had travel to town to cast their 

ballots. 

Though there are several political parties in the UK, the 

centre-right Conservatives (aka Tories) and centre-left La-

bour are by far the major parties. Labour replaced the aptly 

named Liberal party as the Tories' main rival in the late 

1920s. 
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The upper house of Parliament – the House of Lords – 

comprises appointed landed nobility (Lords Temporal) and 

clergy (Lords Spiritual).  

Lords Temporal are appointed by the monarch on advice 

of the Prime Minister or the House of Lords Appointments 

Commission. Some are hereditary peers: lordship passed 

down through the generations.  

Lords Spiritual are appointed by the Church of England. 

They now number no more than 26 out of 819 in the House of 

Lords.  

The size of the House of Lords has varied greatly through 

time. From ~50 in the early 1700s, Lords proliferated to 1,330 

in 1999. Peers were pruned the next year to 669, but in the 

early 21st century the number of Lords again grew. 

The power of the House of Lords has waxed and waned 

over the centuries. Nobility suffered during the civil wars of 

the 15th century (Wars of the Roses) but remained more pow-

erful than the House of Commons until the mid-17th century, 

when Lords' power evaporated in the wake of the English 

Civil War. The House of Lords regained stature during the 

19th century but remains subordinate to the lower House of 

Commons. 

The House of Lords holds the government to account, 

scrutinizing bills approved by the House of Commons. The 

House of Lords cannot veto bills, but may delay passage, and 

so force reconsideration. 

Most bills are introduced in the Commons, but Lords may 

introduce legislation, though not money bills, which are be-

yond their purview. 

In 2015, the House of Commons passed a measure to cut 

tax credits the next year. Objecting to a reduction of welfare 

for those most in need, the Lords rejected the bill, delaying 

its passage. This raised a constitutional question, as to 

whether the House of Lords had the right to interfere. In this 

instance, to stifle debate in the Commons, the bill was set as 

a statutory instrument, not a money bill, which the House of 

Lords could not have touched. 
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Theoretics aside, the British government is primarily 

held accountable by the House of Commons. The prime min-

ister (PM) stays in office only as long has s/he retains MP 

majority support.  

Since 2011, Commons terms are nominally 5 years. But a 

vote of no confidence in the prime minister brings about a 

general election. A prime minister may resign, in which case 

the premiership goes to whoever can command a majority in 

the House of Commons. 

 Prime Minister  

The prime minister is typically the leader of the largest 

party in the Commons. Since 1963, by convention, the prime 

minister is a member of the House of Commons.  

Prime ministers must be an MP or Lord. The handful ap-

pointed to the post who were outside parliament subse-

quently entered, either by a Commons by-election or by 

receiving a peerage. 

The prime minister picks a cabinet from Parliament col-

leagues with functions as the PM sees fit. Unlike the US, the 

task areas assigned cabinet ministers do not necessarily have 

a strict one-to-one correspondence to executive bureaucra-

cies. There is considerable flexibility. 

 Winston Churchill  

Words are the only things which last forever.* 
~ Winston Churchill 

Winston Churchill (1874–1965) was born 

into an aristocratic family. Neglected by his 

parents, Winston became close to his nanny, 

Elizabeth Ann Everest.  

Independent and rebellious by nature, 

Churchill was a poor student, but he grew to 

love the English language. In his early years, Winston had 

some trouble speaking it: he had a lisp and tended to stutter. 

 
* "Short words are best, and old words when short are best of all." 



 Modern Government 307 
 

Churchill overcame these speech impediments to be remem-

bered as a powerful orator, most notably inspiring the public 

in radio broadcasts to keep a stiff upper lip during the dark 

days of World War 2. 

Winston's poor academic record convinced his father that 

a military career was the ticket for his son. On his 3rd at-

tempt, Churchill managed pass the entrance exam to the 

Royal Military College. Once there, he applied himself, grad-

uating 20th in a class of 130. 

During military service, Churchill used family influence 

to arrange postings to active campaigns. He watched the 

Spanish fight Cuban guerrillas during the Cuban War.  

In India, Churchill was considered one of the best polo 

players in his regiment. More significantly, Churchill's cour-

age in combat was unquestionable. He proved it in India, 

Egypt, and South Africa. 

Churchill left military duty in May 1899, and attempted 

politics upon invitation by the Conservative Party. 

On his 1st run for office, Churchill went door to door so-

liciting votes. An irritable old man answered his door upon 

Churchill's knock. Churchill introduced himself. The man 

said, "Vote for you? Why I'd rather vote for the devil!" "I un-

derstand," Churchill empathetically replied. "But in case 

your friend is not running, may I count on your support?" 

Churchill's vigorous campaigning did not earn him a seat 

in the Commons on his 1st try, so he went to cover the 2nd 

Boer War as a newspaper correspondent. On a scouting ex-

pedition with troops, where his gallantry was commendable, 

Churchill was captured and imprisoned. He escaped, and 

with a companion traveled 480 km on foot to safety in Portu-

guese East Africa. 

Churchill's escape made him a minor national hero for a 

time. Instead of returning home, he rejoined the army in 

South Africa to fight as part of the cavalry.  

In 1900, Churchill retired from the regular army. He 

gained a seat in the Commons and wrote 2 books on his Boer 

War experiences. In 1902, he volunteered for the Imperial 

Yeomanry, a British cavalry regiment. 
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In Parliament, Churchill looked after the working man. 

In 1908, Churchill introduced the bill that set up the 1st min-

imum wages in Britain. The next year he was instrumental 

in setting up labour exchanges that helped the unemployed 

find work. Churchill helped draft the 1st unemployment pen-

sion legislation in 1911. 

The unnatural and increasingly rapid growth of the feeble-
minded and insane classes constitutes a national and race dan-
ger which it is impossible to exaggerate. ~ Winston Churchill 

A supporter of eugenics, Churchill participated in draft-

ing the Mental Deficiency Act of 1913, which institutional-

ized people deemed "feeble-minded" or "morally defective." 

This followed on the 1886 Idiots Act, which made a legal dis-

tinction between "idiots" and "imbeciles." 

Churchill favored compulsory labour camps for "mental 

defectives," and forced sterilization for the feeble-minded. 

These measures did not become law. 

Churchill resigned from the government and rejoined the 

British Army in 1915. He did not fight in World War 1 but 

did expose himself to danger with excursions to the front 

lines. 

The Great War differed from all ancient wars in the immense 
power of the combatants and their fearful agencies of destruc-
tion, and from all modern wars in the utter ruthlessness with 
which it was fought. ~ Winston Churchill 

Churchill saw a sensational rise to prominence in na-

tional politics before World War 1; switching from the Con-

servative to Liberal Party in 1904. But he acquired a 

reputation for erratic judgment during the war and in the 

decade that followed. Churchill rejoined the Conservative 

party in 1924. 

In his life, the 2 people to whom Churchill felt the most 

affection were his nanny and his wife, Clementine; but he re-

garded women as nothing more than the abettors of men. 

Churchill had opposed women's suffrage as "contrary to nat-

ural law and the practice of civilized states." Women were 

"adequately represented by their husbands." 

In this, and democracy in general, Churchill was reaction-

ary. As late as the 1930s, Churchill wrote newspaper articles 
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advocating the abandonment of "complete democracy," favor-

ing return to the traditional system that favored "more re-

sponsible elements." 

In the House of Commons one day, Churchill observed an 

elderly MP listening to Stanley Baldwin through an ear 

trumpet; whereupon Churchill inquired, "Why does that idiot 

deny himself his natural advantage?" (of being hard of hear-

ing). 

As Chancellor of the Exchequer, Churchill oversaw Brit-

ain's disastrous return to the gold standard in 1925, which 

caused deflation, unemployment, and led to the General 

Strike of 1926. Though returning to the gold standard was a 

popular move at the time, several economists, including 

Keynes, who was consulted before the decision was made, 

foresaw dire consequences. Churchill later called the gold 

standard decision the greatest mistake in his life. 

Very few men are able to make more than one really bad mis-
take. ~ Winston Churchill 

Politically suspect in consequence, Churchill was a lonely 

public figure for over a decade. 

Of all the talents bestowed upon men, none is so precious as 
the gift of oratory. Abandoned by his party, betrayed by his 
friends, stripped of his offices, whoever can command this 
power is still formidable. ~ Winston Churchill 

Tribal to the core, Churchill lacked a general humanitar-

ian streak. 

I am strongly in favour of using poisoned gas against uncivi-
lised tribes. ~ Winston Churchill 

This from a man who hated communism because of "the 

bloody and devastating terrorism which they practice in 

every land into which they have broken." Needless to say, 

Churchill's reading on the rise of imperial Britain may have 

been a bit biased. 

We are for the ladder. Let all try their best to climb. They 
[socialists] are for the queue. ~ Winston Churchill 

Born with a silver spoon in his mouth and using his posi-

tion of privilege to the hilt as a young man, Churchill had no 

taste for socialism. 
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One might as well legalise sodomy as recognise the Bolshe-

viks. ~ Winston Churchill 

From the Russian Revolution on, Churchill was con-

cerned about communists and "the schemes of the Interna-

tional Jews": a "sinister" worldwide conspiracy by "atheistical 

Jews" to "overthrow civilisation." 

Tell your boss that anti-Semitism may be a good starter, but 
it's a bad sticker. ~ Winston Churchill to Hitler associate Putzi 
Hanfstaengl in 1932 

Churchill favored the Japanese invasion of Manchuria in 

1931. 

I hope we shall try in England to understand the position of 
Japan, an ancient state. On the one side they have the dark men-
ace of Soviet Russia. On the other the chaos of China, 4 or 5 
provinces of which are being tortured under communist rule.  
~ Winston Churchill 

Churchill opposed Gandhi's peaceful resolve to end Brit-

ish rule in India, proclaiming in 1920 that Gandhi "ought to 

be lain bound hand and foot at the gates of Delhi, and then 

trampled on by an enormous elephant with the new Viceroy 

seated on its back." 

I hate Indians. They are a beastly people with a beastly reli-
gion. ~ Winston Churchill 

Though he spoke often of the danger in letting Germany 

rearm after the Great War, Churchill's attitude toward fas-

cism was ambiguous.  

If I had been an Italian, I am sure I would have been entirely 
with you from the beginning to the end of your victorious strug-
gle against the bestial appetites and passions of Leninism.  
~ Winston Churchill to Benito Mussolini in 1927 

Churchill continued to praise Mussolini until 1937. In 

contrast, against Hitler's Nazis, Churchill was adamant. 

If I had to choose between communism and Nazism, I would 
choose communism. ~ Winston Churchill in 1937 

English Conservative politician Neville Chamberlin was 

prime minister from May 1937 to May 1940. His response to 

the rise of Nazism was appeasement. 
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An appeaser is one who feeds a crocodile, hoping it will eat 

him last. ~ Winston Churchill 

In September 1938, Chamberlain went to Germany, 

where he and France's head of state agreed to Hitler's many 

demands, including ceding the Sudetenland, which were ar-

eas in Czechoslovakia heavily populated by Germans. In this, 

appeasement meant leaving Czechoslovakia defenseless.  

Chamberlain returned to England a popular hero. He 

spoke of "peace for our time," while nonetheless ordering the 

acceleration of British war preparations. 

Chamberlain repudiated his placation policy when Hitler 

seized all of Czechoslovakia. When Hitler attacked Poland, 

Britain declared war on Germany (3 September 1939). 

Churchill's political isolation ended that day. Chamberlin 

appointed Churchill to his previous post in charge of the Ad-

miralty. 

Don't talk to me about naval tradition. It's nothing but rum, 

sodomy and the lash. ~ Winston Churchill 

Though the navy was essential to the initial wartime mis-

sions, Chamberlin got blamed for early military defeats, and 

resigned 10 May 1940: the day that Germany invaded the 

Low Countries. Chamberlin wanted his foreign secretary, 

Lord Halifax to succeed him, but Halifax declined. 

From there it was obvious that Churchill was the only one 

who could unite and lead the nation. A coalition government 

was formed, leaving out only the elements on the far left and 

right. Besides prime minister, Churchill also took the post of 

minister of defence. 

A haunted, morbid being, who, to their eternal shame, the 
German people in their bewilderment have worshipped as a 
god. ~ Winston Churchill on Adolf Hitler 

On 13 May 1940, Churchill addressed the House of Com-

mons for the 1st time as prime minister. He warned of the 

hard road ahead: "I have nothing to offer but blood, toil, tears 

and sweat."  

If this long island story of ours is to end at last, let it end only 
when each of us lies choking in his own blood upon the ground. 
~ Winston Churchill to his Cabinet in 1940 
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The situation for Britain was dire. Some wanted to nego-

tiate peace, but Churchill committed himself and the nation 

to all-out war until victory was achieved.  

We shall never surrender. ~ Winston Churchill 

Halifax thought Churchill "foolish," dismissing his ada-

mant resistance to exploring peace as "the most frightful rot." 

Halifax's virtues have done more harm in the world than the 

vices of hundreds of other people. ~ Winston Churchill 

Churchill's erratic judgment never left him. In 1938, he 

criticized the Hurricane and Spitfire fighter planes which 

would save England in 1940. 

Churchill was initially convinced that armored ships 

were practically invincible against bombers. He persisted in 

believing, contrary to experience, that resistance movements 

inside occupied countries could be effective. During the war, 

Churchill ordered studies of chemical warfare as a reprisal 

scheme for destroying German towns one by one. 

The wielding of power keeps men young. ~ Winston 
Churchill 

That Churchill was an inspiring war leader, working well 

with Parliament, is doubtless. The war energized Churchill, 

who was 65 when he became prime minister. 

If Hitler invaded Hell, I would make at least a favourable ref-
erence to the Devil in the House of Commons. ~ Winston 
Churchill 

France fell like a house of cards, leaving Britain the sole 

bulwark against Germany until 1942, when Hitler attacked 

the Soviet Union, and the United States joined World War 2 

following the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor (7 December 

1941). 

The coalition government broke up in May 1945, just be-

fore the war was won. Churchill lost the election that fol-

lowed, spending the next 6 years as leader of the opposition. 

Churchill became prime minister again in the general 

election of October 1951. His domestic priorities went toward 

workers' well-being and improving housing. 

Domestic affairs were overshadowed by a series of foreign 

policy crises which stemmed from Britain's decline as a world 
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power. Though Churchill proclaimed that he would "not pre-

side over a dismemberment" of the British Empire, that was 

exactly what he did, even as he fought against it. 

Churchill fostered the "special relationship" that the UK 

had with the US. He visited America 4 times during his 2nd 

term as prime minister. 

Though his physical and mental health was declining – 

having suffered a series of strokes from 1949 – Churchill 

hung on as prime minister until 1955. Sunk into the melan-

choly of old age, he reluctantly retired from Parliament alto-

gether in 1964. 

When Churchill stepped down from office for the last 

time, he lost focus, becoming slower, deafer. He nostalgically 

spent hours listening to recordings of his speeches. 

Churchill suffered a severe stroke in mid-January 1965 

and expired shortly thereafter, dying 70 years to the day af-

ter his father's death. He was 90 years old. 

Once asked whether he was flattered by the crowds 

drawn to his speeches, Churchill reflected, "It is quite flatter-

ing, but whenever I feel this way I always remember that, if 

instead of making a political speech I was being hanged, the 

crowd would be twice as big." 

 Alec Douglas-Home  

Since 1902, all prime ministers have been Commons 

members, except Alec Douglas-Home, who disclaimed his 

peerage 3 days after becoming prime minister, and was a 

month later elected to the House of Commons.  

Home was prime minister from October 1963 to October 

1964. He was appointed after Harold Macmillan resigned the 

post, ostensibly over illness. 

Home was criticized as an out-of-touch aristocrat by the 

opposition Labour Party. The Conservative Party had been 

in office since 1951 but was weakened by the Profumo affair. 

John Profumo, the Secretary of State for War in Macmil-

lan's government, had a sexual affair with Christine Keeler, 

a 19-year-old model and showgirl. At first, he denied the liai-

son, but was forced to admit the truth a few weeks later.  



314 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

The scandal grew when it came out that Keeler was let-

ting Captain Yevgeny Ivanov, a Soviet naval attaché and spy, 

sail into her harbor contemporaneous with Profumo being 

pleasured. Aside from vital fluids, a spurious rumor sprung 

of a possible security leak. 

After a narrow defeat in the general election, Home re-

signed the leadership of his party. His was the 2nd-shortest 

premiership of the 20th century.* 

 Margaret Thatcher  

She was a tigress surrounded by hamsters. ~ English Con-
servative politician John Biffen on Margaret Thatcher 

Margaret Thatcher (1925–2013) was the 

longest-serving British prime minister of 

the 20th century (1979–1990).  

Thatcher was a research chemist before 

becoming a barrister. She was first elected 

as a Conservative Party MP in 1959. 

Thatcher's drive earned her rapid promo-

tion.  

Thatcher's positions were not always consistent with her 

party. She supported capital punishment and favored restor-

ing birching as a corporal punishment.† Thatcher supported 

decriminalization of male homosexuality and legalization of 

abortion but voted against relaxing divorce laws. She voted 

to ban hare coursing. 

Thatcher was a staunch supporter of markets unfettered. 

She opposed tax hikes, as well as wage and price controls to 

combat inflation. 

When the Conservatives took power in 1970 under Ed-

ward Heath, Thatcher was appointed to the cabinet as Secre-

tary for Education and Science. She garnered the public's 

 
* Bonar Law was the prime minister with the shortest term of office 

(211 days) in the 20th century. Having been elected prime minis-

ter in November 1922, he resigned in May 1923 owing to severe 

throat cancer. He died later that year. 

† Birching is beating, typically on the buttocks or back, with a birch 

rod. 
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attention by cutting the public education budget, most nota-

bly abolishing free milk for school children. Opposition MPs 

cried: "Margaret Thatcher, milk snatcher." 

At the time, the government was spending more on free 

milk than on books for school. Much of the milk was never 

drunk, partly because the crates of little bottles were not 

properly refrigerated, and partly because children's tastes 

had moved on from milk. 

Labour had already stopped the supply to secondary 

schools with no public outcry. Thatcher was simply continu-

ing an establish policy. 

I had incurred the maximum of political odium for the mini-
mum of political benefit. ~ Margaret Thatcher on her lesson 
learned as reputed milk snatcher 

The Heath government fumbled union demands for wage 

increases and had the bad luck to be prime minister during 

the 1973 Arab oil embargo. Heath lost the February 1974 

general election. In the aftermath, Thatcher gained party 

leadership. 

In January 1976, in a breathtaking display of anti-diplo-

macy, Thatcher made a scathing attack on the Soviet Union. 

From that a Soviet newspaper dubbed her the "Iron Lady," a 

sobriquet she gladly adopted. 

Later, as prime minister, Thatcher aligned herself with 

the anti-Communist rhetoric of Ronald Reagan. But she 

never did trust Reagan after he lied to her about the October 

1983 US invasion of Grenada, which she strongly opposed.  

Grenada was a former British colony. The UN declared 

the invasion "a flagrant violation of international law." 

Thatcher took tutelage from economists opposed to the 

welfare state, and government in general, instead favoring 

unbridled business. Friedrich Hayek was her favorite: an 

Austrian-born Brit who embraced classical liberalism. With 

his simple-minded supply-side economics, Reagan attempted 

much the same thing. 

The incumbent Labour government struggled over the 

weak economy in the late 1970s. Confidence was lost after a 

series of strikes in what became known as the "Winter of Dis-

content" (1978–1979). 



316 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

In the election that followed, Conservatives won. 

Thatcher became prime minister on 4 May 1979. Thus began 

what came to be called Thatcherism. 

There can be no liberty unless there is economic liberty.  

~ Margaret Thatcher 

Thatcher immediately went to work implementing her 

radical ideological vision, which ran counter to compassion 

and conventional economic theories. Inheriting a weak econ-

omy, Thatcher reduced or eliminated many governmental 

regulations, and subsidies, to businesses. This purged the 

manufacturing industry. 

Production output dropped precipitously. Inflation dou-

bled in 14 months, climbing to over 20%. 

Unemployment soared. 1.3 million were out of work in 

1979. By 1982, unemployment had doubled. Property crime 

surged as the destitute struggled to survive. 

Thatcher lowered direct taxes on income while increasing 

indirect taxes. She increased interest rates to lower inflation, 

and curbed public spending, especially social services such as 

education and housing. 

Britain fell into recession. As it grew deeper, Thatcher in-

creased taxes, to the dismay of most economists: 364 of which 

publicly condemned her policies. 

This lady is not for turning. ~ Margaret Thatcher in 1980 

There were riots over these policies that worsened unem-

ployment. Only 23% of the electorate approved of the Iron 

Lady, the lowest ever recorded. 

The British economy hit bottom by the end of 1981 and 

started a cyclical upturn in 1982. Inflation went down from 

18% to 8.6%.  

But unemployment was over 3 million for the 1st time 

since the Great Depression. Though the economy continued 

to recover in the next 2 years, the jobs situation did not im-

prove. Unemployment peaked at 3.3 million in 1984. 

 

On 2 April 1982, Argentina's ruling military junta in-

sanely ordered the invasion of the British-controlled Falk-

land Islands and South Georgia. It triggered the Falklands 
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War, which lasted all of 2 months; 3 weeks of which involved 

Britain bringing its warships down from the North Sea. After 

a few brief battles, Argentina surrendered 14 June. 

Though she had neglected the islands' defense before-

hand, Thatcher was a competent war leader. The war in-

spired confidence in her government, and so was 

instrumental in the economic recovery that was getting un-

derway (economics being a confidence game). 

 

We always have to be aware of the enemy within, which is 
much more difficult to fight and more dangerous to liberty.  
~ Margaret Thatcher on trade unions 

Thatcher was no friend to the working class. According to 

the BBC, "she managed to destroy the power of the trade un-

ions for almost a generation." Work stoppages fell steadily 

during the Thatcher reign, as did trade union membership. 

Privatization was a key ingredient of Thatcherism, as 

was financial deregulation. The aim was to fuel economic 

growth. 

Thatcher sold off government-owned steel and airline 

companies, and many state utilities (water, gas, electricity, 

telecoms), but adamantly resisted privatizing rail transport. 

She changed her mind shortly before her resignation.  

Railway privatisation will be the Waterloo of this govern-

ment. ~ Margaret Thatcher in 1983 

John Major implemented the privatization of British Rail 

that Thatcher had relented to. The Economist magazine later 

considered the decision "a disaster," as Thatcher had first 

feared. 

Overall, privatization proved a mixed picture with regard 

to performance improvement and benefit to consumers. The 

government increased regulations on the natural monopolies 

that went private. 

Thatcher supported protecting the environment. She 

helped raise awareness of pollution, acid rain, and climate 

change in the early 1980s. 
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Throughout the 1980s, the British government had a 

windfall from a 90% tax on North Sea oil extraction. Thatcher 

used it as a buffer to shift taxes.  

Her imposition of a poll tax provoked riots in May 1990. 

Her successor, John Major, abolished the charge. 

Thatcher's reign illustrates how leaders of parliamentary 

democracies may rely upon short memories. Following on the 

heels of the Falkland victory, with the economy in an up-

swing, Thatcher called for an election in May 1983. A divided 

opposition helped propel her to reelection. 

Thatcher was reelected for a 3rd term in June 1987, tak-

ing credit for a revived economy. Inflation stood at 4%. Un-

employment had fallen below 3 million for the first time since 

1981.  

In the 1987 election, the opposition Labour Party im-

proved its position considerably from 4 years earlier; but it 

was not enough to knock Thatcher off her perch. 

To me, consensus seems to be the process of abandoning all 
beliefs, principles, values, and policies. So it is something in 
which no one believes and to which no one objects. ~ Marga-
ret Thatcher 

The Conservative Party was always more popular than 

Margaret Thatcher. A politician of conviction, not polls, 

Thatcher's combative personality and willingness to ride 

roughshod over colleagues' opinions sowed discontent. 

I don't mind how much my ministers talk, as long as they do 
what I say. ~ Margaret Thatcher 

Thatcher's management style was evident in the difficul-

ties she had in handling her cabinet. It led to her downfall. 

On 1 November 1990, Geoffrey Howe, the last remaining 

member of Thatcher's original cabinet, resigned. His final 

embitterment was Thatcher's refusal to join the European 

mechanism for currency stability. 

Howe's resignation signaled the death knell for Thatcher 

as prime minister. She was deposed and replaced by John 

Major as party leader.  

Thatcher stayed 2 years in the backbenches as MP, then 

retired from the Commons.  



 Modern Government 319 
 

Besides becoming a highly paid consultant for tobacco 

company Philip Morris, Thatcher kibitzed on world affairs. 

Her last hurrah in that regard was to promote the 2003 in-

vasion of Iraq that US President George W. Bush undertook, 

backed by the current PM, Tony Blair. 

 Germany  
As the power of the ancient Roman Empire waned, un-

conquered Germanic tribes took over. Among these were the 

Goths, Franks, Lombards, and Saxons. 

In the early 9th century, the Franks under Charlemagne 

created an empire that stretched from the Pyrenees to the 

North Sea and the Baltic down to northern Italy. The empire 

broke up upon Charlemagne's death, but small German 

states continued their feudal allegiance to a German king. 

A series of dynasties vied to control Germany, but they 

had to contend with the power of medieval popes, who 

claimed ultimate authority over the so-called Holy Roman 

Empire. This did not stop Germanic expansion, as settlers 

took over Slav and Baltic lands.  

The empire evolved a system of electors, princes, and 

bishops who selected their "emperor." In time, the Austrian 

Hapsburgs became hereditary holders of the title, though 

with little authority outside their own lands. 

Following the Reformation, most of northern Germany 

became Protestant. This religious transformation touched off 

the 30 Years' War (1618–1648): a devastating conflict that cost 

the lives of millions in a struggle between Catholics and 

Protestants for dogmatic primacy. Killing in the name of 

Christ was never again as bloody as then. 

The war diminished the Holy Roman Emperor and in-

creased autonomy among constituent states. Political consol-

idation gradually evolved. By the mid-19th century, 2 states 

dominated the Germanic world: Austria in the south and 

Prussia in the north. 

By the 1860s Prussia became the predominant military 

power in Europe, its foreign policy adroitly directed by Otto 

von Bismarck, the "iron chancellor." After defeating Austria 

in 1866, followed by France in 1870, Prussia persuaded the 
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smaller German states to join a Prussian-led German Em-

pire. 

Germany's militarism led it into the disastrous Great 

War of 1914–1918. In its aftermath, the harsh post-war 

terms imposed on Germany, and worldwide economic crisis 

that began in 1929, proved fatal to the enfeebled republic.  

Disaffected Germans embraced Hitler's fanaticism. He 

his ascension to chancellor in 1933 led to abandoning parlia-

mentary rule for the single-party Nazi state. In 1939, Hitler 

plunged his country into a war that would end in humiliating 

defeat and division of the German nation. 

Soviet occupation of East Germany at the end of the war 

brought totalitarian rule there, while West Germany became 

a parliamentary republic once again. The bifurcation lasted 

until Soviet power dissolved in 1989, permitting unification 

in 1990, with West Germany absorbing East. 

 Constitution  

The current constitution of Germany is called the Basic 

Law. Its core principles are human rights and dignity, social 

responsibility, democracy, republicanism, and federalism. 

These principles are constitutionally entrenched and not sub-

ject to amendment. The authors of the Basic Law sought to 

ensure that a dictator could never again come to power in 

Germany. 

The Basic Law has proved its worth. It is the most liberal con-
stitution the Germans have ever had. ~ German politician Ro-
man Herzog 

 Government  

Germany has 2 houses of parliament with divergent func-

tions: the Bundestag and Bundesrat. The Bundestag is more 

powerful than the Bundesrat. 

The Bundestag is Germany's legislative body. The Bun-

destag also elects the chancellor, and exercises oversight on 

the executive branch. 

The 630 members of the Bundestag are directly elected to 

4-year terms, through a mixed process where each voter casts 
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2 ballots: one for a district candidate, the other for a political 

party. Roughly half of Bundestag seats are directly elected 

via first-past-the-post, while the other half are elected via 

party lists in each of the 16 states (Länder). The number of 

seats in the Bundestag has varied from 402 after WW2 to a 

high of 672 in the mid-1990s. 

The Bundesrat represents the Länder at the national 

level. Each state has 3–6 members, roughly based on popula-

tion, with smaller states having disproportionate representa-

tion (though not nearly as egregious as the US senate). All 

told, there are 69 votes in the Bundesrat. 

Bundesrat members are delegated by their respective 

state government. As state elections are not coordinated 

throughout Germany, and can occur at any time, the party 

distributions in the Bundesrat may change after any election. 

The Bundesrat acts as a check on the Bundestag. The 

Bundesrat must approve all legislation affecting policy in 

which the Basic Law grants the Länder concurrent power, 

and for federal regulations which the Länder must adminis-

ter. 

Changes to the Basic Law require a 2/3rds approval of all 

votes in the Bundestag and Bundesrat, thus giving the Bun-

desrat an absolute veto against constitutional change. 

The Chancellor is the most powerful official in Germany, 

serving as the chief executive. Usually the leader of the ma-

jority party, or of a coalition, the chancellor is nominated by 

the president. The chancellor decides the composition of the 

cabinet and the ministers within it. Most significantly, the 

chancellor cannot be dismissed by a vote of no confidence.  

The President is the head of state: selected by secret ballot 

for a 5-year term (renewable only once) by a federal conven-

tion which mirrors the makeup of the Bundesrat. The presi-

dent is assisted by the president of the Bundesrat (the 

Federal President). 

While not an executive post, the president has the consid-

erable power of persuasion. Somewhat distanced from day-

to-day politics, the president traditionally acts above party 

squabbles. 
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Federal laws must be signed by the president to come into 

effect. The president may veto any law which s/he believes 

violates the constitution. 

 Judiciary  

Unlike common law polities, which rely upon accreted 

case law, the German legal system is based upon a compre-

hensive compendium of statutes. The independence and 

strength of the Germany judiciary predates its present re-

public. Almost all governmental actions are subject to judi-

cial review.  

Being a jurist in Germany is a path that begins early in a 

lawyer's career. Though all judges are members of a common 

corps, most are state civil servants. 

In both civil and criminal cases, the judiciary employs an 

inquisitorial system, actively investigating the facts, as con-

trasted to the ersatz adversarial regime, where a judge acts 

as a supposedly impartial referee between a plaintiff or pros-

ecutor and a defendant. 

There are 7 types of courts, with their own appellate tiers. 

Ordinary courts handle criminal and most civil cases. The 

other courts are specialized: administrative, tax, labor, wel-

fare, intellectual property, and constitutional. 

Each state (Länder) has its own constitutional court. 

Then there is the Federal Constitutional Court (FCC), which 

is Germany's highest court. Its sole responsibility is ensuring 

the constitutionality of legislation. Unlike other supreme 

courts, the FCC is not an appeals court. 

From medieval times, Germany held jury trials. Then, in 

1924, an emergency decree replaced juries with jurists: a 

mixture of professional and lay judges. This was a money-

saving measure in the face of Belgian and French occupation 

of the Ruhr for failure to pay war reparations. Though fiscal 

duress is no longer an issue, bench trials endure as the new 

tradition. 
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 France  

Julius Caesar conquered the area called Gaul in the mid-

1st century BCE. 5 centuries of Roman rule imposed laws and 

a common language that bonded the Gallic tribes, giving 

them a shared identity. But the people who gave their name 

to country were Germanic invaders. The Franks took control 

of France near the end of the 5th century under Clovis I, who 

founded the Merovingian dynasty.  

In 751, the Merovingian dynasty was overthrown with 

the consent of the papacy and the aristocracy. Thus began 

the Carolingian dynasty, which reached its peak in 800 with 

the crowning of Charlemagne as the 1st Emperor of Romans 

in the West in over 3 centuries. 

The Carolingian dynasty crumbled upon Charlemagne's 

death, dissolving into feudal fiefdoms under a nominal 

French king. Over the centuries, French kings gradually re-

asserted their power, culminating in an absolute monarchy. 

Its zenith was the 17th-century reign of the "Sun King," 

Louis XIV. The palace at Versailles was the most magnificent 

court in Europe, and France was the dominant European 

power. This absolutist peak lasted a century and a half, end-

ing with Louis XVI. 

The French Revolution birthed an extended era of turmoil 

in that country's polities, until France settled into republican 

rule after its defeat in the Franco-Prussian War (1870–1871). 

This 3rd Republic respite ended with the Nazi invasion of 

1940. 

Following the war, an unstable 4th Republic folded in 

1958 with a crisis in the war France was having with Algeria, 

a colony.* Charles de Gaulle took power under a new consti-

tution – the 5th Republic – which unsurprisingly gave the 

president extensive executive authority. 

Politics are too serious a matter to be left to the politicians.  
~ Charles de Gaulle 

 
* Algeria won its independence in 1962. 
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 Government  

The origin of France's legislature is rooted in the demo-

cratic fervor of the French Revolution. The 1946 constitution 

– the 4th Republic – placed the National Assembly at the 

apex of government. The 1958 constitution – the 5th Republic 

– equalized presidential power with that of the assembly. 

France is a semi-presidential polity. The President is the 

most powerful political figure, with authority in matters of 

defense, national institutions, territories, and foreign affairs. 

The president is directly elected every 5 years for a maximum 

of 2 consecutive terms. 

The Prime Minister, who runs the domestic government, 

is appointed by the president to an indefinite term. The prime 

minister shares considerable responsibility and authority 

with the president. Confidence in the prime minister by the 

president and the legislature is essential for effective govern-

ance. 

The prime minister and heads of the 15 ministries com-

prise the cabinet, titled the Council of Ministers. Ministers 

are proposed by the prime minister and appointed by the 

president. Ministers advise the president and ministries im-

plement executive policy. 

France presently has a bicameral legislature, with a 

lower national assembly and an upper senate. There are 577 

delegates (députés) in the national assembly, elected from 

single-member constituencies through a 2-round voting sys-

tem. 

The 2 legislative bodies successively examine and modify 

proposed legislation (bills) until both houses pass an identical 

text which becomes law. Constitutionally, the assembly and 

senate have equivalent legislative powers. 

The French Senate began with the 1795 constitution, 

which established a Council of Elders. Over the course of 2 

centuries, the senate changed character with every new re-

gime. In the 5th republic, senators monitor and control for-

eign affairs, in concert with the president. 

There are now 348 senators who are elected to 6-year 

terms via indirect election. Regional and local political lead-

ers decide senators.  
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As with the US senate, the French senate is biased to-

ward rural areas, which tend to be conservative. Whereas the 

ideological majority frequently changes in the assembly, the 

senate has remained right wing since the founding of the 5th 

republic. In the 2008 senatorial elections, the socialists failed 

to achieve a senate majority despite having a considerable 

majority presence in government throughout the country. 

The senate may introduce amendments to the constitu-

tion, which require a 3/5ths approval in both legislative 

chambers to be ratified. Comparatively, the French constitu-

tion is a pliable instrument. 

The national assembly can overthrow the executive gov-

ernment – the cabinet – by passing a motion of censure. Con-

versely, the president can dissolve the assembly, and call for 

new legislative elections. This is how stalemates on political 

direction are resolved.  

The last such dissolution was by President Jacques Chi-

rac in 1997, stemming from Prime Minister Alain Juppé los-

ing popularity over labor strikes which paralyzed the 

country. Chirac's stratagem backfired, as the newly elected 

legislative majority was opposed to Chirac. 

 Judiciary  
The French judiciary is an independent court system. Ca-

reer jurists are civil servants which serve for life, barring re-

moval for misconduct. 

France has ordinary courts which handle criminal prose-

cution and civil litigation, and administrative courts which 

supervise and handle complaints against the government. 

The judiciary has 3 tiers: trial, appellate, and a court of 

last resort, which selectively hear appeals from the appellate 

level on the interpretation of the law. 

Like Germany, France has a separate court to consider 

the constitutionality of laws. The Constitutional Council only 

reviews issues referred by the president, prime minister, or 

a legislative coalition of 60 or more members.  

The 9 jurists on the constitutional council serve 9-year, 

nonrenewable terms. 1/3rd of the judges are appointed every 
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3 years by the president, the prime minister, and the presi-

dent of the national assembly. Unlike US supreme court 

judges, French constitutional jurists are rather non-political. 

The constitutional court rarely annuls laws. Instead, its 

review suggests changes to ensure the legality of legislation. 

 Switzerland  

The confederation of cantons (provinces) that became 

Switzerland began as a defensive alliance in 1291. The polit-

ical cornerstone of Switzerland has been its long-standing 

policy of neutrality. Since being recognized as a state in 1648, 

Switzerland has not participated in any European political 

endeavors or military conflicts. Though they had to defend 

their territory from intrusion, the Swiss were not invaded in 

the 1st or 2nd World Wars. 

The Swiss steadfastly refuse to join the European Union. 

Switzerland only joined the United Nations in 2002. 

There are 26 Swiss cantons, each with its own govern-

ment. The federal constitution dates to 1848. A new constitu-

tion was adopted in 1999 without notable changes in federal 

government structure. 

Switzerland has 3 federal governing bodies: a bicameral 

legislative parliament, an executive federal council, and an 

appeals judiciary. Ultimately, parliament holds the power. 

The Swiss parliament – Federal Assembly – has 2 houses: 

the Council of States, and the National Council. The council 

of states has 46 members: 2 from each canton, and 1 from 

each half-canton. These representatives are elected by a sys-

tem of the canton's devising. The national council has 200 

members elected via proportional representation. Members 

of both houses serve 4 years as a part-time job. 

The executive is a Federal Council of 7 people, elected by 

the federal assembly for a 4-year term. The President of the 

Confederation is elected by the federal assembly from among 

the federal council's 7 members, in rotation, for a 1-year 

term. The president is merely the titular head of government: 

each member of the federal council has equal authority. 

Switzerland has a tradition of direct democracy. A refer-

endum can be requested for any change in law. Amendments 
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to the constitution require a referendum. There is no consti-

tutional court. 

The federal bench comprises 38 full-time and 19 part-

time judges, elected to 6-year renewable terms by parlia-

ment. The federal tribunal serves for appeal of cases from 

canton-level courts, as well as arbiter on disputes involving 

cantons. 

 Japan  

Unite your total strength, to be devoted to the construction 
for the future… so that you may enhance the innate glory of the 
Imperial state and keep pace with the progress of the world.  
~ Emperor Hirohito in his surrender speech on 15 August 1945 

Japan's early polity, like much of its culture and religion, 

was adopted from mainland China. By the 9th century, a 

strong imperial system ruled from Kyoto. 

During the Nara period (710–794), Japan experimented 

with the Chinese military system, which was based on con-

scription. Conscript armies proved inefficient. So, in 792, con-

scription was abolished in favor of professionals, which 

evolved into the samurai class. 

In 1160, samurai leader Taira Kiyomori gained power as 

Shogun. Japan still had its emperor, but until 1867, Japan 

was ruled under a military regime: the shogunate.  

Military rule provided an extended period of economic 

and political stability that offered fertile ground for the evo-

lution of Japanese culture. Japan did not shut out the outside 

world, but it did limit trade, and thereby cultural exchange.  

Japan's relative isolationism was broken when US naval 

Commodore Matthew Perry sailed his black ships into Yoko-

hama harbor in 1853 and forcibly demanded that the country 

open itself to trade. The event sent political shock waves that 

resulted in the overthrow of the shogunate in 1867, with res-

toration of young Emperor Meiji to absolute authority. 

Japan embarked upon rapid modernization. By the mid-

1890s it had the military strength to begin imperial expan-

sion, which continued unabated until Japan bit off more than 

it could chew by attacking the United States at Pearl Harbor 

on 7 December 1941. 
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 Constitution  

Following Japan's nuclear defeat that closed the 2nd 

World War in 1945, America occupied Japan until 1952. In 

1946, US General Douglas MacArthur presented Japan with 

its new constitution, which was adopted as an amendment to 

Japan's own Meiji Constitution, which had been in force since 

1890. 

Fearing insurrection if the emperor were deposed, his 

continuance was allowed in a symbolic role. 

The MacArthur draft proposed a unicameral legislature, 

but the Japanese insisted on a bicameral one, with both 

houses being elected. 

There was no attempt by MacArthur to impose the un-

wieldy political system of the United States. Instead, the con-

stitution conformed to the British parliamentary model, as 

well as being a constitutional monarchy, as in Britain. 

A prominent feature in the new constitution was Article 

9, under which the "Japanese people forever renounce war as 

a sovereign right of the nation and the threat or use of force 

as means of settling international disputes." This pacifist 

clause has stuck in the craw of Japanese nationalists ever 

since, but the necessary 2/3ds majority in both houses of the 

legislature to initiate its removal has never been mustered. 

Article 9 meant that Japan was able to become an eco-

nomic power without having the fiscal drain of being a mili-

tary one. America provided for Japan's defense, and so 

heavily subsidized the country.* 

 Government  

The bicameral Diet (Kokkai) has a lower House of Repre-

sentatives and an upper House of Councillors, which serves 

as a check on the lower house.  

The Prime Minister is chosen by the Diet from among its 

members. He is usually the leader of the majority party or 

 
* The historical irony is that America provoked Japan's attack on 

it by trying to shut off Japan's international access to natural re-

sources. Then, after the war, America nursed Japan back to rude 

economic health. 
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coalition in the lower house. Upon being elected by the Diet, 

the prime minister is appointed by the emperor to a 4-year 

term. The prime minister then chooses his cabinet. 

The lower house has 480 members elected to 4-year 

terms, which are often cut short. The average duration for a 

parliamentary session is 2 1/2 years. 

Prime ministers are prone to dissolve the lower house and 

call snap elections when the polls favor their party. The up-

per house cannot be dissolved by the prime minister, but it 

ends its session at the same time as the lower house. 

Resembling Germany's Bundestag, Japan's Diet mem-

bers are elected through mixed means. 300 members in the 

lower house are elected from single-seat constituencies. 180 

are elected via proportional representation from 11 regional 

constituencies on a party-list system. 

The upper house has 252 members. 152 are directly 

elected at the prefecture level.* 100 are elected at the na-

tional level through proportional representation. 

The upper house proportional representation system was 

an electoral reform instituted in 1982, intended to curtail the 

enormous amounts of money candidates were spending on 

their campaigns. It helped in that regard but had the exter-

nality of favoring larger political parties. 

Legislation may be introduced by the cabinet or by either 

house of the Diet. Important bills are first discussed in a ple-

nary session, then referred to a committee for further work 

before voted on in each house. As a symbolic gesture, the cab-

inet presents approved bills to the emperor before their im-

plementation. 

The cabinet submits an annual budget to both houses. If 

the 2 houses cannot agree, the decision of the lower house 

becomes that of the Diet.  

Though the constitution gives the lower house preemi-

nence over the upper house, decision-making among the Jap-

anese, whether in government or business, is oriented toward 

consensus. Compromise in the interest of comity is common. 

 
* Japan has 47 prefectures. Each prefecture has a directly elected 

governor. 
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Japan's governance is administered by its bureaucratic 

ministries, which cover practically every aspect of life and en-

deavor. Since few cabinet ministers serve for more than a 

year or so, power lies with senior bureaucrats. 

Ministries commonly act as captive interests to those they 

are supposed to regulate. Upon retirement from the govern-

ment, many ministry bureaucrats find sinecures in private 

organizations that were in their purview. The Japanese call 

this amakudari: "descent from heaven." It has proven a sys-

temic means for corruption and adherence to the status quo. 

 Judiciary  
The chief justice of Japan's supreme court is appointed by 

the emperor following cabinet selection. The 14 other judges 

on the court are selected and appointed by the cabinet. 

In the Anglo-American tradition of common law, Japan's 

supreme court rules on constitutional questions related to 

laws or executive orders. It is the highest court of appeal, 

with its decisions binding on lower courts.  

In the US, case law precedent may come from any court. 

In Japan, only supreme court decisions carry precedence in 

subsequent interpretation. Decisions are largely based on 

statute. 

Unlike the politicized American supreme court, Japan's 

supreme court is low-key, conservatively maintaining the 

status quo. Individual justices are virtually unknown to the 

general public. 

District and family courts throughout Japan adjudicate 

civil and criminal matters, with regional appeals courts. 

There are no jury trials in Japan. 

Per capita, the case load of Japan's courts is miniscule 

compared to litigious and crime-addled American courts. 

Many Japanese civil disputes are settled through mediation, 

out of court, to avoid the shame of airing personal business 

in public. Further, the judicial system is large inaccessible. 

Civil proceedings law is antiquated, written in classical lan-

guage which is difficult to understand. 
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Japan's courts are lenient and focused on rehabilitation. 

1st-time offenders are kept out of confinement if possible. Mi-

nor miscreants who confess and apologize are let off with a 

stern warning. 

Japanese prosecutors have more discretion than in other 

countries. Criminal trials are not as common because the po-

lice typically torment a confession out of a suspect. Criminal 

suspects may be held for 23 days; more than long enough to 

wear anyone down.  

The overall conviction rate in Japan is 99.8%. 89% of 

criminal prosecutions in Japan rely upon confession. The 

problem is that an estimated 10% of all convictions are based 

on false confession. A cracked egg does not mean the egg was 

bad before. 

 Supranational Government  
The state of peace among men living side by side is not the 

natural state. A state of peace, therefore, must be established.  
~ Immanuel Kant 

The idea of a unified government is as old as political the-

ory. 5th-century-BCE Greek rhetorician Isocrates argued that 

the only cure for the incessant warfare that plagued the 

Greek city-states was an overarching government. 

Dante rediscovered the idea of a "universal monarch," but 

the modern conceptual form began with Hobbes and reached 

its culmination with Kant. Like Hobbes (1651), Kant (1795) 

envisioned a league of nations. He saw a world government 

not only as unworkable, but also immoral, as it violated the 

right of peoples to govern themselves. Rawls later (1993) con-

curred on this point. A league of nations may be perceived as 

legitimate, whereas global despotism would not. 

Kant and Rawls guarded against rogues in an interna-

tional league by insisting that they were "well-ordered" re-

publics. The charter of the United Nations has no such 

requirement. To many critics, this is too great a concession to 

the inviolability of national sovereignty. The risk is that leav-

ing despots out may only encourage their stirring interna-

tional conflict.  
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The chief reason warfare is still with us is neither a secret 
death-wish of the human species, nor an irrepressible instinct of 
aggression, nor, finally and more plausibly, the serious eco-
nomic and social dangers inherent in disarmament, but the sim-
ple fact that no substitute for this final arbiter in international 
affairs has yet appeared on the political scene. ~ Hannah Ar-
endt 

 The United Nations  

We share a common destiny. We can master it only if we face 
it together. That is why we have the United Nations. ~ Secre-
tary-General of the UN Kofi Annan 

Since antiquity, wars in Europe have been the norm, 

punctuated by periods of peace. On the heels of the Napole-

onic Wars (1803–1815), the great powers – France, the United 

Kingdom, Russia, Austria, and Prussia – birthed the Concert 

of Europe, which gave a respite from conflict, and created a 

climate for economic development in Europe.  

A century's worth of relative calm was abruptly shattered 

by the 1st World War, provoked by the short-sighted petti-

ness that pervades politics. 

The 1919 Paris Peace Conference following the Great War 

spawned the ineffective and ill-fated League of Nations. The 

rise of fascism in the 1930s rendered the League largely ir-

relevant in its main purpose: to thwart a recurrence of world 

war. 

Despite President Woodrow Wilson's instrumentality in 

the covenant that led to the League of Nations, the US senate 

refused to join. President Wilson's flip-flopping on post-war 

treatment of Germany and personal infirmity from debilitat-

ing strokes destroyed whatever chance there was for senate 

ratification.  

The situation after the 2nd World War was much differ-

ent. A more determined and powerful President Franklin 

Roosevelt coined the term United Nations in 1942 and was 

its principal proponent. He was assisted in garnering public 

support by American churches, which proselytized the world-

wide peacekeeping organization that FDR had in mind. 
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Peace is a worldwide problem, and the maintenance of peace 
depends primarily on the unity of the great powers. ~ American 
Secretary of State Dean Acheson in June 1945 

The United Nations came into being in 1945. Early on, its 

security council gave the impression that the UN was to be a 

vehicle for the great powers to maintain their spheres of in-

fluence, with a façade for democratic peacekeeping. Nonethe-

less, the UN matured to include 193 member states: almost 

all internationally recognized independent nations.  

The United Nations has 5 principal organs: the Security 

Council, the General Assembly, the Secretariat, the Eco-

nomic and Social Council, and the World Court. 

The security council has 15 members. With the exception 

of France, the 5 permanent seats are held by the great powers 

that prevailed in World War 2: the US, Britain, the Soviet 

Union (now Russia), France, and China. These power mem-

bers can veto any substantial security council resolution, but 

not suppress debate. 

The council is a creature of great-power politics, built on the 
assumption that 5 of the strongest nations have the right and 
duty to safeguard the globe. ~ American international relations 
journalist David Bosco 

10 nonpermanent members hold security council seats on 

a 2-year rotating basis by geographic region. Immediate 

reelection is not allowed. 

The security council is presided over by a president cho-

sen from among council members. The presidency rotates 

monthly in alphabetical order by the state's name (in Eng-

lish). 

What takes place in the security council more closely resem-
bles a mugging than either a political debate or an effort at prob-
lem solving. ~ American Ambassador to the UN Jeane 
Kirkpatrick in 1981 

Before the collapse of the Soviet Union, the security coun-

cil was large paralyzed by Cold War division; and so therefore 

was the UN, as the security council authorizes military and 

peacekeeping operations as well as sanctions.  

The general assembly oversees the UN's budget, appoints 

nonpermanent members of the security council, and makes 
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recommendations in the form of resolutions. Resolutions do 

not have binding force on member nations.  

The assembly may act if the security council fails to do so. 

This has been, so far, a hypothetical power. 

The secretariat is the UN's executive arm, staffed by 

44,000 international civil servants. The secretary-general, 

appointed by the general assembly, is the head of the secre-

tariat. His global position is the secular equivalent of the 

Pope in wishing peace, prosperity, and geniality on all hu-

manity. 

Like most organizations worldwide in suffering egregious 

gender bias, the secretariat cannot seem to staff itself with 

women, especially at decision-making levels. 

The economic and social council is a toothless talking 

shop for its 54 members which meets during July each year. 

The world court is the judicial branch of the UN. Its pre-

decessor had been attached to the League of Nations. The 

world court is composed of 15 judges elected to 9-year terms 

by the general assembly and security council, from people 

nominated by the national groups in the Permanent Court of 

Arbitration.  

The world court's effectiveness has been limited by na-

tions' unwillingness to submit sensitive issues to the court, 

and by the refusal of states to acknowledge jurisdiction or 

findings of the court, despite all member nations being under 

the court's authority. The United States' 1986 repudiation of 

a ruling against it for violating Nicaragua's sovereign rights 

(including mining Nicaragua's harbors) is exemplary. The US 

has repeatedly shown contempt for rule of international law, 

setting an example for other rogue nations to follow. 

The stated goals of the United Nations are laudable. Its 

performance has been less so. 

Glaring failures not only accompanied the UN's many 
achievements, they overshadowed them. ~ English historian 
Paul Kennedy in 2006 

UN inaction in the face of genocide and grotesque human 

rights violations has been appalling. When it has acted, the 

UN has mustered a decent record of reducing armed conflicts 

and keeping the peace during ceasefires. That said, the men 
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who act as UN peacekeepers themselves have repeatedly 

been rapists and sexual abusers without accountability.  

Peacekeeping operations by the UN unfortunately seem to be 
doing the same thing that other militaries do. Even the guardians 
have to be guarded. ~ Indian journalist Gita Sahgal of Amnesty 
International 

The UN predominately addresses the strategic interests 

of the permanent members of the security council. The oil-

rich Kuwaitis were protected in 1991 when Iraq invaded, 

while resource-poor Rwandans were left to be slaughtered in 

a genocidal tribal civil war in 1994. 

The UN has repeatedly failed to prevent or ameliorate 

massacres. The violent breakup of Yugoslavia is exemplary. 

Though lamented by the General Assembly, the UN refused 

to intervene to stop the "ethnic cleansing" in Bosnia in 1992. 

The civil war in Syria that began in 2011 is another instance 

of UN lack of will at great human cost. 

The problem of failed states is all too common, particu-

larly in sub-Saharan Africa. A failed state is one that loses its 

monopoly on the legitimate use of force.* 

When it has chosen to act, UN performance in nation 

building has been crippled by several deficiencies. 1st is the 

slow arrival of military units, and even slower deployment of 

police and civil administrators, along with wobbly uneven-

ness in their quality. There is frequently a mismatch between 

the ambitious mandate and the modest means on the ground. 

Finally, the UN tends to withdraw prematurely, often follow-

ing the 1st election following the conflict. 

The UN's vigorous post-Cold War activity has fallen well 
short of effective global governance. Atrocities and crimes 
against humanity still plague many parts of the globe. Entire 
countries have collapsed, and in doing so they have exported 
refugees, drugs, and radicalism. ~ David Bosco 

It is too much to expect supranational governance to suc-

ceed in policing the world when states are themselves run by 

special interests with divergent agendas, and when most 

 
* This definition courtesy of Max Weber. The term legitimate is neb-

ulous, and thereby so too the definition of failed state. 
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countries are rife with internal self-conflict based on race, 

culture, and socioeconomic divisions. Whereas strife com-

monly characterizes human sociality, coordinated coopera-

tion is exceptional, as the UN amply illustrates. 

 The European Union  

The means would be economics, but the goal was always po-
litical. ~ French political economist and diplomat Jean Monnet 

Throughout its history, European tribes had repeatedly 

been united by a variety of forceful empires: the Roman Em-

pire, Byzantine Empire, Frankish Empire, Holy Roman Em-

pire, Ottoman Empire, 1st French Empire, and Nazi 

Germany. War and wanting unanimity had long been the 

yin-yang of European politics. 

Where the 1st World War had a politicising, radicalising ef-
fect, its successor produced the opposite outcome: a deep long-
ing for normality. ~ French political scientist Raymond Aron 

The desolation from the 2nd World War showed how pro-

foundly national governments had failed. The war left Eu-

rope divided between a Soviet-dominated eastern bloc and 

western nations which were largely democratic.  

There were fears over what direction Germany would 

take. Western European leaders hoped to bind Germany to 

pan-European institutions, and so preclude the possibility of 

future wars, as well as resist expansion of the communist 

east.  

An exhausted western Europe wasn't just after peace. 

There was the need to rebuild. The prospect of sharing re-

sources was appealing. 

On 5 May 1949, 10 western European countries founded 

the Council of Europe: Belgium, Denmark, France, Ireland, 

Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and 

the United Kingdom. Other nations joined later. The coun-

cil's mission was fostering cooperation on legal, cultural, and 

social issues. 
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France had been reliant on German coal since the 1890s. 

By the 1930s France had become the world's greatest coal im-

porter.* 

In 1945, in a repeat of the rapacious grasping for repara-

tions following the 1st World War, French provisional gov-

ernment leader Charles de Gaulle sought to turn West 

Germany into an agrarian state by taking possession of its 

coal fields in the Ruhr and Rhineland. This appropriation 

was vetoed by the Americans and British for fear that a sup-

pressed West Germany would either rebel or fall under the 

sway of the Soviets.  

The fickle de Gaulle then flirted with the idea of a French 

alliance with the Soviets. Stalin wasn't interested. So it was 

that on 9 May 1950, French foreign minister Robert Schuman 

proposed a community for steel-making, so as to "make war 

not only unthinkable but materially impossible."  

The 1951 Treaty of Paris established the European Coal 

and Steel Community, bringing together France, West Ger-

many, Italy, and the 3 Benelux countries (Belgium, the Neth-

erlands and Luxembourg) into the first modern economically 

functional supranational organization. The negotiations had 

been so dissonant that the sheet of paper which the ministers 

actually signed was blank. Those involved wanted to give up 

as little as possible. 

There was also the tenor of the times. Grand schemes to 

shape society were tainted by Bolshevism and Nazism. Dur-

ing the 2nd World War, Albert Speer, Hitler's chief architect, 

had drawn up plans for a pan-European political order. 

Pierre Pucheu, senior administer in Vichy France who was 

executed for his efforts, had called for a single currency. 

The keen feeling of national identity must be considered a 
real barrier to European integration. ~ Norwegian diplomat 
Halvard Lange in 1950 

Sovereign states were still imbued with nationalism. In 

1950 came a proposal to create a European army rather than 

allow German rearmament under NATO, which had been 

 
* France's historic reliance on Germany for its coal explains why 

the country so eagerly embraced nuclear power in the 1950s. 
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created a year earlier. The idea made progress during the Ko-

rean War (1950–1953), which was seen as a sign of menacing 

Soviet aggression. The initiative faltered as the 6 European 

governments could not agree on how a unified army would be 

run. 

French Gaullists especially hated the loss of sovereignty. 

Despite America's threat of an "agonizing reappraisal" of re-

lations, the French parliament rejected a European defense 

community in August 1954. The victors celebrated with a 

rousing chorus of the French national anthem. 

As the 1950s wore on, the Cold War, domestic unrest, and 

the division between eastern and western Europe impelled 

further efforts at unification. On 25 March 1957, the Treaty 

of Rome led to the founding of the European Economic Com-

munity (EEC). Signed by the same countries as the earlier 

Treaty of Paris, the EEC aimed at economic integration: a 

United States of Europe. The EEC lowered tariffs and estab-

lished common prices for agricultural products.  

The 1957 treaty also created the European Atomic En-

ergy Community to engender the development and produc-

tion of nuclear power. This was at a time when the industrial 

world simple-mindedly thought that nuclear energy would be 

ridiculously cheap. 

Further work at unification was thwarted with the reelec-

tion of French President Charles de Gaulle in 1958, a staunch 

nationalist who opposed supranationalism. Despite de 

Gaulle's recalcitrance, the EEC merged into a single body in 

1967.  

Protests in spring 1968 shook de Gaulle's leadership. He 

resigned in 1969 after losing a referendum over decentraliza-

tion. With de Gaulle gone, the EEC expanded. In came Den-

mark, Ireland, and Britain in the 1970s. Greece, Portugal, 

and Spain joined in the 1980s. Turkey applied to join the 

Community in 1987 but was rebuffed. 

Britain wavered in its support of the European Commu-

nity. Its 1st applications were vetoed by France when de 

Gaulle was in power. He feared the UK as a Trojan horse for 

US influence. 

Though it joined, Britain had second thoughts after see-

ing its economic growth lag behind the EEC. Channeling de 
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Gaulle, British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher resisted 

further unification. Thatcher's views on the Community were 

not shared by her cabinet, and she was pushed out. 

In 1986, the Single European Act established a common 

market for EEC countries. Its signing was spurred by discon-

tent in Community members about the de facto lack of free 

trade among them. 

The 1992 Maastricht Treaty created the European Union 

(EU) and led to the creation of a single European currency – 

the euro – which replaced national currencies in 2002. The 

treaty obliged members to keep "sound fiscal policies, with 

debt limited to 60% of GDP and annual deficits no greater 

than 3% of GDP." Britain opted out of the euro. 

The Maastricht Treaty established a supranational gov-

ernment, including a leadership commission, parliament, 

and court, a common platform for foreign policy and security, 

and cooperation in civil and criminal matters. 

There have been 3 treaty amendments since 1992. The 

last was the 2007 Lisbon Treaty. While tying the EU more 

tightly together, the 2007 treaty for the first time provided a 

procedure for a member state to leave the EU. 

 The Euro  

A continental currency, resting on all Europe as its capital, 
would replace and bring down all the absurd varieties of money 
that exist today. ~ French poet Victor Hugo in 1855 

The idea of a supranational currency has been around for 

a long time. Napoléon Bonaparte proposed that there be 1 

currency for all of Europe, under French leadership, natu-

rally. John Stuart Mill advocated a single European currency 

as part of an inevitable progression toward a single global 

money. Winston Churchill, in proposing a "United States of 

Europe" in 1946, endorsed a single currency.  

Transnational money had more of a history than just as 

a thought exercise. The Latin Monetary Union was formed in 

1865 and lasted until 1927. It had 5 states joined by treaty: 

originally France, Belgium, Italy, and Switzerland, with 

Greece joining in 1867. 8 other nations were actively en-

gaged. Neither Germany nor the UK participated.  
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Originally based upon a bimetallic standard, the Union 

was hurt by fluctuating silver prices. The standard shifted to 

solely gold in 1873, but that proved insufficient in light of a 

terminal disease: debasement. France and Italy printed pa-

per money beyond metal backing. Greece, its economy per-

petually weak, cheated more simply by decreasing the 

amount of gold in its coins. 

Denmark, Sweden, and Norway managed a Scandinavian 

monetary union from 1873 to 1920. Though the currencies 

were not unified, they were tightly linked, with stability abet-

ted by close cooperation among the central banks of the 3 

countries. 

A gold standard held sway globally from the salad days of 

industrialization until unraveling in 1971. Far from an unal-

loyed success in terms of promoting economic stability, the 

standard at least facilitated international trade. 

 

The Euro represents the mutual confidence at the heart of our 
community. It is the first currency that has not only severed its 
link to gold, but also its link to the nation-state. ~ Wim 
Duisenberg, President of the European Central Bank, in 2002 

The dissolution of the gold standard left Europe strug-

gling with the monetary turbulence that characterized the 

1970s. The leaders of France and Germany determined to 

create a closer union. 

The resultant monetary system was called the Snake, 

which began in 1972 and lasted until 1979. The Snake at-

tempted to stabilize floating member currencies via state in-

terventions in the foreign exchange market. It did not work 

well.  

The UK and Ireland quickly withdrew. The French and 

Italians lacked the requisite discipline to batten down their 

currencies with sensible fiscal policies. Only the ever-staunch 

Germans had the will to fight the currency markets. 

European governments were not savvy enough to adhere 

to the old adage: "once bitten, twice shy." The European Mon-

etary System (EMS) supplanted the Snake, with the Euro-

pean Currency Unit (ECU) as a market-basket surrogate of 

a single currency. Though the EMS was more hardheaded, 
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the experiences during the days of the Snake were a harbin-

ger of things to come. 

Like the Snake, the ECU only worked when times were 

good. The mechanism blew apart after Britain joined. 

The UK faced a deep recession in 1992. Currency traders 

were dumping the pound. Rather than fight the ECU, Britain 

joined it. 

Germany showed no inclination to intervene in the mar-

kets on behalf of the pound, or to adjust its own interest rates 

to support the UK. So, after a desperate battle with the mar-

kets that cost billions of pounds, Britain was ignominiously 

ejected.* Italy, also unable to keep up because of its lacklus-

ter economy, was booted the very next day.  

Soon thereafter, the trading bands for the EMS widened 

to 15%: a gap vast enough to stay any sense of stability. The 

EMS was, in effect, dead. 

Having failed in 2 attempts at monetary stability, the 

Continent's leading politicians decided to double down and 

create a single currency, which only in their dreams would be 

impregnable to the whims of the money market. 

The 1992 Maastricht Treaty called for a common mone-

tary exchange unit: the euro, which was introduced in 1999. 

A central bank was established to manage the new currency. 

Supporters of a single European currency touted that it 

would boost trade by eliminating foreign exchange fluctua-

tions and thereby reduce prices. 

It will be extremely important for the euro area to restrict en-
try to those countries which are ready in terms of their economic 
and anti-inflation policies. In monetary union, all the participat-
ing countries must be in a position to stay the course unaided. 
~ German economist Hans Tietmeyer, president of the German 
central bank, in 1998 

By treaty, to participate in the euro, members supposedly 

had to meet strict political-economic criteria. In actuality, 

several states came up short. Italy and Belgium were granted 

 
* 16 September 1992 – Black Wednesday – was the day Britain was 

booted from the EMS. In the event, Hungarian American cur-

rency speculator George Soros made over £1 billion in profit by 

short-selling sterling. 
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entry with public debt exceeding 120% of GDP. Despite hem-

orrhaging massive fiscal deficits, Greece vowed newfound 

rectitude, and so fudged its way in.  

It's the oldest democracy in the world, but not the most stable 
country in monetary terms. It would have been better to wait 
until Greece showed it was able to keep public finances and 
inflation under control. ~ German political economist Wilhem 
Hankel in 2000 

Britain, Denmark, and Sweden sagely opted not the join 

the euro. 

Once joined, mindless optimism reigned. There was no 

monitoring, scrutiny, or sanctions against countries that 

were profligate or otherwise negligent in their community ob-

ligations. No procedure was put in place for a country to leave 

the Eurozone and return to a sovereign currency. 

Under a mirage of stability via monetary union, individ-

ual countries went about their merry way in the euro's early 

years. The eurozone quickly became unbalanced; its fragility 

and internal volatility masked by interconnectedness.  

In essence, the euro siphoned money from the core of Eu-

rope out to its periphery. Bankers and speculators made for-

tunes in a game that resembled real-life Monopoly. It was a 

unsustainable scheme that went unremarked for years. 

Whereas Germany was toting up huge fiscal surpluses, 

the Mediterranean countries were piling up debts. Spain, for 

example, was consuming 10% more than it produced every 

year. Portugal, Greece, and other peripheral countries were 

financing their extravagance by borrowing money from 

northern stalwarts, notably Germany, the Netherlands, and 

Finland.  

The fiscal tote board became a ledger of creditors and 

debtors on a massive scale. The imbalances were easily swept 

under the rug of a common currency. 

While the core countries – Germany, France, Austria, 

Belgium, and the Netherlands – were doing well enough, in-

flation was eating away at the economic health of the periph-

eral countries. Huge trade gaps opened up but were 

smoothed over by the banking system. The euro was a finan-

cial crisis waiting to happen. 
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 Greece  

During episodes of financial shock, belonging to a com-

mon currency can be a severe stress if policies do not account 

for the especial needs of hard-hit regions. Such was the case 

in the wake of 2008, when the contagious US financial bubble 

burst and spread woe throughout Europe. Greece, Italy, and 

Spain especially struggled under financial policies largely set 

by solvent and scrupulous Germany, the EU's dominant na-

tion by dint of being solvent and scrupulous. The crisis re-

vealed the insensibility of having a common currency while 

retaining separate sovereignty, especially when the only ac-

countability is widespread hardship for the people in an af-

flicted country. 

A state with its own currency can respond to an economic 

shock by altering its monetary exchange rate, and so spur re-

covery.* That flexibility is lost under a single currency. 

Under a common currency, the only possible adjustment 

for a weakened economy in a larger monetary zone is for 

wages to drop: a measure which only imposes misery and fur-

ther depresses the economy, as well as risking rioting. 

A 3rd way to address a depressive shock is with lumps of 

government spending to prop up a sagging economy. This can 

be done sensibly only if the cost of incurring additional public 

debt is bearable. In the euro zone, such largesse is supposedly 

forbidden, though it has been practiced most ardently in 

countries least able to afford it. Though sharing a common 

currency, national budgeting and attendant sovereign debt 

are still managed by individual countries.  

The bond markets act as the only accountability, and sel-

dom do so with prudence. Once bond markets balk by charg-

ing high rates, a country is in hock so deep that it must 

beggar its EU brethren for alms. At that point, demands for 

austerity from a country already in dire straits proves an ex-

cellent formula for political alienation; exactly what the Eu-

ropean Union and euro were not supposed to be about. 

 
* There are several ways to adjust currency exchange rates, includ-

ing fiddling interest rates. 
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The ability to remain solvent by rolling over debt is a con-

fidence game played on investors. In the aftermath of the 

2008 crash, Greece was no longer able to play the game. In-

vestors wanted usury rates to finance Greece's debt. The 

long-standing deception surrounding Greece's public fi-

nances had finally caught up with it.  

Spain, Portugal, and Italy were other shady countries 

caught out by the global economic shock, but they got off easy 

compared to Greece, where corruption is so commonplace as 

to be a cultural more.  

Our basic problem is systemic corruption. ~ Greek prime 
minister George Papandreou in 2009 

Greece badly needed a bailout. And it got one. Then it 

needed another. And another.  

The price imposed by supranational lenders was auster-

ity measures designed to reign in Greece's reckless sovereign 

debt.* This meant cuts in public spending combined with in-

creased taxes: a double whammy to a country economically 

flat on its back.  

It's all about exchange and solidarity, helping one another out 
in these very hard times. ~ Greek home keeper Angeliki Ioan-
itou 

Impoverished Greeks managed the best they could. Bar-

tering became widespread. At least one community adopted 

a local currency to facilitate trade. 

The average Greek will throw anything into the fireplace that 
can be burned in order to get warm. ~ Greek environmentalist 
Stefanos Sapatakis 

As the depression wore on, the hills around Greek cities 

were denuded as residents illegally chopped down trees for 

firewood. During the winter, the air in Athens resembled 

London's Great Smog of 1952. 

Greeks can't see any light at the end of any tunnel. ~ Greek 
citizen Chryssa Christodoulaki in 2012 

 
* The lenders were the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and 

European Central Bank.  
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The government's austerity measures were most oppres-

sive to those least able to accommodate further duress. Tax 

evasion by the rich, and corruption by the business and polit-

ical elite, continued unabated.  

We can take no more. Out with the EU and IMF. ~ Greek 

anti-austerity protesters in 2012 

Austerity led to general strikes and rioting. The turmoil 

roiled Greek politics. 

Uncertainty is the new normality. It could manifest itself in 
apathy, violence, more uncertainty, we just don't know.  
~ Greek psychologist Fotini Tsalikoglou 

Facing more austerity for another bailout in mid-2015, 

Greece's prime minister Alexis Tsipras held a snap referen-

dum on whether to accept the bailout terms then being of-

fered. Tsipras recommended rejection, which the voters 

agreed with. Then, within days, Tsipras reversed himself (ig-

noring the results of his sponsored referendum) and struck a 

deal with supranational lenders, getting the bailout that 

Greece so desperately needed at terms considerably worse 

than before his flailing temper tantrum. In an epiphany of 

rationality, Tsipras had stared into the abyss of sovereign 

bankruptcy and unceremonious ejection from the EU, and 

unilaterally decided against it.  

The Greek parliament backed the new bailout, though 

only with support from the pro-European opposition party, 

while Tsipras' own party was divided. With the additional 

dollop of aid came another squeeze of austerity. Greece 

limped on, toward the next crisis. 

In early 2017, worries about Greece's overwhelming sov-

ereign debt flared up again. By that time, Greece's economy 

had shrunk 25% since 2010. Having sufficiently suffered un-

der the yoke of the euro, Greece got another bailout: kicking 

their can of sovereign debt down the road one more time. 

There is now light at the end of the tunnel. ~ Greece finance 
minister Euclid Tsakalotos in June 2017 

 

The euro was never about economics. Instead, European 

leaders believed that a single currency was a significant step 
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toward creating an irrevocable alliance among countries on 

the continent. It was a wishful and reckless fantasy. 

Experts warned that the euro could be destabilizing un-

less accompanied by further political and fiscal union. Since 

that did not happen, the currency union has been vulnerable 

to financial panics, and subject to the will of Europe's most 

powerful economies: Germany and France. Germany has es-

pecially benefited from the euro: able to rack up huge trade 

surpluses which would have been impossible without a single 

currency.  

With individual currencies, any country with a widening 

trade surplus would have its national currency appreciate 

through the exchange-rate mechanism; thus, rebalancing 

trade by making its exports more expensive for others and 

imports less so for itself. The German taxpayer would have 

had no need to write checks to the Greek government for its 

mismanagement. All Germans would have to do to exploit a 

weakening drachma was head to the Greek islands for a va-

cation or buy inexpensive Greek products. 

The International Monetary Fund, which ladles loans to 

Greece and other nations-in-need, recognizes that the euro-

zone simply cannot work in its current form. Greece is bank-

rupt in all but name, and it is not alone. The only way to 

achieve Greek debt sustainability is through fiscal union – an 

arrangement which would essentially mean continuing sub-

sidy by wealthier EU countries to poorer ones. 

Such unity is what economists have long foretold as the 

only way to run a single currency regime; what northern EU 

leaders hoped for back in the rosy 1990s, but came to reso-

lutely resist a decade later, as it would mean endless alms to 

continental cheaters and loafers down south.  

The alternative is canceling at least some of Greece's 

debt, but the Germans consider that a pill too bitter to swal-

low. As Germany is footing the bill more than anyone else, it 

calls the shots. 

As of 2019, Emmanuel Macron had achieved the typical 

low level of popularity that French presidents get after a cou-

ple of years in office, owing to typical leadership incompe-

tence. Meanwhile, German Chancellor Angela Merkel finally 

lost steam with her long run of behind-the-curve governing 
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style. The new is unlikely to push for the reforms necessary 

for the EU to prepare for the next inevitable crisis, whether 

it is immigration, a military crisis on Europe's fringes, or a 

shock on the Euro from debt-laden national budgets over 

which the EU has no control. 

 

As of mid-2019, the European Union comprised 28 states: 

Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Repub-

lic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, 

Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, 

Malta, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, 

Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, and the United Kingdom.  

Nonmembers on the European subcontinent include the 

states in former Yugoslavia (Albania, Boznia and Herze-



348 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

govina, Macedonia, Montenegro, and Serbia), Moldova, Nor-

way, the ever-neutral Switzerland, and former USSR states 

Belarus and Ukraine. Turkey never did pass muster. 

 

We don't have a European people. ~ Italian politician Marco 
Zanni, member of the European Parliament 

The European Parliament (EP) is exemplary of how polit-

ical unity may not unify people. While most Europeans know 

who represents them in the country where they live, few 

know who their EU parliamentary representative is. 

Many voters treat EP elections as national polls that offer 

a chance to register a protest against the incumbent govern-

ment at home. Hence, about a 1/3rd of the EP representatives 

are Eurosceptics rather than supporters. This inherent dis-

harmony saps the efficacy of the European parliament. 

At the same time, the EP knows that most of the political 

power still lies with member states. Hence, the parliament 

acts as if it were a lobbying group rather than a legislature, 

campaigning for more power and bigger budgets. This only 

makes the European parliament more remote and ineffec-

tive. 

In 2001, the EU tried to put this right with a constitution 

to establish the Union as a covenant directly between Euro-

peans rather than a deal struck between governments. The 

result was a 500-page document with 446 articles and 36 sup-

plementary protocols. English historian Perry Anderson 

called it "an impenetrable scheme for the redistribution of ol-

igarchic power."  

After being rejected by voters in the Netherlands, France, 

and Ireland (the only countries to put it to a vote), the new 

constitution was adopted in the 2007 Lisbon Treaty – so 

much for democracy. 

Writing about world order, Henry Kissinger observed 

that a geopolitical system must balance power and possess 

legitimacy to attain stability. Challenges arise when power 

shifts or legitimacy is brought into question. 
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Imperial China was overthrown when the Qing dynasty 

(1644–1912) could no longer command the loyalty of its sub-

jects. The Soviet Union collapsed in 1989 when Russian 

power declined.  

After the fall the Soviet Union, German reunification 

gave it additional heft in the EU. The accession of central and 

eastern European countries into the EU furthered German 

influence. 

The euro strengthened Germany's hand. When a check 

needed to be written, the pen was brandished by German 

Chancellor Angela Merkel. 

The waves of refugees that overwhelmed Europe in the 

mid-2010s were at first welcomed because Merkel took the 

moral high ground of obligation – another instance of Ger-

man leadership among other, more hesitant, member states. 

However approved by the governments of member states, 

the European Union has managed at best a tentative legiti-

macy among its subjects. Continuing economic stagnation 

and high unemployment feeds populism and fuels resent-

ment against the ruling elite. 

This is a Europe that people are feeling increasingly estranged 
from. ~ Maltese politician Joseph Muscat in 2016 

The European Union is democratic, but in a technocratic 

and remote way. Societal identities remain nationalistic, and 

only secondarily European. Besides an open market, which 

feels like an abstraction to the average person, citizens have 

little to point to that is beneficial in being part of the Euro-

pean Union. Easy migration, a supposed perk, is resented by 

the natives, who don't care for immigrants. So too are regu-

lations that seem to come from afar with no regard to local 

custom. 

We may wake up one day to find that far from solving the 
problems of our continent, the myth of 'Europe' has become an 
impediment to recognizing them. ~ English historian Tony Judt 
in 1996 
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 Brexit  

On a referendum held on 23 June 2016, Britain voted by 

a margin of 4% to leave the EU.* The result was spurred by 

a campaign of lies. For those who voted to leave, it was a pro-

test vote against the status quo: imagining that their country 

might be better off independent, rather than staying in an 

international union which had failed to deal with a succes-

sion of crises, from the financial collapse of 2008 and result-

ant economic stagnation, to a resurgent Russia, and the 

massive influx of migrants from the war in Syria and other 

conflicts.† 

Somnambulists to a fault, UK politicians and the world 

at large were caught unawares. Political and economic panic 

ensued.  

The main impact will be massive disorder in the EU.  
~ French international relations researcher Thierry de Mont-
brial fretting in 2016 

The immediate response by EU leaders to Britain's inter-

nal poll was childishly inhospitable. While the procedure to 

initiate exit from the EU is entirely up to the government of 

country wishing to do so, EU leaders demanded an immedi-

ate withdrawal. Befuddled Britain took its own sweet time in 

pulling the ripcord to exit the EU. 

The British government was utterly unprepared for the 

complexity of treaty negotiations required to exit the EU and 

retain the favorable trade deals it had by being a member. 

The problems inherent in leaving the European Union were 

obvious, which means Brits voting to leave out of trite pique 

was shortsightedly self-defeating. 

It is an illusion to suggest that the UK will be permitted to 
leave the European Union, but then be free to opt back into the 

 
* The referendum was a ploy played by British Prime Minister Da-

vid Cameron to shut up Brexit supporters in his party. Cameron 

misjudged and lost his post for it. 

† The UK was not affected by any of the named crises by being in 

the EU. Instead, EU membership had been a great advantage to 

Britain, as it was to learn with its departure. 
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best parts of the European project. ~ Belgian politician and EU 
parliamentarian Guy Verhofstadt in January 2017 

In the 3 years that followed the Brexit vote, Prime Minis-

ter Theresa May incompetently tried to negotiate an ongoing 

relationship with the European Union rather than crash out 

of the EU and further damage Britain's economy and diplo-

matic standing. In the meantime, facing uncertainty, many 

international companies relocated from the British Isles. The 

UK slumped economically. Domestic political backbiting be-

came especially acute, with some of the more sensible mem-

bers of the House of Commons abandoning both of the major 

parties to form their own.  

Abetted by an inept cabinet, it took Prime Minister May 

2 years to disabuse herself of delusions that she could cherry-

pick the UK's association with the EU. Instead, the EU wrote 

the terms of Britain's walking papers: an outcome that was 

clearly predictable, based upon the EU constitution and the 

balance of power. The British parliament rejected the deal by 

230 votes: the largest majority in modern times. 

Despite the education that the Brits received over what a 

folly it was to leave the EU, British politicians irrationally 

could not bring themselves to ask their citizens to reconsider 

Brexit. As of mid-2019, a pall of uncertainty clung, with Brit-

ain unceremoniously exiting the EU without any negotiated 

deal a distinct possibility – the most disastrous option for the 

UK's political and economic health. 

 

Citizens will only accept the EU if it makes it possible for 
them to prosper. ~ Angela Merkel in 2016 

France and Germany were ever the core of the European 

Union. To put it mildly, their history has been contentious. 

Germany invaded France 3 times since 1870. France is 

skittish even in peace, not to mention nationalistically 

haughty. 

The EU was France's a way to bind Germany to it, and so 

amplify its own power. The French regarded any ceding of 
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sovereignty as a way to reinforce, not undermine, their na-

tion-state. France never aimed at a supranational govern-

ment. They only wanted to empower themselves. 

By contrast, to the Germans, the EU was an admirable 

ideal. Aghast at their Nazi paroxysm, Germany was eager to 

prove itself responsible within the community of nations. 

The growing chasm of opinion between France and Ger-

many about the European Union owes to economics. In 2002, 

the 2 countries enjoyed comparable prosperity. Then Ger-

many began to reform itself. France did not. By 2017, Ger-

mans had 17% more purchasing power per person than the 

French. Labor costs in France rose faster than in Germany, 

undermining French competitiveness and deterring the cre-

ation of lasting employment.  

The most devastating difference has been unemployment. 

In 2002, joblessness was a tad higher in Germany. By 2017, 

German unemployment was 6%, while France was stuck at 

10%, with over 25% of French under 25 unable to find a job.* 

The result is predictable. Whereas 69% of French people 

viewed the EU favorably in 2004, only 38% did in 2016. 

Meanwhile, the Germans have remained steadfast to the 

ideal of supranationality. 60% of Germans continue to see the 

EU positively. 

 

While the UK was contemplating its departure, EU lead-

ers floundered for a way to give the European Union a fresh 

leash on life. All the well-worn ideas, such as greater integra-

tion of markets or the military, met resistance at the national 

level. The politics of nationalism keep supranationalism mal-

nourished, feeding it only when idealism can be indulged. 

The EU is vital for its member states in both economic and 
political terms since, as individual countries, their future would 
be bleak. Alone, EU member states would stand no chance of 
coping in a world in which economic dominance continues to 
shift to the East, especially with the US being on a declining 
long-term trajectory. ~ Sudanese-British economist Ali El-Agraa 

 
* Cited are official government unemployment figures, which are 

always a gross understatement. 
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The idea of one EU state, one vision, was an illusion.  
~ Donald Tusk, President of the European Council, in 2016 

There really was never any investment in building a shared 
sense of European identity. ~ Francis Fukuyama in 2017 

The European Union is in an existential crisis. ~ Hungarian 
American political activist George Soros in 2018 

 Synopsis  

One of the key problems today is that politics is such a dis-
grace, good people don't go into government. ~ Donald 
Trump, a bad person who disgraced politics by going into gov-
ernment, thereby proving his point  

➢ Centuries of conquest, colonization, and tentative treaties 

has produced a patchwork world. There are 196 countries 

and almost 2,000 stateless nations: peoples without a 

country to call their own. 

➢ Modern democratic governments are reactive. Real lead-

ership does not exist. Nothing is done unless there is a 

perception of political reward, or, conversely, that doing 

nothing entails political risk. 

➢ An informed electorate is essential to a well-functioning 

democracy. This explains the root of the problem with de-

mocracy as a viable polity. 

➢ A laudable ideal, exercises in supranational government 

have proven wracked with discord and ineffectuality. The 

tribal instincts of man preclude scaling sense of self-in-

terest toward the welfare of all peoples. 





 

 Rule of Law  
Without justice no realm may prosper. ~ Pythagoras 

In the absence of justice, what is sovereignty but organized 
robbery? ~ Augustine of Hippo 

Justice is retribution for wrongdoing.  Law is state codifi-

cation aimed at administering justice and the affairs of the 

state to which the law pertains. 

An injustice to one is a threat made to all. ~ Montesquieu 

 History  
Justice is itself the great standing policy of civil society; and 

any eminent departure from it, under any circumstances, lies 
under the suspicion of being no policy at all. ~ Edmund Burke 

Historically, tribal societies had weak centralized author-

ities. A tribe leader had limited ability to coerce individuals.  

Tribes typically lacked an effective system for 3rd-party 

rule enforcement. That said, virtually all tribal societies had 

traditions for justice, including obligations on kinsmen to 

seek revenge or restitution for wrongs; arbitration mecha-

nisms, albeit nonbinding; and restitution payment schedules. 

The Beowulf saga – an Old English epic poem set in Scan-

dinavia – has blood feud revenge as one of its major themes. 

Blood feuds are a typical tribal institution. Fear of incurring 

a blood feud is the most important legal sanction within a 

tribe, and the greatest guarantee of life and property. There 

were rules as to how blood feuds were to be pursued.  

Popular assemblies originated as a venue to adjudicate 

tribal disputes. The Illiad describes a dispute over the blood 

price for a slain man, which was argued before a marketplace 

crowd, and a verdict read out by the tribal elders. 

Tribal societies did develop increasingly sophisticated in-

stitutions for civil and criminal disputes, but 3rd-party en-

forcement of those decisions only came with the emergence of 

states. It was in those early states that laws evolved from 

moral traditions.  
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By ~2500 BCE, Egyptians had embraced rule of law, based 

on the concept of Maat, personified by the goddess of the 

same name. The ancient Egyptians believed in an underlying 

sanctity and unity of the universe. Maat was the holistic con-

ception of cosmic harmony. Maat's polar opposite was Isfet: 

lies, chaos, and violence. 

Pertaining to humanity, Maat represented the ethical 

and moral principles of proper behavior, to maintain social 

and natural harmony. Maat derived from the moral tradi-

tions of the Egyptians. It was more the spirit of justice than 

exposition of rules. 

It is true that evil may gain wealth, but the strength of truth is 
that it lasts. ~ Egyptian vizier Ptahhotep on Maat 

Ur-Nammu founded the 3rd Sumerian dynasty ~2050 

BCE. He or his son Shulgi promulgated the earliest known 

codes of law.  

The prologue to the Code of Ur-Nammu, which was 

penned in the 1st person, stated that the king was the beacon 

of justice for his land: a role not normally taken by kings. 

Disputes were handled by local government officials 

(mayors), and there was an appeal process: to the provincial 

governor, and possibly the king.  

The Code of Ur-Nammu was written as a set of condi-

tional statements: "if… then" situations and redresses. This 

pattern was followed in nearly all later law codes. 

Ur-Nammu codes were more humane than the talionic 

("eye for an eye") principle behind later Babylonian law: 

there were monetary compensations for minor injuries and 

injustices. That withstanding, murder, robbery, rape, and 

adultery were capital offenses. 

The 6th Babylonian king, Hammurabi, ruled from ~1792 

to 1750 BCE. His laws, known as the Code of Hammurabi, 

outlived the empire, influencing Roman and subsequent law. 

By the time of Hammurabi, almost all traces of tribal cus-

tom had disappeared from the law. Hammurabi's code served 

the state's interest in keeping order.  

Hammurabi's code proclaimed that one of its chief goals was 
to defend the weak against the strong. Yet in early civilizations 
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there was no concept of equality before the law. On the con-
trary, social inequality was expressed and defended in many 
ways in legal systems. Crimes committed against upper-class 
people tended to be punished more severely than crimes against 
commoners. The privileges of the upper classes were protected 
by armed forces and the legal system. ~ Canadian anthropolo-
gist Bruce Trigger 

Babylonian law was primitive in its physically abusive 

punishments for crimes, which were graded depending upon 

severity of offense and social status, most starkly whether 

slave or free man. 

Nearly half of the 282 Hammurabi laws dealt with com-

mercial matters. 1/3rd of the codes were family law or related 

to sexual conduct. A few provisions related to military ser-

vice. Only 1 law imposed any obligation on an official: that a 

judge who reaches a wrong decision be fined and perma-

nently removed from the bench. 

Ancient Jews had a different take on legality: viewing 

transgressions as offenses against God rather than solely so-

cietal infractions. The Law of Moses (~1280 BCE), covered in 

the 1st 5 books of the Hebrew bible (the Torah), is tradition-

ally believed to have been written by Moses. 

These are the decrees, the laws and the regulations that the 
Lord established on Mount Sinai between himself and the Isra-
elites through Moses. ~ Leviticus 26:46, The Bible 

The Ten Commandments are the most famous codes of 

Mosaic Law. Other laws pertained to crimes, morality, fam-

ily, food, purity, and rituals. With codes covering food and 

bodily secretions (menstruation and ejaculation), the Jews 

were legally meticulous in codifying their culture of disgust.  

Sexually repressive mores and attendant taboos were 

passed down, and transmitted to gullible gentiles, for endless 

generations afterwards. The gender and sexual biases of 

Western civilization originated with ancient Hebrew codes of 

conduct.  

Ancient India and China had their own legal traditions.  
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In India, the authoritative Arthashastra influenced the 

legal texts that followed, most notably Mānava-Dharmaśās-

tra (~200 BCE), on ethical governance, which affected ancient 

Hindu kingdoms in Cambodia and Indonesia. 

If the people be led by edicts, they will try to avoid punish-
ment, but have no sense of shame. If they be led by virtue, they 
will have a sense of shame and moreover will become good.  
~ Chinese philosopher Confucius in the 5th century BCE 

Despite Confucius' influence, Chinese law initially fa-

vored legalism, which posited that societal harmony cannot 

be left to philosophic virtue. Instead, strong state control and 

absolute obedience to authority, codified in a system of laws, 

was the way to go.  

To govern the state by law is to praise the right and blame the 
wrong. ~ Chinese political philosopher Han Fei Zi in the 3rd 
century BCE 

The brutal implementation of legalism by the authoritar-

ian Qin dynasty (221–206 BCE) led to its overthrow, discredit-

ing legalism until its revival under Communist dictator Mao 

Zedong, who rejected Confucianism. 

Chinese civilization never evolved a strong sense of either 
private property or individual legal rights. ~ Bruce Trigger 

The ancient Greeks had no term for law as a concept. 

Instead, they distinguished between natural law (thémis), 

personified by a goddess, and human decree (nomos) and 

custom (díke). Beyond customary laws, Greece's city-states 

added codes related to civil rights and constitutions of 

democracy which proved influential through the ages. 

 Roman Law  

Roman law was rooted in Etruscan religion, which was 

steeped in ritual.* Noble Roman families claimed Etruscan 

descent, and thereby its cultural precepts endured. 

753 BCE is the legendary founding date of Rome by Rom-

ulus, who reigned until 715 BCE. The next 4 kings were 

 
* The Etruscan civilization was the culture of western central Italy 

from ~800 BCE until Roman times. 
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elected by the Romans. The popular 6th king, Servius Tul-

lius, inherited the throne. 

The 7th and last king of Rome, Tarquinius Superbus, 

known as Tarquin the Proud, was an usurper who murdered 

Servius Tullius to gain the throne. He reigned from 535 BCE 

until overthrown by popular revolt in 509 BCE. This led to the 

founding of the Roman Republic (509–27 BCE), which lasted 

until Augustus was made "1st citizen" (princeps), and the 

Roman Empire (27 BCE–395) ensued. 

There was a long struggle between patricians and plebe-

ians in the early years of the republic. One of the concessions 

made by patricians in mid-5th century BCE was legislation 

termed the 12 Tables, which granted basic procedural rights 

to all Roman citizens regardless of rank.  

The 12 Tables were by no means a reform or liberalization 

of custom. Rather, they recognized the prerogatives of the pa-

trician class, the validity of enslavement for unpaid debt, and 

the interference of religious custom in civil disputes. The 12 

Tables were nonetheless advanced for their time, particu-

larly with respect to property rights and commerce: providing 

for testamentary rights (inheritance) and contract enforce-

ment. This reflected the extent and vigor of trade and com-

mercial customs in that era. 

Based on custom and legislation, Roman civil law (jus 

civile) evolved during the early republic. Roman law, like 

other ancient systems, adopted the principle of personality, 

whereupon legal rights extended only to citizens. Foreigners 

only had rights where their homeland had a mutual protec-

tion treaty with Rome. From early times such treaties existed 

in the interest of commerce. 

By the mid-3rd century BCE, a massive body of law had 

been built – via magistrate rulings – that applied to both cit-

izens and foreigners (jus gentium). This case law alternately 

derived from existing mercantile law used by Mediterranean 

traders, Roman law, and what a jurist might have considered 

fair and just. 

Citizenship was extended throughout the empire ~200 

BCE, largely erasing the distinction between jus civile and jus 

gentium. Even before this, when a Roman lawyer argued that 
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a contract was juris gentium, he meant that it applied regard-

less of the parties' citizenship.  

This envelopment became the practical meaning of jus 

gentium. Because of its universality of application, jus gen-

tium became linked with the theory of natural law, which the 

Romans adopted from the Greeks. 

The Romans relied upon written and unwritten law. Cus-

tom was the basis for unwritten law.  

The constitution of the Roman Republic was largely un-

written: the product of custom and constantly evolving. 

Concepts that originated in the Roman constitution live 

on to this day. The notions of scheduled elections, block vot-

ing (such as used in the US electoral college), separation of 

powers, checks and balances, powers of the purse, term lim-

its, impeachment, vetoes, and quorum requirements all orig-

inated in early Roman times. 

During the 1st century BCE, the power and legitimacy of 

the Roman constitution eroded. The constitution died with 

the republic, though Augustus gave the appearance that a 

constitution still governed the empire. 

The duration from the rule of Augustus, which began in 

27 BCE, to the death of Roman jurist Ulpian in 223, is consid-

ered the classical period of Roman law. There was an expan-

sion of legal specialists, empowerment of jurists, and a 

flowering of literature on jurisprudence. 

Depending upon the era, written law might come from 

any of various sources: general assemblies, plebeian resolu-

tions (whence the term plebiscite), magistrate edicts, the sen-

ate, or legislative expression by the emperor. Regardless of 

the times, magistrates had considerable discretion in their 

exercise of the law. 

The Roman legal system affected the development of law 

in Western civilization, and later derivative regimes through-

out the world. 

In early civilizations, the upper classes and the major institu-
tions they controlled had far more wealth and privileges to pro-
tect than did commoners, and they relied on the law to do this. 
In some early civilizations, growing concern to protect property 
resulted in increasingly severe penalties for theft. An important 
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function of the legal system was to reinforce the power and priv-
ileges of the state and upper classes. Between men of unequal 
status, the more powerful was invariably deemed to be in the 
right, and therefore litigation could occur only between equals. 
~ Bruce Trigger 

 Salic Law  

The transition in Europe during the Migration Period 

(376–800) was when the western Roman Empire crumbled, 

and European social order collapsed from waves of tribal mi-

grations. The first migrants were Germanic tribes, unde-

feated by the Romans. They were later pushed westward by 

tribes from the east. 

Along with keeping earlier tribal customs, Latin law 

codes were adopted by these Germanic peoples. This became 

known at Salic Law during the rule of the Franks in Francia.  

The original edition of Salic Law was commissioned in the 

late 5th century by Clovis I, the 1st king of all of the Frankish 

tribes. The laws were maintained in written form – in Latin 

– by succeeding Frankish kings in the early Middle Ages. 

Locally, Salic Law was administered via a Teutonic insti-

tution known as the Court of the Hundred, consisting of as-

sembles of local villagers, known as moots (from which the 

term moot court derived). The Court of the Hundred was es-

sentially an arbitration court. Meting out a decided justice 

was left to the litigant.  

A man who did not abide by the Court's sentence was out-

side the law. If he were killed, his kinsmen were forbidden 

from taking the vengeance that otherwise would have been 

their right and duty. 

The weakness of tribal jurisdiction under Salic law was 

apparent, as practical enforcement of a legal decision was not 

from sovereign authority, but little more than tribally sanc-

tioned self-help. 

 Chinese Law  
Chinese law was shaped by its Confucian tradition, and 

by the needs of the state's leaders. For thousands of years, 

until the end of the 19th century, China was dominated by 
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Confucian thought, which stressed virtue in personal conduct 

and harmony in social relations. 

Disputants were supposed to come to conciliatory agree-

ment, perhaps assisted by someone of superior status. There 

were law and lawyers in China, but their use was a last re-

sort. The truth is that Confucian China disapproved of legal-

ism, whereas Western societies considered it progressive. 

Lawsuits would tend to increase to a frightful amount if peo-
ple were not afraid of the tribunals, and if they felt confident of 
always finding in them ready and perfect justice. As man is apt 
to delude himself concerning his own interests, contests would 
then be interminable. I desire, therefore, that those who have 
recourse to the tribunals should be treated without any pity, and 
in such a manner that they shall be disgusted with law, and 
tremble to appear before a magistrate. ~ 7th-century Kangxi 
Emperor 

When the Communists gained power in 1949, they con-

tinued the Confucian tradition of minimizing the use of the 

law. There was a transformation from the previous aristo-

cratic reign to one which was ostensibly proletariat-based, 

but the principle remained. 

From 1949 to 1976, the government passed scant legisla-

tion. China was governed by decree, with courts and legal 

processes rarely used. In 1981, on the eve of Deng Xiaoping's 

moves to open China more to the world, there were only 5,000 

lawyers for a population of 1 billion, compared with 500,000 

American lawyers for a population 25% the size. 

Under Deng, the body of statutes expanded dramatically, 

with codes for many areas not previously ruled by law, in-

cluding industrial safety, environmental protection, and in-

ventions (patents). Laws dealing with crimes, marriage, and 

many areas of potential civil contention were expanded. The 

most dramatic changes were in criminal law, with procedures 

modeled upon European code law. The number of lawyers 

multiplied 10-fold 1981–1990. By 2018, China had 350,000 

attorneys, compared to over 1.1 million in the US. 

Having personally suffered from the legal caprice of the 

Cultural Revolution, Deng wanted rule of law for greater pro-

tection of individual rights. Deng also wished to liberalize, 
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and so invigorate, the Chinese economy. This required forti-

fying civil law. 

As Kangxi presciently foresaw, business disputes soared. 

China was less successful in rooting civil rights in its society, 

as the government continued to rule with an iron fist, brook-

ing scant dissent. 

It is commonplace for citizens to be arbitrarily summoned, 
forcibly seized, and detained indefinitely, and for citizens 
whose freedom has been restricted to be treated inhumanely. 
~ China Youth Daily in 2000 

 

Justice systems evolved in complexity alongside other so-

cietal institutions. On the whole, this has not necessarily led 

to an improvement in dispensing justice. Justice in more 

primitive societies was more direct, and therefore often more 

just than modern law enforcement and justice: institutions 

which are inherently impersonal and often inept, if not down-

right corrupt. 

 Constitutions  

Most states sport a constitution which codifies the powers 

and rights that recognized entities are entitled to. Often, a 

constitution also circumscribes limits to those powers and 

rights. The recognized entities are typically branches of gov-

ernment, constituent territories (such as states within a fed-

eral nation), and sometimes the citizenry as a collective 

institution, with the constitution granting them inalienable 

rights. 

Britain is unusual in lacking a document that serves as a 

written constitution.* With its long history of relative politi-

cal stability, UK governance is instead guided by its accumu-

lation of legal conventions, statutes, treaties, and judicial 

decisions. 

In stark contrast, Germany's Basic Law is a response to 

the turmoil of the 20th century, especially the Nazi era. Its 

 
* The Catholic Church also lacks a constitution. 
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detailed constitution serves as much as an elaborate check on 

political power as it does a grant. 

No constitution, even Germany's, states all the rules cov-

ering the distribution of power. Instead, a constitution lays 

out a basic structure and mechanics. 

The difference between the constitutional informality of 

the UK and the specificity of Germany's constitution reflects 

national political evolution. Whereas older constitutions are 

brief, newer ones are more complicated. This partly reflects 

the growth of state power in all spheres of life. Newer consti-

tutions spell out that power so as to preserve it for the enti-

tled entities. 

Above all, in setting rights and powers, constitutions are 

intended to establish rule of law. This is a guise. Constitu-

tions commonly only suggest the values and mores upon 

which laws are supposed to be drafted, and by which states 

are supposed to conduct themselves.  

The US constitution in its preamble indicates nothing 

more than the intent to "establish justice, ensure domestic 

tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the 

general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty." 

Disparity grows in time between the formal rules of a con-

stitution and exercised political power. In reading the US 

constitution, one would think its electoral college a powerful 

body, as they are elected to meet and select a president. In 

practice, the electoral college has become a toothless ratifica-

tion of citizen votes on a state-by-state basis. 

 Design Principles  

4 principles are key to constitutional design: degree of 

specificity, treatment of tradition, amendability, and incen-

tive for compliance. Specificity is not necessarily an ad-

vantage. Napoléon once said that a constitution should be 

short and obscure. 

Germany's Basic Law may have averted another Hitler, 

but it has also provoked political paralysis. In 1972, the gov-

ernment of Willy Brandt had lost so much support in the par-

liament that it could not even get a budget passed. Brandt 

wanted to step down and call for a new election. For 6 



 Rule of Law 365 
 

months, no one could think how to accomplish this under the 

constitution's complicated provisions, without Brandt's party 

members voting themselves out of office, which they were un-

willing to do. 

In breaking with societal traditions, constitutions can 

lose their legitimacy. Outlawing alcohol consumption via con-

stitutional amendment in the US backfired because it went 

against the long-standing American tradition of getting liq-

uored up. 

Sometimes tradition is exactly what constitution writers 

intend to break. Revolutionary states, such as China in 1949, 

have imposed new political systems that transformed societal 

expectations. 

As constitutions are often imperfect documents in prog-

nosticating a society's future needs, there should be a way to 

sensibly amend them. Engineering such a mechanism has of-

ten proven problematic, especially when a constitution rep-

resents a struck bargain among conflicting interests. 

Out of fear that a hard-fought compromise between 

states' rights and federal power might be undone, the US con-

stitution was designed to be difficult to change. As a result, 

aside a remiss citizen bill of rights, only 27 amendments have 

been made in over 2 centuries, and 2 of those amounted to 

nothing: the 18th Amendment prohibited booze, and the 21st 

rescinded it.  

The lubricant for this inflexibility came from an unconsti-

tutional power grab by the US supreme court to adaptively 

interpret the often-vague constitution. The result has been a 

history of caprice in constitutional law. 

Denmark established its 1st modern constitution in 1849. 

Instead of amendment, the entire constitution has been re-

placed 4 times since (1866, 1915, 1920, 1953). 

The 3rd principle is of incentive compatibility: a constitu-

tion should provide incentives for those in power to perform 

toward societal well-being. 

In this, the US constitution fails miserably. Its lower leg-

islative house is supposed to establish laws that benefit the 

country as a whole. Instead, the only incentive for house 

members is to serve the interests of those with power in their 
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district. Exorbitant wasteful spending (called pork) is one re-

sult. Neglect of the powerless underclass is another. 

If the US had stronger political parties, which could pun-

ish errant members, the personal incentives would be differ-

ent. Instead, weak parties leave a severe incentive problem. 

 Power Locus  

Writing a constitution is a messy business for new or 

transformed states. In creating the US legislative upper 

house (senate), small states were given a platform to defend 

themselves against the heavily populated powerhouse states 

in the northeast. This attempt to balance regional power has 

instead meant disproportionate power that is undemocratic. 

The 2005 Iraq constitution attempted to temper the in-

herent tribal conflict between the country's 3 ethnic/religious 

groups (Shia/Sunni/Kurds). It failed. 

How much political power should be concentrated in a 

central government versus distributed among regions is a 

perennial constitutional dilemma. This is the single greatest 

source of ongoing political conflict. 

In Spain, separatists have waged an intermittent cam-

paign of terror for an autonomous Basque state. Canada has 

a perpetual constitutional tension between French-speaking 

Quebec and the Anglo rest of the country. Long-simmering 

Scottish nationalism has flared in the wake of Britain's dolt-

ish exit from the European Union, which England supported 

but Scotland did not. 

Central versus local control is dealt with constitutionally 

by deciding upon a unitary or federal state. A unitary state is 

one in which regional bodies are readily overruled by the cen-

tral government, which indisputably has ultimate power.  

By contrast, regional governments have distinct deline-

ated powers in a federal state. The 2 governments – federal 

and regional – rule with regard to different political issues. 

Worldwide, only 20 states are federal systems. The rest – 

over 170 – are unitary. 

Federation is typically found in larger states where re-

gions have conflicting interests. Such was the case in the US 
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between southern states reliant on slavery and northern 

states with residual moral repugnance to it. 

Though the 20 federal systems are only 10% of the world's 

states, 38% of the world's people live in them, and they cover 

49% of Earth's landmass. 

Germany has a federation that generally works well. In 

contrast, provincial political power has eroded in the Ameri-

can federal system to the point of governance bearing only a 

bastardized resemblance of the constitution. 

 Many informal arrangements alter the centralizing ten-

dency of unitary states and power devolution in federal sys-

tems. As always, money makes a difference. Distribution of 

revenues (tax collection) goes a long way in determining ef-

fective power. 

Tradition also plays. Both France and Britain are unitary 

states where the central government garners most of the rev-

enue (76% in France; 91% in Britain). 

In the UK, the central government traditionally keeps 

loose control over local government spending and actions. 

Wales and Scotland have extensive autonomy on spending 

within their borders, even though revenues technically be-

long to the central government. 

Conversely, for centuries French power has been firmly 

lodged in Paris. In 1981, President François Mitterrand in-

stituted several decentralizing reforms, but the French polit-

ical system remains strongly centralized. 

Large and diverse states often loosen the leash of central-

ization to flexibly meet local needs. Still, the economic desir-

ability of uniformity has mean that most industrialized 

states in the world are largely centralized when it comes to 

regulation of commerce. 

 Citizen Rights  

Granting citizens basic freedoms, such as the liberty of 

practicing religion, or not being persecuted by ethnicity, does 

not feature in many constitutions. The US tacked on its Bill 

of Rights in 1791, just after its ratification by the 13 founding 

states in 1790. 
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While still a British colony, Canada had a citizen bill of 

rights in 1689. Its most recent (1982) constitution has no such 

provision. Instead, citizen rights are only quasi-constitu-

tional, from a parliamentary act in 1960. 

Australia's constitution offers no protection for people. 

Granting basic civil rights and human dignities has been a 

task left to an often-indifferent judiciary. The result has been 

a history of flagrant abuse of prisoners, the indigenous popu-

lation, and immigrants, including children.* 

 An Armed Citizenry  

The 2nd and 3rd amendments to the US constitution were 

noncontroversial when they were passed. Both these amend-

ments, taken together, were intended to prevent a military 

state, and to constrain the state from oppressing citizens. 

These federal constitutional amendments corresponded with 

several state constitutions. 

The people have a right to keep and to bear arms for the com-
mon defence. And as, in time of peace, armies are dangerous to 
liberty, they ought not to be maintained without the consent of 
the legislature. ~ Massachusetts state constitution 

Such constitutional clauses evolved from the bad experi-

ences the British had with standing armies: a problem dating 

back to the early 17th century, when religious and political 

conflict tore at Britain's social fabric. Britain exported the 

very same problem to its American colonies with its standing 

army, and the 1765 Quartering Act (following the French and 

Indian War), which compelled American colonists to house 

British soldiers.† 

 
* Australians as crudely uncivilized is a common generalization. 

The country was populated by the British from 1788 as a prison 

colony, and Australians too often live up to that legacy. Besides 

newsworthy cruelty toward people and other animals, Australi-

ans exhibit a wanton disregard for Nature. 

† Housing soldiers in private spaces was common in Britain at the 

time. After all their troubles with standing armies, the Brits 

learnt nothing. 
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Violence was sewn into the American experience. Colo-

nists were, after all, seizing land from native inhabitants, 

and from other colonial powers. On top of all of this was the 

sustained sense of being unmoored from civilization: a fron-

tier where brutality may be a matter of survival. That spirit 

lives on in too much of America. 

The intent of the 2nd & 3rd amendments – to not have a 

standing army – has long been ignored. The 1st federal 

standing army was created by law in 1784, less than a year 

after the Revolutionary War army disbanded; a step from 

which the state never looked back. 

While the 3rd Amendment has done nothing but gather 

dust, the 2nd Amendment – citizens' right to bear arms – has 

been the subject of intense controversy from the 20th century 

on. 

A well-regulated militia, being necessary to the security of a 
free state, the right of the people to keep and bear arms, shall 
not be infringed. ~ US Constitution, 2nd Amendment 

Is the right to arms predicated upon their necessity for a 

militia? If not, why mention it? To date, the US courts have 

treated the preface merely as a non-restrictive statement of 

purpose. This goes against canonical interpretation of the 

constitution. 

Its provisions are neither to be restricted into insignificance…. 

~ SCOTUS Chief Justice John Marshall 

Ending the senseless slaughter of citizens by citizens 

bearing firearms requires eviscerating the 2nd Amendment, 

by putting it into the perspective the framers intended.*† The 

effort to do so has been unsuccessful so far. Clearly, to ad-

vance to this civility would be un-American. 

 
* 36,252 people were gunned down in America in 2015. 

† Legalistically, outlawing guns can be done by recognizing that the 

preamble provided in the 2nd amendment is an essential context 

which no longer applies, as a federal standing army exists. In do-

ing so, the courts would have to tacitly admit the unconstitutional 

presence of the federal military, go against the longstanding tra-

dition of citizens bearing arms, and instigate the problematic pro-

cess of weapons confiscation. 
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 Constitutionalism  

Constitutionalism is the ostensible faithfulness with 

which constitutions are adhered to in letter and spirit. Con-

stitutionalism has a strong streak in the UK, US, Canada, 

Australia, and New Zealand.  

In the US, a supreme court insulated from political pres-

sure can overturn any act of government it finds unconstitu-

tional. Britain has only had a supreme court since 2009 but 

has centuries of tradition in court impartiality to politics. 

Even in the foregoing countries, governments take uncon-

stitutional measures during declared national emergencies. 

The UK held no elections during World War 2. The US stole 

the property of Japanese Americans and held them captive 

for the duration of that war. 

Constitutionalism has been wobbly in France. In the 20th 

century, France had 4 constitutions and 9 different electoral 

systems. The party in power manipulates the media to its 

benefit, and French embassies aboard have committed elec-

toral fraud in absentee voting. Aside from these cynical 

measures, thrice in the 20th century French military leaders 

abandoned democracy altogether and attempted to seize 

power. Twice they were successful. 

Despite its tepid embrace of constitutionalism, France is 

shiny compared to most states in the world. China under Mao 

Zedong showed revolutionary zeal in producing ~65 million 

corpses of its own citizens. Later Chinese leaders displayed 

similar savagery, though not with such an imposing body 

count. 

Examples abound of states around the world showing as 

much respect for their constitution as they do toilet paper. 

This is particularly true of those led by right-wing military 

leaders, but it also occurs in ones ostensibly democratically 

elected. 

As American president, Donald Trump treated constitu-

tionalism, and decency, as alien concepts, preferring instead 

mendacity. Only the courts made any attempt to keep him in 

line, while the Republican-controlled Congress merely cow-

ered, unwilling to deal with the malevolent miscreant that 
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hijacked the Republican party with his successful presiden-

tial bid. 

 Legislation  
Laws are rules made by people who govern by means of or-

ganized violence. ~ Russian author Leo Tolstoy 

If we consider our bodies as properties, then almost all 

laws are about property: its sanctions, proscriptions, proper 

usages, and violations. In man's grand dominion, this in-

cludes the entirety of Nature, which is considered common 

property until conveniently carved into a bit of the private 

variety. 

Laws: We know what they are, and what they are worth! They 
are spider webs for the rich and mighty, steel chains for the poor 
and weak, fishing nets in the hands of government. ~ Pierre-
Joseph Proudhon 

All necessary laws of property date to antiquity. New 

laws are enacted only to grant favor to some special interest, 

regulate yet another facet of the market system run amok, or 

grant the state further power over people's lives. Rare indeed 

is the measure whereby the state disabuses itself of power. 

When the US supreme court held in Chisholm v. Georgia 

(1793) that states could be sued by citizens in federal court, 

Congress and the states conspired to quickly adopt the 11th 

Amendment so as to shore up sovereign immunity. Democ-

racy has seldom served as a solvent to state impunity. 

More law, less justice. ~ Cicero 

Laws are themselves fulsome with tedium. The process 

by which they are made, and the directions in which they 

tend, illustrate the nature of political affairs. In modern de-

mocracies, legislation demonstrates how tenaciously oligar-

chy clings, interrupted only sporadically by populist spasms 

of revolt against subjections both real and imagined. 

Laws, like sausages, cease to inspire respect in proportion as 
we know how they are made. ~ American poet John Godfrey 
Saxe in 1869 
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 The Courts  
Courts are odd, in that they are part of the government, but, 

to judge fairly, must be to some extent independent of it.  
~ American political scientist Phillips Shivley 

Fairness is what justice really is. ~ SCOTUS Justice Potter 
Stewart 

Courts adjudicate and determine remedy for property 

transgressions. If the property is a human body, violation of 

rights falls under criminal law. Otherwise, until a property 

violation is criminalized, disputes are a civil matter. 

Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere. ~ Martin 

Luther King, Jr.  

 United States  

The judicial Power of the United States shall be vested in one 
supreme court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may 
from time to time ordain and establish. The judicial power shall 
extend to all cases, in law and equity, arising under this 
constitution, the laws of the United States, and treaties made.  

~ US Constitution, Article 3, §§1-2 

The US operates a complex hierarchical system of courts 

at the local, state, and federal levels.  

As every state is a separate political entity, each operates 

its own court system. Local courts handle municipal laws. 

There are also jurisdictionally overlapping regional (county) 

and state-level trial courts. Each state has an appellate su-

preme court. 

The federal judiciary is divided into 94 districts, with 

each state having at least 1 district. The US territories of 

Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, and the US Virgin Islands 

each comprise a judicial district. These districts are divided 

into 12 regional circuits, each of which has an appellate court. 

The legal process in the United States is a complicated matter 
of applying ambiguous legal codes to specific cases. It is an em-
inently subjective process that aspires to objectivity in the name 
of justice. ~ American sociologists Margaret Anderson & How-
ard Taylor 
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 CAFC  

The Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit (CAFC)  has 

appellate jurisdiction over patent law cases tried at the 

district level, cases tried by the Court of International Trade 

(CIT), and those appealed from the Court of Federal Claims 

(CFC). The CIT hears international trade and customs cases.  

The CFC hears money claims against the federal govern-

ment, involving areas such as taxes, contracts, pay, intellec-

tual property, and native American rights. The CFC may also 

hear cases referred to it by either house of Congress. The CFC 

has concurrent jurisdiction with district courts when the 

claim is for less than $10,000. 

The CAFC came into being in 1981. Prior to that, patent 

appeals from district courts were made to their respective 

circuit appellate courts. The different regions created such an 

incoherent jumble of case law as to make a mockery of the 

pretense of predictability. Whence the CAFC, which has 

created its own inconsistent cacophony – all the better to 

exercise bias and have something to point to for legalistic 

backup. 

 Supreme Court  

The high court's role is to interpret the law – nothing else.  
~ American attorneys Sarah Turberville & Anthony Marcum 

All US courts – state and federal – fall under the aegis of 

the Supreme Court of the United States (SCOTUS), which is 

led by a Chief Justice. SCOTUS selects the cases which it cares 

to hear of those appealed to it. 

Judges would like to have the public believe that they are 
above politics and are deciding cases purely on the basis of the 
law. This is a useful myth for legitimizing the actions of the 
court. ~ English political scientist Alan Ball & American politi-
cal scientist Guy Peters 

 History  

The judiciary is beyond comparison the weakest of the three 
departments of power. ~ Alexander Hamilton in 1788 



374 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

The US constitution left the expanse of the courts' power 

vague. What the framers deliberately withheld from the 

courts was power that was purely political, such as the forth-

right ability to veto or revise legislation. The judicial exercise 

was to be limited to settling disputes. 

The Court from the outset has confined itself to its judicial 
duty of deciding actual cases. ~ SCOTUS Chief Justice Charles 
Evans Hughes in 1910 

When the supreme court first convened in 1790, it was so 

ill-esteemed that its justices frequently resigned in favor of 

other pursuits. John Jay, the 1st chief justice, quit the court 

to become Governor of New York. Offered the post after Jay 

departed, Alexander Hamilton declined, preferring his law 

practice and political activities. 

As James Irdell observed when stepping up from being a 

state court judge to SCOTUS in 1790: "the duty will be severe." 

The 1789 Judiciary Act required that supreme court justices 

personally sit on circuit courts that had been set up through-

out the country. As travel was arduous at the time, the impo-

sition of circuit duty was onerous. 

Justices were relieved of sitting on circuit with the 1801 

Judiciary Act, which provided for creating and staffing 6 cir-

cuit courts. 

Originally a bench of 6, the number of supreme court jus-

tices fluctuated in the early 19th century before settling at 9 

in 1869. Of the 114 justices in the court's history, only 6 have 

not been white men (4 women, 2 blacks). 

 Tied Votes  

A tie in the supreme court lets a ruling from the court 

below stand. A SCOTUS tie vote is a non-ruling which does not 

bind lower courts, nor has any precedent value. In other 

words, a tie acts as if the supreme court never heard the case. 

If ties commonly occur, they lessen SCOTUS' esteem in the 

public eye, by poignantly pointing out that the law is ulti-

mately just politics under a veneer of justice.  
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In February 2016, Justice Antonin Scalia died. He was 

firmly in the right-wing camp of a court that was often di-

vided, with a single swing vote deciding rulings on a 9-seat 

bench. Scalia's departure spelt a divided court. 

As 2016 was a Presidential election year, and partisan 

politics was in play even more than usual, the Republican-

controlled Congress refused to consider any successor candi-

date put forth by a president in the opposition party. Repub-

licans absurdly posited that the post should remain vacant 

for over a year, until the next president took office and Con-

gress could confirm a new jurist. 

A string of tied votes would sew legal confusion. By letting 

lower court decisions stand but not requiring other courts to 

abide by the ruling, different jurisdictions could have various 

interpretations of constitutional law. It would mean a broken 

justice system (worse than it already was, at any rate). So, 

the supreme court gummed itself up by not taking cases. 

There was at least unanimity in doing nothing. 

In the early 20th century, justices decided 200 or more 

cases a year. The workload declined to ~150 by the 1980s, 

then plummeted to ~80 rulings annually by the end of that 

decade.  

2000–2015, the cases taken by SCOTUS numbered in the 

70s. In 2016, it was a small fraction of that. Then, with a new 

justice confirmed in 2017, the high court got back to its nor-

mal slackness. 

 

The supreme court has no way to force its dictates on society. 
Whether its decisions "stick," or dissipate in empty air, depends 
on the reaction of society. ~ American historian Lawrence 
Friedman 

Article 6 of the US constitution declares the document 

"the supreme law of the land," to which judges, legislators, 

and "executive officers" must be bound.  

The constitution gave the courts power to adjudicate "con-

troversies" to which the federal and state governments were 

a party, those between or among states, and those involving 

"citizens or subjects." 
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Where the constitution was stunningly silent was in how 

conflicts involving the different branches of the federal gov-

ernment were to be resolved. The constitution was also 

dumbly mute about who had the power to interpret it. This 

left issues about the fundamental powers of the judiciary un-

stated; and, more critically, no mechanism for resolving the 

inevitable contentions among men in power who asserted au-

thority from their respective realm. 

A curious case came along in the early 19th century which 

gave the supreme court the opportunity to declare itself a 

power equal to that of the other branches of the federal gov-

ernment. It did so only through meticulous legal dissection 

by then Chief Justice John Marshall, still the longest-serving 

head jurist in the country's history, and one its most astute. 

 Marbury v. Madison (1803)  

A law repugnant to the constitution is void. ~ SCOTUS Chief 
Justice John Marshall in Marbury v. Madison 

The Federalist and Democratic-Republican parties domi-

nated national politics in the late 18th and early 19th centu-

ries. The 1800 election between incumbent Federalist 

President John Adams and D–R candidate Thomas Jefferson 

was bitter and close. The electoral college vote tied. 

Picking the President fell to the House of Representa-

tives. Only after 36 ballots was Thomas Jefferson declared 

the winner. 

In what would become a long-standing tradition, Adams 

attempted to pack the federal judiciary with as many Feder-

alist judges as he could before Jefferson took power. He 

started this process at the top: getting his secretary of state, 

John Marshall, installed as the Chief Justice of the United 

States. 

Furthering that effort, Congress gave Adams the power 

to appoint justices of the peace for the District of Columbia. 

On the day before his term expired, 2 March, Adams ap-

pointed 42 "midnight judges," which Congress approved the 

next day. 

When Jefferson's term began on 4 March, he ordered his 

new secretary of state, James Madison, not to deliver the 
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commissions. Jefferson decided to view the commissions in-

valid unless delivered. 

Having demonstrated his power, Jefferson ultimately let 

most of Adams' appointees take their posts. One of the dis-

gruntled few who were left out was William Marbury. 

Marbury and 3 other spurned midnight judges petitioned 

the supreme court to order Madison to deliver the commis-

sions. Under the 1789 Judiciary Act, SCOTUS had the power 

to issue the writ of mandamus (court order) that Marbury 

requested. Chief Justice Marshall issued the Court's opinion 

on 24 February 1803.  

By this time, the issue directly being decided was minor. 

Jefferson's desire to reduce the number of justices of the 

peace had been confirmed. The Judiciary Act of 1801 had 

been repealed. And Marbury's original term was half over. 

To most people, irrespective of political affiliation, the 

case was moot. But Marshall recognized that he had the per-

fect case to expound a basic principle. 

Marshall declared that Marbury had the right to receive 

the commission. Marshall further observed that the Judici-

ary Act clearly entitled Marbury to the requested writ of 

mandamus. 

Marshall then played his ace in the hole. He noted that 

the constitution specified that "the supreme court shall have 

appellate jurisdiction" in "cases affecting public ministers." 

As SCOTUS did not have original jurisdiction – responsi-

bility for an initial decision – under the constitution, Mar-

bury could not go directly to the supreme court for a writ. He 

had to first go to a district court, and then appeal to SCOTUS 

if he lost at the lower tribunal. 

Whence came the critical issue: would the court use the 

authority granted by the Judiciary Act, but denied by the con-

stitution, to issue Marbury's writ of mandamus? Marshall 

said no, it would not. Congress could not authorize something 

forbidden by the constitution. 

Certainly, all those who have framed written constitutions 
contemplate them as forming the fundamental and paramount 
law of the nation, and consequently, the theory of every such 
government must be, that an act of the legislature, repugnant to 
the constitution, is void. ~ SCOTUS in Marbury v. Madison 
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Wherefore, because the Judiciary Act was unconstitu-

tional, it was unenforceable. With this, Marshall set forth for 

the first time the doctrine of judicial review of acts committed 

by the other branches of government; a reasonable but bold 

power grab upon which the constitution had nothing to say. 

It is emphatically the province and duty of the judicial depart-
ment to say what the law is. Those who apply the rule to partic-
ular cases must of necessity expound and interpret the rule. If 
two laws conflict with each other, the courts must decide on the 
operation of each. ~ SCOTUS in Marbury v. Madison 

Marbury v. Madison was fortuitous. If Marshall had not 

self-consecrated review power in his magisterial manner, it 

may not have ever been insisted upon, as it was not until 

1857 that the constitutional validity of a federal statute was 

next questioned. 

The legislature is entitled to all the deference that is due the 
judiciary. ~ SCOTUS in Marbury v. Madison, back-handedly 
equalizing its own power with that of Congress 

 Dissent  

The American supreme court originally followed the Brit-

ish tradition of seriatim: each justice issuing his opinion. To 

mask atomic division, Chief Justice John Marshall instituted 

the practice of a single majority opinion. 

Ogden v. Saunders (1827) was the only dissent Marshall 

had in a constitutional case. Despite being a dissent, it was 

his stated principle in that case to which the high court has 

since held as the standard to interpret the constitution: 

To say that the intention of the instrument must prevail; that 
this intention must be collected from its words; that its words 
are to be understood in that sense in which they are generally 
used by those for whom the instrument was intended; that its 
provisions are neither to be restricted into insignificance, nor 
extended to objects not comprehended in them, nor contem-
plated by its framers – is to repeat what has been already said 
more at large, and is all that can be necessary. ~ John Marshall, 
in dissent in Ogden v. Saunders 
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The vast preponderance of dissents are soon forgotten; 

but some resonate through time, prophetically influencing 

future proceedings.  

Dissent is the way the voice of prophecy is first heard.  

~ American legal scholar Irving Dillard 

Some critics view dissent as harmful to the law itself. If 

jurists cannot agree on what the law is, the public may lose 

respect for both the court and the law. That belief is far more 

widespread in Europe than in the US. Some countries have 

gone as far as to make it a crime for a jurist to publicly dis-

sent. 

If the authority of the Court is weakened by a dissent, it is 
probably because it ought to be weakened. ~ Justice Henry 
Billings Brown 

 

SCOTUS first exercised its power to hold a state law un-

constitutional in Fletcher v. Peck (1810), when Georgia was 

found to have violated the contract clause of the constitution. 

Fletcher was an early precedent for the sanctity of legal con-

tracts and hinted that native Americans did not hold title to 

their own lands – a constraint fully realized in Johnson v. 

M'Intosh (1823), which held that private citizens could not 

buy land from indigenes.  

The ability to rule on constitutional issues and overturn 

laws gave US courts considerable clout. That power ulti-

mately stemmed from core political incompetency: originat-

ing with the vagaries of the constitution, coupled with the 

negligence of Congress in reconciling its intent with constitu-

tional clauses. 

 Political Question Doctrine  

Marbury v. Madison involved the political question doc-

trine: whether the court system is the appropriate forum for 

political questions, not just legal ones. In that case, Justice 

Marshall drew a distinction between 2 different functions of 

the US Secretary of State: legalistic actions subject to court 

scrutiny, and, conversely, those beyond the judicial review, 

such as advising the President. 
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The doctrine is ground in the concept of separation of pow-

ers, particularly the federal judiciary's desire to avoid insert-

ing itself into disputes between the other branches of the 

federal government. 

 Chevron v. NRDC (1984)  

Following Marbury, US federal courts took it upon them-

selves to judicially review Congressional statutes for their 

constitutionality. The constitution was silent about how 

much leeway federal agencies had in acting when statutory 

bounds were ambiguous: the issue of administrative defer-

ence. 

Chevron USA v. Natural Resources Defense Council (1984) 

was a landmark ruling by the supreme court, prompted by 

the EPA lessening the stringency of regulations related to air 

pollution after Ronald Reagan took office.  

In Chevron, SCOTUS gave government agencies consider-

able latitude in resolving statutory ambiguity, which federal 

law regularly supplies in surfeit thanks to Congressional las-

situde. 

When a challenge to an agency construction of a statutory 
provision, fairly conceptualized, really centers on the wisdom 
of the agency's policy, rather than whether it is a reasonable 
choice within a gap left open by Congress, the challenge must 
fail. In such a case, federal judges -- who have no constituency 
-- have a duty to respect legitimate policy choices made by those 
who do. The responsibilities for assessing the wisdom of such 
policy choices and resolving the struggle between competing 
views of the public interest are not judicial ones. ~ SCOTUS in 
Chevron USA v. NRDC (1984) 

This clear articulation of administrative acquiescence 

was such that Chevron deference became a stock phrase in 

subsequent court rulings where the issue was relevant. 

 Elections  

Courts ought not to enter this political thicket. ~ SCOTUS in 
Colegrove v. Green 

In Colegrove v. Green (1946), the supreme court decreed 

that the federal judiciary had no power to interfere in issues 
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related to apportionment of a state legislature. But then, in 

Baker v. Carr (1962), SCOTUS capriciously reversed itself.  

Election districts are supposed to be fairly equal in the 

number of citizens they contain. Population shifts put them 

out of whack. States commonly redistrict based on federal 

population censuses.  

Baker v. Carr arose because Tennessee had not bothered 

to redistrict for over 1/2 century, contrary to its constitution; 

the result being that Shelby County, which includes Mem-

phis, was grossly underrepresented compared to rural coun-

ties. 

Per Colegrove v. Green, Tennessee argued that this was 

not the Court's business. After wrenching adjudication, the 

supreme court decided it was its business after all. 

The mere fact that the suit seeks protection of a political right 
does not mean it presents a political question. Such an objection 
is little more than a play upon words. ~ SCOTUS in Baker v. 
Carr, politically playing upon words 

A bare majority determined in Baker v. Carr the "one per-

son, one vote" standard for legislative redistricting. This af-

fected many state legislatures, which had not bothered with 

redistricting for decades, despite major population shifts. 

Plaintiffs here invoked the right to vote and have their vote 
counted, but they are permitted to vote and their vote is already 
counted. The complaint being made here is that their vote is not 
powerful enough. They should seek relief in the legislative sys-
tem, not the courts. ~ Justice John Marshall Harlan in dissent in 
Baker v. Carr 

In Shelby County v. Holder (2014), the Republican major-

ity of the supreme court approved Republican evisceration of 

the 1965 Voting Rights Act, which had thwarted state actions 

that suppressed voting. 

Hubris is a fit word for today's demolition of the Voting Rights 
Act. ~ Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg, in dissent in Shelby County 
v. Holder, joined by Justices Stephen Breyer, Sonia Sotomayor, 
and Elena Kagan 
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 Bush v. Gore (2000)  

With Bush v. Gore (2000), the SCOTUS Republican major-

ity (5–4) picked the next president. They did so by interfering 

with a state election in Florida, stopping a recount of votes. 

There is no justification for the majority's remedy, which is 
simply to reverse the lower court and halt the recount entirely. 
~ Justice Stephen Breyer, in dissent in Bush v. Gore 

The Bush v. Gore decision was an abrogation of the polit-

ical question doctrine, a denigration of case law, and a viola-

tion of the constitution – article II, §1, clause 2: "each state 

shall appoint, in such manner as the legislature thereof may 

direct, a number of electors…." 

The extraordinary setting of this case has obscured the ordi-
nary principle that dictates its proper resolution: Federal courts 
defer to state high courts' interpretations of their state's own law. 
This principle reflects the core of federalism, on which all agree.  

Article II does not call for the scrutiny undertaken by this 
Court. This case involves nothing that warrants extraordinary 
action by this Court. ~ Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg, in dissent 
in Bush v. Gore 

 Racial Discrimination  

The US supreme court has long favored whites and de-

nied equal treatment under the law to blacks and minorities. 

Johnson v. M'Intosh (1823) illustrated how indigenes had no 

constitutional legal standing, nor property rights, in the view 

of SCOTUS. Black received a distinct drubbing. 

 Dred Scott v. Sandford (1856)  

2 clauses in the Constitution point directly and specifically to 
the negro race as a separate class of persons, and show clearly 
that they were not regarded as citizens of the government then 
formed. ~ SCOTUS in Dred Scott v. Sandford (1856) 

In Dred Scott v. Sandford (1856), SCOTUS held that Afri-

can Americans, whether enslaved or free, could not be Amer-

ican citizens, and therefore had no standing before federal 

courts. Further, the federal government had no power to reg-

ulate slavery. 
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The 1st section of the 2nd article of the constitution uses the 
language 'a natural-born citizen.' It thus assumes that citizen-
ship may be acquired by birth. Of this there can be no doubt. 
At the time of the ratification of the Articles of Confederation, 
all free native-born inhabitants of the states, though descended 
from African slaves, were not only citizens of those states, but 
such of them as had the other necessary qualifications possessed 
the franchise of electors, on equal terms with other citizens.  
~ Justice Benjamin Curtis, in dissent in Dred Scott v. Sandford 

In sowing uncertainty about slavery in western states, 

the Dred Scott decision helped trigger the Panic of 1857. 

Hailed in Southern slaveholding society as a proper interpre-

tation of the constitution, Dred Scott furthered societal splin-

tering over slavery, and so fostered the Civil War a few years 

later. The Dred Scott decision was overturned by the 13th 

(1865) and 14th (1868) amendments. 

 Yick Wo v. Hopkins (1886)  

In response to a burgeoning influx of immigrant Chinese, 

white Californians passed a plethora of discriminatory laws 

from the mid-1850s. One such proscription was an 1880 San 

Francisco ordinance prohibiting operating a laundry in a 

wooden building without the consent of the Board of Super-

visors. 

While whites and Hispanics had no permit problems with 

their laundries, the Board refused all 200 Chinese appli-

cants. A longtime laundry owner, Yick Wo, continued to run 

his business despite being denied a permit. He was arrested 

and convicted under the ordinance.  

The supreme court reversed the conviction because the 

ordinance was administered in a discriminatory manner: a 

violation of the equal protection clause of the 14th Amend-

ment. Yick Wo v. Hopkins was the 1st time SCOTUS inferred 

the existence of discrimination from data about a law's appli-

cation. Statistical data was again used in the 1960s to strike 

down statutes discriminating against black Americans. 

Equal protection and security should be given to all under 
like circumstances in the enjoyment of their personal and civil 
rights. ~ SCOTUS in Yick Wo v. Hopkins (1886) 
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In the 21st century, the Republican majority of SCOTUS 

refused to apply similar statistical logic, thereby permitting 

gerrymandering, as the electoral fiddling favored Republi-

cans.  

 Plessy v. Ferguson (1896)  

Louisiana passed a law in 1890 requiring that colored 

people ride in coaches separate from whites. Homer Plessy, 

who was 1/8th black by descent, violated the state's Separate 

Car Act by insisting on taking a seat in the Caucasian coach. 

His uppitiness for equal justice made it the supreme court. 

In Plessy v. Ferguson (1896), SCOTUS held that "separate 

but equal" was a suitable discrimination.  

The enforced separation of the races neither abridges the 
privileges or immunities of the colored man, deprives him of his 
property without due process of law, nor denies him the equal 
protection of the laws. ~ SCOTUS in Plessy v. Ferguson (1896) 

 Berea College v. Kentucky (1908)  

Berea College was a private school, founded in 1855, 

which had the audacity to admit students regardless of race, 

and treat them without discrimination. The college's home 

state, Kentucky, passed a law in 1904 prohibiting such equal-

ity in education. In Berea College v. Kentucky (1908), the su-

preme court affirmed that states have the power to make 

such prohibitions.  

A corporation is not entitled to all the immunities to which 
individuals are entitled, and a state may withhold from its cor-
porations privileges and powers of which it cannot constitution-
ally deprive individuals. ~ SCOTUS in Berea College v. 
Kentucky 

Further, SCOTUS in Berea College made a strong legal dis-

tinction between corporations and individuals – a precedent 

which the supreme court would ignore 3 decades later and 

thereafter with its fawning for corporate power. 
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Separate but supposedly equal endured for nearly 6 dec-

ades, until overturned by Brown v. Board of Education of To-

peka (1954), which held that "separate educational facilities 

are inherently unequal."  

 United States v. Cruikshank (1875)  

The duty of a government to afford protection is limited al-
ways by the power it possesses for that purpose. ~ SCOTUS in 
United States v. Cruikshank (1875) 

The 1872 Louisiana gubernatorial election was hotly dis-

puted. On Easter Sunday on 13 April 1873, in the town 

Colfax, an armed militia of white Democrats attacked black 

Republicans, massacring 105 blacks and 3 whites. 

Federal charges were brought against some of the white 

insurgents. Convictions were appealed to the supreme court. 

Among the federal charges were violations of the 1st and 

2nd amendments (1791): the right to freely assemble, and the 

right to keep and bear arms, respectively. Astonishingly, 

SCOTUS overturned the convictions, holding that protection 

clauses of the 14th Amendment (1868) applied only to state 

actions, not those of individual citizens.  

The high court essentially established that the federal 

government does not protect its citizens. The plaintiffs had 

to rely upon state courts for protection, even as these courts 

never convicted white men for murdering blacks, then or in 

the century that followed. 

 For their protection in its enjoyment, the people must look 
to the states. ~ SCOTUS in United States v. Cruikshank (1875) 

Federal troops were withdrawn from the Deep South in 

1877. Elections there afterward were often fraught with 

fraud and violence, as whites suppressed black voting. South-

ern states passed laws to disfranchise blacks and poor 

whites. This political exclusion ostensibly lasted until after 

passage of federal civil rights laws in the mid-1960s but con-

tinues to present day through more devious means. 

 Chae Chan Ping v. United States (1889)  

The power of exclusion of foreigners being an incident of sov-
ereignty belonging to the government of the United States as a 
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part of those sovereign powers delegated by the constitution, 
the right to its exercise at any time when, in the judgment of the 
government, the interests of the country require it, cannot be 
granted away or restrained on behalf of any one. ~ SCOTUS in 
Chae Chan Ping v. United States (1889) 

Chae Chan Ping was a Chinese worker in the US, labor-

ing there for a dozen years before deciding to visit his home-

land once again. In 1887, before leaving, he obtained a 

customs certificate entitling him to return to the US. 

While Ping was gone, Congress amended the 1882 Chi-

nese Exclusion Act to completely prohibit reentry of all Chi-

nese who left the country, legal certificates allowing return 

withstanding. The amended Act violated treaties with China. 

When he tried to return, Ping was refused entry into the 

US. His unsuccessful suit went to the supreme court, which 

unanimously affirmed the decision of the lower courts to keep 

the Chinese out. Contrary to supreme court mendacity, the 

constitution makes no mention of such exclusory power. 

 Korematsu v. United States (1944)  

Only a small percentage of Japanese Americans pose a poten-
tial security threat. The most dangerous are already known or in 
custody. ~ US Justice Department assessment in early 1942 

Beginning in May 1942, 120,000 Japanese Americans 

were rounded up, dispossessed of their property, and forced 

into internment camps for the duration of the 2nd World 

War. 3 cases of relocation reached the supreme court. They 

were all decided the same way. There is a hoary legal adage 

that has been proven time and again: inter arma silent leges 

– "in wartime the law is silent." 

In Korematsu v. United States (1944), SCOTUS sided with 

the government in decreeing the constitutionality of detain-

ing all Japanese Americans indefinitely without due process, 

regardless of citizenship.  

All legal restrictions which curtail the civil rights of a single 
racial group are immediately suspect. Courts must subject them 
to the most rigid scrutiny. That is not to say that all such re-
strictions are unconstitutional. ~ SCOTUS in Korematsu v. 
United States 
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There was no legitimate constitutional basis for this 

SCOTUS decision. It was simple expediency. 

The Justice Department admitted in 2011 that it deceived 

the Court in suppressing evidence that mass internment was 

not justified; so much for the Court's "rigid scrutiny." 

Korematsu was gravely wrong the day it was decided, has 
been overruled in the court of history, and – to be clear – has 
no place in law under the constitution. ~ SCOTUS in Trump v. 
Hawaii (2018) 

 Jones v. Alfred H. Mayer Co. (1968)  
Title 42 of the US legal code deals with social welfare, 

public health, and civil rights. §1982 states that all citizens, 

regardless of race, can buy, hold, sell, and inherit real and 

personal property. In its original form, 42 USC §1982 was 

part of the Civil Rights Acts of 1866. 

In Jones v. Alfred H. Mayer Co. (1968), SCOTUS deter-

mined the law constitutional. The ruling broadly held that 

Congress could regulate commerce to prevent racial discrim-

ination as a valid exercise of the 13th Amendment (1865), 

which abolished slavery. Jones was a reversal of many of the 

Court's precedents. 

 

A follow-on case, Runyon v. McCrary (1976), held that 42 

USC §1981, popularly known as the "Ku Klux Klan Act," pro-

hibited private schools from discriminating on the basis of 

race. The Ku Klux Klan was a US white supremacy organi-

zation that first arose in the 1860s. 

In 2003, SCOTUS would capriciously reverse itself once 

again. 

 Grutter v. Bollinger (2003)  

In Grutter v. Bollinger (2003), SCOTUS ruled 5–4 that uni-

versities may practice a race-conscious admissions process.  

This is precisely the type of racial balancing that the Court 
itself calls "patently unconstitutional." ~ Chief Justice William 
Rehnquist, in dissent in Grutter v. Bollinger 
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 McCleskey v. Kemp (1987)  
Warren McCleskey, a black man, killed a white police of-

ficer while robbing an Atlanta bank. He was put to death for 

it, but not before his appeal went to the supreme court.  

McCleskey presented statistical evidence that Georgia 

was racially discriminatory in its sentencing; that blacks kill-

ing whites were 4.3 times more likely to receive a death sen-

tence than whites killing blacks. McCleskey argued that his 

sentence violated the 14th Amendment. 

The supreme court majority was unmoved, dismissing 

such statistical generality as "an inevitable part of our crim-

inal justice system." The court inscrutably ruled that equal 

protection under the law required more than merely showing 

"discriminatory effect." A petitioner must prove "discrimina-

tory purpose" in a law or governmental act specific to the case 

– an impassable bar. 

The Court today sanctions the execution of a man despite his 
presentation of evidence that establishes a constitutionally in-
tolerable level of racially based discrimination leading to the 
imposition of his death sentence. ~ Justice Harry Blackmun, in 
dissent in McLeskey v. Kemp, joined by Justices Thurgood Mar-
shall, John Paul Stevens, and William Brennan 

 State Power  

History teaches that grave threats to liberty often come in 
times of urgency, when constitutional rights seem too extrava-
gant to endure. ~ Justice Thurgood Marshall 

Throughout its history, the US supreme court has been a 

potent force in fortifying state power, particularly that of the 

federal government. SCOTUS has consistently affirmed the 

power of the state over people's lives where the "public inter-

est" is at stake. Almost never has the public interest not been 

at stake. One may reasonably wonder what is more para-

mount in the "public interest" than people's lives. The 

SCOTUS answer is the interest of the state. The usage of the 

term "public" to infer citizens is a ruse. 
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 McCulloch v. Maryland (1819)  

The Union is to have the power to pass all laws that may be 
necessary for carrying into execution the authorities with which 
it is proposed to vest it. ~ Justice John Marshall in McCulloch 
v. Maryland 

In 1816, Congress chartered the Second Bank of the 

United States. Officers of the Baltimore branch engorged 

themselves on bank proceeds, to the loss of millions by inves-

tors in the Bank. Responding to this and other banking mis-

deeds, Maryland passed a tax on "foreign" banks in the state, 

of which the Second Bank was the only one. 

As the Second Bank was Congress's creature, SCOTUS 

punted Maryland's tax. In doing so, the supreme court etched 

open-ended power in the federal government, particularly 

the purview of the legislature. 

He would be charged with insanity who should contend that 
the legislature might not superadd to the oath directed by the 
constitution such other oath of office as its wisdom might sug-
gest. ~ Justice John Marshall in McCulloch v. Maryland 

McCulloch v. Maryland later played an essential role in rede-
fining the scope of national power and justifying the emergence 
of the modern welfare state. ~ American law historian Maxwell 
Bloomfield 

 Buck v. Bell (1927)  

3 generations of imbeciles are enough. ~ SCOTUS in Buck v. 
Bell 

English polymath Francis Galton coined the concept and 

term eugenics in 1883. Eugenics is a social philosophy advo-

cating improvement in the genetic stock of humanity. 

Eugenic principles date back to ancient Greece. The mod-

ern equivalent became popular in Britain in the early 20th 

century and spread from there. The Nazis practiced eugenics, 

as did over 30 US states.*  

 
* Nazis on trial for war crimes after World War 2 cited the influence 

of American eugenics programs on their policies, specifically 

mentioning Buck v. Bell. 
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Indiana passed the 1st sterilization statute in 1907. Vir-

ginia followed in 1924, authorizing compulsory sterilization 

of the feeble-minded. Virginia's inclination to sterilize Carrie 

Buck for being "incorrigible" made its way to supreme court, 

which duly delivered its opinion that state-sanctioned steri-

lization did not violate the "constitutional right of bodily in-

tegrity."* 

 It is better for all the world if, instead of waiting to execute 
degenerate offspring for crime or to let them starve for their im-
becility, society can prevent those who are manifestly unfit from 
continuing their kind. ~ SCOTUS in Buck v. Bell, wholeheartedly 
endorsing eugenics 

The Buck v. Bell ruling still stands and has been cited by 

courts in several cases as precedent for state power. 

 Hans v. Louisiana (1890)  

While the 11th Amendment (1795) forbade citizens of one 

state from suing another state, it said nothing about citizens 

suing their own state; the sort of thoughtless oversight so 

common when Congress acts. That left it to SCOTUS to resolve 

whether such a suit may be allowed. 

A state cannot, without its consent, be sued in a circuit court 
for the United States by one of its own citizens. ~ SCOTUS in 
Hans v. Louisiana 

In Hans v. Louisiana, SCOTUS expansively construed the 

11th Amendment to have this intent. There was no legal ba-

sis for such a decision.  

Citizens may sue their own state in state court but hold-

ing a state accountable for its abuses or injustice through the 

court system is practically impossible. 

Hans v. Louisiana eviscerated the 4th Amendment (1791) 

by foreclosing the most effective means of enforcing the con-

stitutional right against unreasonable search and seizure. 

 
* In a related case, SCOTUS held in Skinner v. Oklahoma (1942) that 

compulsory sterilization was unconstitutional if the law treated 

similar crimes differently.  
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 California v. Hyatt (2019)  
SCOTUS held that nothing "implicit in the constitution" treats 

states differently in respect to immunity than international law 
treats sovereign nations. To the contrary, the court in Nevada v. 
Hall observed that compelling states to grant immunity to their 
sister states would risk interfering with sovereign rights that the 
10th amendment leaves to the states.~ Justice Stephen Breyer, 
in dissent in California v. Hall, joined by Justices Ruth Bader 
Ginsberg, Sonia Sotomayor, and Elena Kagan 

The capriciousness of SCOTUS as a political body was once 

again laid bare in the 2019 ruling of California v. Hyatt, when 

the right-wing majority fortified states against accountabil-

ity to citizens or other states. 

In Nevada v. Hall (1979), SCOTUS ruled that each state 

could decide whether to grant or deny its sister states sover-

eign immunity. In 2019, the court reversed the decision 5–4, 

declaring that "states retain their sovereign immunity from 

private suits brought in courts of other states," even when 

the other state considers the suit just, and so sanctions it. 

It is one thing to overrule a case when it "defies practical 
workability," when "related principles of law have so far devel-
oped as to have left the old rule no more than a remnant of 
abandoned doctrine, or when "facts have so changed, or come 
to be seen so differently, as to have robbed the old rule of sig-
nificant application or justification." It is far more dangerous to 
overrule a decision only because 5 members of a later court 
come to agree with earlier dissenters on a difficult legal ques-
tion. The majority has surrendered to the temptation to overrule 
Hall even though it is a well-reasoned decision that has caused 
no serious practical problems in the 4 decades since we decided 
it. ~ Justices Breyer, Ginsberg, Sotomayor, and Kagan, in dis-
sent in California v. Hall 

In the majority opinion, Justice Clarence Thomas admit-

ted the descent into lawlessness: acknowledging that SCOTUS 

was abandoning the bedrock legal doctrine of stare decisis, in 

which courts abide by settled law absent a good reason to 

overrule it. 
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 Morrison v. Olson (1988)  
A government of laws means a government of rules. Today's 

decision on the basic issue of fragmentation of executive power 
is ungoverned by rule, and hence ungoverned by law. ~ Justice 
Antonin Scalia, in dissent in Morrison v. Olson 

The executive abuses of Republican President Richard 

Nixon provoked a reaction in the Democratic-controlled Con-

gress, which passed the Ethics in Government Act in 1978. 

Among its precautions was establishing a US Office of Inde-

pendent Counsel (OIC), tasked with investigating miscon-

duct of federal officials. 

In the early 1980s, President Ronald Reagan's legal 

counsel, Theodore Olson, refused the release to Congress 

documents related to the administration's enforcement of an 

environmental protection law. Congress appointed an 

independent counsel, Alexia Morrison, to investigate. 

To thwart the investigation, Olson sued Morrison, argu-

ing that the OIC was a constitutional violation in taking ex-

ecutive power from the President and creating a hybrid "4th 

branch" of government, ultimately answerable to no one. 

The supreme court upheld the constitutionality of the Of-

fice of Independent Counsel, finding that the Act which 

spawned it did not "impermissibly undermine the powers of 

the Executive Branch."  

Justice Scalia was the sole dissenter who pointed out that 

"all of the executive power" resided with the President, not 

just "some." 

Scalia foresaw that the OIC would be used for partisan 

political purpose to inflict prosecutorial abuse on selected tar-

gets. Sure enough, both Congressional Democrats and Re-

publicans have used the OIC at different times for political 

harassment of opponents. 

 Jennings v. Rodriguez (2018)  

The 5th Amendment says that "no person shall be deprived 
of life, liberty, or property without due process of law." An alien 
is a "person." To hold him without bail is to deprive him of bod-
ily "liberty." ~ Justice Stephen Breyer 
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Jennings v. Rodriguez illustrated the twisted logic by 

which SCOTUS supports state power. 

The majority's interpretation of the statute would render the 
statute unconstitutional. ~ Justice Stephen Breyer, in dissent in 
Jennings v. Rodriguez  

8 USC §1225 authorizes immigration officials to detain 

noncitizens while the officials determine whether an alien 

may be "lawfully present in the country." 8 USC §1226 au-

thorizes detaining noncitizens already in the country. 

It is clear that the 5th Amendment's protections extend to "all 
persons within the territory of the United States." But the Gov-
ernment suggests that those protections do not apply to asylum 
seekers or other arriving aliens because the law treats arriving 
aliens as if they had never entered the United States; hence they 
are not held within its territory. This last-mentioned statement 
is, of course, false. All of these noncitizens are held within the 
territory of the United States. ~ Justice Stephen Breyer, in dis-
sent in Jennings v. Rodriguez 

Alejandro Rodriguez was jailed under §1226, indefinitely 

imprisoned, and denied a court hearing that might have 

granted him release. A 5-to-3 SCOTUS majority had no prob-

lem with that. In effect, the supreme court ruled that noncit-

izens in the US had no civil rights. 

The contortions needed to reach these remarkable conclu-
sions are a sight to behold. ~ Justice Samuel Alito 

 Deception Endorsed  

Superman fought "the never-ending battle for truth, jus-

tice, and the American way"; a fictional account altogether, 

as truth and justice are not the American way; quite the con-

trary. Deception is a stock-in-trade of law enforcement; one 

which the courts, with their expansive moral lassitude, have 

come to heartily approve.* 

The 1892 SCOTUS case Bram v. United States established 

that "a confession, in order to be admissible, must be free and 

 
* Superman himself was quite the deceiver: a man of steel with an 

ostensible cast-iron moral compass passing his days as mild-man-

nered Clark Kent. 
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voluntary; that is, not be extracted by any sort of threats or 

violence, nor obtained by any direct or implied promises, 

however slight, nor by the exertion of any improper influ-

ence." The next time SCOTUS took a case concerning confes-

sion, the manner of its extraction was of scant concern. 

 Frazier v. Cupp (1969)  

On 22 September 1964, 20-year-old Martin Frazier went 

to a bar with his cousin, John Rawls. There they met Russell 

Marleau. Marleau ended up dead shortly thereafter. On a tip, 

the police picked up Rawls and Frazier for questioning. 

During the interrogation, police falsely told Frazier that 

Rawls had already confessed, and implicated him in the mur-

der. Frazier denied any involvement, and said he wanted an 

attorney. Ignoring Frazier's request for counsel by telling 

him "you can't be in any more trouble than you are now," the 

interrogation continued. Police eventually wore a confession 

out of Frazier, which was used to convict him at trial. 

The illicitly obtained confession was sanctioned by the su-

preme court. 

Where it is possible that the questioning officer took petition-
er's remark about seeing an attorney not as a request that the 
interrogation cease but as a passing comment, there was no de-
nial of the right to counsel. On the facts of this case and in view 
of the "totality of the circumstances," the trial court did not err 
in holding that petitioner's confession was voluntary. Not every 
admission of inadmissible hearsay or other evidence can be 
considered to be reversible error. ~ SCOTUS in Frazier v. Cupp 

 Miranda v. Arizona (1966)  

Ernesto Miranda was a manual laborer with a chronic 

penchant for being on the wrong side of the law. His 1st con-

viction, for burglary, was when he was 14 years old. 

On 3 March 1963, Miranda, then 22, kidnapped and 

raped 18-year-old Lois Ann Jameson. The police arrested Mi-

randa 10 days later, after Lois' brother recognized Miranda's 

truck. 

After 2 hours of grilling, Miranda confessed. His written 

confession stated that he did so "with full knowledge of my 

legal rights." But the police had never told Miranda that he 
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may remain silent or have an attorney present during ques-

tioning. 

Miranda was sentenced to 20–30 years. While in prison, 

he filed a request for the supreme court to review his case, 

arguing that his 5th Amendment rights had been violated. 

No person shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a 
witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or prop-
erty, without due process of law. ~ US Constitution 5th Amend-
ment (1791) 

The ACLU stepped in to represent Miranda.* They won 

the case, but it did Miranda no good. He was retried without 

the confession and again convicted to the same sentence, 

thanks to testimony from his estranged wife. 

On 31 January 1976, nearly 4 years after being paroled, 

Miranda got stabbed in a bar fight in Phoenix; whereupon he 

bled out and his raucous existence ended. 

Mirada's legacy was a mandatory advisement that police 

must give upon arresting someone, known as the Miranda 

warning:  

The person in custody must, prior to interrogation, be clearly 
informed that he/she has the right to remain silent, and that an-
ything the person says will be used against that person in court; 
the person must be clearly informed that he/she has the right to 
consult with an attorney and to have that attorney present dur-
ing questioning, and that, if he/she is indigent, an attorney will 
be provided at no cost to represent him/her. ~ SCOTUS in Mi-
randa v. Arizona (1966)  

SCOTUS subsequently diluted Miranda rights, ruling 5–4 

in Berghuis v. Thompkins (2010) that anything a suspect says 

may be used unless s/he has explicitly invoked the 5th 

Amendment. This effectively means that you have to know 

constitutional law, and its case law history, in order to obtain 

your inalienable constitutional rights. 

 
* The ACLU is the American Civil Liberties Union, a civil-rights 

organization. 



396 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

 Oregon v. Mathiason (1977)  
A woman in Pendleton, Oregon called the cops after some-

thing had been stolen from her home. The police asked if she 

suspected anyone. She said that Carl Mathiason, a parolee 

and "close associate" of her son, was the only one she could 

think of.  

After phoning Mathiason several times to no avail, a po-

lice officer left his card at Mathiason's apartment, along with 

a note asking him to call "to discuss something with you." The 

2 met at the local police station. The policeman lied to Mathi-

ason in telling him that his fingerprints were found at the 

scene of the burglary. Mathiason then confessed to the theft. 

Mathiason was let go at the time, but later arrested, tried, 

and convicted. 

On appeal, Mathiason's attorney took umbrage that a 

confession had been wrung out based upon a lie about incrim-

inating evidence that did not exist. The Oregon supreme 

court agreed, but a SCOTUS majority had no problem with the 

deception. 

The privilege against self-incrimination "has always been as 
broad as the mischief against which it seeks to guard.'" Miranda 
v. Arizona (1966). Today's decision means, however, that the 
5th Amendment privilege does not provide full protection 
against mischiefs equivalent to, but different from, custodial in-
terrogation. ~ Justice Thurgood Marshall, in dissent in Oregon 
v. Mathiason (1977) 

 Martha Stewart  

With court acquiescence, law enforcement officials at 

every level of government regularly coerce, lie, and misrepre-

sent evidence to trick suspects into confession. Woe unto any 

citizen that appears to hedge on full disclosure, as American 

businesswoman Martha Stewart found out the hard way. 

On 26 December 2001, Stewart sold her shares of 

ImClone stock the day before the bottom fell out. Through 

her stockbroker, who got wind that the FDA was going to re-

ject ImClone's cancer drug the next day, Stewart was advised 

to sell, which she did; nothing illegal about that. 
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Alas, Stewart was targeted by federal government offi-

cials looking to make names for themselves by taking down 

someone famous. Stewart told investigators that the stock 

sale was prearranged with her broker if it fell below $60 a 

share. Maybe Martha was telling the truth. But the feds con-

vinced a jury that she had made a "false statement." (Because 

Stewart wasn't under oath at the time, perjury did not apply.) 

Lying to any federal official at any time is a crime. 

Stewart served 5 months in federal prison, and another 5 

months of home confinement. No justice was served. 

 

Police lying is as old as policing itself. ~ American social 
activist and journalist Kali Holloway 

In the US, and in many other countries, law enforcement 

is more properly called lie enforcement. 

Every lawyer who practices in the criminal courts knows that 
police perjury is commonplace. Policemen see themselves as 
fighting a 2-front war: against criminals in the street and against 
'liberal' rules of law in court. All's fair in this war, including the 
use of perjury to subvert 'liberal' rules of law that might free 
those who 'ought' to be jailed. And even if his lies are exposed 
in the courtroom, the policeman is as likely to be indicted for 
perjury by his co-worker, the prosecutor, as he is to be struck 
down by thunderbolts from an avenging heaven. ~ American 
jurist Irving Younger in 1967 

Police officers lying under oath in court is so common as 

to have been given a nickname by its practitioners.  

We call it testilying. ~ New York City police officer Pedro 
Serrano 

 Abduction for Trial  
That government agents or their minions illegally abduct 

anyone anywhere and bring them before the court is quite 

alright in the "land of the free." In Ker v. Illinois (1886), 

SCOTUS had nothing to say about snatching Frederick Ker in 

Peru to stand trial in the US.  
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How far forcible transfer of a defendant so as to bring him 
within the jurisdiction of the state where an offense was com-
mitted may be set up against the right to try him is the province 
of the state court to decide, and presents no question in which 
this Court can review its decision. ~ SCOTUS in Ker v. Illinois 
(1886) 

 

On 19 February 1942, Michigan police asked their col-

leagues in Chicago to arrest Shirley Collins and bring him to 

them. Though lacking warrants, neither police department 

had an issue with illegally abducting Collins, as well as beat-

ing him senseless on more than one occasion. Nor did the su-

preme court. Adhering to the principle male captus, bene 

detentus (badly captured, well detained), SCOTUS ruled that 

the government can bring any defendant to trial regardless 

of how he was seized. 

That a person was forcibly abducted and taken from one state 
to another to be tried for a crime does not invalidate his convic-
tion in a court. ~ SCOTUS in Frisbie v. Collins (1952)  

 

In United States v. Alvarez-Machain (1992), the illicit ex-

tradition of Mexican physician Humberto Álvarez Machaín 

for trial in the US was a non-issue to the supreme court with 

regard to jurisdiction; nor did they care what was done with 

him in the aftermath. 

While respondent may be correct that his abduction was 
"shocking" and in violation of general international law princi-
ples, the decision whether he should be returned to Mexico, as 
a matter outside the treaty, is a matter for the executive branch. 
~ SCOTUS in United States v. Alvarez-Machain (1992) 

Machaín was acquitted by the local judge, who found that 

prosecutors had not presented a prima facie case for his ar-

rest. As far as the federal government was concerned, 

Machaín was a simple case of catch-and-release, at great cost 

to an innocent man. 
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Ramzi Yousef masterminded the 1993 bombing of the 

World Trade Center in New York City, then made his way to 

Islamabad. With the tacit cooperation of Pakistani police, US 

government agents took Yousef back to the US for trial with-

out any messy extradition proceedings – a violation of both 

US and international law. No problem. Geographically chal-

lenged federal district court Judge Kevin Duffy, expounding 

on "universal jurisdiction," ruled that Yousef had been "found 

within the United States." The court of appeals did not disa-

gree, nor the supreme court, which saw no reason to hear the 

case. 

 Search & Seizure  

During colonial times, British troops searched American 

homes anytime they liked, looking for anything they wanted. 

The experience so sensitized colonists that they proscribed 

the practice in their constitution. 

The 4th Amendment (1791) aims at preventing unreason-

able search or seizure by the government. Part of the Bill of 

Rights, it is one of the constitution's basic protections against 

an avaricious police state.  

4th Amendment case law initially hinged on property 

rights. In the early 20th century, decisions such as Olmstead 

v. United States (1928) held that 4th Amendment rights ap-

plied only to physical intrusion, not surveillance (e.g. wire-

taps). Such narrowing was overturned in Katz v. United 

States (1967), which found that the 4th Amendment applied 

irrespective of technology. In a 2-faced ruling, though "a per-

son has a constitutionally protected reasonable expectation 

of privacy," "the 4th Amendment cannot be translated into a 

general constitutional 'right to privacy.'"  

The protection of a person's general right to privacy – his right 
to be let alone by other people – is, like the protection of his 
property and of his very life, left largely to the law of the indi-
vidual states. ~ Justice Potter Stewart in Katz v. United States 

In Smith v. Maryland (1979), the court developed an ab-

surd 2-prong test for whether the 4th Amendment applied: 1) 

"whether the individual, by his conduct, has exhibited an ac-

tual (subjective) expectation of privacy," and 2) "whether the 
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individual's subjective expectation of privacy is one that soci-

ety is prepared to recognize as reasonable."  

The essence of the 4th Amendment goes to which methods 

of evidence gathering are legal (absent a warrant from the 

court), and under what circumstances illegally gathered evi-

dence may be used against an accused. 

Case law established 4 main exceptions for the admission 

of tainted evidence ("fruit of the poisonous tree"): 1) the evi-

dence was discovered in part via an untainted source, 2) the 

evidence would have inevitably been discovered, 3) the chain 

of causation between the illegal activity and the tainted evi-

dence has "become so attenuated as to dissipate the taint" 

(the attenuation doctrine), or 4) a search warrant, though in-

valid on grounds of probable cause, was executed "in good 

faith" by government agents (the good-faith doctrine). 

Through illicit rationalization, SCOTUS case law has practi-

cally eviscerated the 4th Amendment. 

 Pennsylvania v. Scott (1998)  

Keith Scott was on parole in 1993 when he was arrested 

at a local diner by 3 parole officers. They took Scott to his 

mother's home, where he lived. 

When Scott's mother got home, the officers searched 

Scott's bedroom without consent and found nothing incrimi-

nating. They then searched an adjoining sitting room and 

found unloaded firearms and a bow and arrows, owned by 

Scott's stepfather. Scott had no knowledge of these weapons 

before the search. The parole officers hauled Scott away and 

had him throw back in prison on weapons violation of his pa-

role.  

Scott's appeal over 4th Amendment rights went nowhere. 

Evidence exclusion under the amendment only applies to 

criminal trials. 

We have emphasized repeatedly that the government's use 
of evidence obtained in violation of the 4th Amendment does 
not itself violate the constitution. We have repeatedly declined 
to extend the exclusionary rule to proceedings other than crim-
inal trials. ~ SCOTUS in Pennsylvania Board of Probation and 
Parole v. Scott (1998) 
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Justice David Souter, in dissent, pointed out the obvious 

flaw in the majority's logic. 

In reality, a revocation proceeding often serves the same func-
tion as a criminal trial, and the revocation hearing may very well 
present the only forum in which the state will seek to use evi-
dence of a parole violation, even when that evidence would 
support an independent criminal charge. The deterrent function 
of the exclusionary rule is therefore implicated as much by a 
revocation proceeding as by a conventional trial, and the exclu-
sionary rule should be applied accordingly. ~ Justice David 
Souter, in dissent in Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Pa-
role v. Scott 

 Strieff v. Utah (2016)  
To enforce the 4th Amendment’s prohibition against "unrea-

sonable searches and seizures," this Court has at times required 
courts to exclude evidence obtained by unconstitutional police 
conduct. But the Court has also held that, even when there is a 
4th Amendment violation, this exclusionary rule does not apply 
when the costs of exclusion outweigh its deterrent benefits.  
~ SCOTUS in Strieff v. Utah (2016)  

In 2006, the Salt Lake City police department staked out 

a house for drug dealing after receiving an anonymous tip. 

Officer Douglas Fackrell stopped Edward Strieff shortly after 

he came out of the house. 

During questioning, Fackrell relayed Strieff's personal 

information to a dispatcher. This routine practice during po-

lice stops led to Fackrell learning that Strieff had an out-

standing traffic warrant; whereupon Fackrell arrested 

Strieff and searched him, discovering a small amount of 

methamphetamine, for which Strieff was convicted for un-

lawful possession. 

Evidence found during unlawful searches is supposed to 

be tossed out of court under the 4th Amendment’s exclusion-

ary rule. Otherwise, the authorities would have every reason 

to benefit from unlawful searches, as in the instance of hap-

less Edward Strieff. 

On appeal, Utah defended itself via the attenuation doc-

trine stated in Nardone v. United States (1939); the 5–4 Re-

publican majority of the supreme court agreed. 
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The outstanding arrest warrant for Strieff's arrest is a critical 
intervening circumstance that is wholly independent of the ille-
gal stop. The discovery of that warrant broke the causal chain 
between the unconstitutional stop and the discovery of evi-
dence by compelling Officer Fackrell to arrest Strieff. ~ Justice 
Clarence Thomas 

Dissenters dissected the disembowelment of the 4th 

Amendment. 

If a police officer stops a person on the street without reason-
able suspicion, that seizure violates the 4th Amendment. And if 
the officer pats down the unlawfully detained individual and 
finds drugs in his pocket, the State may not use the contraband 
as evidence in a criminal prosecution. That much is beyond dis-
pute. The question here is whether the prohibition on admitting 
evidence dissolves if the officer discovers, after making the stop 
but before finding the drugs, that the person has an outstanding 
arrest warrant. That added wrinkle makes no difference under 
the constitution. 

Far from a Barney Fife-type mishap, Fackrell's seizure of 
Strieff was a calculated decision, taken with so little justification 
that the state has never tried to defend its legality. ~ Justice 
Elena Kagan, in dissent in Strieff v. Utah 

 

This court has allowed an officer to stop you for whatever 
reason he wants – so long as he can point to a pretextual justi-
fication after the fact. That justification must provide specific 
reasons why the officer suspected you were breaking the law, 
but it may factor in your ethnicity, where you live, what you 
were wearing, and how you behaved. The officer does not even 
need to know which law you might have broken so long as he 
can later point to any possible infraction – even one that is mi-
nor, unrelated, or ambiguous. 

 Many innocent people are subjected to the humiliations of 
these unconstitutional searches. Unlawful "stops" have severe 
consequences much greater than the inconvenience suggested 
by the name.  

This court has given officers an array of instruments to probe 
and examine you. When we condone officers' use of these de-
vices without adequate cause, we give them reason to target pe-
destrians in an arbitrary manner. 
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The indignity of the stop is not limited to an officer telling you 
that you look like a criminal. The officer may next ask for your 
"consent" to inspect your bag or purse without telling you that 
you can decline. Regardless of your answer, he may order you 
to stand "helpless, perhaps facing a wall with [your] hands 
raised." If the officer thinks you might be dangerous, he may 
then "frisk" you for weapons. This involves more than just a pat-
down. As onlookers pass by, the officer may "feel with sensitive 
fingers every portion of [your] body. A thorough search [may] 
be made of [your] arms and armpits, waistline and back, the 
groin and area about the testicles, and entire surface of the legs 
down to the feet." 

Even if you are innocent, you will now join the 65 million 
Americans with an arrest record and experience the "civil 
death" of discrimination by employers, landlords, and whoever 
else conducts a background check. 

Anyone's dignity can be violated in this manner. But it is no 
secret that people of color are disproportionate victims of this 
type of scrutiny. For generations, black and brown parents have 
given their children "the talk" – instructing them never to run 
down the street; always keep your hands where they can be 
seen; do not even think of talking back to a stranger – all out of 
fear of how an officer with a gun will react to them. 

This case allows the police to stop you on the street, demand 
your identification, and check it for outstanding warrants – even 
if you are doing nothing wrong. You are not a citizen of a de-
mocracy but the subject of a carceral state, just waiting to be 
cataloged. ~ Justice Sonia Sotomayor, in dissent in Strieff v. 
Utah  

 Congressional Power  

The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to 
the states respectively, or to the people. ~ US Constitution, 
10th Amendment (1791) 

Through case law, the 10th Amendment (1791) has largely 

been rubbed out via citation of the constitution's commerce 

clause. 

Under the Articles of Confederation, the constitution's pre-
cursor, the regulation of commerce was left to the states. This 
scheme proved unworkable, because the individual states, un-
derstandably focused on their own economic interests, often 
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failed to take actions critical to the success of the nation as a 
whole. The framers’ solution was the Commerce Clause, which, 
as they perceived it, granted Congress the authority to enact 
economic legislation "in all cases for the general interests of the 
union, and also in those cases to which the states are separately 
incompetent." ~ SCOTUS in NFIB v. Sebelius (2012) 

Congressional power to tax, spend, and regulate com-

merce is practically unlimited. The state may control people's 

lives as it sees fit. The only exception to date is that the lazy 

may not be forced into economic activity, but they may be 

taxed for the privilege of doing nothing. 

The Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several states, and with the In-
dian tribes. ~ US Constitution Article I, §8 (the Commerce 
Clause) 

 Helvering v. Davis (1937)  

In Helvering v. Davis (1937), SCOTUS held that Social Se-

curity, enacted in 1935, was a constitutionally permissible 

exercise of federal power for the general welfare, and there-

fore did not contravene the 10th Amendment.  

Congress may spend money in aid of the 'general welfare'. 
~ SCOTUS in Helvering v. Davis 

Helvering v. Davis and related cases gave Congress a 

practically limitless capability to tax and spend; a quid-pro-

quo discretion that the courts refuse to review. 

There is a middle ground or certainly a penumbra in which 
discretion is at large. The discretion, however, is not confided 
to the courts. The discretion belongs to Congress, unless the 
choice is clearly wrong, a display of arbitrary power is not an 
exercise of judgment. ~ SCOTUS in Helvering v. Davis 

 Slaughterhouse Cases (1873)  

Slaughterhouses in New Orleans so fouled the water 

supply with offal in the mid-19th century that the city 

suffered 11 cholera outbreaks 1832–1869. 

Many of the slaughterhouses were outside city limits, and 

therefore outside New Orleans' jurisdiction. The city asked 

the state to act, which it did: passing a law that allowed New 



 Rule of Law 405 
 

Orleans to create a corporation that centralized all slaugh-

terhouse operations in the city. 

Butchers fought back in court, claiming a violation of the 

recently ratified 14th Amendment, guaranteeing that no 

"state deprive any person of life, liberty or property." 3 cases 

were consolidated before the supreme court into the Slaugh-

terhouse Cases (1873).  

In a 5–4 decision, SCOTUS narrowly construed the 14th 

Amendment: stating that it only affected only US citizenship. 

The majority ruled that the 14th Amendment did not abridge 

the police powers of the state. 

In dissent, Justice Stephen Field wrote that the Slaugh-

terhouses majority opinion effectively rendered the 14th 

Amendment a "vain and idle enactment." 

Virtually no serious modern scholar – left, right, and center – 
thinks that Slaughterhouse is a plausible reading of the 14th 
Amendment. ~ American legal scholar Akhil Reed Amar 

 Home Building Association v. Blaisdell (1934)  

Emergency does not increase constitutional power, nor 
diminish constitutional restrictions. Emergency may, however, 
furnish occasion for exercise of power possessed. ~ SCOTUS in 
Home Building & Loan Association v. Blaisdell 

During the depths of the Great Depression, Minnesota, 

like several other states at the time, extended the time for 

people to redeem their home mortgages from foreclosure. 

This was, essentially, states acting to retroactively alter the 

terms of private contracts. 

In Home Building & Loan Association v. Blaisdell, the su-

preme court upheld the state statute, reasoning that the dire 

conditions of the Great Depression "may justify the exercise 

of [a state's] continuing and dominant protective power not-

withstanding interference with contracts." While Blaisdell it-

self was limited to an economic emergency, the emergency 

exception doctrine expanded dramatically during the 1930s.  

The Blaisdell ruling blatantly violated the constitution's 

contract clause. 

No state shall pass any ex post facto law impairing the 
obligation of contracts. ~ US Constitution, Article 1, §10 
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 US v. Carolene Products (1938)  

In US v. Carolene Products (1938), the supreme court con-

tinued expanding government power, and clarified the 

court's accommodation with lawmakers. Caroline Products 

Company fell afoul of the 1923 federal Filled Milk Act, which 

forbade interstate commerce of milk adulterated with any fat 

other than milk fat. SCOTUS decreed the law constitutional, 

and in doing so gave to government the power to deal with 

rights not specifically enumerated in the constitution.  

The ruling contained the most famous footnote in US con-

stitutional law. Footnote 4 set forth standards for judicial 

scrutiny of legislation. The lowest was of laws that regulate 

commerce, which were considered copasetic if they could be 

related to a legitimate state interest: the "rational basis test." 

This decision meant that many New Deal programs 

which SCOTUS would have previously struck down as uncon-

stitutional would henceforth pass muster. The persistence of 

the Great Depression had impressed the court.  

The trend of Caroline Products was furthered in William-

son v. Lee Optical (1955), where SCOTUS held that state laws 

regulating business were subject to "rational basis" review; 

the court essentially presuming that such laws were legiti-

mate; and thus the burden on those ensnared was to prove 

otherwise. The Williamson ruling approved an Oklahoma 

state law which required that optometrists be licensed. 

 Wickard v. Filburn (1942)  

The commerce power is not confined in its exercise to the 
regulation of commerce among the states. It extends to those 
activities intrastate which so affect interstate commerce, or the 
exertion of the power of Congress over it, as to make regulation 
of them appropriate means to the attainment of a legitimate end. 
~ SCOTUS in Wickard v. Filburn (1942) 

Roscoe Filburn was a farmer who grew wheat to feed to 

his livestock. In Wickard v. Filburn, the supreme court deter-

mined that Filburn’s self-sufficiency caused him to buy less 

wheat from outside suppliers; enough of an impact to subject 

Filburn to federal regulation under the constitution's com-
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merce clause. In permitting control of non-commercial activ-

ities, Wickard v. Filburn gave Congress the power to regulate 

anything it wants, under the guise of it being commerce. 

 Gonzales v. Raich (2005)  

In Gonzales v. Raich, SCOTUS ruled that Congress may 

criminalize marijuana even when states approve its use. This 

trumping of federal over state power violates the 10th 

Amendment. The court considered the Gonzales case under 

the constitution's commerce clause, even though trade was 

not involved. 

Certainly, no evidence from the founding suggests that 
"commerce" included the mere possession of a good or some 
personal activity that did not involve trade or exchange for 
value. In the early days of the Republic, it would have been 
unthinkable that Congress could prohibit the local cultivation, 
possession, and consumption of marijuana. ~ Justice Clarence 
Thomas, in dissent in Gonzales v. Raich 

 Obamacare  

It is abundantly clear the constitution does not guarantee that 
individuals may avoid taxation through inactivity. ~ SCOTUS in 
NFIB v. Sebelius (2012) 

In 2010, the Affordable Care Act (ACA), colloquially 

known as Obamacare, became law. Via a scheme involving 

mandatory private insurance, Obamacare attempted to pro-

vide nationwide healthcare coverage.* 

In NFIB v. Sebelius, SCOTUS ruled 5–4 that people may 

be coerced by the state into buying health insurance or be 

penalized for not doing so. In other words, the legislature can 

compel commercial activity.  

 
* Obamacare became law because the insurance industry allowed 

it. Unsurprisingly, Obamacare has proved a boon to insurance 

companies, which have been able to ratchet premium rates across 

the board, and so raise the cost of healthcare for all. Leaving 

healthcare to the private predations of corporations, including 

drug companies, has proved a most costly folly in America's com-

mitment to capitalism.  
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Exactions not labeled taxes are authorized by Congress's 

power to tax. ~ SCOTUS in NFIB v. Sebelius 

Yet, in the very same opinion, the supreme court majority 

stated that Congress cannot compel commercial activity.  

To an economist, perhaps, there is no difference between ac-
tivity and inactivity; both have measurable economic effects on 
commerce. But the distinction between doing something and 
doing nothing would not have been lost on the framers, who 
were practical statesmen, not metaphysical philosophers. 

Construing the Commerce Clause to permit Congress to reg-
ulate individuals precisely because they are doing nothing 
would open a new and potentially vast domain to congressional 
authority. The individual mandate thus cannot be sustained un-
der Congress's power to "regulate Commerce." ~ SCOTUS in 
NFIB v. Sebelius 

There is no way to sensibly comprehend the paradoxical 

inconsistency which SCOTUS embraced in NFIB: splitting im-

agined hairs about the power of the legislative to coerce com-

merce. NFIB created contradictory precedents in the same 

ruling: proof-positive of a 2-faced, lawless supreme court. 

 Eminent Domain  

The right of eminent domain, that is, the right to take private 
property for public uses, appertains to every independent gov-
ernment. It requires no constitutional recognition; it is an attrib-
ute of sovereignty. The clause found in the constitutions of the 
several states providing for just compensation for property taken 
is a mere limitation upon the exercise of the right. ~ SCOTUS in 
Boom Co. v. Patterson (1878)  

The right of eminent domain (aka expropriation) is the 

long-standing common law right of the state to take private 

land when it deems doing so to be in the "public interest."  

In Kelo v. New London (2005), SCOTUS gave cities carte 

blanche to cede private property to another private party if 

deemed in the state's interest, such as furthering economic 

development. Kelo was a reaffirmation of Berman v. Parker 

(1954) and Hawaii Housing Authority v. Midkiff (1984), both 

of which granted government authorities eminent domain 

rights that essentially transferred ownership from one pri-

vate entity to another. 
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This court long ago embraced the broader and more natural 
interpretation of public use as "public purpose." Without excep-
tion, the court has defined that concept broadly, reflecting its 
long-standing policy of deference to legislative judgments as to 
what public needs justify the use of the takings power.  
~ SCOTUS in Kelo v. New London (2005) 

Condemning private property via eminent domain still 

requires the government to pay "just compensation." This 

does not apply to "partial takings," which does not take title, 

but does deprive a property of its economically useful value. 

In 1986, David Lucas paid nearly $1 million for beach-

front residential property on the Isle of Palms, a barrier is-

land near Charleston, South Carolina. He intended to put 

houses there.  

Less than 2 years later, Lucas's property was deemed a 

"critical area" to prevent coastal erosion. No further develop-

ment was permitted, nor was compensation forthcoming. 

On appeal to the supreme court, Lucas v. South Carolina 

Coastal Council (1992) established the "total takings" test, 

which is used to determine whether compensation is merited. 

SCOTUS kicked the case back to the lower courts for reevalu-

ation. 

The property owner necessarily expects the uses of his prop-
erty to be restricted, from time to time, by various measures 
newly enacted by the State in legitimate exercise of its police 
powers. While property may be regulated to a certain extent, if 
regulation goes too far, it will be recognized as a taking. 

We have described at least 2 discrete categories of regulatory 
action as compensable without case-specific inquiry into the 
public interest advanced in support of the restraint.  

The 1st encompasses regulations that compel the property 
owner to suffer a physical "invasion" of his property. In general 
(at least with regard to permanent invasions), no matter how mi-
nute the intrusion, and no matter how weighty the public pur-
pose behind it, we have required compensation.  

The 2nd situation is where regulation denies all economically 
beneficial or productive use of land. The 5th Amendment is vi-
olated when land use regulation "does not substantially advance 
legitimate state interests or denies an owner economically via-
ble use of his land." ~ SCOTUS in Lucas v. South Carolina 
Coastal Council (1992)  
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The Lucus ruling seems to suggest that compensation 

from the state may be had for partial taking. The 2001 su-

preme court ruling Palazzolo v. Rhode Island clarified that 

not to be the case.  

In 1959, Anthony Palazzolo acquired waterfront property 

in Westerly, Rhode Island. In 1971, the state government de-

creed much of the property "protected coastal wetlands." 

Only the uplands portion, 6.4% of the land, might be devel-

oped. 

Palazzolo sued the government for "just compensation." 

What he got was an enormous tab from his attorneys. SCOTUS 

ruled that compensation from the state was not owed because 

the landowner had not suffered "a deprivation of all economic 

value." 

 

The exercise of eminent domain is not limited to real es-

tate. The government may also confiscate personal and in-

tangible property, including contract rights and intellectual 

property.  

 Bennis v. Michigan (1996)  

Who knows what evil lurks in the hearts of men? The Shadow 
knows! ~ The Shadow radio program (August 1930) 

Tina Bennis had a sleazy husband. He drove the family 

Pontiac to the seedy side of town, where he picked up a pros-

titute and got it on in the front seat. 

Observed by the police, Mr. Bennis was busted for 

indecency and the car confiscated. Mrs. Bennis sued to get 

the car back, which she had part ownership of.  

This case of forfeiture without due process went all the 

way to the supreme court, which ruled 5 to 4 that the state 

could keep the car. In dissent, Justice Stevens displayed 

uncanny knowledge of the evil that lurks in the hearts of 

men. 

For centuries, prostitutes have been plying their trade on 
other people's property. Assignations have occurred in palaces, 
luxury hotels, cruise ships, college dormitories, truck stops, 
back alleys, and back seats. A profession of this vintage has 
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provided governments with countless opportunities to use novel 
weapons to curtail its abuses. As far as I am aware, however, it 
was not until 1988 that any state decided to experiment with 
the punishment of innocent 3rd parties by confiscating property 
in which, or on which, a single transaction with a prostitute has 
been consummated. 

The logic of the court's analysis would permit the states to 
exercise virtually unbridled power to confiscate vast amounts of 
property where professional criminals have engaged in illegal 
acts. Neither logic nor history supports the court's apparent 
assumption that complete innocence imposes no constitutional 
impediment to the seizure of property simply because it 
provided the locus for a criminal transaction. ~ Justice John 
Paul Stevens, joined by Justices David Souter & Stephen Breyer, 
in dissent in Bennis v. Michigan (1996) 

 Corruption  

There is a decent federal law on the books to allay the 

corruption of government officers: 18 USC §201. The courts 

won't enforce it. 

Public prosecutors are the law enforcement agent for the 

state. In Connick v. Thompson (2011), the Republican SCOTUS 

majority (5–4) made it next to impossible to hold prosecutors 

accountable for misconduct. Dissenting justices observed 

that "the evidence was more than sufficient that prosecutors 

were deliberately indifferent to what the law requires." 

In 2016, SCOTUS threw out the conviction of former Vir-

ginia governor Bob McDonnell for taking $175,000 in gifts 

and loans from a businessman in return for promoting his 

company's dietary supplement. Since then, federal prosecu-

tors have been stymied in bringing cases against corrupt pub-

lic officials. 

A great deal of corruption takes place through winks, nods, 
and tacit understandings – and that corruption is increasingly 
moving beyond the reach of the criminal justice system. Access 
to government power is more freely available than ever to those 
with the means to purchase it. ~ American criminal law profes-
sor Randall Eliason in 2018 
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 Corporate Power  

It is the essence of revolutions of the more silent sort that they 
are unrecognized until they are far advanced. ~ American dip-
lomat Adolf Berle & American economist Gardiner Means  

The founding of the British colonies which revolted into 

the United States was an act of corporate power: the colonies 

were originally organized as corporations.* The goal was to 

sprout profit, not succor liberty. Numerous distinctive fea-

tures of the American constitution have their roots in the 

country's corporate origins. 

We, the people of the United States. ~ US Constitution pre-
amble 

The US constitution begins with a lie: "we the people." 

When the constitution went into effect in 1789, blacks were 

not people, only property, and women were pretty much in 

the same boat. Most the people in the country the constitu-

tion did not recognize as such. 

Whereas slavery was not outlawed until 1865, and 

women lacked suffrage until 1920, corporations as citizens 

was recognized in 1809, when SCOTUS granted corporate ac-

cess to federal courts, in Bank of the United States v. De-

veaux. A mere decade later, in Dartmouth College v. 

Woodward (1819), the supreme court clarified that corpora-

tions were people under the contract clause of the constitu-

tion (Article 1, §10, ¶1). 

On the judges of this court is imposed the high and solemn 
duty of protecting, from even legislative violation, those con-
tracts which the constitution of our country has placed beyond 
legislative control. ~ Chief Justice John Marshall in Dartmouth 
College v. Woodward (1819) 

 

The American constitution was silent on corporations. 

The founding fathers would have been aghast to think that 

 
* The 1st colonization of America, in 1607 at Jamestown, Virginia, 

was by employees of the Virginia Company, one of the earliest 

business corporations in England. The 2nd settlement, at Plym-

outh, Massachusetts, was another corporate endeavor. 
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the unfettered liberties and rights granted to "people" ap-

plied to corporations. In 1787, James Madison proposed that 

Congress be granted the authority to charter corporations, 

and so regulate their power, but the idea was defeated. 

One reason that corporations were overlooked was that 

their public profile was slight. In the years preceding the con-

stitutional convention, the tally of American business corpo-

rations was: 2 banks, 2 insurance companies, 6 canal 

companies, and 2 toll bridge operators. To secure their mis-

sion, a few colleges, all non-profit, were technically corpora-

tions, including Yale, Harvard, and Dartmouth. 

Acutely aware of the colonies' history, the nation's found-

ers were wary of concentrated power, including wealth. 

Thomas Jefferson condemned the "aristocracy of our monied 

corporations which dare already to challenge our government 

to a trial of strength and bid defiance to the laws of our coun-

try." Madison fretted over "the indefinite accumulation of 

property" as "an evil which ought to be guarded against," con-

cluding that the "power of all corporations ought to be limited 

in this respect." 

Influential founder George Mason refused to sign the con-

stitution partly because it did not do enough to guard against 

commercial monopolies. James Wilson, one of the original su-

preme court justices, warned that corporations "should be 

erected with caution, and inspected with care" lest "monop-

oly, superstition, and ignorance" be their "unnatural off-

spring."  

The expressed misgivings exaggerate the hostility that 

the founders had toward business. The men who chartered 

the constitution were among the wealthiest in America. 

Many held corporate stock as an investment. Worries over 

concentrated power simply shadowed the fact that the pur-

suit of profit was the backdrop behind the constitution.  

When Jefferson penned his 1776 declaration in favor of 

"life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness," what he had in 

mind for happiness was prosperity, not smiles. Practically, 

that meant property; but both Jefferson and Benjamin 

Franklin wanted to downplay protection of property as a goal 

of government. To be inspiring and not commercially crass, 
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"happiness" made the grade in aspiring to claim independ-

ence. 

 

Corporations sought constitutional rights to fight laws 

and regulations that restrict business autonomy and cause 

clots in the flow of corporate blood: profit. They did so through 

the venue that consistently was the most responsive to their 

interests: the courts. 

For most of American history, the supreme court failed to pro-
tect the dispossessed and the marginalized, with the justices 
claiming to be powerless in the face of hostile public sentiment. 
The court's record on corporate rights was much different. The 
court has been decidedly favorable to business, regardless of 
whether the majority of justices was liberal or conservative.  
~ American constitutional law professor Adam Winkler 

By the turn of the 19th century, corporate power was al-

ready laying a heavy hand on public affairs. British hegem-

ony in high gear – trying to thwart American trade with 

France – led to the War of 1812. Northern corporations, reli-

ant upon trade with the Brits, opposed the war. This pro-

voked a populist reaction, which culminated in the election of 

Andrew Jackson as president in 1828. Jackson's anti-corpo-

rate campaign slogan was: 

Equal rights for all. Special privileges for none. 

Jackson was not against corporations; he just wanted to 

democratize them, so that entrepreneurs and small busi-

nesses could easily incorporate. Through appointments of 

federal jurists, Jacksonian populist sentiment seeped into 

the courts. It was a rare interlude of American courts not cur-

rying to corporate interests. 

While the rights of private property are sacredly guarded, we 
must not forget that the community also have rights, and that 
the happiness and well-being of every citizen depends on their 
faithful preservation. ~ SCOTUS Chief Justice Roger Taney in 
Charles River Bridge Company v. Warren Bridge Company 

Jackson's appointment of Chief Justice, Roger Taney, 

echoed the founders, and Jackson's, concerns of concentrated 
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power.* In Charles River Bridge Company v. Warren Bridge 

Company (1837), SCOTUS ruled that a grant of corporate sta-

tus by a state did not deliver monopoly power. The 1839 

SCOTUS decision in Bank of Augusta v. Earle announced a 

new approach to corporate rights: corporations may be 

treated as people in court, but their personhood was distinct 

from ordinary folk, as they enjoyed special legal privileges, 

notably limited liability. 

A corporation is indeed a mere artificial being. ~ SCOTUS 
Chief Justice Roger Taney in Bank of Augusta v. Earle 

In a series of cases between 1844 and 1853, the Taney 

court used corporate citizenship as a lever to limit corporate 

power. In Marshall v. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company 

(1853), SCOTUS made plain that corporations could be sued. 

The 14th Amendment (1868) sought to heal the wounds of 

the Civil War by securing equal citizenship and legal protec-

tion rights for men regardless of race (women still being 2nd-

class non-citizens). Of course, corporations wanted in on the 

act. In Pembina Consolidated Silver Mining Company v. 

Pennsylvania (1888), SCOTUS found corporations deserving 

the equal protection granted to (select) citizens by the 14th 

Amendment. 

Corporate power reached a zenith toward the end of the 

19th century, signified by the rise of trusts. Trusts were big 

business on steroids: monopolies controlling industries via 

corporate combination. Corporate misdeeds in every eco-

nomic sector inspired a volley of laws. The antitrust cases 

which made it to the supreme court further defined the legal 

status of corporations.  

Most important was whether corporations could be held 

criminally accountable. Astonishingly, the answer was not 

 
* Taney delivered the majority opinion in the Dred Scott case 

(1957), which decreed that blacks, as inferior beings, could not be 

citizens of the United States. Given that blacks vastly outnum-

bered whites in the Deep South, this too could be considered a 

concern of concentrated power, though the ruling was purely rac-

ist. 



416 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

obvious. 18th-century jurist and legal scholar William Black-

stone noted the long-standing notion that "a corporation can-

not commit a crime in its corporate capacity." 

On behalf of his employer, Edwin Hale refused infor-

mation to prosecutors in a federal corporate price-fixing in-

vestigation. In Hale v. Henkel (1906), SCOTUS ruled that the 

self-incrimination privilege afforded citizens by the 5th 

Amendment did not apply to corporations, but that corpora-

tions were protected under the 4th Amendment right against 

unreasonable search and seizure. 

In Valentine v. Chrestensen (1942), SCOTUS found that 

commercial speech was not constitutionally protected. In Vir-

ginia Pharmacy Board v. Virginia Citizens Consumer Council 

(1976), a SCOTUS preponderance ruled that commercial 

speech was constitutionally protected… sort of, sometimes. 

In concluding that commercial speech, like other varieties, is 
protected, we of course do not hold that it can never be regu-
lated in any way. Some forms of commercial speech regulation 
are surely permissible. ~ Justice Harry Blackmun in Virginia 
Pharmacy Board v. Virginia Citizens Consumer Council (1976) 

The sole dissent, Justice William Rehnquist, pointed out 

that the majority was contradicting precedent, and in doing 

so was writing constitutional law, not interpreting the con-

stitution as written. 

In First National Bank of Boston v. Bellotti (1978), a 5–4 

majority of SCOTUS held that commercial free speech, in the 

form of money, was constitutionally protected under the 1st 

Amendment "because it furthers the societal interest in the 

'free flow of commercial information.'" In other words, money 

talks and there is no stopping it. 

Once again in dissent, Justice Rehnquist stated the obvi-

ous: that commercial speech could be concentrated power. 

States might reasonably fear that the corporation would use 
its economic power to obtain further benefits beyond those al-
ready bestowed. ~ Justice William Rehnquist, in dissent in First 
National Bank of Boston v. Bellotti (1978) 

The supreme court did a zigzag on commercial speech in 

Austin v. Michigan Chamber of Commerce (1990), deciding 

that states could require corporations to funnel funds for 
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their political commercial speech to a 3rd party, recognizing 

"the threat that huge corporate treasuries be used to influ-

ence unfairly the outcome of elections." 

Such caution was thrown to the wind in Citizens United 

v. Federal Election Commission (2010), when the SCOTUS Re-

publican majority 5–4 found that "there is no such thing as 

too much speech." The Citizens United decision was an about-

face from the Court's 2003 decision in McConnell v. FEC, 

which had held that certain restrictions on campaign contri-

butions were constitutional.  

We find no basis for the proposition that, in the context of 
political speech, the Government may impose restrictions.  
~ SCOTUS in Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission 
(2010) 

The dissenting minority expressed the same concern over 

concentrated power which the founding fathers had. 

In the context of election to public office, the distinction be-
tween corporate and human speakers is significant. Corpora-
tions are not actually members of society. Because they may be 
managed and controlled by nonresidents, corporate interests 
may conflict in fundamental respects with the interests of eligi-
ble voters. The financial resources, legal structure, and instru-
mental orientation of corporations raise legitimate concerns 
about their role in the electoral process. Our lawmakers have a 
compelling constitutional basis, if not also a democratic duty, to 
take measures designed to guard against the potentially delete-
rious effects of corporate spending in elections. ~ Justice John 
Paul Stevens, in dissent, joined by Justices Ruth Bader Ginsberg, 
Stephen Breyer, and Sonia Sotomayor 

 

In a decision of startling breadth, the Court holds that com-
mercial enterprises, including corporations, can opt out of any 
law (saving only tax laws) they judge incompatible with their 
sincerely held religious beliefs. ~ Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg, 
in dissent in Burwell v. Hobby Lobby Stores, joined by Justices 
Sonia Sotomayor, Stephen Breyer, and Elena Kagan 

In Burwell v. Hobby Lobby Stores (2014), the Republican 

majority of the supreme court (5–4) extended the 1st Amend-
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ment right of religious liberty to corporations: allowing busi-

nesses to deny serving, hiring, or selling to anyone because 

they consider it against their religion.* In the collective mind 

of the American courts, the Hobby Lobby ruling completed 

the transformation of corporations from "a mere artificial be-

ing" to a full-bodied legal citizen. The "aristocracy of monied 

corporations" which Thomas Jefferson and other founding fa-

thers feared was realized through the caprice of a judiciary 

in thrall to business interests. 

 

Confiscation to benefit corporations has been a common 

practice in patent law, albeit as an underhanded exercise. 

Patent law is illustrative of the quality of US legislation and 

the federal bench. 

 Patents  

Intellectual property is granted governmental protection 

to certain abstractions, notably creative works (copyright), 

commercial brand names (trademark), and technical inven-

tions (patents).  

Patents were intended to engender innovation, and so 

stimulate a nation's economic engine. Instead, they have 

been a drag on innovation, especially in the computer era. 

Most computerized devices and software incorporate hun-

dreds of patented inventions. Established corporations with 

extensive patent portfolios are thus able to stifle competition 

in their product space, thereby retaining oligopolistic power. 

The so-called "sport of kings" thwarts the intended purpose 

of patents. 

 History  

The modern concept of patents dates to 1421. The city-

state of Florence, Italy granted the 1st recorded patent to 

 
* The 2018 SCOTUS ruling in Masterpiece Cakeshop v. Colorado 

Civil Rights Commission furthered the right of businesses to dis-

criminate based upon religious belief. 
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Italian engineer Filippo Brunelleschi for his design and use 

of a ship, the Badalone ("seagoing monster").  

The Badalone was supposed to ferry supplies up the Arno 

river to the city for building the Florentine cathedral dome, 

which Brunelleschi designed. Alas, the Badalone sank during 

delivery of a load of white marble for making the dome. 

The Venetian Senate passed the 1st patent law in 1474, 

granting monopolies for a limited duration for original de-

vices. This law embodied the principles of patent protection 

as practiced today. 

In 1449, King Henry IV of England granted that country's 

1st patent for stained-glass manufacturing. A patent was a 

government-granted monopoly, so could be as much a right 

to manufacture or trade as well as the right to deny others to 

do so. Toward the end of the 16th century, the Crown's cor-

rupt abuse of granting monopolies provoked the evolution of 

the rule of law and judicial power at the expense of the mon-

arch, and set the country on the path to civil war. 

 US Patent Law  

Article 1 of the US Constitution enshrined the right of 

Congress to grant copyrights to writers and patents to inven-

tors.  

To promote the Progress of Science and useful Arts, by secur-
ing for limited Times to Authors and Inventors the exclusive 
Right to their respective Writings and Discoveries; ~ US Con-
stitution, Article 1, §8* 

The 1st US patent act was in 1790. It was a formula for 

discontent for all concerned: satisfying neither patent appli-

cants nor those appointed to grant patents: the Secretary of 

State, assisted by the Secretary for War and Attorney Gen-

eral. No appeal was possible. 

 
* The sloppiness of §8, such as granting exclusivity to "discoveries," 

not inventions, is typical of the intellectual laxity found through-

out the US Constitution, which is a pathetic document in being 

overly specific in places, utterly omissive of major mechanics, 

such as the role of the courts, and ladled with significant vagary. 
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The Patent Act of 1793 was a response, not so much to 

patent applicant complaints, but for the benefit of the high 

government officials whose precious time was drained by pa-

tent examination duties. While a patent office was ostensibly 

set up, patent examination went from rigid strictness to no 

examination at all. The State Department could not refuse to 

issue a patent.  

It was left to the courts to settle the inevitable disputes. 

As a consequence, patent fraud became endemic, prompting 

the Patent Reform Act of 1836.  

The 1836 Act created an official patent office, and insti-

tuted examination for inventiveness in light of prior art: pre-

viously published technological exposition that might show a 

claimed invention as not novel. The 1836 Act, for the first 

time, let foreigners file for patents in the US.  

Finally, the 1836 law began the patent numbering sys-

tem. Patent number 1 was granted on 13 July 1836. 

Title 35 of the US Code (USC) specifies patent law. It has 

37 chapters, with 376 sections (§), of which 149 are used. 

35 USC §101 delimits what may be patented. 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, 
machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new 
and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, 
subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. ~ §101 

Sections 102 and 103 require that a claimed invention be 

novel. §102 entitles a patent unless it was patented, de-

scribed, publicly used, or on sale before an applicant claims 

it. The stricture of §102 is termed anticipation. 

§103 broadens the restrictions of §102 by adding that a 

patent may not be had "if the differences between the claimed 

invention and the prior art are such that the claimed inven-

tion as a whole would have been obvious to a person having 

ordinary skill in the art to which the claimed invention per-

tains." The prohibition of patent grant via §103 is termed ob-

viousness. 

The critical statutory sections for obtaining a patent are 

broadly worded, and therefore have often required interpre-

tation by the courts. This is common in US federal laws, and 

of the constitution. 
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Specificity commonly enters statutes only where a special 

interest desires a clear exception or exemption. Most legisla-

tion on commerce is drafted by corporate lobbyists. The sec-

tions of patent law dealing specifically with pharmaceuticals 

is exemplary: craftily worded to give advantage to domestic 

drug companies. 

Intellectual property, especially patents, is an area of US 

law in which the courts have seen fit to legislate from the 

bench without being contradicted by Congress. Considering 

the economic significance of patents, this is astonishing (ex-

cept when considering that the courts and Congress are 

aligned in their complicity with corporations). 

 

Besides making inventions proprietary for a limited du-

ration, a supposed purpose of the patent system is to serve as 

a public-notice function: to let those know of inventions so 

that they may be best employed. The greatest of ironies 

evolved in that regard. 

The courts came to regard knowing of a patent and in-

fringing it to be willful disregard, and thereby increased the 

damages a company must pay to compensate the inventor. 

Hence, other than checking to see if they could patent an 

idea, companies studiously ignored patents granted to oth-

ers. Hence, the critical public-notice function that patents 

could provide to promote invention was defeated by judicial 

idiocy. 

 

Throughout American history, the rigor of patent exami-

nation has ranged widely, from literally granting every pa-

tent applied for to strict examination. Examinations were lax 

in the 1990s, and only began to tighten up after publicity 

about how pathetic the patent office had become. 

Absurd patents abounded. In 1993, the patent office is-

sued patent 5,443,036: its invention was using a laser pointer 

to exercise a cat. US patent 6,368,227 claimed a "method of 

swinging on a swing." Though they proved an embarrass-

ment to the patent office when publicized for granting such 

dross, these junk patents had piddling value.  
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The real problem, from a corporate perspective, was that 

individual inventors were innovating lucrative inventions. A 

small industry of contingent-fee lawyers sprang up to help 

patent holders monetize their patents against major corpora-

tions. The big money was in software technologies, where 

skillful designers could patent inventions via the investment 

of nothing more than deep technical knowledge coupled with 

sheer creativity.* 

 

From the early 1990s, Microsoft was continually hounded 

by inventors for infringing software patents. In some in-

stances, Microsoft blithely stole technology.  

Such was the case with Stac Electronics' disc compression 

utility. Microsoft aborted negotiations with Stac to license 

their technology. Instead, Microsoft simply stole the technol-

ogy, incorporating it into their new operating system.  

Stac sued for patent infringement and won. Microsoft, de-

spite having examined Stac's code, was able to skirt the 

charge that their infringement had been willful, which might 

have trebled damages. In the finale, Microsoft settled by in-

vesting in Stac and buying it off for ~$80 million. 

In response to being pummeled for patent infringement, 

computer companies, Microsoft most prominently, lobbied 

Congress for legislation to relieve their patent infringement 

blight. They blitzed the media to generate publicity for their 

cause.  

Computer companies generated the myth of evil "patent 

trolls" practicing extortion – which was really nothing more 

than inventors wanting payment for their inventions being 

infringed: the basic right of the patent grant, with compensa-

tion being the common practice in the country for 2 centuries. 

Politicians took up the cudgel with toothless sympathy. 

The courts more effectively responded to corporate com-

plaints by changing the law from the bench. Patents became 

 
* Of course, inventions always spring from skill and creativity. The 

difference between software and other art areas is that the cost 

of experimentation to verify practicality is exceedingly low for 

software. 
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much more difficult to obtain and enforce in the early 21st 

century. 

No area of law has been so radically altered by the courts 

as patent law. This owes to a combination of factors: lack of 

statute specificity, and the nature of patents, but particularly 

the pro-corporate corruption prevalent in the courts. In the 

instance of patents, through extra-legal rulings, courts are 

able to achieve outcomes that legislation simply could not, as 

such blanket bias in statute would be so glaring as to incite 

revolt. 

 

Corvids are able to solve complex problems entirely with 

mental prowess; no need for fiddling about. In contrast, the 

limitations of the human mind mean that improvements are 

commonly found by trial-and-error. Compared to crows, peo-

ple are bird-brained. 

Hence, throughout history, human invention has almost 

always been incremental. Innovation has often been had by 

combining features appreciated before only in disparate con-

texts. 

Analysis and combination necessarily underlies all inven-
tions. ~ Abraham Lincoln 

The most significant blow to patents as intellectual prop-

erty came with the 2007 SCOTUS decision in KSR v. Teleflex, 

where the court threw away the need for evidence in invali-

dating a patent. KSR's insidiousness came via dealing with 

inventions that arose from novel combinations of known 

functions. 

Prior to KSR, the CAFC had required some scintilla of 

statement that prior art technologies might be combined to 

invalidate a later claim to invention. This had proved inade-

quate to staunch the assertion of patents against the mega-

corporations that the federal government succored; so, the 

supreme court threw open the door to judicial caprice by en-

tirely removing any evidentiary standard whatsoever. 

A court must ask whether the improvement is more than the 
predictable use of prior art elements according to their estab-
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lished functions. The analysis need not seek out precise teach-
ings directed to the specific subject matter of the challenged 
claim, for a court can take account of the inferences and creative 
steps that a person of ordinary skill in the art would employ.  
~ SCOTUS in KSR v. Teleflex (2007) 

Under the KSR regime, ~95% of granted patents might 

seem obvious in light of prior art. KSR provided a clear signal 

to lower courts that they had the power to kill patents willy-

nilly. In promoting plutocracy, the courts did just that. 

 Active Toolbar Tool Groups  

Bill Gates' Microsoft struck it rich by providing the oper-

ating system (OS) for the IBM PC (personal computer), re-

leased in 1981. Microsoft's OS embraced no innovation. 

Following hoary tradition, the IBM PC required users to type 

in commands to get anything done. Its graphic capabilities 

were laughably crude. 

Popular computing evolved from command-line input to a 

graphical user interface (GUI) with the introduction of the 

Apple Macintosh computer in 1984. Computer graphics and 

GUIs were by no means new, but until that time, no inexpen-

sive personal computer employed graphics to allow users to 

see and easily select various functions. 

Apple's Steve Jobs had been impressed by the GUI tech-

nology he saw when he visited Xerox's research lab in Palo 

Alto, California. He copied many of the ideas he saw at Xerox 

for the Macintosh personal computer. Besides a keyboard, 

the Macintosh tacked a mouse onto the computer, letting a 

user move an onscreen cursor to select graphic objects and 

make things happen. 

Microsoft copiously copied Apple, coming out with its 

Windows OS, with an inferior GUI, in 1985. From that rather 

lame copycat beginning, Microsoft ceaselessly made its GUIs 

more sophisticated, until it went thoroughly schizophrenic 

about its GUI with Windows 8. 

The original GUIs had menus of commands that were 

listed on a bar that hung at the top or bottom of the screen. 

In the early 1990s, Microsoft came up with the idea of a 

toolbar: a visible row of iconic buttons, whereupon a user 
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simply needed to click a button to do something, such as open 

or save a file.  

In allowing feature activation in a single click, toolbars 

were more accessible and convenient than drop-down menus. 

They quickly became a GUI norm on both the PC and Macin-

tosh. Microsoft patented its many toolbar inventions over the 

next decade. 

Toolbars became cluttered with a plethora of tools, less-

ening their convenience. Microsoft came up with the idea of 

visually segregating toolbar groups. What could be done to a 

document (e.g., open, save, print) constituted one discernable 

toolbar group. Editing tools for the contents of a document 

were another such tool group. 

The problem with application programs, and the im-

portance of toolbars, was in organizing the plethora of func-

tions on offer. The answer lay in hierarchical categorization: 

presenting the most important tools on first display, with the 

option to see secondary tools in each functional group. 

With much ballyhoo, Microsoft introduced a new kind of 

toolbar with its 2007 Office, which it called a "ribbon." For 

the first time, this new toolbar had tool groups that were ac-

tive. A user could click in a specific area of a tool group and 

more functions and options for that group would appear. This 

allowed a nesting of tool functions: simplifying the look of the 

toolbar while making readily accessible a fulsome comple-

ment of tools. 

Microsoft promoted this new toolbar technology. It 

quickly became an industry standard, as the advantage of 

"active tool groups" was readily apparent. 

Microsoft filed a patent application for this active tool 

group feature in 2004; but Microsoft did not invent active tool 

groups. 

American software developer and inventor Gary Odom 

had come up with the idea of active toolbar tool groups 3 

years earlier, in 2001. Odom filed an application with the pa-

tent office and prosecuted (argued for) it himself. The result 

was US patent 7,363,592. 

After Office 2007 came out, with active tool group tech-

nology widely used in commercial software products, Odom 
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sued numerous software companies for infringing his '592 pa-

tent, including Microsoft. Like many other contemporaneous 

inventors asserting their patents, Odom confronted a debacle 

that exemplified how US federal courts toady to corporate in-

terests, disregarding the law to do so. 

At Microsoft's urging, the federal district court found '592 

obvious in light of Microsoft patent 6,057,836, where Jude 

Kavalam was the 1st-named inventor. 

Kavalam had noted that "toolbars typically present 

groups of command buttons"; the very tool groups on a toolbar 

which Odom referred to in his patent, as shown below. Both 

Odom and Kavalam used identical nomenclature. 

image source: Microsoft Computer Dictionary (1999) 

Odom was well aware of the '836 Kavalam patent: he dis-

closed it to the patent office during prosecution of the patent 

that led to its grant. The patent office allowed Odom's patent 

over Kavalam, as Kavalam's disclosure explicitly went to 

toolbar innovations, not the active toolbar tool groups which 

Odom claimed. 

The district court ostensibly came to its conclusion of ob-

viousness by confusing toolbar and tool group, something 

which was distinctly delineated in both Kavalam's and 

Odom's patents. Further, the court ignored 2 very telling, le-

gally-compelling, secondary indicators of non-obviousness: 1) 

that Microsoft itself thought that the invention was patenta-

ble, by evidence of Microsoft later filing its own claim to the 

same technology; and 2) the commercial success of Microsoft's 

2007 toolbar "ribbon" indicated non-obviousness.  

Microsoft did not even contest Odom's arguments about 

secondary non-obviousness indicators, so comfortable were 

they that the judge was in their corner; this despite there be-

ing established case law that such indicators could be dispos-

itive with regard to the obviousness of a patent.  

tool 

group  

toolbar 
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Evidence of secondary considerations may often be the most 
probative and cogent evidence in the record. It may often estab-
lish that an invention appearing to have been obvious in light 
of the prior art was not. This court has previously identified, in-
ter alia, commercial success, satisfaction of a long-felt need, and 
copying to be relevant factors. ~ the CAFC in Spectralytics v. 
Cordis (2011)  

That evidence is 'secondary' in time does not mean that it is 
secondary in importance. ~ SCOTUS in Graham v. John Deere 
Co. (1966)  

That 2nd indicator of non-obviousness – commercial suc-

cess – went to the root of the problem for Odom. The claimed 

invention, which quickly became an industry standard, was 

immensely valuable: worth over a billion dollars in reasona-

ble royalties over the life of the patent. So, federal district 

court Judge Michael Mosman ignored the law and decreed 

'592 obvious. In doing so he legally contradicted himself, con-

struing the claimed invention differently for infringement 

vis-à-via validity. Mossman rigged the outcome every way he 

could. 

Mosman is somewhat typical of those on the federal 

bench, in having amassed a track record as a clueless adjudi-

cator of patent cases: unable to properly construe claims or 

write decent decisions. On appeal, the CAFC has repeatedly 

had to send cases back to Mosman to clean up his mess.  

As with judges who easily follow their biases, the button-

down Mormon Mosman had displayed distaste for Odom's pa-

tent assertion from the get-go. He blithely indulged his cor-

ruption, as the corrupt do. 

Mosman is by no means alone. Many judges struggle with 

patent cases. Involving both complex case law and technolog-

ical detail, patents are one of the most difficult areas of law. 

Over 1/3rd of all district court decisions are at least partly 

reversed upon appeal. 

Judges are seldom the sharpest tacks in the lawyer box. 

Unsurprisingly, that distinction generally goes to attorneys 

that represent corporate interests. (Follow the money.) Ex-

ceptions are found in exceptional attorneys who take the high 

moral ground and represent the public interest, such as 

Ralph Nader. 
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Alas for Odom, the fix was in. The CAFC affirmed the 

lower court's decision, especially affronted that Odom alleged 

bias by Mosman. Like Mosman, the appeals court ignored co-

gent arguments that '592 was not obvious under the law.  

The CAFC found '592 "an insignificant advance over Ka-

valam." Secondary considerations of non-obviousness were 

"weak." That was all the analysis the CAFC could muster.  

 

The theft of Odom's patent by swindling courts was no 

isolated incident. In the early 21st century, the courts stole 

hundreds of billions of dollars from inventors by declaring 

their patents obvious, or through other chicanery.  

SCOTUS and the CAFC have practically nullified the right 

of inventors to enforce their patents. The sport of kings is re-

served for the country's royalty: corporations. 

Vexatious patent litigation continues to grind through our 
already crowded courts. One sign of potential abuse is when a 
single patent holder sues. ~ CAFC Chief Judge Randall Rader in 
2013 

 Software Patents  

Unlike other technical arts, which are restricted by the 

chemistry and physics of matter, software can be a purer act 

of creativity, as its construction is constrained only by the 

limits of the human mind. The most influential inventions in 

the late 20th century into the 21st have been in software. In-

congruously, governments have been reticent to recognize 

software as worthy of intellectual-property protection. 

Europe never allowed software patents. By legislating 

from the judicial bench, the US did.* The CAFC declared busi-

ness methods codified in software as patentable in its 1998 

State Street decision. 

 
* US courts regularly legislate, which is unconstitutional. Routine 

breaching of constitutional restraints by authorities in the US 

demonstrate how fundamentally lawless this nation is. Political 

conservatives – who portray themselves as the staunchest de-

fenders of the constitution as written – tend to be the most egre-

gious offenders, at least from a civil rights standpoint. 
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A machine programmed with software produces a useful, 
concrete, and tangible result. This renders it statutory subject 
matter, even if the useful result is expressed in numbers, such 
as price, profit, percentage, cost, or loss. ~ the CAFC in State 
Street Bank v. Signature Financial Group (1998) 

In the years that followed State Street poured a deluge of 

patent assertions against behemoth software companies, so 

the courts reversed themselves, though cunningly: leaving 

enough ambiguity that judges could exercise their whims. 

American inventors Bernard Bilski & Rand Warsaw had 

their patent application for risk management rejected by the 

patent office. They appealed to the CAFC. 

Though they could have legitimately found the applica-

tion legally remiss for sheer sloppiness (§112), CAFC declared 

the claimed invention unpatentable under §101. Bilski ap-

pealed to the supreme court, which categorically rejected 

business methods as not patentable in a 5–4 decision (Repub-

lican majority).  

Expressing that "courts should not read into the patent 

laws limitations and conditions which the legislature has not 

expressed," pro-corporate justices on the supreme court did 

exactly that (duplicity being the American courts' stock-in-

trade). 

The patent application here can be rejected under our prece-
dents on the unpatentability of abstract ideas. ~ SCOTUS in Bil-
ski (2010) 

Thus began a cacophony on what constituted an "abstract 

idea": a concept unmentioned in the relevant law, §101. A 

method of drug treatment was patentable, but not immun-

ization. GPS (computerized location determination) was pa-

tentable, as "there is no evidence here that the calculations 

here can be performed entirely in the human mind"; but val-

idating a credit card was not, despite such a process being 

beyond sheer mentation.  

Both members of the supreme court and this court have rec-
ognized the difficulty of providing a precise formula or defini-
tion for the judge-made ineligible category of abstractness.  
~ the CAFC in Ultramercial v. Hulu (2010)  
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Amid the illicit hand-waving, trends were apparent. 

Courts basically eliminated business-method patents. No 

longer was a "useful result is expressed in numbers, such as 

price, profit, percentage, cost, or loss," patentable. The su-

preme court made it clear in Alice v. CLS Bank (2014) that 

the financial sector was off limits to clever patentees.  

The claims at issue are drawn to the abstract idea of interme-
diated settlement, and that merely requiring generic computer 
implementation fails to transform that abstract idea into a patent-
eligible invention. ~ SCOTUS in Alice v. CLS Bank (2014) 

With Alice, software and business-method patents went 

down the rabbit hole to oblivion, damned for claiming "ab-

stract ideas." Any logician worth his salt would understand 

how ludicrous the spearhead of the assault was. In claiming 

categories of function, patents are necessarily delineations of 

abstractions. 

The only real issues are whether a claimed invention is of 

practical use, and whether claims are sufficiently delineated, 

such that one of skill in the relevant technical art would un-

derstand their scope. §112 of patent law requires "claims par-

ticularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 

matter which the applicant regards as his invention."  

The CAFC descended into gibberish over what constituted 

an unpatentable abstract idea (as opposed to a patentable 

one). 

Abstract ideas may still be patent-eligible if they contain an 
'inventive concept' sufficient to 'transform' the claimed abstract 
idea into a patent-eligible application. ~ the CAFC in Planet 
Bingo v. VKGS (2014)  

The courts continued to tighten the noose on patenting 

software, eliminating claims to apparatuses that relied upon 

software that did not produce a mechanical result (as opposed 

to a useful one). 

For all categories except process claims, the eligible subject 
matter must exist in some physical or tangible form. ~ the CAFC 
in Digitech v. Electronics for Imaging (2013)  

Such nonsense contradicts the law in what is patentable. 

§101 requires only that a "process, machine, manufacture, or 

composition of matter" or its "improvement thereof," be "new 
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and useful." Novelty and utility were the metrics that the leg-

islature demanded; how cerebral the invention was had noth-

ing to do with its patentability. 

The judiciary was reticent to decidedly wipe out software 

patents in toto, for fear of its potential financial impact on the 

software industry and its sizable patent portfolio. Histori-

cally, venture funding for software startups in the US has 

been premised upon their having new ideas, often signified 

by being patented, or at least appearing patentable.  

Instead, recent patent case law decisions provide fodder 

for the patent office to reject software patent applications, so 

that the problem is gradually eliminated at the root with 

minimal disruption to established businesses. The stock mar-

ket took no note of the profound change in patent law with 

regard to software, which wiped out well over a trillion dol-

lars in assets of the largest software corporations. The courts 

are crafty in their corruption. 

 

There are woeful take-away points to this brief exposition 

on patent law, and adjudication of the law generally. 1st is 

the power of the judiciary to arbitrarily craft legalities and 

later capriciously reverse themselves. The history of the US 

judiciary is one of jurists following their biased beliefs and 

fabricating support for it. Self-contradictory case law helps, 

though that hardly matters, as long-standing precedents are 

broken upon whim. 

Judicial corruption only partly owes to the failure of the 

Congress to legislate with specificity. Courts skirt the spirit 

of laws without accountability. Rarely has Congress seen fit 

to overrule the courts via legislative action, and then only 

when the courts pointed out a glaringly obvious deficiency in 

a law in which a court ruling went against Congressional 

wont. 

2nd is that the American courts are highly politicized: the 

higher courts especially, as power concentrates via appeal. 

US supreme court rulings are often political denouements, as 

dissents dramatically show. In the past half century, major 

decisions of seismic societal import have repeatedly been de-

cided 5 to 4 along strictly partisan lines. 
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Supreme court justices are chosen on their ideology and 

political allegiance. In 2016, the Republican-controlled sen-

ate refused for a year to even consider a conservative nomi-

nee to the supreme court by a Democrat president. Once a 

Republican was in the office of the presidency, a reactionary 

right-wing justice was quickly confirmed. 

This partisan treatment of a SCOTUS justice nominee was 

merely the tip of an iceberg. Senate Republicans blanketly 

refused to consider nominees for federal judgeships by Dem-

ocrat President Barack Obama, leaving open vacancies which 

were rapidly filled once Republican President Donald Trump 

was in office. 

At the close of the 2010s, with a solid 5–4 conservative 

majority, thanks to politically-rigged court packing, SCOTUS 

engineered rulings to suit their ideology, pitching precedents 

which opposed their program; thereby effectively substitut-

ing caprice for rule of law. 

The majority proceeds, relying on one subversion of stare de-
cisis to support another. We may as well not have principles 
about precedents at all. ~ Justice Elena Kagan, in dissent in 
Knick v. Scott (2019), joined by Justices Ruth Bader Ginsberg, 
Stephen Breyer, and Sonia Sotomayor 

As federal judges have lifetime appointments, the power 

of a politicized judiciary lasts for decades. Through judicial 

rigging, the rightward trend in American politics in the early 

21st century will have a lasting impact to mid-century, po-

tentially thwarting any rational spasm of progressivism that 

citizens decide to take.  

Judicial discrimination is only a facet of political corrup-

tion which may lead to increasing disillusion by the informed 

with the behind-the-scenes oligarchy of the United States, 

which is only hypothetically a nation responsive to the will of 

the people.  

The continuing slaughter of innocents in public places by 

well-armed madmen is illustrative. Though majority opinion 

to do something about this societal illness is strong, an obsti-

nate right-wing minority is able to enforce its will, with the 

courts' blessing. 
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3rd is the power of the courts to favor whomever they 

please, which leads to the larger point. The government uni-

formly supports plutocratic power. This axiomatic conserva-

tism emanates from both fear and awe. Government officials 

identify with power, which corporations reek of. Corporate 

mouthpieces are the most elegant that money can buy. Their 

eloquence greases the gears of Congressional action and ju-

dicial decisions. 

The fear which sits ever in the backs of political minds is 

perhaps even stronger. A world where US corporations are 

weakened is a harrowing thought. The government is ever 

reticent to disadvantage corporate interests when the public 

interest is not dangerously contravened. 

Each branch of government has its own set of tools, blunt 

or sharp in their effect, to pursue empowering the state and 

favored interests at ordinary citizens' expense. Through leg-

islation, Congress ineptly paints in broad strokes. Through 

case law, the courts draw finer lines, weaving through time 

such a fine web that the judicial spider may snare whatever 

or whomever it pleases. 

One may reflect upon the ceaseless bickering among the 

halls of power in government (particularly Congress) and 

consider it of some significance; but it is only pettiness at play 

between factions. No US government official denounces cap-

italism. Acts contrary to the interests of corporations are 

taken only when the pillage has gotten way out of hand; and 

then, relying upon the short memories of voters, soon re-

scinded. 

 United Kingdom  

Our courts system is complicated and – in places – confusing, 
because it has developed over 1,000 years rather than being 
designed from scratch. ~ UK Courts and Tribunals Judiciary 

The United Kingdom does not have a unified judicial sys-

tem. Courts are separated into 3 jurisdictions: England & 

Wales, Scotland, and Northern Ireland. 



434 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

Criminal cases start in a magistrates' court. Serious crim-

inal matters are sent to the Crown Court. Crown Court con-

viction appeals go to the High Court, or potentially to the 

Court of Appeal, or even the Supreme Court. 

Civil cases are sometimes dealt with by magistrates but 

may well go to a county court. Again, appeals go to the High 

Court, and then to the Court of Appeal; although to different 

divisions of those courts from criminal cases. 

There is a single appellate system for immigration cases. 

There is a single employment tribunal for all of Great Brit-

ain, and a separate one for Northern Ireland. 

The 2005 Constitutional Reform Act created a Supreme 

Court of the United Kingdom to take over the judicial func-

tions of the House of Lords, and handle devolution cases from 

the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, which had been 

the UK's highest court of appeal. The Privy Council continues 

to be the highest court of appeal for British overseas territo-

ries and several independent Commonwealth countries. 

The Supreme Court serves as the highest appeal court in 

England, Wales, and Northern Ireland, and for civil cases in 

Scotland. The High Court of Justiciary remains the court of 

last resort in Scotland for criminal cases. 

 European Court of Justice  

The European Court of Justice (ECJ) was established in 

1952 by the Treaty of Paris (1951) which birthed the Euro-

pean Coal and Steel Community. The ECJ was legally indis-

pensable but practically incidental at the time. 

The founding of the European Economic Community 

(EEC) in 1957 via the Treaty of Rome carried the Court of 

Justice with it. The treaty was vague about the purview of 

the court: stating hopefully that "the law is observed" in ap-

plying the treaty. 

Much like John Marshall's pathbreaking American su-

preme court, the Court of Justice carved its authority 

through a series of decisions: defining its power by what it 

could get away with. The ECJ moved cautiously, but steadily, 

to make its case law supreme within the European Union. 
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In a seminal 1963 decision, the ECJ ruled that the 1957 

Rome Treaty instituted a new legal order for its members not 

governed by international law; in effect, the court established 

that the EU would have its own internal system of law. The 

key question was whether a member state could retaliate in 

kind if it was injured by another member violating the Rome 

Treaty. Under international law, this was permissible. If the 

EU treaty were simply among sovereign states, a member 

could strike back. Instead, the court ruled that one member 

could not retaliate against another but must instead seek re-

lief through the Union's institutions. The ruling transformed 

the Treaty of Rome from a mere treaty into a constitution. 

Furthering that judgment, the Court of Justice ruled the next 

year (1964) that member states had transferred their sover-

eign rights to the EU, and that Union law could not be over-

ridden by a nation.  

Contemporaneously, the ECJ expanded its mandate by 

giving individuals and corporations in member states the 

right to bring cases to it. EU citizens could sue their own gov-

ernments in the Court of Justice.  

Most cases in the court have involved trade regulations. 

The EU was, after all, intended primarily to enforce free 

trade within its borders.  

The most dramatic developments of case law by the Court 

of Justice have been in individual rights. This owes to omis-

sion in the Treaty of Rome to specify civil rights. The few 

rights mentioned were economic, such as the free movement 

of capital and the right of collective bargaining for labor. 

Some of these cases have gone deeply into what would be 
considered the independent responsibilities of member states. 
~ Phillips Shivley 

As is common with courts expanding their powers, the 

ECJ followed a strategy of choosing rather inconsequential 

cases in which neither side could easily protest the outcome. 

Court self-empowerment slips through, only finding its ex-

pression in a later case, with precedent already established. 

A basic potential problem for the ECJ has been enforcing 

its decisions. As the court has no effective power, the ECJ's 
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authority could never have developed if member states did 

not heed the court's decisions. 

The Court of Justice entitling itself through accretion of 

case law was accepted because it was seen as a constructive 

force, filling in gaps from vagueness in treaty provisions. The 

alternative would be chaos leading to dissolution, which no 

member state wants. 

As such, there has been a remarkable record of compli-

ance with Court of Justice rulings, with a few exceptions. In 

an exemplary instance, France defied a court order to stop 

restricting mutton imports for a couple of years, fearing do-

mestic protests by farmers. 

In general, states have followed ECJ decisions. Heeding 

Court of Justice rulings has, in time, solidified the court's 

power, rooting compliance in habit and expectation. 

 Juries  

A jury is a body of people convened to consider findings of 

fact and render an impartial verdict within the confines of 

the law. Throughout history, juries have been both praised 

as exemplary of democratic ideals and criticized as confeder-

acies of dunces. Whereas the praise is a lofty vacuity, the 

withering criticism is apt to emanate from any litigator in a 

moment of candor. 

 History  

Juries arose from the custom of ancient Germanic tribes 

to use a group of reputable men to investigate a crime or 

judge an accused. This practice evolved into the Vehmic 

courts of the 13th–16th centuries. These tribunals in West-

phalia were based on the county courts of Franconia, another 

German province.  

Having received their jurisdiction from the Holy Roman 

Emperor, Vehmic lay judges ladled out death sentences in 

what were often secret proceedings. After execution, the 

corpse might be hung on a tree as a detriment to others.  

Elsewhere in Europe, the power of life and death, once 

reserved to the Emperor alone, was usurped by local nobles. 
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Only in Westphalia were capital sentences meted out by 

courts in the Emperor's name. Vehmic courts were finally 

abolished in 1811 by Jérôme Bonaparte (Napoléon's youngest 

brother), who ruled Westphalia at the time. 

 England  

English jurors were originally neighborhood witnesses 

who passed judgment on what they themselves knew. The 

Normans brought their tradition of juries in their 1066 con-

quest of England. 

During the 11th century, juries comprising knights might 

be summoned to provide information on local criminal activ-

ity. Such practice was formalized for civil disputes in the 

early 12th century, when Henry II established a system to 

resolve land disputes using juries of 12 free men; whence the 

grand jury, used in inquests. 

The growth of English towns and concomitant breakdown 

of close-knit medieval society brought many changes in the 

12th century. One was appearance of the petty jury for judg-

ing criminal cases. 

In 1215, the church banned clergymen from participating 

in trails by water and fire ordeals as means of proving guilt 

or innocence. Lacking religious sanction, the practice was 

abandoned. Trials by battle had already fallen out of favor. 

The church's decree and King John's Magna Carta of 1215 

furthered the evolution of English law and the jury system. 

No free man shall be captured or imprisoned or disseised of 
his freehold or of his liberties, or of his free customs, or be out-
lawed or exiled or in any way destroyed, nor will we proceed 
against him by force or proceed against him by arms, but by the 
lawful judgment of his peers or by the law of the land. ~ Article 
39 of the Magna Carta (1215) 

In the mid-14th century, those who had sat on a grand 

jury were forbidden from also participating in a trial jury for 

that crime. 

The economy of self-informing juries in England during 

the early Middle Ages gradually gave way to those who sat in 
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judgment without knowing the facts. English jurors re-

mained free to investigate on their own until the 17th cen-

tury. 

In early trial-by-jury cases, a judge might decide a matter 

if jurors were not unanimous. By 1367, case law strongly af-

firmed unanimity as a necessity; though, over the centuries, 

this has been watered down to allow majority verdicts. 

 

The American colonies naturally adopted the legal sys-

tem of their motherland. Jury trials in criminal cases were a 

protected right in the original constitution, and further elab-

orated in the 5th, 6th, and 7th amendments: extending the 

right to trial by jury to both criminal and civil matters, and 

the employment of a grand jury for serious cases. 

Today the grand jury is the total captive of the prosecutor 
who, if he is candid, will concede that he can indict anybody, 
at any time, for almost anything, before any grand jury. ~ Amer-
ican jurist William Campbell in 1977 

The American colonies were exemplary of the geopolitical 

forces that extended the jury system. The expansion of the 

British Empire brought the jury to Asia and Africa.  

In the aftermath of the French Revolution, juries became 

a symbol of popular government throughout Europe. For 

much of the continent, it was a short-haul heyday before de-

cline. Holland and Luxembourg abolished their jury systems 

after Napoléon's defeat. There was further weakening in Eu-

rope from the mid-19th century. In 1850, Prussia removed 

treason from jury jurisdiction. The Duchy of Nassau did so 

for all political crimes in 1851. Czechoslovakia removed trea-

son from juries in 1923 and libel a year later. In 1919, Hun-

gary suspended trial by jury entirely and never restored it. 

Germany abandoned juries in 1924. The Soviet bloc and fas-

cist states abolished their jury systems. Japan did away with 

its short-lived experiment with jury courts in 1943. France 

never restored juries after German occupation in the mid-

1940s. England whittled away at jury use by statute to a 

small category of cases. 
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The Belgian constitution specifies that the most serious 

crimes be judged by juries. As a safeguard for the press, libel 

trials must also be before a jury. Racism is excluded from this 

safeguard. Sweden also uses juries in cases involving free-

dom of the press, but not for other criminal or civil cases.  

Norway uses juries only for the most serious crimes, and 

conviction requires only a 7-of-10 majority. 

Spain has no established tradition of using juries and has 

only experimented with them since constitutional revision in 

1978. One of the earliest trials by jury was for the murder of 

2 police officers. The accused was let off for lack of jury una-

nimity – an acquittal that shocked the nation. 

 India  

Following British tradition, India used juries until a scan-

dalous case in 1959: K.M. Nanavati v. State of Maharashtra. 

Naval commander K.M. Nanavati was tried for murdering 

his wife's lover. The trial received unprecedented media cov-

erage, as such a crime of passion in the upper echelons of so-

ciety was ripe material. Nanavati was generally given 

favorable press, as the man he killed was a playboy. It helped 

that Nanavati's wife Sylvia stood by her man. 

A jury acquitted. India's high court dismissed the verdict 

and retried the case itself, whereupon Nanavati was found 

guilty. The Indian government then abolished jury trials.  

After spending 3 years in prison, Nanavati was pardoned. 

After his release, Nanavati and Sylvia emigrated to Canada. 

 

Generally, the role of the jury on the European continent 

and elsewhere is more restricted than it is in the US. The 

United States became the unabashed home of the jury sys-

tem for both civil and criminal cases. Over 90% of the all jury 

trials in the world occur in the US. 

 United States  

In the US, the availability of jury trial varied from state 

to state until 1968, when SCOTUS decreed it a constitutional 
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right in all criminal cases of "serious offense."* The constitu-

tional status of juries in civil cases is uncertain, but juries are 

generally available. The practice of allowing parties to waive 

jury trials also varies. 

The historic requirements of property and competence for 

jury service have long been swept away in favor of a cross-

section of the community. Most jurisdictions exempt some of 

those most qualified to serve on juries: police officers, law-

yers, doctors, et cetera. Those who know about the law are 

also commonly excluded; that leaves the common uninformed 

citizen. Hence, the American jury system is about the most 

idiotic imaginable. 

A jury is composed of 12 men of average ignorance. ~ Her-
bert Spencer 

 Voir Dire  

The commitment to random competence is moderated in 

the US by an elaborate screen process known as voir dire, 

which is conducted by trial counsel at the inception of a trial.† 

Attorneys on each side may excuse a limited number jury 

candidates peremptorily; after that they must give a reason. 

Stupid reasons are okay. ~ American lawyer, psychologist, 
and jury maven Shari Diamond 

American courts disallow excluding jurors based upon 

ethnicity or race, but the practice is widespread, especially in 

the south. 

Young black men have absolutely no chance of getting on a 
jury. ~ American defense attorney Antonio Florence 

 

Trial by jury is supervised by a judge. The formula for 

sharing power between a judge and jury is complex.  

 
* Duncan v. Louisiana (1968). 

† Voir dire comes from the Anglo-Norman language, and originally 

referred to the oath taken by jurors to tell the truth (the Latin 

verum dicere). This trial-within-a-trial is also used on potential 

expert witnesses. 
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Juries are employed only to decide evidentiary issues. 

The judge instructs the jury how to apply the law in reaching 

its verdict. 

The judge decides what evidence a jury may or may not 

hear. If the judge finds that evidence presented leaves no fac-

tual issue to be resolved, s/he may withdraw the issue from 

jury consideration. 

Judges often make juries less effective by confusing them 

with perplexing legal instructions which are not written 

down. Jurors don't like to admit that they don't understand, 

so they muddle on. Many wrong verdicts have been wrought 

from juries baffled about where to draw legalistic lines. 

Absent issue, a judge may direct the jury to find for either 

plaintiff or defendant in a civil trial. In a criminal trial, the 

judge may direct the jury to acquit a defendant but cannot 

direct a guilty verdict.  

In a civil trial, a judge may overrule a jury. Juries in US 

civil trials are essentially window-dressing. 

 Jury Nullification  

Juries are often justified because they leaven the law with 
community norms. ~ American lawyer and legal scholar Jo-
seph Sanders 

Juries may acquit, or find a defendant not liable, in abey-

ance of the law. Exercise of the power by a jury to selectively 

apply the law is termed jury nullification in the US (jury eq-

uity in the UK): a discretion that has been employed both in 

acts of conscience and as a matter of prejudice. 

Jury nullification has a long history, as does "packing the 

jury": judges hand-picking juries or bribing them to get a de-

sired verdict. English and American histories have innumer-

able instances of jury nullification, and of judges effectively 

ignoring a jury's verdict when it did not suit them. 

 Bushel's Case (1670)  

In 1670 an English grand jury refused to convict William 

Penn of unlawful assembly. Penn was a Quaker who had 

been arrested for violating a law forbidding religious assem-

bly outside the auspices of the Church of England. 
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An infuriated judge refused to dismiss the jury until he 

had got "a verdict that the court will accept." After the jury 

refused to comply, the judge had them locked up overnight 

without food, water, or heat. Penn protested this and the 

judge had him bound and gagged. 

After a 2-day fast, the jury persisted by returning a not 

guilty verdict; whereupon the judge fined the jury for con-

tempt of court and had them imprisoned until the fine was 

paid. Penn again protested that this violated the Magna 

Carta and was forcibly removed from court. 

Edward Bushel, a juror, appealed against his treatment. 

Chief Justice John Vaughan initially resisted the appeal (a 

request for a writ of habeas corpus), but other judges allowed 

it. In the finale, Vaughan ruled that a jury could not be pun-

ished for its verdict. 

 

It may not be amiss, here, Gentlemen, to remind you of the 
good old rule, that on questions of fact, it is the province of the 
jury; on questions of law, it is the province of the court to 
decide. But it must be observed that by the same law, which 
recognizes this reasonable distribution of jurisdiction, you have 
nevertheless a right to take upon yourselves to judge of both, 
and to determine the law as well as the fact in controversy.  
~ Chief Justice John Jay to the jury in Georgia v. Brailsford 
(1794) 

Georgia v. Brailsford (1794) was a civil case over debt, 

tried with a special jury. This case established jury nullifica-

tion in American jurisprudence, by the principle of notifying 

the jury of its power over both fact and law. 

That precedent was capriciously countermanded a cen-

tury later in the murder trial of Sparf and Hansen v. United 

States (1895), when SCOTUS decided 5–4 that jurors only had 

the right to apply the law as given by the court. 

It is the duty of the court to instruct the jury as to the law, and 
it is the duty of the jury to follow the law as it is laid down by 
the court. ~ Justice John Marshall Harlan in Sparf v. US (1895) 

While judges no longer had to notify juries of their right 

to selectively apply the law, jury nullification still arose from 

time to time. 
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Prior to the Civil War, northern juries frequently refused 

to convict those who helped fugitive slaves, feeling the law 

unjust. Throughout the 19th and 20th centuries, all-white 

southern juries acquitted white defendants accused of mur-

dering blacks.  

During Prohibition, juries often nullified alcohol laws. 

This frequent resistance contributed to repeal of Prohibition. 

During the Vietnam War, draft resisters and war protest-

ers on trial were sometimes acquitted by jury nullification. 

In the 21st century, enforcement of drug laws have occa-

sionally been nullified by juries. Juries have also balked at 

convictions which carry long mandatory prison sentences, as-

sisted suicide, and firearms possession. 

In 2001 the California supreme court created a snitch 

rule that required jurors to inform the judge whenever a fel-

low panelist appears to be deciding a case based upon disfa-

vor with the law. 

A nullifying jury is essentially a lawless jury. ~ California Su-
preme Court Chief Justice Ronald George 

There have been prosecutions against jury nullification. 

In 1996, Laura Kriho was the sole juror holdout in a drug 

possession trial which ended in a mistrial. Kriho was found 

in contempt of court, and charged with perjury and obstruc-

tion of justice, for learning about the potential harsh prison 

sentence the defendant may have incurred and not volunteer-

ing that she knew this to the court. The jury had not been 

told of the punishment for conviction. Kriho had to fight for 

4 years before the charges against her were dropped. 

In 2011, 80-year-old retired chemistry professor Julian 

Heicklen decided to exercise his constitutional right of free 

speech by handing out information about jury nullification on 

the steps of the Manhattan federal courthouse. Heicklen was 

indicted for jury tampering. The federal prosecutor on the 

case called Heicklen "a significant and important threat to 

our judicial system." A year later a federal judge dismissed 

the charge on a technicality without addressing the issue. 
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In some jurisdictions a judge may, and often will, summa-

rize the evidence or even discuss its weight; thus, a judge's 

biases are directly transferred to the jury. 

If a judge finds the jury's verdict to be manifestly against 

the weight of the evidence, he may set it aside and order a 

new trial. The only exception is in a criminal case in which 

the jury renders an acquittal. A jury’s acquittal is always fi-

nal under Anglo-American law, though not under European 

continental law. 

One of the original purposes of the non-unanimous jury was 
to functionally silence the views of racial and ethnic minorities 
and women. ~ American law professor Charles Ogletree 

Only 2 US states allow criminal conviction by less than 

unanimous jury verdict: Louisiana and Oregon. Only a 10-to-

2 vote is required in those states. Oregon does require una-

nimity for 1st-degree murder, and Louisiana likewise in cap-

ital cases. 

Jury deliberations are less vigorous when unanimity is not re-
quired. ~ Shari Diamond 

When the required number of jurors cannot agree on a 

verdict (which Americans call a hung jury), the judge de-

clares a mistrial. The case is withdrawn and must be tried 

anew. Owing to group dynamics, hung juries are relatively 

infrequent, even when unanimity is required. 

European juries generally operate under a different prin-

ciple: unless at least 2/3s of all jurors vote guilty, a defendant 

is acquitted. US army court-martial also works this way. 

All individuals and groups exhibit biases. Juries are no 

different. 

Jury verdicts and jury deliberations show the same inescapa-
ble influences of status, race, and gender that affect the rest of 
society. The jury system, intended to ensure the administration 
of justice by one's peers, has various forms of bias and lack of 
representation that interfere with fairness. Juries are, in some 
ways, society in miniature. ~ Margaret Anderson & Howard 
Taylor 

As with all groups, leaders quickly emerge in juries. 

Those with esteemed social status do the most talking in jury 
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deliberations and are thought by others to be the most help-

ful in reaching a verdict. 

Larger juries are more likely to reflect the community at 

large, which is the whole point of the jury system: the prover-

bial "jury of peers." Equally important is that jury size has 

considerable impact on its performance. 

Larger juries are more likely than smaller juries to contain 
members of minority groups, deliberate longer, and hang more 
often. ~ American lawyer and psychologist Michael Saks & 
American psychologist Mollie Weighner Marti 

A larger jury naturally acts with a superior information 

resource base. Larger juries better recall more trial testi-

mony than do smaller juries. 

Larger juries more substantively deliberate, in sharing 

more facts and speculations, and in more readily challenging 

tentative conclusions. In that longer deliberations contain 

more information, they may improve the decision. 

By contrast, smaller juries are more likely to be under 

sway of a dominant individual. Polarization is common in 

small groups. Hence, smaller juries give larger awards in 

civil cases. 

Factions form during jury deliberations. Peer pressure 

weighs heavily upon jurors. A juror is much less likely to de-

fect from a large faction to a small one. The larger the faction, 

the less willing a juror will be to defy group opinion. 

 

In a series of decisions in the 1970s, the US high court 

held that juries smaller than the traditional 12 did not vio-

late the constitution.* SCOTUS reasoned that what matters is 

not jury size, but the way it performs. This reflected nothing 

but woeful ignorance of human sociality in favor of imagined 

nonsense by that country's jurist elite. 

The essential feature of a jury obviously lies in common sense 
judgment of a group of laymen. The performance of this role is 

 
* Williams v. Florida (1970); Colgrove v. Battin (1973); Ballew v. 

Georgia (1978). 
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not a function of the particular number of the body that makes 
up the jury. ~ Justice Byron White in Williams v. Florida (1970) 

In holding that juries smaller than 12 are constitutional, the 
supreme court set aside 600 years of common law tradition and 
2 centuries of constitutional history, including the reversal of its 
own precedents. ~ Michael Saks & Mollie Marti 

In its 1978 Ballew v. Georgia ruling, the supreme court 

found 5 too small a jury. 6 became the acceptable minimum. 

Enigmatically, the 1978 opinion relied on studies comparing 
the behavior of 12- and 6-member juries to affirm the reduction 
to 6 while concluding that further reduction raised serious con-
cerns about the jury's ability to perform its functions. ~ Michael 
Saks & Mollie Marti 

 Law Enforcement  
The state calls its own violence law, but that of the individual 

crime. ~ German philosopher Max Stirner 

Humans are violent creatures: a proclivity which civiliza-

tion has not tamed. Lawlessness is a problem in all countries: 

a dark cloud over the lives of the tamer majority, who wish 

only to live in peace and attain whatever prosperity they 

may. 

Incarceration is the immediate fate of those who wrongly 

cross the police. This is manifestly contrary to the spirit of 

the law. At least from the time of Justinian I, presumption of 

innocence has been a legal right of accused criminals. 

Proof lies on him who asserts, not on him who denies.  
~ Justinian Code 

Despite its obvious injustice, preemptive incarceration is 

the norm in all countries. One is de facto guilty until proven 

innocent. 60% of those in US jails have yet to be convicted of 

a crime. 

The gross injustice of the American 'justice' system has 

no limits. Crime victims may themselves be incarcerated in-

definitely for refusing to cooperate with prosecutors (by not 

publicly testifying about their victimization). 
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The state only fails when it cannot make its case, and the 

system is rigged to favor prosecutors. Only those who can af-

ford an excellent defense, such as O.J. Simpson, may reason-

ably hope to evade punishment, let alone get away with 

murder. 

People are behind bars only because they are poor. ~ US 

Attorney General Loretta Lynch 

Written laws are like spiders' webs: they will catch, it is true, 
the weak and poor, but would be torn in pieces by the rich and 
powerful. ~ 6th-century-BCE Scythian philosopher Anacharsis 

The US constitution requires that those accused of a 

crime be afforded legal representation. Public defenders, paid 

with public funds, defend the indigent.  

Almost all US states do not sufficiently fund staff to pro-

vide decent legal defense to those accused who cannot afford 

to defend themselves. Private lawyers are terribly expensive. 

Accusation of a misdemeanor infraction can easily cost a half-

year's wages or more for the working poor. The story is much 

the same around the world. 

In local jurisdictions, where most criminal trials take 

place, there is an inherent conflict-of-interest in the system: 

law enforcement, prosecutors, public defenders, and the 

courts themselves are funded in part by punitive fees and 

fines for alleged malfeasance. With justice as a money-mak-

ing venture, there is ample incentive to find people guilty. In 

Louisiana, 2/3rds of the funding for the so-called justice sys-

tem is earned from this extortion racket.  

Louisiana is an outlier in its criminal justice excesses. Its 

murder and incarceration rates are the highest in America. 

No other state relies predominantly on court revenue to fund 

its legal system. But the problem of self-financing through 

extortion is nationwide. Many states use arrest warrants as 

a way to collect fees. Outstanding debts are compounded with 

new ones.  

This unconstitutional practice is often framed as a routine ad-
ministrative matter. ~ US Justice Department's top civil rights 
prosecutor Vanita Gupta 

Unethical punishments are common. A judge in Alabama 

ordered defendants to donate blood in lieu of paying their 
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fines. An Arkansas judge granted leniency for sexual favors. 

The police and courts milking poor communities has been a 

major factor in civil unrest in many cities across the country. 

We are fast approaching the stage of the ultimate inversion: 
the stage where the government is free to do anything it pleases, 
while the citizens may act only by permission; which is the 
stage of the darkest periods of human history, the stage of rule 
by brute force. ~ Ayn Rand 

 Police  

There's a lot of law at the end of a nightstick. ~ American 
politician Grover Whalen 

Police ostensibly act to keep order and apprehend those 

who violate property rights, especially violence against per-

sons. In modern states supposedly governed by rule of law, 

policing illustrates the nature of a nation. The illustration of 

law and order painted by the police is seldom flattering.  

Police feed the system with accused criminals; a minority 

of whom are convicted, but all of whom are traumatized and 

economically spent by the experience.  

Meanwhile, most crimes go unsolved. The epidemic of vi-

olent sex crimes that plague all societies show how useless 

the police are, especially for the fairer gender. The frequent 

crimes perpetrated by the police are never even recorded. 

By not solving crimes and creating more crime than they 

prevent, police are societal parasites: harassing and brutal-

izing the populace, particularly the underclass and dark-

skinned; and filling their coffers through seizure and extor-

tion, most frequently by stopping motorists for insignificant 

or imagined infractions. 

Who will protect the public when the police violate the law? 
~ US Department of Justice official Ramsey Clark 

Despite the harsh critique, few doubt that their society 

would be better off without a police presence. That the police 

are as much a criminal element as they are the supposed so-

lution does not detract from the fact that societies are rent 

with criminality, even as most people are law-abiding to a 

great degree. 
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The police are simply symptomatic of a much larger prob-

lem: societies are not organized to produce humane, orderly 

people. Capitalist economies acting as inequity machines is 

largely the culprit; pathetic parenting with regard to moral-

ity is another factor, though it pales in light of a global cul-

ture ridden with greed as its main modus operandi, 

incentivizing crime. That societies function at all owes to ill-

founded perpetual optimism, and resignation when hope fal-

ters. 

To state that the socialization process is insufficient un-

derwhelms the issue. People may be largely institutionalized, 

but they remain insufficiently civil. The shortcomings of the 

police reflect the inadequacies of humanity generally. 

In some ways, it is misleading to talk about the criminal jus-
tice 'system.' The word system suggests a certain amount of or-
der. ~ Lawrence Friedman 

 History  

The earliest policing was by neighborhood vigilantes, spe-

cially appointed to watch over property. In Roman times, the 

army served a policing function for the state, in addition to 

privately sponsored bands of vigilantes. The vigilante tradi-

tion continued throughout Europe through the Middle Ages. 

England had a long, rich history of high crime, harsh 

laws, and political and policing corruption. The English peo-

ple and parliament were adamantly opposed to a powerful 

central government that might use violence to deprive citi-

zens of their money and civil rights. Brits were more tolerant 

of crime than amply demonstrated police abuse. 

Up until the 19th century, the "police" of cities and towns 
consisted of a motley crew of constables and night watchmen – 
a rather loose and inefficient system. Respectable people con-
sidered this totally inadequate in an age of urban violence.  
~ Lawrence Friedman 

Prior to 1750, London had no formal law enforcement. 

When riots occurred, the government called in the military to 

quell the disturbance. Once this was accomplished, troops 

withdrew. Ongoing, the wealthy bought private protection, 
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whereas the general population was left to fend for them-

selves. While the 1st modern police department was created 

in London in 1829, it took decades for Britain to establish a 

police force throughout the country. 

France had the 1st centrally organized police force. Louis 

XIV created an agency to ensure law and order in Paris in 

the 17th century. The success of the Parisian model influ-

enced other nations to develop similar forces. 

The evolution of policing in the United States followed a 

similar path to that on the European continent.  

The vigilante system was employed in Boston and New 

York in the 17th century, and Philadelphia in the early 18th 

century. These were generally ineffective, and so supple-

mented with constables, who answered to the community 

leaders that hired them. 

Waves of immigrants came ashore America in the early 

19th century. Crime surged. The middle class clamored for 

better policing. 

In 1833, Philadelphia established the 1st centralized po-

lice force. New York City followed a decade later, and soon 

after other cities. 

Early police forces in the US were closely connected to lo-

cal politicians, and often controlled by them. Police corrup-

tion was the norm, and law enforcement the exception. 

The evolution of police in the Deep South was distinct 

from the North. Southern policing is a vestige of "slave pa-

trols," who originated as white vigilantes that protected the 

interest of slave owners. 

After the Civil War, slave patrollers were recruited into 

police forces, as they had experience enforcing order. Their 

interest in serving whites over blacks remained. 

Throughout the history of US and UK, citizens have occa-

sionally taken to the streets to express their grievances, brav-

ing arrest and physical abuse by police. Many times, heavy-

handed police practices have incited riots. 

 Boston Bread Riots  

In the early 18th century, the city of Boston had little ar-

able land. Most grain was imported. Local grain merchants 
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had a penchant for hoarding to drive up prices, and to sell 

local grain in more lucrative markets. By 1709, Boston had a 

serious food shortage, and skyrocketing bread prices. 

As ever, the working poor were hardest hit. Not owning 

land meant that they had no vote. Governmental indifference 

left protest as their only recourse. Uprisings ensued.  

In April 1710, the rudder was broken of a ship loaded with 

wheat being exported. 50 men intending to loot the ship were 

arrested, but public support for their action resulted in their 

release without charges. 

There were several other protests between that incident 

and May 1713, when Boston Common was thronged with 

over 200 people protesting high food prices. A mob broke into 

warehouses looking for grain and shot the lieutenant gover-

nor when he tried to interfere. The police were overwhelmed. 

The 1713 bread riot led to laws prohibiting exports during 

times of shortage, fixing prices at more reasonable levels, and 

establishing a public granary. This helped somewhat, but pe-

riodic food shortages repeatedly provoked rioting and looting 

into the early 19th century. 

 

In the 1713 Boston bread riot, police were overwhelmed. 

The lesson was learned and was seldom the case in succeed-

ing riots.  

In the May 1866 Haymarket protest in Chicago, the police 

provoked a riot, and gave as good as they got when the vio-

lence started. The Haymarket affair was a significant mile-

stone in the organized labor movement, and in American 

police brutality. 

 Minorities  

Racially motivated violence is a worldwide phenomenon. 

The police often contribute. 

At many points in American history, law enforcement en-
forced the status quo, a status quo that was often brutally unfair 
to disfavored groups. ~ FBI Director James Comey in 2015  
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 United States  

The policing of black Americans is racial harassment funded 
by the state. ~ American law professor Paul Butler 

The US civil rights movement, where blacks endeavored 

to overcome entrenched white racism, was often a bloody 

struggle, as the authorities violently strove to maintain op-

pression. The 7 March 1965 protest near Selma, Alabama 

was exemplary. 

The demonstration was peaceful until 600 demonstrators 

crossed the county line, where they were met by a phalanx of 

local police, who immediately began beating the marchers. 

Unlike the Haymarket affair, the protesters were nonviolent. 

The black community termed the event the Bloody Sunday.  

There were innumerable such encounters for those sup-

porting civil equality for minorities in 1950s and 1960s – at 

times involving racist vigilantes whom the authorities toler-

ated. 

Negroes must either submit to the heels of their oppressors or 
they must organize underground to protect themselves from the 
oppression. ~ Executive Board of the NAACP (National Asso-
ciation for the Advancement of Colored People) in the wake of 
Bloody Sunday 

 England  

London has a long litany of riots, beginning with the Mas-

sacre of the Jews in 1189. Upon a false rumor that freshly 

crowned King Richard I was going to have all the Jews killed, 

the people of London took it upon themselves to do the dirty 

work. In the aftermath, Richard punished the perpetrators. 

Though some violent protests were solely over economic 

or political grievances, many riots in London, and elsewhere 

in England, were racially motivated. One example is the 1958 

Notting Hill race riot, where white working-class "Teddy 

Boys" attacked West Indian residents without provocation. 

England suffered harrowing race riots across many cities 

in 1981: spontaneous outbursts incited by racial tension and 

urban deprivation, with an underlying distrust of the author-

ities.  
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Police violence sparked the 1981 riots. This has been a 

pattern throughout modern English history. 

The 4 main riots in 1981 were in Brixton (London), 

Handsworth (Birmingham), Chapeltown (Leeds), and Tox-

teth (Liverpool). The affected areas had a history (from the 

19th and early 20th centuries) of poor housing, chronic high 

unemployment, and racial tensions among residents. 

The Conservative government of Margaret Thatcher, 

elected in 1979, was squeezing the working class. The level 

of unemployment in the riot-affected areas was nearly as bad 

as during the Great Depression of the 1930s. 

Racial disadvantage is a fact of British life. ~ Lord Leslie Scar-
man in the official government report on the 1981 Brixton riots 

Major riots erupted again in 2011, in many of the same 

areas as 1981. They illustrated how little had changed. But 

the 2011 riots were over economic repression and police op-

pression, lacking the element of racial strife among residents 

that had afflicted previous riots.  

 Vietnam War Protests  

Deterioration in relations between the American citi-

zenry and the police was exacerbated by the many protests 

over the Vietnam War in the late 1960s and early 1970s. 

The 1968 Democratic convention in Chicago brought 

counterculture protest groups in direct contact with police. 

The results were sadly predictable. In his speech at the con-

vention, Senator Abraham Ribicoff protested police "Gestapo 

tactics on the streets of Chicago."  

One of the more memorable war protests was the 4 May 

1970 Kent State massacre, where Ohio National Guard troops 

unleashed a deadly volley of bullets at a peaceful protest of 

500 people at Kent State University. 4 students were killed. 

9 were seriously wounded.  

In its wake, hundreds of schools closed through the nation 

as sympathetic students went on strike. 5 days later, 100,000 

people demonstrated in Washington, DC, against the war 

and the massacre of unarmed student protesters. 

Kent State was not the only such slaughter on campus. 

On 14 May 1970, police wantonly killed 2 students and 
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wounded 12 during an anti-war protest by 100 people at 

Jackson State College in Jackson, Mississippi.  

 US Civilian Firearms  

To tackle gun violence where it is overwhelming communi-
ties with the extraordinary loss of lives at an alarming pace, we 
must deal with it as a social disease and health issue. ~ Ameri-
can sociologist Ronald Holt 

Though there is no excuse for brutality, the ability of the 

citizenry to strike a lethal blow at law enforcement affects 

the rapidity of police violence, at least according to the police. 

The United States is unique among the most-developed 

democracies for its proliferation of firearms among the popu-

lace. There are more guns in the US than there are residents. 

With less than 5% of the world's population, Americans pos-

sess nearly half of the world's civilian-owned guns: well over 

360 million.  

This is a political choice that we make. We collectively are 
answerable to those families who lose their loved ones because 
of our inaction. ~ President Barack Obama about civilian gun 
ownership 

Despite the ongoing slaughter owing to the ease of owning 

firearms, the NRA gun lobby in the US has thwarted effective 

attempts to staunch the blood flow.* This successful intimi-

dation by lobbyists poignantly illustrates American tyranny 

of the minority: how democracy dysfunctions in the face of a 

well-moneyed force. Politicians everywhere serve their own 

perceived self-interest, not those of society at large, or even 

their constituents. 

While most guns in the US are owned by ostensibly law-

abiding citizens, their abundance makes it easy for the crim-

inally inclined and insanely angry to be packing heat. It is no 

wonder that US police are skittish about confronting some-

one who looks to be committing a crime. The fear inherent in 

racism makes police especially trigger-happy in this gun-tot-

ing land. 

 
* National Rifle Association (NRA). 
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A primary factor driving gun violence aimed at strangers 

is economics: a lethal expression of frustration. This is par-

ticularly true of mass shootings at schools. 

Consider how important schools are to American ideas about 
economic opportunity and upward mobility. Schools are focal 
points of violent responses to increased unemployment.  
~ American sociologist John Hagan 

Despite the plethora of firearms in the US, other coun-

tries take the cake when it comes to gunning people down. 

Men in the Caribbean islands, and Central and South Amer-

ica, tend to be especially murderous. The macho culture of 

violence in those countries has much to do with it, as the does 

the ready availability of firearms. 

Urban violence is socially regressive because it mostly affects 
the poor, and fighting crime devours a portion of the public 
budget, which could instead be invested to eradicate poverty. 
~ Columbian politician Rodrigo Guerrero Velasco 

 United States  

Law enforcement work is undeniably difficult. Regrettably, 
crime reduction has often come at a significant cost to the vul-
nerable communities in greatest need of police protection. Re-
ports of alleged police brutality, harassment, and misconduct 
continue to spread throughout the country. ~ US Commission 
on Civil Rights in 2000 

In 2018 there were ~18,000 law enforcement agencies in 

the United States, employing around 900,000 police: roughly 

1 for every 260 people. In contrast, there were ~244,000 po-

lice in Britain: 1 for every 273 people. While the number of 

American police continues to rise, British police force num-

bers are gradually declining. 

Police departments are frequently not good at their core func-

tion. ~ American policing scholar Eugene O'Donnell 

Because brute force is easy and getting a decent haircut 

is difficult, American police receive far less training than 

many states require of barbers, interior designers, and man-

icurists. 
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Though not well trained, police in the US are well 

equipped, to put it mildly. As in most countries, their power 

to act as they see fit is effectively unchallenged. 

Police are a source of violence and injustice. ~ American 

sociologist Alex Vitale 

 Militarization  

The pervasive culture of militarism in domestic law enforce-
ment is largely the result of the militarization of local police 
forces, which are increasingly militaristic in their uniforms, wea-
ponry, language, training, and tactics. ~ American attorney 
John Whitehead 

American police have been endowed with Pentagon-sup-

plied hand-me-downs for decades: the tools of war delivered 

for application on the local citizenry. 

The Posse Comitatus Act became law in 1878 and is still 

in force. (Posse comitatus is Latin for "force of the county.") 

The law prohibits the nation's armed forces from being used 

as a police force within the country. Police departments are 

so heavily armed that the principle behind the Posse Comita-

tus Act has been eviscerated. 

In 1964, Philadelphia had a rash of bank robberies. The 

police department there responded by forming a 100-man 

squad to react quickly with superior firepower. SWAT was 

born.* 

On 11 August 1965, a black motorist was arrested for 

drunk driving in Watts, a predominantly black neighborhood 

of Los Angeles. A minor roadside argument set off 6 days of 

looting and arson. Local police had to call in the National 

Guard to restore order. 

The tinder for the rioting that ensued had been laid by 

oppression of minorities (black and Hispanic), which included 

regular police harassment and brutality. Like much of the 

country, the Los Angeles area had a history of discrimination 

in every way, including education, employment, and housing. 

The Los Angeles police militarized for crowd control in 

the wake of the Watts riots. SWAT teams soon became de 

 
* SWAT is an acronym for Special Weapons And Tactics. 
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rigueur in urban police departments across the country. The 

1996 sniper murders by Charles Whitman in Austin, Texas 

were catalytic to militarization, as the police in Austin found 

themselves poorly equipped to deal with the situation.  

After World War 2, federal military assets were trans-

ferred to police and other government departments until 

1949. On the heels of the Cold War ending, a 1990 federal law 

revived the practice, which expanded in 1997.  

Billions of dollars in military hardware were given for do-

mestic law enforcement. The practice continues. For "secu-

rity reasons," the program "is not subject to public review." 

This is kind of a secret world within a secret world. ~ Amer-
ican criminologist Tom Nolan 

Concerns grew as militarized policing became the norm, 

to no avail. In the wake of 9/11, the government seemed less 

bothered about civil rights or civilian deaths than it was 

about its own sense of security. This was not a change of 

mind; it was instead having been handed an improved ex-

cuse. 

There's a pattern of excess in the ways search warrants are 

executed. ~ American attorney Michael Trost 

Drug raids have been a popular pastime for SWAT teams, 

affording both asset seizure and recreational ultraviolence. 

As with other police violence, raids are largely conducted on 

minorities and supposed miscreants in the lower ranks of the 

underclass. 

As a small example, in 2014, a Georgia infant was seri-

ously injured when an invading SWAT team fired an explo-

sive stun grenade into his crib. Alas, the police raided the 

wrong house. As usual, the cops were not held accountable 

for the incident. Meanwhile, the family of the wounded tod-

dler incurred $1 million in medical bills. This is just one of 

innumerable such stories of wanton disregard for safety by 

marauding police. 

It's intoxicating, a rush. Dressing up in body armor and pro-
vocative face coverings and enhanced-hearing sets, a cyborg 
21st-century kind of appeal. And instead of sitting around and 
waiting for something to happen twice or 3 times a year, you 
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can go out and generate it. ~ American criminologist Peter 
Kraska 

In 2014, Maryland was the only state that require law 

enforcement agencies to track their activity.* Its data (2009–

2014) showed 4.5 SWAT raids per day in the state; 90% of the 

them to serve search warrants. 67% of the raids used forced 

entry. Half of the raids were for nonviolent crimes. Some-

thing was seized 85% of the time (that is, police looting al-

most always occurred), but no arrests were made in 1/3rd of 

the raids. Of those arrested, only a miniscule percent in-

volved felony charges. 

There's a real misimpression by the public that aggressive po-
lice actions are only used against hardened criminals. But there 
are many cases where a no-knock warrant is used against some-
body who's totally innocent. ~ American attorney Cary Hansel 

 

 Tasers  

The idea of using electricity to incapacitate is, frankly, a beau-
tiful idea. ~ Rick Smith, taser manufacturer CEO 

The taser is an electronic weapon that delivers a paralyz-

ing shock to its victim. Though advertised as non-lethal, 

tasering can be deadly: well over 200 Americans have been 

killed by tasers (law enforcement is not bothering to keep 

count). 

American police use tasers for the slightest provocation, 

beginning with being split-second slow to obey an officer's 

command. Besides the ordinary citizen in the wrong place at 

the wrong time, tasers have been indiscriminately used on 

children, drunks, the blind, pregnant women, the peaceable 

but manifestly mentally ill, and the elderly. Serious injuries 

caused by falling upon being tasered are common. Police gra-

tuitously use tasers on suspects already handcuffed and ob-

viously subdued, just to see them writhe in pain. Taser use 

in American prisons has become common. 

 
* The Maryland law expired in 2014. As of 2018, only Utah requires 

annual SWAT statistics. Utah's numbers align with Maryland's 

earlier stats. 
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Deployment of tasers, rather than minimizing the use of 
force, may dangerously extend the boundaries of what are con-
sidered 'acceptable' levels of force. ~ Amnesty International 

 Asset Seizure  

Increasingly, the American justice system has come to rely on 
fines, fees, and forfeitures to fund law enforcement agencies ra-
ther than having to answer to elected officials for their budgets. 
~ American attorney Scott Bullock 

As a result of the distinct American legal regime, civil forfei-
ture has in recent decades become widespread and highly prof-
itable. ~ Justice Clarence Thomas in Leonard v. Texas (2017) 

All of this is fundamentally at odds with the US constitution. 
~ American lawyer Brad Cates, former director of the Justice 
Department asset seizure program 

American police are little more than uniformed gangs of 

thieving savages. Every year they illicitly steal well over a 

billion dollars of innocent peoples' property. Because they are 

law enforcement, they get to keep the loot. 

The widespread problem of lawlessness in law enforcement 
will become exacerbated under a system where police learn at 
the police academy how to clandestinely burglarize the prem-
ises of Americans. ~ American law professor Donald Wilkes Jr. 

Under the pretext of thwarting the financing of illegal en-

terprise, American 'law enforcement' can seize any assets 

they can get their hands on from anyone they can get their 

hands on. Even innocent folks' homes have been seized.  

No conviction, or even arrest, is required. No evidence of 

illicit activity on the part of those looted is needed.  

All that is necessary is a whim. If the police decide you 

deserve a legendary bad day that leaves you destitute, they 

can deliver it. 

Forfeiture laws allow agents to seize property and hold it in-
definitely without ever obtaining a court order, let alone holding 
a hearing. ~ American attorney Anya Bidwell 

Civil forfeiture laws are inherently abusive. No just system 
would allow law enforcement to keep property for years with-
out some kind of hearing before a judge. ~ American attorney 
Robert Everett Johnson 
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From 2007 through 2016, US governments' theft of inno-

cent's assets – those not even charged with a crime – totaled 

~$4 billion. The total take – including those charged (but not 

necessarily convicted) of a crime – was over $28 billion. 

The federal government, which itself participates in ca-

priciously stealing citizens' property, does not monitor these 

seizures; nor do state governments. In most cases, asset sei-

zures are made without any authorization or overview by the 

courts. 

When seizure does not ultimately advance an investigation 
or prosecution, law enforcement creates the appearance, and 
risks the reality, that it is more interested in seizing and forfeiting 
cash than advancing an investigation or prosecution. ~ US De-
partment of Justice in 2017 

 

On the road, American police practice highway robbery. 

Taking cash on hand during traffic stops is a popular police 

heist. This is organized crime at its easiest. There are contin-

uing education seminars for local prosecutors and law en-

forcement officials on how to maximize the profits of their 

perfectly legal but morally reprehensible grand larceny. 

Using asset forfeiture dollars to purchase equipment and 
training to stay current with the ever-changing trends in crime 
fighting helps serve and protect the citizens. ~ American police 
spokeswoman Julie Parker on the importance of being trendy 

Seized assets, if not kept, are auctioned off, affording the 

police more resources to steal even more. There is no stopping 

them. 

It's a gold mine. ~ Las Cruces, New Mexico city attorney 

Harry Connelly in 2014 on the city's asset-seizure program 

 

If not robbing cash on hand or bothering to loot resi-

dences, American police in many states hand out tickets for 

minor and imagined infractions like candy on Halloween. 

The victims are almost always in a minority group. 

Louisiana runs an exemplary extortion racket. Roughly 

2/3rds of state income comes from punitive court fees and 

fines, including traffic offenses. The Bayou state is not alone. 
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The milking of poor communities by police and the courts has 

been a factor in civil unrest in cities around the country; Fer-

guson, Missouri in 2014 is but one recent instance. 

With so many towns economically strapped, there is growing 
pressure on the courts to bring in money rather than mete out 
justice. ~ American lawyer Lisa Borden in 2012 

 

The police are not the only ones looting the citizenry. Fed-

eral tax authorities (the Internal Revenue Service (IRS)) can 

and do regularly pilfer the financial accounts of taxpayers. 

All that is required is suspicion of illegality – and the IRS is 

a very suspicious syndicate. 

One woman who ran a cash-only restaurant in Iowa had 

her bank account emptied out by the IRS simply because she 

repeatedly deposited less than $10,000 at a time; an activity 

viewed by authorities as trying to avoid triggering required 

reporting to the government. This is a common ploy the IRS 

use to rip off small businesses, who cannot afford to legally 

fight back (especially after the theft). 

They're going after people who are really not criminals. 
They're middle-class citizens who have never had any trouble 
with the law. ~ American attorney and former federal prosecu-
tor David Smith on the IRS asset-seizure program 

The 8th Amendment to the US constitution prohibits "ex-

cessive fines," but the constitution means nothing to the op-

pressive government, which only play-acts at legality. 

 

Other countries, including Britain, Canada, and nations 

in the European Union, have legally sanctioned asset-seizure 

programs. Only a few of them require proven criminality on 

the part of those whose property has been taken. The EU di-

rective on asset seizure allows confiscation without criminal 

conviction. 
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 Policing  

An officer may use deadly force under certain circumstances 
even if the suspect is fleeing. ~ US Department of Justice 

In the early 21st century, American police summarily ex-

ecute well over 1,000 residents annually.* Most incidents are 

nothing more than cold-blooded murder.† Besides capri-

ciously killing, American law enforcement specializes in ter-

rorizing the populace, especially minorities and the poor. 

The US Supreme Court supports the police state, letting 

police do as they will. 

All claims that law enforcement officials have used excessive 
force – deadly or not – are properly analyzed under the 4th 
Amendment's "objective reasonableness" standard, rather than 
under a substantive due process standard. The 4th Amendment 
"reasonableness" inquiry is without regard to underlying intent 
or motivation. The "reasonableness" of a use of force must allow 
for the fact that police officers are often forced to make split-
second decisions about the amount of force necessary in a par-
ticular situation. The "reasonableness" must be judged from the 
perspective of an officer on the scene, rather than with the 20/20 
vision of hindsight. ~ SCOTUS in Graham v. Connor (1989) 

Graham v. Connor is the floor, and not the ceiling, for sup-
porting shootings that are lawful but awful and morally unac-
ceptable. ~ American criminologist and policing expert Chuck 
Wexler 

Juries are very reluctant to convict officers who testify in their 
own defense that they perceived an imminent threat, whether 
their actions were objectively reasonable or not. As soon as the 
officer takes the stand, it seems that all the work the prosecutors 
have done is disregarded or given less weight by the trier of fact 

 
* Black males, which are 6% of the population, account for 22% of 

those murdered by police. White males are 44% of the kill tally, 

and Hispanic males 18%. 25% of police shootings involve men-

tally distressed people. 88% of those killed had wielded some kind 

of weapon, which may have been planted on them by police after 

the fact to keep the situation looking copasetic. 

† Police officers have been fired for not slaughtering citizens when 

their bosses thought that murder was called for. 
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than the officer's own testimony. ~ American criminologist and 
policing expert Philip Stinson 

 Dustin Pigeon  

I will fucking shoot you! ~ Oklahoma City police sergeant 
Keith Sweeney, moments before doing so 

On 15 November 2017, multiple Oklahoma City police of-

ficers responded to a call about a suicidal person: 29-year-old 

Dustin Pigeon. When police arrived, they approached Pigeon, 

who had doused himself with lighter fluid, and was sitting by 

himself on his lawn, holding a lighter. Pigeon momentarily 

refused Sgt. Keith Sweeney's order to lay down on the 

ground, so Sweeney shot Pigeon to death: peppering him with 

5 bullets from his handgun. 

Dustin Pigeon was unarmed and not a threat to officers when 
he was shot by Sgt. Sweeney. Deadly force was not justified.  
~ Oklahoma City police investigator in a court affidavit 

 Jordan Edwards  

He was a good student who was very well liked by his teach-
ers, coaches, and his fellow students. ~ Mesquite High School 
(Balch Springs, Texas), on Jordan Edwards 

Jordan Edwards was a high school freshman: a young 

man with a bright future until ruthlessly murdered by Texas 

policeman Roy Oliver. 

On 29 April 2017, someone called the cops about a dis-

turbance. Police showed shortly thereafter. Oliver immedi-

ately took out his AR-15 rifle and made multiple shots 

through the passenger-side window of a car, killing Jordan. 

At first, the killer and his partner claimed that the car 

Jordan was sitting in was backing down the street toward 

them in an "aggressive manner." Video camera review in-

stead revealed, as the Balch Springs police chief explained, 

that "the car was moving forward, not backward, and away 

from the officers, not toward them. There was no altercation." 

Unsurprisingly, Jordan was black and Oliver white. 

In the instance of Jordan Edwards, Oliver was later 

charged with murder, and convicted. The legal action against 

Oliver was exceptional. 
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For an officer to be convicted of murder resulting from an on-
duty shooting, the facts of the incident have to be so bizarre that 
there is no rational explanation for the officer's actions. I think 
that shooting into a car full of teenagers as they slowly drive 
down the street away from the officer fits that pattern. ~ Philip 
Stinson 

Murderous police are hardly ever prosecuted for their 

crimes, and conviction is exceedingly rare. At their own ex-

pense, families of those slaughtered may seek justice for a 

civil rights violation, but it is outrageously expensive and sel-

dom successful, as the courts uniformly favor law enforce-

ment as their on-the-street henchmen. 

 Francisco Serna  

We thought we were dealing with an armed subject. ~ Bak-
ersfield police chief Lyle Martin 

In the early hours of 12 December 2016, Bakersfield, Cal-

ifornia police received a call that a man armed with a gun 

was in a certain neighborhood. When police arrived, the 

woman caller pointed to a stooped 73-year-old man in a drive-

way across the street. So, a policeman promptly pulled out 

his pistol and shot the elderly man 7 times; an instantly le-

thal dose of alacritous lead.  

Francisco Serna, the victim, was unarmed. To protect the 

guilty, the murderous officer was not identified.  

Days later, after a public uproar, police claimed that 

Serna had a crucifix on him that was mistaken for a gun 

(though they did not see any crucifix until they searched his 

corpse). Police also asserted that Serna was shot 6 meters 

away as he approached while ignoring commands to take his 

hands out of his pockets. (A shuffling old man with his hands 

in his pockets is doubtlessly an imminent lethal threat.) 

The police did not notify the family that they had slaugh-

tered Serna. Instead, the family found out watching the TV 

news. 

 Stephon Clark  

He was at the wrong place at the wrong time in his own back 
yard? ~ Stephon Clark's grandmother Sequita Thompson 
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On 18 March 2018, after dark, Sacramento, California po-

lice got a call about a man breaking vehicle windows. The 2 

policemen who responded thought they had a suspect, whom 

they tried to follow in a frantic foot pursuit. The police ended 

up behind the back yard of Stephon Clark, who is standing 

on his covered patio, having a conversation on his white iPh-

one. Clark heard a commotion and took a step toward the 

noise. 

Cowering behind a wall, a policeman yelled: "show me 

your hands," and then declared "gun, gun, gun" – whereupon 

Clark is shot down in cold blood as the police unload 20 bul-

lets at him. From verbal confrontation to murder took 6 sec-

onds.  

The police later lied to cover up their tragic mistake. The 

county coroner tried to cover for the police by wrongly ana-

lyzing the bullet wounds. Clark had been shot in the back. As 

is the norm, the murderous police were not charged. 

 Justine Damond  

Justine Damond was an Australian meditation instructor 

and life-coach: a petite, white woman, living in Minneapolis, 

Minnesota. On the night of 15 July 2017, she called the police 

to report a crime. Instead, she became the victim of one. 

When the police came, Damond approached the police car 

in her pajamas. Seeing her coming while sitting in the pas-

senger side of the patrol car, 31-year-old Somali-American 

policeman Mohamed Noor opened fire, shooting Damond 

multiple times, killing her on the spot. 

Usually, people who call the police in their pajamas are not 
ambushers, especially spiritual healers and pacifists. ~ Ameri-
can criminal defense attorney Bob Bennett 

Citizen complaints had previously been lodged with police 

about Noor; to no avail. The Minneapolis police chief, Janee 

Harteau, defended Noor by explaining that he was well 

trained; which is to say that Noor's homicidal reflex is what 

should be expected of American police. 

This officer completed that training, very well, just like every 
officer, he was very suited to be on the street. ~ Janee Harteau 
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As expectable, after public outrage, the police lied about 

what happened, trying to justify the homicide.  

In a highly unusual aftermath, a jury found Noor guilty 

of murder. It helped that Damond was a gentle, attractive 

white woman and Noor was a swarthy Somali. 

 Daniel Shaver  
Please don't shoot me. ~ a sobbing Daniel Shaver, futilely 

begging police for his life 

On 18 January 2016, guests at a La Quinta Inn in Mesa, 

Arizona reported seeing a man with a rifle in the window of 

a 5th floor room. Like crows, a murder of 6 police officers 

showed up. 

Policeman Philip Brailsford ordered Daniel Shaver to exit 

his hotel room, lay face-down in the hallway, and not make 

any sudden movements. Shaver complied and begged the po-

lice not to kill him. It was obvious that Shaver was unarmed. 

Then, rather than cuff Shaver, Brailsford ordered Shaver 

to crawl toward him. Shaver again complied. When Shaver 

twisted slightly on the floor, raising his elbow, Brailsford 

opened fire with his AR-15 rifle. The 5 bullets pumped into 

Shaver killed him on the spot. 

I saw the individual doing everything he could to comply 
with what the officer was asking. And so the officer's actions 
then were inexplicable. ~ Chuck Wexler 

Brailsford had inscribed "You're Fucked" on his rifle, 

against department regulations prohibiting profanity on 

weapons. The judge in Brailsford's murder trial refused to let 

that salient fact into evidence.* Brailsford got off Scott-free. 

Mesa, Arizona police refused to issue the shocking video 

footage they had, only doing so after Brailsford was acquitted 

for slaying Shaver. 

 
* Both Brailsford and Shaver were young white men. Shaver was 

married, with 2 young children. Brailsford was single. Shortly af-

ter the shooting, Brailsford was fired from the police force for 

multiple departmental violations, after serving for over 2 years. 
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Mr. Shaver certainly didn't deserve to die that night. ~ Philip 
Brailsford's defense attorney, Michael Piccarreta, after the trial 
verdict 

I just don't understand how anybody could watch that video 
and then say 'not guilty,' that this is justified; that Daniel de-
served this and that Philip Brailsford doesn't deserve to be held 
accountable for his actions. ~ Shaver's widow, Laney Sweet 

 Andrew Finch  
He took such good care of family. ~ Lisa Finch, Andrew 

Finch's mother, about Andrew 

In the early evening of 28 December 2017, 28-year-old An-

drew Finch, a father of 2 young children, heard movement at 

the front of his house. Finch opened his front door and was 

immediately shot dead by a Wichita, Kansas policeman. The 

killing was straightaway: no questions asked, no confronta-

tion. Police blamed their trigger-happy, homicidal ways on a 

false report made to them. 

This was the irresponsible actions of a prankster. ~ Wichita 

deputy police chief Troy Livingston 

 

The US federal government is unconcerned how many 

people are killed by state and local law enforcement. Their 

own statistics grossly understate the slaughter. 

Beyond the killings, at least 1/2 million Americans suffer 

violence at the hands of the police every year. The victims of 

the police are predominately disadvantaged ethnic minori-

ties. Throughout the country, there are periodic reports of 

white police savagely beating black men. 

Women also inordinately suffer from the criminality of 

police. Women seldom report sex crimes, as they set them-

selves up for further abuse by doing so, and such crimes are 

seldom prosecuted.* Further, the police themselves are fre-

quently sexual abusers. 

 
* One rape victim in Texas was imprisoned indefinitely for fear by 

the police that she would refuse to further testify after the women 

broke down during her first testimony in court. 
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Why are you Americans killing black people, shooting them 
when they already on the ground? ~ Philippine President Ro-
drigo Duterte in 2016 

The obscene proclivity and license for violence in Ameri-

can law enforcement is well illustrated by plainclothes police. 

In cities across the country, police departments created 

squads of plainclothes police to tackle the worst crime areas. 

What happened, time and again, was an unleashing of vi-

olent crime effectively sanctioned by the state. The US Jus-

tice Department found in 2016 that plainclothes officers were 

"particularly aggressive and unrestrained in their practice of 

stopping individuals without cause and performing public, 

humiliating searches." Severe beatings by plainclothes police 

upon hapless citizens are common, particularly white officers 

bashing black and Hispanic men. 

It takes these spectacular abuses to get any kind of accounta-
bility. ~ American public policy scholar Lawrence Grandpre 

In hundreds of police departments across the nation, 

whites outnumber blacks on the police force by over 30% than 

the racial ratio in the community.  

Even if police officers of whatever race enforce the law in rel-
atively the same way, there is a huge image problem with a de-
partment that is so out of sync with the racial composition of the 
local population. ~ American sociologist Ronald Weitzer 

American policing reflects the deep-seated racism that 

permeates the working class. The difference is that police 

may express their disdain in a fatal fashion without being 

held accountable. 

 

There is no federal requirement for states to track murder 

by police. Only a few states require it.  

In California, blacks are killed by police at 8 times the 

rate of other residents. California's attorney general noted 

"clear racial disparities." 

A police officer should not be the judge, the jury, and the 
executioner. ~ American Tia Gonzalez after watching police 
gun down a young black man in cold blood 



 Rule of Law 469 
 

Police killings are simply the most spectacular events 

that punctuate a routine of harassment and brutality. Blacks 

on the street and in cars are stopped considerably more fre-

quently than whites. The hostile relationship long ago be-

came mutual, and only exacerbates the problem, as police are 

more likely to immediately act violently. 

So many minority families and communities are struggling. 
So many boys and young men grow up in environments lacking 
role models, adequate education, and decent employment – 
they lack all sorts of opportunities that most of us take for 
granted. A tragedy of American life is that young people in 
"those neighborhoods" too often inherit a legacy of crime and 
prison. 

Something happens to people in law enforcement. Police of-
ficers in our nation's cities often work in environments where a 
hugely disproportionate percentage of street crime is committed 
by young men of color. After years, officers can't help but be 
influenced by the cynicism they feel. A mental shortcut be-
comes almost irresistible and maybe even rational. ~ James 
Comey 

 New York City  

We are the safest big city in America. ~ New York City 
Mayor Bill de Blasio in 2015 

With one of the world's largest natural harbors, New York 

City was an easy port of entry into the New World. Discov-

ered in 1524 by Italian navigator Giovanni da Verrazzano, 

the city was founded in 1624 by Dutch colonists, and called 

New Amsterdam in 1626.  

In 1664, the English conquered the area and renamed the 

city. At the time, 40% of the population comprised African 

slaves. 

New York City grew into an economic and political center. 

In 1789 it became the 1st national capital. 

For the past 2 centuries, New York City has been the larg-

est and wealthiest American city. Its 2017 population was 8.6 

million. New York City has long been the most ethnically and 

culturally diverse city in the world.  

It many ways, New York City is an apex of human civili-

zation. Its policing is exemplary of those across the nation. 
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Established in 1845, with nearly 50,000 employees, and 

an annual budget of $5 billion in 2015, the New York City 

Police Department (NYPD) is the largest urban police force 

in the US. With such credentials, one may comfortably con-

sider New York's Finest to be among the finest police depart-

ments in the country. 

In the 5-year period of 2009–2014, the city paid $400+ 

million to settle over 12,000 lawsuits for police misconduct: 

corruption and brutality.  

In 2011, NYC police officers stopped nearly 700,000 peo-

ple on the street. ~90% of them were black or Latino men, 

who make up 26% of the population. 94% of the stops were 

pure harassment. Beyond the illegality of NYPD's stop-and-

frisk practice, the experience understandably generates re-

sentment and alienation.  

They're supposed to serve and protect, but all they do is pa-
trol and control. ~ American computer technician and Brook-
lyn resident Eric Togar on being stopped and searched by NYPD 
for no reason whatsoever 

The litany of NYPD brutality is practically endless. Police 

punch, choke, bludgeon, and gun down civilians in the city on 

a daily basis. The NYPD even employed on-duty serial rap-

ists who went undetected for years. Narcotics officers plant 

drugs and guns on people to make arrest quotas.  

That NYC police generate far more crime than they solve 

is an easy axiom. That is not to say that New York City is a 

safe place to be, with or without police, mayor de Blasio's as-

surance withstanding.  

On 9 September 2015, biracial, retired professional tennis 

player James Blake was standing in the lobby of the midtown 

Manhattan hotel where he was staying, waiting to be taken 

to a corporate appearance at the US Open tennis tourna-

ment. Out of nowhere, white plainclothes NYPD officer 

James Frascatore grabbed Blake by the neck, slammed him 

to the ground, put handcuffs on Blake and arrested him. In 

the course of everyday brutality, it was an instance of mis-

taken identity. 

Frascatore had an extensive record of violence in the line 

of duty. Yet nothing was done about him. 
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Malfeasance is systemic in the NYPD, which the depart-

ment does its best to cover up. Corrupt prosecutors compound 

the damage that police have done. The NYPD even lies about 

city crime statistics.  

It's a terrible epidemic. ~ American civil rights lawyer Joel 

Berger on crime by the NYPD 

 Chicago, Illinois  

Incorporated in 1837, the city of Chicago grew as a trans-

portation hub between the eastern and western states. With 

2.7 million people in 2015, Chicago is the 3rd most populous 

US city, behind New York and Los Angeles. 

We have something special for niggers. ~ Chicago police-
man before torturing an innocent black man who was later ex-
onerated after 7 years in prison on false charges 

Chicago has a long history of police savagery, especially 

against blacks. One Chicago police practice has been to take 

victims to detention facilities and torture them, including sa-

distic sex abuse. Many thousands have been brutalized at 

these facilities; some for infractions as simple as driving 

without a seatbelt. 

This practice has been quite successful in forcing confes-

sions and ruining lives. Human rights finds no shelter in the 

Windy City. 

The Chicago police department's own data gives validity to 
the widely held belief the police have no regard for the sanctity 
of life when it comes to people of color. Stopped without justi-
fication, verbally and physically abused, and in some instances 
arrested, and then detained without counsel – that is what we 
heard over and over again. ~ US Department of Justice in 2017 

Chicago law enforcement is not shy about using lethal 

force. Every year, many hundreds of innocent civilians are 

maimed and slaughtered by Chicago's finest. In 2012 alone, 

Chicago police killed 500 people. 

Chicago police shoot people for no reason. They instantly 

shock people with Tasars simply for not obeying them. 

One 16-year-old black girl was beaten with a baton and 

then shocked into writhing on the ground for not leaving 

school when she was found carrying a cellphone. A 12-year-
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old Latino boy was forcibly handcuffed for refusing to explain 

why he was riding his bicycle near his father. 

Officers shoot at vehicles without justification and in contra-
diction to department policy. Officers exhibit poor discipline 
when discharging their weapons and engage in tactics that en-
danger themselves and public safety, including failing to await 
backup when they safely could and should; using unsound tac-
tics in approaching vehicles; and using their own vehicles in a 
manner that is dangerous. ~ US Department of Justice in 2017 

Scant consequence awaits police brutality. Between 2011 

and 2015, 6,931 Chicago police officers were accused of mis-

conduct. Just 469 were penalized in some trivial manner. 

The Chicago police department has severely deficient train-
ing procedures and accountability systems. ~ US Attorney 
General Loretta Lynch in 2017 

To top it all off, Chicago police are no good at doing their 

jobs. 74% of all murders go unsolved. If the victim is not 

white, there is little investigation. 

If a police department can't solve the greatest crime, the most 
egregious crime affecting society, what faith would you have in 
that police department? ~ Omaha, Nebraska police chief Todd 
Schmaderer 

 Lawrence Crosby  

On the evening of 10 October 2015, civil-engineering doc-

toral student Lawrence Crosby was driving to Northwestern 

University in Evanston Illinois, just north of Chicago. He 

stopped to repair his car: the molding on the roof was making 

a noise; so, he pulled out a metal bar to fix it. 

Some uppity white woman called the police, telling them 

that she thought a black man was stealing a car. "He had a 

bar in his hand, and it looked like he was jimmying the door 

open," she told the dispatcher.  

Once Crosby got underway, the woman followed him. 

Crosby got spooked at this. 

I think this person is still following me. I think they’re trying 
to play some games. You know how it is with black people – 
they think we're always trying to do something wrong. I’m 
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about to go to the police station now. ~ Lawrence Crosby, on 
the phone to a friend at the time 

Crosby did not make to the police station under his own 

power. Two blocks short, 2 Evanston policemen in a cruiser 

stopped Crosby. Then more showed up; altogether an adren-

alized gang of 5. The policemen proceeded to brutalize Crosby 

while he protested that he owned the car (which he did).  

Having temporarily sated their lust for violence, the po-

lice arrested him, charging Crosby with disobedience and re-

sisting arrest. A judge later threw out the charges. 

None of the police who beat Crosby were charged with a 

crime, or even disciplined. Instead, the police department 

made clear that this behavior was "in compliance with our 

procedures." 

 Cleveland, Ohio  

The police in Cleveland have the mind-set that they are above 
the law. ~ Cleveland resident Gregory Love 

Cleveland had a prime location as a transportation hub 

on the Great Lakes when it incorporated in 1836. The city's 

prosperity peaked in the years following the 2nd World War, 

when it was home to over 900,000 and was over 90% white. 

By the mid-1960s, Cleveland's decline was apparent. Ra-

cial unrest had driven many whites to the suburbs, leaving 

an impoverished black population.  

2 major incidents in the city demonstrated what easy ac-

cess to guns and racial tensions can achieve.  

The July 1966 Hough riots were instigated by white rac-

ists and helped along by police heavy-handedness. 4 blacks 

were killed and 30 critically injured.  

The July 1968 Glenville Shootout was started by black 

snipers targeting police. 7 were shot dead, including 3 police-

men. 15 others were wounded. 

Cleveland has had its firsts. It was the 1st major Ameri-

can city to elect a black mayor, in 1967. By the end of 1978, 

Cleveland was the 1st major US city to go bankrupt. 

Economically, Cleveland bottomed out in the early 1980s. 

By the 21st century, with a population under 480,000, Cleve-

land had managed a remarkable revival.  
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In all those decades, there has been a constant: a police 

force that oppressed the black population. Some things never 

change. 

 Tamir Rice  

In November 2014, it took police all of 2 seconds to kill 

Tamir Rice, a 12-year-old black boy, as he reached to retrieve 

a toy plastic gun from his waistband. The call that triggered 

the police response made clear that the gun was "probably 

fake."  

We've got 2 officers that were out there protecting the public 
that just had to, you know, do something that nobody wants to 
do. ~ Cleveland police deputy chief Edward Tomba 

When the boy's 14-year-old sister came running to her 

brother's assistance, police shoved her to the ground, hand-

cuffed her, and threw her in the back of the police car while 

her younger brother bled out. The police did nothing to pre-

vent their shooting from turning into cold-blooded murder.  

The policeman who slayed Rice had resigned from an-

other Ohio police department after a "dangerous loss of com-

posure" during firearms training. Cleveland police had not 

bothered reviewing that department’s personnel file before 

offering Rice's killer a job. 

A subsequent investigation by the local prosecutor's office 

found the quick-draw death of Rice by police "objectively rea-

sonable." It was merely "a perfect storm of human error." 

No charges were filed. Those without a vested interest 

considered that a whitewash. 

There's strong evidence to believe, in the aggregate, the ac-
tions were unreasonable. ~ American civil rights lawyer Craig 
Futterman on the police assassination of Tamir Rice 

 Gregory Love & Brandon Vason  

In March 2013, Gregory Love was in his car in downtown 

Cleveland when a policeman came up and pointed a gun at 

him. Love put his hands up. The officer instantly shot him in 

the chest. 

Brandon Vason, who knew Love and was in the area, 

walked up and remonstrated. Other police immediately 
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punched Vason in the head, then threw him to the ground, 

where they kicked him, cuffed him, put him in the back of a 

patrol car, and drove him away. Both Love and Vason are 

black. 

Vason was subject to a brief and justified detention for officer 
safety and safety of others due to Vason’s aggressive and unlaw-
ful actions. ~ court-filed police statement 

In the aftermath, Love was fined $100 and costs for an 

illegal right turn. Vason was released without charges. The 

policeman, Vincent Montague, was suspended from work for 

a day. 

 

In November 2012, after a car chase, police immediately 

fired 137 rounds into a car with an unarmed black man and 

woman inside. The driver took 23 bullets in the summary ex-

ecution; the female passenger 24. 104 of 277 Cleveland police 

on duty that night came to savor the moment.  

Cleveland is just one of several cities that has had to pay 

millions to recompense for unlawful murders by law enforce-

ment officials. Upon belated investigation, the US Justice De-

partment found a pattern of "unreasonable and unnecessary 

use of force that violate basic constitutional precepts" by the 

Cleveland police department. For American police, that is 

par for the course. 

 Ferguson, Missouri  

Yes, we have our own racial and ethnic tensions. ~ Barack 
Obama, in reference to Ferguson 

Ferguson is a town near St. Louis. In 1990, Ferguson was 

75% white. By 2010, 65% of Ferguson's population of 21,000 

was black. 

Meantime, the racial composition of the Ferguson police 

department had not much changed. It was 95% white and 

distrusted by the majority who lived there.  

There were numerous incidents of police abuse before 

events put Ferguson on the national news. At the time, the 

white mayor did not think there was any racial divide in his 

town. 
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Between 2012 and 2014, 93% of the arrests were of black 

people. 90% of the force used by police was against blacks. All 

bites delivered by police dogs were to black residents.  

85% of drivers stopped by police were black and were 

twice as likely as white drivers to be searched. Yet black driv-

ers were 27% less likely to possess illegal substances.  

Black drivers were much more likely than whites to be 

cited for driving offenses via police observation rather than 

detected by radar or similar technology. 

Ferguson police and court staff have been fond of enter-

taining one another by sending racist emails. This includes 

senior officials. So far, so typical. Then a policeman executing 

a young man ignited the black community. 

On 9 August 2014, Darren Wilson, a white policeman, 

gunned down Michael Brown, an unarmed black teenager. 

The encounter was over in 90 seconds.  

That is some bullshit. How does it justify 6 bullets in him? It's 
just wrong. ~ Ferguson resident Nestlé Webster 

Wilson then confronted Ferguson resident Mike Arman, 

who filmed the shooting while sitting on his porch. Wilson 

ordered Arman to stop taking pictures, telling him "I'm 

gonna lock your ass up."  

When Arman refused, Wilson made good his threat. 

Charges were ultimately dropped, as filming police officers 

carrying out their duties is protected by the 1st Amendment. 

That evening, residents made a makeshift memorial of 

flowers and candles on the spot where Brown died. An uni-

dentified policeman let his dog piss on the memorial, which 

police vehicles later crushed. 

The police have no respect at all for the community. ~ Fer-

guson resident Sierra Smith 

The next day, a peaceful memorial gathering turned riot-

ous, with vehicles and stores looted and burned. Riot police 

responded savagely, further inflaming residents.  

Protests followed the next several days, whereupon riot 

police brutalized protesters, including forcibly stopping jour-

nalists from recording the proceedings before abusively ar-

resting them. 
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Militarization of the police escalated the protesters' response. 

~ St. Louis police chief Sam Dotson on the Ferguson riots 

State politicians expressed dismay at police handling of 

the protests. 65% of black Americans thought the police went 

too far; only 33% of whites agreed.  

Within days, policing of Ferguson was taken over by the 

state highway patrol. Its black captain joined in a peaceful 

protest march on the evening of 14 August. 

Still, the riotous pillaging continued. Law enforcement 

response was more military tactics, which is all they knew to 

do. The National Guard was called in, but they too were inef-

fectual in quelling the rage against the racist government in 

Ferguson.  

In the months that followed, Ferguson police further mil-

itarized. There was no effort by law enforcement to establish 

a dialogue with citizens that might reduce tensions. 

In November 2014, the decision to not indict the police-

man who killed Brown initiated further protests.  

The furor continued for over a year after the initial mur-

der. Police continued to commit violence against black resi-

dents, both physical and economic.  

Ferguson's court is running a debtors' prison. ~ American 
civil rights lawyer Brendan Roediger 

The white-run city continued its long-standing practice of 

preying upon minorities by maliciously ticketing and arrest-

ing them to extort monies, with the local judiciary playing 

along. This racist predatory pattern is not limited to Fergu-

son. It is standard operating procedure throughout St. Louis 

county, and in many towns across the country.  

In the aftermath of the riots, a Justice Department inves-

tigation found that Ferguson's police department and court 

system "reflect and exacerbate existing racial bias."  

Seen in context – amid a highly toxic environment, defined 
by mistrust and resentment, stoked by years of bad feelings, and 
spurred by illegal and misguided practices – it is not difficult to 
imagine how a single tragic incident set off the city of Ferguson 
like a powder keg. ~ US Attorney General Eric Holder 
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 Student Clockmaker  

This episode is a good illustration of pernicious stereotypes. 
Ahmed's teachers failed him. ~ White House Press Secretary 
Josh Earnest 

Irving, Texas high school student Ahmed Mohamed was 

14 years old when he got his 1st real civics lesson.  

Ahmed made an electronic clock from parts, then took it 

to his school to show his engineering teacher. The teacher 

was impressed but warned Ahmed not to show his clock to 

other teachers.  

Alas, the clocked beeped during English class. Ahmed 

was forced to reveal his clock when the English teacher de-

manded to know what was going on. 

The clock was in an aluminum case, with a digital display 

on the outside. Opening the case revealed the contents: a cir-

cuit board and a small AC/DC voltage converter (for powering 

the board). 

The English teacher and school administrators, too stu-

pid to recognize the nature of the device, were unwilling to 

believe Ahmed when he told them what it obviously was. So 

they called the police.  

The boy was arrested, handcuffed – "for his safety and for 

the safety of the officers" according to the local police chief – 

and taken to the police station for hours of interrogation. Po-

lice constantly brought up Ahmed's last name (Mohamed), as 

if it was somehow meaningful (which, of course, it was to 

them).  

Ahmed was not allowed to call his parents, nor was of-

fered the right to any legal counsel. 

It made me feel like I wasn't human. ~ Ahmed Mohamed 

Law enforcement officials finally figured out that they 

had made, in their own words, a "naïve accident" over a "sus-

picious device." They still illegally kept his clock. The police 

chief refused to answer why Ahmed had been denied his legal 

rights. 
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No charges were filed against Ahmed. The town mayor 

said she did "not fault the school or the police," but then ad-

mitted that she would be "very upset" if the same thing hap-

pened to her own child. 

For his studious ambition, Ahmed was suspended from 

school for 3 days. Ahmed subsequently withdrew from the 

school in disgust.  

It would not have occurred if he did not have a Muslim name 
and have a heritage from the Muslim world. ~ Ibrahim Hooper, 
spokesman for the Council on American-Islamic Relations 

 Brutal Spray  

The court was profoundly disturbed by some of the testimony 
it heard. ~ US district court Judge Abdul Kallon 

Police at Birmingham, Alabama public schools – whose 

students are predominantly black – sprayed ~300 students 

with noxious military-grade chemical spray in 110 incidents 

between 2006 and 2011. Many of dousings were for non-

threatening infractions, such as verbally questioning author-

ity.  

The spray used was Freeze +P: a mixture of pepper spray 

and teargas designed to have "strong respiratory effects" and 

"severe pain," according to the product manufacturer. One 

victim described the effects on her face as feeling "like some-

one had cut it and poured hot sauce on it." 

In 1 instance, a 15-year-old student who was 5 months 

pregnant was sprayed without warning for crying. The girl 

had already been handcuffed. She vomited upon being 

sprayed. There was no threat from the pregnant girl. She was 

5' 4" tall, 130 lbs. The policeman who wantonly sprayed her 

was 6' tall, and weighed 200 lbs. 

The court is especially taken aback that a police officer 
charged with protecting the community’s children considered it 
appropriate and necessary to spray a girl with Freeze +P simply 
because she was crying about her mistreatment at the hands of 
one of her male peers. ~ Judge Kallon 

Once subdued, police did nothing to alleviate victims' 

pain, even as there were facilities to wash the toxins off. 
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An Alabama federal court found that students' civil rights 

had been violated. The Birmingham police department de-

clined to comment on the matter. 

 

Racist police brutality regularly occurs throughout the 

US. Black teens are 21 times more likely to be gunned down 

by police than white teens. Blacks are more than twice as 

likely to unarmed when murdered by police as whites.  

Most whites do not recognize the systemic racial bias, and 

so do not comprehend the resentment of blacks against op-

pressive, white-run, state power. 

Communities of color aren't just making these problems up. 
~ President Barack Obama in 2016 

 Danièle Watts  

In 2014, Danièle Watts, a black actress, was abusively 

handcuffed (bloody wrists) and detained by Beverley Hills po-

lice for kissing her white husband in public. The police, who 

also threatened her spouse, had trouble disabusing them-

selves of the notion that Watts was not a prostitute. The po-

lice department refused to apologize for their violent 

misapprehension. 

As I was sitting in the back of the police car, I remembered 
the countless times my father came home frustrated or humili-
ated by the cops when he had done nothing wrong. I felt his 
shame, his anger, and my own feelings of frustration for existing 
in a world where I have allowed myself to believe that 'authority 
figures' could control my being. ~ American actress Danièle 
Watts 

 

There appears to be a relationship between reduced motiva-
tion as a result of negative publicity and less willingness to work 
directly with community members to solve problems. ~ Amer-
ican criminologist Scott Wolfe 

In 2015, waves of public indignation against police bru-

tality drew a response. Like a bully playing the victim at be-

ing chastised, American police whimpered to the press about 

their law enforcement efforts not being appreciated. 
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 Body Cameras  

In response to public frustration with police violence and 

unaccountability, police officers were increasingly equipped 

with body cameras in the early 2110s. Police agencies quickly 

lost their enthusiasm, because those darn things just cost too 

much. As of 2017, fewer than 25% of officers on crime duty 

wore cameras. 

Even when body cameras do record gratuitous police vio-

lence, it seldom results in accountability. The supreme court 

has ruled that juries must respect an assertion by police that 

their violence was justified because they felt threatened. 

Studies have repeatedly shown that people are on their 

best behavior when they think they are being watched. This 

is a hoary tenet. The invention of an omniscient, moral god 

was devised with this mind. Evidence shows that body cam-

eras make no difference in police conduct. 

We are unable to detect any statistically significant effects.  
~ American sociologist David Yokum et al, in 2017, conclud-
ing from a large-scale study the effect that body cameras had on 
police behavior 

 Alex Wubbels  

People need to know that this is out there. ~ American nurse 
Alex Wubbels, on police bullying and brutality 

On 26 July 2017, University of Utah Hospital's burn unit 

head nurse, Alex Wubbels, told Salt Lake City police detec-

tive Jeff Payne that he was not allowed to draw blood from a 

badly-burned patient. Detective Payne did not have a war-

rant, and the patient was not conscious, so he could not give 

consent. Without that, the detective was barred from collect-

ing blood samples by basic constitutional law. The supreme 

court affirmed in 2016 that warrantless blood tests were ille-

gal. 

Still, Payne insisted that he take the blood, telling the 

nurse that she would be arrested and charged if she refused. 

Wubbels politely stood her ground. 

Payne snapped: seizing Wubbels, shoving her out of the 

building, and roughly cuffing her behind her back. Another 
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officer arrived and told Wubbels she was obstructing justice. 

Police cameras recorded Payne's lawless assault.  

In the aftermath, Wubbels was released without charges. 

Payne was fired, and his commander demoted. The city paid 

Wubbels $500,000 in settlement for its criminal acts. 

The police have to police themselves. ~ Alex Wubbels 

 Keyarika Diggles  

Body cameras worn by Jasper, Texas police showed 2 

white officers grab Keyarika Diggles, slam her head on a 

counter, pull her hair and then drag her across the floor by 

her feet. Diggles, a black woman, was in jail for an unpaid 

$100 traffic ticket, which she had been paying off in install-

ments. The arrest that had jailed her had been illegal. 

City officials later settled a civil rights lawsuit by Diggles 

for $75,000. The 2 policemen were fired, but no criminal 

charges were brought against them. 

 Sattar Ali  

They didn't say why or what happened or what did we do. 
We had no idea what the arrest was for. ~ Sattar Ali 

In September 2017, Iraqi-American Sattar Ali tried to de-

posit a check for $151,000 into his account in a Wichita, Kan-

sas bank; the proceeds of the sale of his family's home in 

Michigan. Ali supplied verification documents to the bank, 

but the bank called the cops nonetheless. Police duly came 

and arrested Ali, slapping him in handcuffs, along with his 

weeping wife, 15-year-old daughter, and 11-year-old son. Ali 

was grilled for 3 hours before the police released him without 

charges.  

The police publicly lied about their abuse and mistaken 

arrest. The bank publicly congratulated itself on its racist 

misconduct. It's the American way. 

Does Wichita not welcome any foreigners? Then tell us. Be 
up front and forward with people and say, you are not welcome 
in our city. ~ Sattar Ali 
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 Mary Hawkes  

6 officers were on the scene – wearing body cameras – 

when 19-year-old Mary Hawkes was shot down in cold blood 

by an Albuquerque, New Mexico police officer. The body cam-

era of officer Jeremy Dear was not recording as he pumped 5 

bullets into Mary Hawkes at point-blank range. 

Police said that none of the police body cameras on the 

scene recorded anything relevant. Albuquerque custodian of 

police records Reynaldo Chavez said it was routine for offi-

cials to delete, alter, or refuse to release footage owing to "po-

litical calculations." That moment of truth got him fired. 

Police body cameras are just a façade for the public. ~ Mary 
Alice Hawkes, mother of murdered Mary Hawkes 

 

American police throughout the nation continue to abuse 

citizens on a daily basis, especially blacks: beating, maiming, 

and killing without accountability. Beyond occasional empty 

words of regret, government indifference means there is no 

end in sight to police brutality. 

The refusal of juries to convict or even indict cops in the face 
of the most damning evidence only reinforces the fact that po-
lice have endless system accessories for remaining above the 
law. ~ Kali Holloway 

 Japan  

With its absence of brutality, Japan is a notable exception 

in the world of policing. The Japanese are a uniquely orderly 

people, with ingrained politeness, and prone to obey author-

ity.  

It greatly helps that the Japanese are a relative homoge-

neous people. The sizable Korean population there do their 

best to fit in. 

Crime in Japan is roughly 10% of that in other rich coun-

tries. Muggings are rare; gun violence nearly unheard of.  
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Japan has a low crime rate partly because of its tolerance 

for organized crime (yakuza), which largely involves gam-

bling, prostitution, protection rackets, and drugs.* 

Organized crime in Japan sometimes is just organized. 

Following the Tōhoku earthquake and tsunami on 11 March 

2011, the yakuza quickly sent hundreds of trucks filled with 

food and needed supplies to help people in affected areas. 

Such largesse is in keeping with the yakuza code of honor to 

help those in need. 

Shoplifting by the growing population of elderly on strin-

gent pensions is an ongoing issue. But Japan's biggest crime 

problem is bicycle theft. Only Holland has a worst predica-

ment with bike snatching. 

 

There is no crueler tyranny than that which is perpetuated 
under the shield of law and in the name of justice. ~ Montes-
quieu 

Police corruption and brutality are dark stains on any 

government which tolerates it, as these are most profound 

violations of rule of law. That stain is upon practically all 

countries. 

The brutality of American police is by no means novel. In 

much of the world, police are not much more than thugs sanc-

tioned by the state. Corruption is tightly woven into the so-

cial fabric. 

Police brutality is as common as water. ~ Nigerian human 
rights activist Justus Ijeoma 

In general, the more murderous the country, the more 

deadly its police. American cops shoot more mostly because 

more people shoot at them. They are 36 times deadlier than 

German police officers, but also 35 times likelier to be killed 

on the job. 

 
* Illegal drug abuse is treated harshly in Japan, as it historically 

has been to the lower-class and minorities in the US: the white 

wealthy typically being able to exempt themselves from the sav-

agery of such laws. Some yakuza syndicates forbid drug dealing 

by its members, whereas at least 1 syndicate specializes in it. 



 Rule of Law 485 
 

In many countries, the authorities encourage extrajudi-

cial executions, either to suppress crime or to get rid of dissi-

dents. Voters often applaud them for it. Such as been the case 

in recent years in the Philippines, Thailand, El Salvador, In-

dia, and Pakistan. 

Men with a feeling of entitlement to authority are natu-

rally given to violence when frustrated, especially when ac-

countability is sorely lacking, as it is so often with police. As 

America illustrates, lack of social cohesion and biases in-

flame the potential for brute force. American culture is crude 

in its celebration of violence, as are many others. 

Unlike other governmental agencies, law enforcement 

has violence at its instant disposal. Lethal force makes police 

corruption particularly potent. 

There is another unique aspect to the police. They are the 

domestic enforcement arm of the state. Their essentiality 

means that the state never emasculates the police force. On 

the contrary: police are empowered to suppress dissent when 

the state feels threatened.  

The police are the public face of the state. Their behav-

ioral norms are the beating heart of the state, and by that 

token signify the soul of a society's morality. 

What are the police powers of the State? They are nothing 
more or less than the powers of government in every sover-
eignty to the extent of its dominions. ~ SCOTUS in License Cases 
(1847) 

 US Homeland Security  

Yogi Berra once said, "If you don't know where you're going, 
it's going to be hard to get there." This is very much the case for 
the Department of Homeland Security. ~ American military of-
ficer, national defense and security specialist Steve Bucci in 
2014 

Police departments are not the only dysfunctional law en-

forcement arm in the United States. The federal Department 

of Homeland Security (DHS) and the US border patrol are 

riddled with corruption, including theft, bribery, and human 

trafficking. 
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The waste inside DHS is tremendous. An example illus-

trates. The agency spent over $430 million dollars for a se-

cure-channel communication system that only 0.2% of its 

employees know how to use. 72% of DHS workers don't even 

know that the channel exists. Another 25% knew of it but 

couldn't find it. 

For years, DHS workers have voted their own department 

the worst federal agency to work for. A survey found DHS 

people the least engaged in their work of all federal employ-

ees. 

The dysfunction, turf battles, and inherent limitations in an 
entity that does so much are exacerbated by the fact that, in 
many cases, the activities DHS engages in require enormous co-
ordination with entities embedded in other federal departments. 
~ DHS official Matt Mayer 

Port security is a major facet of homeland security, but 

you would not have much trouble shipping a weapon of mass 

destruction into the country, as container screening is noth-

ing like it should be. 

The electrical power grid and municipal water supplies 

are also easy targets for terrorism, as they are rather unpro-

tected. Further, DHS has accomplished nothing when it 

comes to cybersecurity. 

We have spent billions to protect against cyber-attacks, yet 
even White House computers have been susceptible to hacking. 
~ US Senate Committee on Homeland Security in 2015 

In short, the federal department responsible for Ameri-

ca's everyday internal security is grossly incompetent. 

 Punishment  

The whole idea of punishment is a childish daydream.  
~ English novelist George Orwell 

The recorded use of prisons dates to the 2nd millennium 

BCE. Incarceration was one of many punishments, all of 

which embraced punitive requital.  

Americans distinguish between jail and prison, if not in 

facility or duration of stay, at least in intent. Whereas jail is 
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detention before trial, prison is the confinement of convicted 

offenders. 

 Ancient Egypt  

Records of Egyptian prisons date from the period of the 

Middle Kingdom (2050–1786 BCE). Adhering to the principle of 

Maat, pharaohs had a sacred duty to preserve public order. 

They and their servants could be neither capricious nor cruel. 

Middle Kingdom pharaohs preferred public beatings and 

imprisonment to the death penalty. Ancient Egyptian prisons 

alternately resembled fortresses with cells and dungeons or 

labor camps. Prisoners were expected to work during their 

confinement; a practice not unique to Egypt. When Samson 

was imprisoned by the Philistines, he was put to work grind-

ing corn.  

Jail and prison were one and the same in ancient Egypt. 

Nor was there any differentiation of prisoners according to 

their offense. 

Each prison had a warden and staff of guards and scribes. 

Meticulous records were kept. Prisons economically housed 

the criminal courts that tried the incarcerated. 

Escape from prison was an additional, serious crime. 

 

Contemporaneous civilizations in the Near East had sim-

ilar practices to Middle Kingdom Egypt. The Babylonian code 

of Hammurabi provided for several kinds of punishment, in-

cluding a variety of executions and lesser retributions, in-

cluding mutilation. The early laws had little mention of 

prisons, but they were used for debt, theft, and bribery, and 

for rebellious slaves and foreign captives, as was the practice 

in Egypt. 

The Assyrian empire in 8th century BCE imprisoned 

smugglers, thieves, deserters, and tax evaders. Like its pre-

decessors in the region, foreign captives were a large part of 

the prison population. Forced labor was an integral part of 

the Assyrian prisons, which were located close to, or even in-

side, granaries. The Persian empire that succeeded Assyria 

had a similar approach to punishment. 
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 Ancient Israel  

Anyone arrogant enough to reject the verdict of a judge or 
priest who represents God must be put to death. Such evil must 
be purged from Israel. ~ Deuteronomy 17:12, The Bible 

The Hebrews had a different take on crime and punish-

ment. They were a people with a covenant with God. Crime 

was a contract violation. 

The 1st supposed offense in Jewish history was Adam and 

Eve's disobedience to God, which was punished by exile; so 

too Cain's killing of Abel. Both crimes were punished by God 

himself. In Cain's case, God branded him with a mark of 

shame. 

The principal punishments by the early Hebrews were ex-

ile and death. Both removed the offender from the commu-

nity. The death penalty was employed to eliminate those 

whose offense disrupted public order and purity, and thereby 

threatened to bring down the wrath of God. 

You must purge the evil from among you. The rest of the peo-
ple will hear of this and be afraid, and never again will such an 
evil thing be done among you. Show no pity: life for life, eye 
for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot. ~ Deuter-
onomy 19:19, The Bible 

The main means of execution were lapidation (stoning to 

death), forcing the mouth open and pouring molten lead down 

the throat, decapitation, and strangulation. Bodily punish-

ments included beating and mutilation. Compensation, fines, 

and compulsory sacrifices might be ordered. 

Deuteronomic laws said nothing of prison. The few early 

references to confinement were for custody before sentence 

was carried out. 

The Book of Ezra was written ~400 CE, when the Jewish 

community had reestablished itself in Palestine after Baby-

lonian captivity. Persian king Artaxerxes II retained political 

control of the territory. In Ezra are the first Hebrew mentions 

of prison and confiscation. 

Anyone who does not obey God's law or the law of the king 
must be punished without pity. Depending upon the crime, an 
offender must be executed, exiled, property confiscated, or im-
prisoned. ~ Ezra 7:26, The Bible 
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 Ancient Greece  

The city-state of Athens provides the best evidence of an-

cient Greek punishment practices (8th–5th centuries BCE), 

and reflects other societies in classical times. 

Athenian law decreed different punishments for capital 

crimes, depending on an evil act's nature. A criminal may be 

thrown off a cliff, stoned to death, or bound to a stake so that 

he suffered a slow death and public abuse while dying – the 

latter being an early form of crucifixion. 

Besides corporeal abuse, ancient Greeks employed patri-

monial punishments, including fines and confiscation of 

property. 

Athenian statesman Demosthenes (384–322 BCE) observed 

that a free citizen was usually punished in his property, the 

slave in his body; but this distinction was not categorical. A 

range of retributions might be applied regardless of station. 

Athens and other ancient societies also employed moral 

punishments, including public shaming, denunciation, 

and/or exposition of an offender. 

Like the Hebrews, the ancient Greeks had little use for 

extended imprisonment: better to be rid of evil than confine 

it. Condemned men were held until their execution was car-

ried out. 

 Socrates  

The only good is knowledge, and the only evil is ignorance. 
~ Socrates 

Socrates is illustrative of the Athenian sense of justice. 

He was charged in 339 BCE with impiety: in Socrates' case, of 

corrupting youthful minds by insistently questioning the wis-

dom of the authorities, and by espousing belief in gods other 

than those sanctioned by the city. 

Socrates was tried in one day before a jury of 500 citizens. 

His defense was the speech attributed to him in Plato's dia-

logue Apology. 

Found guilty by a slim margin of 30 jurors, Socrates had 

the right to propose his penalty, as did the prosecution. He 

rejected prison and exile, offering to pay a fine.  
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The jury rejected Socrates' suggestion and condemned 

him to death. Because of a delay imposed by the Athenian 

religious calendar, Socrates was confined in prison, from 

which his friends urged him to escape – something he could 

have accomplished.  

Instead, the stoic Socrates drank hemlock. Drinking poi-

son as a form of self-execution (compulsory suicide) was an-

other ascribed Athenian penalty. 

Death may be the greatest of all human blessings. ~ Socrates 

 

Now the proper office of all punishment is twofold: he who 
is rightly punished ought either to become better and profit by 
it, or he ought to be made an example to his fellows, that they 
may see what he suffers, and fear to suffer the like, and become 
better. ~ Plato 

Plato's argument for exemplary deterrence became com-

monplace in ancient and medieval minds. But his argument 

for correction – that wrong acts arise from ignorance, and 

thereby the punishment should be instructive and thereby 

corrective – remained largely unheeded until the Middle 

Ages; and then was viewed from a divergent cultural context. 

 Roman Punishment  

Promulgated in 449 BCE, the 12 Tables legislation was the 

foundation of Roman law. A consequence of class struggle – 

between honestiores (overclass patricians) and humiliores 

(underclass plebeians) – the 12 Tables dealt chiefly with pri-

vate disputes. Even the few offenses against the Roman state 

mentioned – such as receiving bribes or abetting an enemy of 

Rome – were prosecuted privately before an assembly of citi-

zens, with magistrates conducting the proceedings. 

Conviction sometimes involved compensation, but more 

frequently delict meant death. Among the forms of capital 

punishment were burning (for arson), precipitation (thrown 

from the Tarpeian cliff for perjury), clubbing to death (for 

composers of scurrilous songs of slander), hanging (for theft, 

as a sacrifice to the goddess Ceres), and decapitation. 
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Although unmentioned in the 12 Tables, several other 

forms of capital punishment were employed in early Rome. 

The culleus – putting the convicted in a sack with a dog, ser-

pent, or ape, and throwing the sack into the sea – was used 

for those who killed a close relative. Vestal virgins who vio-

lated their vows were immolated. 

The powerful nature of these punishments served as legal 

substitute for private revenge. Leniency might be shown by 

exile – with citizenship, freedom, and immovable property 

forfeit. Those so condemned could be killed by any citizen if 

they returned to Rome. 

The only instance of imprisonment mentioned in the 12 

Tables was for debt. Debtors who could not, or would not, pay 

up were held by their creditors for 60 days. Their debts were 

to be announced on 3 successive market days. On the last 

such day the debtor was executed or sold into slavery outside 

the city. 

The powers of the male head of Roman households in-

cluded the right to maintain a domestic prison cell (ergastu-

lum). It might be used as a work cell for recalcitrant or 

rebellious slaves, or as admonishment for an errant family 

member. 

The 12 Tables were never officially abolished. Significant 

changes were wrought between the 5th and 2nd century BCE. 

While accusation and prosecution continued to be conducted 

by individuals, courts (quaestiones perpetuae) were presided 

over by a magistrate (praetor) who adhered to statute with-

out discretion.  

Lower magistrates (tresviri capitales) in Rome did not 

hold the power of life and death over Roman citizens: the 

power known as imperium, reserved for only the highest 

magistrates. Lower jurists could imprison offenders for short 

durations, or otherwise punish short of death. Little of these 

Roman prisons is known. 

The jurisdiction of Rome differed from the provinces of 

the empire, where local governors had great latitude in law, 

including dealing with criminals; so too military courts. 

The sphere of criminal law greatly expanded during the 

classical period. Emperors and their legal advisors added 
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new offenses. Private prosecution gave way to public admin-

istration. 

The new imperial system ushered into common use sev-

eral hitherto infrequent practices, most notably torture. Tor-

ture had long been employed for the testimony of slaves, who 

were assumed to have no honor, nor reason to tell the truth 

sans coercion. The application of torture gradually expanded 

to defendants of low social status (humiliores), and even to 

witnesses, especially when the charge was treason; a cate-

gory of crime engorged by emperors, ever paranoid of their 

power.  

Under imperial rule, punishments grew increasingly se-

vere. Exile became more common, as did forced labor on pub-

lic works, work in the mines, or coerced gladiatorial combat. 

These last 2 were in effect death sentences, usually inflicted 

on humiliores. 

Another new punishment was throwing an offender to the 

beasts in public games; more commonly applied to humiliores 

than honestiores (those of higher social rank), though some 

emperors cared not a whit about social status when it came 

to feeling displeased and being nasty about it. 

Being thrown to the beasts, publicly roasted, or suffering 

crucifixion belonged to the class of spectacular retributions 

known as summa supplicia (the highest punishments). These 

were reserved for offenses considered horrendous, and were 

symptomatic of the pursuit of exemplary deterrence, de-

signed to demonstrate the limitless power of the emperor.  

Summa supplicia began under early emperors and 

reached a peak in the 3rd and early 4th centuries, achieving 

a ferocity rarely, if ever, equaled in the ancient world. Chris-

tian men were a favorite for this deterrent treatment. 

These excesses were curbed from the mid-4th century, as 

emperors reduced both the variety and severity of capital 

punishment. This process occurred in the context of the last 

major stage in Roman legal history, with the extensive com-

pilation of legal literature under imperial patronage.  

Justinian I called the description of the former punish-

ments as "the terrifying books." By this time, the forms of 

execution more closely resembled the late republic than re-

cent imperial history. 
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Roman prisons typically had several sections. The inner 

chambers were commonly hellish holds. The more desirable 

parts of a prison might sometimes be obtained by purchasing 

passage from jailers. Extortion by jailers was common. 

Prisons were legally intended for temporary residence: ei-

ther until execution could be carried out or the prisoner re-

leased. Being imprisoned for decades, as is common in 

modern practice, was practically impossible. For one, an in-

mate was unlikely to last that long under the fetid and tortu-

ous conditions that prison presented. Antoninus Pius, who 

was emperor 138–151, stated his position: 

Your statement that a free man has been condemned to im-
prisonment in chains for life is incredible, for this penalty can 
scarcely be imposed even upon a person of servile condition. 

Antoninus' predecessor, Hadrian, had issued an edict for-

bidding provincial governors from imposing life imprison-

ment. It was not always followed. 

Governors are in the habit of condemning men to be kept in 
prison or in chains, but they ought not to do this, for punish-
ments of this type are forbidden. Prison indeed ought to be em-
ployed for confining men, not for punishing them. ~ Roman 
jurist Ulpian (170–223) 

By the 4th century, imperial edicts indicated a general 

concern that those held in custody before trial not unduly suf-

fer. An edict dated 320 from Constantine I commanded that 

such men: 

shall not be put in manacles of iron that cleave to the bones, 
but in looser chains, so that there may be no torture. He must 
be kept in good health by the enjoyment of light, so that he 
might not perish from the torments of prison. 

Emperors sometimes gratuitously showed mercy. One in-

stance illustrates the distinction between the kinds of crime 

and the treatment of criminals.  

An edict in 367 announced the emptying of the prisons in 

honor of Easter, except for those guilty of treason, homicide, 

rape, adultery, sorcery, and crimes against the dead. These 

exceptional crimes, which merited summa supplicia punish-

ment, were termed crimina excepta: crimes so heinous that 
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ordinary criminal procedures were suspended in their prose-

cution. 

The category of crimen exceptum also explains some of the 

erosion of status distinctions that had marked earlier forms 

of Roman punishment. During the days of the republic and 

1st century of the empire, honestiores were either quickly ex-

ecuted, usually by decapitation, or allowed to flee into exile. 

By the 3rd century, honestiores and humiliores alike under-

went torture and suffered summa supplicia for crimina ex-

cepta. 

 Medieval Punishment  

The Germanic tribes that fell Rome and took over much 

of Europe crafted simpler laws: there was little need for the 

learned law of a lost empire. Germanic laws were chiefly con-

cerned with establishing the rights of kings and regulating 

the settlement of private disputes. Public law had a rudimen-

tary place. Prisons merited only occasional mention.  

Those accused of a crime spent time in jail until their 

trial. Otherwise, prison continued to be an exceptional pun-

ishment in medieval times. Kings sometimes used monaster-

ies to imprison captured rebels, but the duration of 

incarceration was typically weeks or months, not years. 

Fines were common for minor crimes, including as settle-

ment for simmering blood feuds between families. Only those 

who owed large sums of money languished in prison during 

the Middle Ages. They were held only until their family paid 

off the debt. 

Those guilty of moral wrongdoings, such as public drunk-

enness or slander, were sometimes beaten with clubs. 

Violent or repeat criminals might be put into stocks or a 

pillory in the town square. Stocks were heavy frames of wood 

or iron which held criminal's ankles, rendering an offender 

immobile. There a criminal sat, where a passerby might en-

joy pelting the miscreant with rotting vegetables or rocks. 

Those in stocks were only allowed to defend themselves 

against those who laughed at them. 
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Nobles were not usually placed in stocks, but almost an-

yone else who committed a crime could end up in them, in-

cluding monks and nuns. 

A more severe punishment was the pillory. Pillories were 

wooden or iron frames that held the heads, hands, and some-

times feet of criminals.  

Those pilloried were forced to stand in a hunched-over 

stance for hours or days at a time. Pillories were more painful 

than stocks, and offenders had no means to defend them-

selves against assault. 

The Chinese used a cangue in lieu of a pillory. A cangue 

was a large, heavy wooden collar. Standing with a cangue 

about the neck was exhausting. 

Thieves and those guilty of assault were sometimes ban-

ished, losing all legal rights and property. Those who took in 

the banished themselves became outlaws. Towns that pro-

tected outlaws might have their walls destroyed by the king's 

soldiers. 

Manslaughter and murder were hanging crimes. Properly 

done, the drop in a hangman's noose broke the neck, result-

ing in a quick death. Instead, hangmen often tied the knot 

wrong, letting a criminal suffer strangulation, and so give a 

better show. 

While men might be hanged, most women were instead 

garroted. Considered more dignified than swinging at the 

end of a rope, it spelt a slower death. 

Nobles sentenced to death were beheaded. Supposedly a 

statelier departure, a condemned noble knelt down with his 

head on a wooden block. In one stroke, an executioner parted 

the head from the body with an axe or sword. 

Treason – conspiring against royalty – might draw only 

exile. More often, traitors were dragged behind a horse to the 

public square, where they were hanged. Then, after cutting 

out hearts and stomachs, their bodies were quartered. Some-

times a traitor's remains were left on display as a deterrent 

to those not kindly disposed to royalty. 

The most flamboyant death sentence was being burned 

alive. This torturous execution was especially favored by 

church authorities for more than symbolic reasons. Being 
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roasted to death was an unusual punishment except for ar-

sonists, who got a terminal taste of their own medicine. 

Physical medieval punishments were public displays and 

popular entertainment. Those drawn by horse to the town 

square for hanging often created a procession, with specta-

tors following in the condemned man's wake. 

Showing an early inclination for innovation, medieval 

Japanese creatively executed criminals. A condemned man 

might alternately be impaled, beheaded with a metal saw, or 

strung up and repeatedly skewered before the finale of slash-

ing the throat to bleed out. 

 England  

The Germanic legal codes inherited by Anglo-Saxon Eng-

land used imprisonment for theft and witchcraft, but the 

most common punishments were those in the rest of Europe: 

compensation, exile, mutilation, and death.  

In the violent century following the Norman conquest of 

England in 1066, William the Conqueror and his successors 

attempted to impose their authority throughout the king-

dom, but order was not attained until the 2nd half of the 12th 

century, under Henry II. 

William I built the 1st English royal prison – the Tower 

of London – to hold his enemies. There were others, such as 

the Fleet, which were used chiefly as jails, as well as for oc-

casional prisoners of war and hostages. 

Prisons were used to hold private enemies, especially dur-

ing the Anarchy (1135–1154): a disastrous civil war of succes-

sion for the throne after Henry I, which started after the 

king's only legitimate heir died in the accidental sinking of 

the White Ship on 25 November 1120. 

Henry II issued the Assize of Clarendon in 1166. It was 

an effort to deal with rampant lawlessness in the country. 

The Crusades were in full swing, keeping noble landowners 

away from their castles for years on end. 

Worse, in the wake of the Anarchy, the mercenary sol-

diers hired for the effort were out of work. Many took up rob-

bery and other violence for their livelihoods. Crime surged in 

the absence of authority. 
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The assize established a presenting jury for each district, 

which was to inform the King's itinerant judges of the most 

serious crimes committed there, and to name a suspect if pos-

sible. This jurisprudential proceeding became the modern 

grand jury. 

The assize had the immediate effect of engendering false 

accusations, and so fueling miscarriages of justice. In a 

longer perspective, the act began the transformation to an 

evidentiary model for criminal trials. 

At the time, the prevailing party in a trial, especially for 

felonies, was decided by ordeal, battle, or compurgation. 

Compurgation allowed a defendant to be acquitted by getting 

a required number of people, typically 12, to solemnly en-

dorse his oath of innocence. 

While Henry's 1166 assize fostered trial by jury, recourse 

to trial by combat was not officially rescinded until 1819. 

On the heels of his assize, Henry II ordered sheriffs to 

build jails in each county, to hold those accused of felonies 

until they could be tried by itinerant royal justices, the coun-

terpart of circuit court judges. Nobles, with more limited 

rights of justice, also kept jails. 

Some English jails were franchisal: the right to arrest and 

hold an accused was given or sold by the king to jail keepers, 

who derived their income from the difference between what 

they were paid to keep a jail and the money spent on its 

maintenance and cost of prisoner keep. In the late 20th cen-

tury, the US adopted this model for its prisons. Franchisal 

incarceration is a long-proven means for inhumane treat-

ment via the profit incentive to keep prisoners on the cheap 

or extort them. 

Into and in the 13th century, imprisonment became more 

common for debtors of the crown, and for those who inter-

fered with the justice system. But confinement remained pri-

marily coercive. In the early 13th century, English jurist 

Henry of Bracton could comfortably quote Ulpian in that 

English prisons were for custody, not punishment. 

The prison-building program begun by Henry II took on a 

life of its own. From the 1270s, the number of prisons in Eng-

land and imprisonable offenses rose rapidly. 
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Besides the proliferation of offenses that might land one 

in prison, the ways to stay out diminished during the 13th 

century. Bail, frankpledge, and property attachment were 

not as reliable as they used to be in springing someone from 

stir. The number of offenses for which no bail could be ob-

tained rose, including arson, jailbreaking, treason, and arrest 

by order of the king or his chief justice. 

By 1520 there were 180 imprisonable crimes in the com-

mon law. Offenses worthy of imprisonment included va-

grancy, disturbing the peace, illicitly bearing arms, and 

moral umbrages. Locking up minor misfits became common-

place. 

English criminal law intended punishment to be quick 

and public, and so serve as a deterrent. Hence, there was 

shaming displays, which included the stocks, pillories, duck-

ing stools, branding, and mutilation. Capital punishments 

also made their stark point: hanging, decapitation, drowning, 

burning, and being buried alive. 

Much like Roman prisons, conditions in medieval English 

prisons varied considerably, from comfortable to foul. 

Prisons presented profit opportunities to jailers. A pris-

oner could better his situation through payment. While irons 

were not, by law, supposed to be used to aggravate confine-

ment, paying an "iron fee" might provide considerable relief.  

Prisoners bore much of the cost of their confinement. Pri-

vate charity greatly aided those imprisoned, particularly the 

poor, who depended upon benefaction for their survival. 

As the centuries wore on, the flagrant displays of punish-

ment lessened. A sentence of confinement grew to be a pun-

ishment unto itself. Prison became an institution. 

England was a compact kingdom, which from the late 

Middle Ages was ruled by a series of sovereigns who based 

many of their claims to legitimacy on the strength of common 

and canon law. English jurisprudence and its punishment 

practices spread to its colonies, and so the common law re-

gime became one of the major justice systems of the modern 

world. 
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 Continental Europe  

One of the chief differences between the common law in 

England and that evolving on the continent was the degree 

to which the Roman legal legacy had an impact. Unsurpris-

ingly, Italy was the home of Europe's first major center of le-

gal study. One feature of the new learned law that did not 

derive from Roman practice was the use of punitive punish-

ment. 

Roman law gave considerable discretion to judges, who 

may establish their own system of punishments, including 

creating new ones. Those eliminated were the harshest retri-

butions that seemed inapt. Imprisonment offered an appeal-

ing alternative. Whereas a prison sentence was reversible if 

new evidence appeared, mutilation or a capital penalty was 

not. 

Medieval Italian law regarded requital as both a punish-

ment for wickedness and a potential vehicle for reformation. 

As Italian cities grew, so too the crime problem. During 

the 14th and 15th centuries, lawmakers fit punishments to 

crimes with rational precision. This spelt a general reduction 

in the physical severity of sentences. From the 12th to 15th 

century, what had been harsh bodily punishments were suc-

ceeded by fines. In the 14th–15th centuries, fines were often 

combined with imprisonment. 

Germany in the late Middle Ages was the most frag-

mented of the European kingdoms. Local power went un-

checked, as royal authority and its jurisprudence were 

limited. Hence, Germany relied upon local custom, which dic-

tated both procedure and punishment. Canon law applied in 

German lands, but it was confined to ecclesiastical courts. 

In capital cases, mutilation was often a prelude. Nobles 

were beheaded, while lesser men were broken on the wheel, 

burned, or hanged. 

Prisons served as a mitigation of the death penalty, or an 

alternative to a fine when the offender was insolvent. Except 

for mitigated death sentences, prison terms were typically 

short. But by the 15th century, especially among cities, terms 

of imprisonment varied considerably. 
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Well into the early modern period, German prisons were 

comparatively ad hoc. They might be rooms and holes in the 

foundations of local forts, in the cellars of town halls, or in 

subterranean chambers known as Locher. Prisons were local 

facilities regulated by local authorities. 

Learned Roman law did not seep into German courts un-

til the end of the 15th century, and it was not until 1532 that 

a full-fledged criminal code appeared, by way of Emperor 

Charles V. 

Like Germany, the Scandinavian countries favored pun-

ishments that entailed property loss, mutilation, or death. 

Iceland occasionally imposed penal servitude. 

Although imprisonment was employed in canon law 

courts in northern Europe and Iceland, it was not used in 

Scandinavia until the 16th century, when labor camps were 

gradually introduced. This applied as well to the Low Coun-

tries. 

France comprised territorial principalities until the late 

12th century, when Philip II began centralization. Nonethe-

less, jurisprudence remained largely regional until Napoléon. 

Custodial imprisonment was long common in France. 

From the 13th century, prison as punishment became more 

common. Blasphemy was an offense for which one would 

serve time. 

Royal prisons were better regulated than the provincial 

variety. They were supposed to have reasonable quarters, 

with residence not intended as a punishment in of itself. At 

least bread and water were provided, though in some cases 

prisoners could pay for better food, or have it delivered by 

relatives or friends. 

In royal prisons, prisoners were deprived of their clothes, 

and made to wear a simple garment that was readily identi-

fiable, so as to help mark escapees and those permitted on 

brief outside visits. 

The sexes were routinely separated in royal prisons, with 

guards of the same gender if possible. One of Joan of Arc's 

complaints was that she had not been accorded female jail-

ers. 
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 Modern Punishment  

The fate of reform efforts is distressingly similar – each gener-
ation provides its successor with scandals to correct. ~ Argen-
tinian criminologist and lawyer Edgardo Rotman 

Prisons as punishment became more common throughout 

Europe from the late 16th century. It was an evolution away 

from the more immediate physical abuse for non-capital 

crimes common in the Middle Ages. From the 18th century, 

in presumably locking away the problem, prison became the 

chief institution for combating crime. 

For capital crimes, hanging grew to predominate, often as 

a theatrical exercise of power. Towns put their gallows field 

in a conspicuous location. Amsterdam, for instance, placed 

theirs on a spot visible to ships going to and from the harbor. 

Execution processions were common in cities across Eu-

rope. Prisoners were marched through the streets to the gal-

lows while churches rang their bells to announce the event. 

The scaffold served as the stage for which the drama of 

justice was conspicuously enacted. For authorities, it was a 

flagrant exhibition of social control. 

The crowd for execution events were largely the lower 

class. Whatever moral lesson the authorities might intend 

meant little to those in attendance, who were there solely for 

the spectacle. 

In certain cases, attendees felt favorably toward those 

about to swing. Smugglers were often viewed sympatheti-

cally, as the need to get by however opportunity allowed could 

hardly be considered a crime. 

Executions in the wake of riots were a special problem for 

magistrates. Condemning rebels for tax revolts or protests 

over food prices were bound to find a majority of spectators 

strongly sympathetic. 

During the 18th century, the timbre of crowd reaction at 

executions changed. Though this was best documented about 

London, it probably applied in other European cities as well. 

Hangings evolved into festivals. Onlookers cheered the 

condemned or offered them drinks. Bold men who went fear-

less to the gallows garnered admiration. 
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The celebratory mood changed the attitude of the men 

about to be executed. They wore their finest costumes and 

adopted the posture of heroes. 

As a consequence, the authorities came to view executions 

as presenting a problem of public order. In 1783, London 

magistrates abolished the procession from the local prison to 

minimize the merriment. Nevertheless, hangings continued 

to draw large, vulgar crowds. 

Into the 19th century, as the execution ritual lost its 

power to impart a moral instruction or buttress the power of 

the authorities, officials lost confidence in public punish-

ment. Revulsion by the elite to the spectacle also spelled its 

decline. 

While the early modern period at first saw a rise in capi-

tal punishment which peaked during the 16th century, en-

thusiasm for the death sentence then ebbed. At the same 

time, courts redefined the crimes that earned termination. 

Property offenses that had been capital crimes became im-

prisonable instead. Death was increasingly reserved for more 

serious crimes against a person. 

In addition, judicial torture, commonly used to elicit con-

fession, came under sustained attack during the 18th cen-

tury. By the end of the century, most European countries had 

abolished court-sanctioned torture. 

Well into the 19th century, whatever revulsion the elite 

may have harbored were overridden by the conventional idea 

that public physical punishments were necessary as a moral 

deterrent. Those who advocated prolonged imprisonment 

spoke most strongly against the scaffold, and they were to 

prevail. By the mid-19th century, most non-lethal corporeal 

punishments had been forsaken; or at least, as with flogging 

in England, removed from public witness. 

Between 1850–1870, capital punishment migrated to 

within prison walls. The Netherlands abandoned the death 

penalty altogether in 1860, except for a brief episode follow-

ing World War 2. 

France was the exception. It continued public executions 

until 1939, shortly before the Nazis came and revived the 

practice. 
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The invention of the penitentiary was in part a search for 
something to replace putting criminals to death. ~ Lawrence 
Friedman 

 United Kingdom  

Neglect and disorder were the dominant features of an 

18th-century English prison. Upon entering, the noise and 

smell of the place was overwhelming. Some prisoners lived in 

ease while others suffered in squalor. Evidence of authority 

was hard to find. 

Prisons were at the time largely self-financing operations. 

Wardens were parasites: living off fees from inmates for food, 

bedding, and other amenities.  

Jailers typically treated prisoners like customers. Those 

who could pay were cultivated, while those who could not 

were neglected. Poor prisoners lived in horrid conditions. 

Many wardens demanded payment before prisoners were 

released. This spelt a prolonged stay even if the captive was 

innocent or had served his sentence. 

In larger prisons, the position of jailer was so lucrative 

that it was widely sought. Rapacity was kept in check only by 

the freedom of prisoners to petition magistrates. Wardens did 

not want trouble. A riot was bound to attract unwanted at-

tention. 

Even if jailers had the desire for tighter control, they 

could hardly afford it. Prisons had barebones staff. 

Hence, prisons were largely self-governed. Prisoners of-

ten developed their own elaborate rules and procedures for 

keeping order. In larger jails they had their own courts, to 

hear complaints and settle disputes. The order in prisons 

mirrored society at large to a surprising degree. 

The only constant in English criminality from the late 

18th century onwards was the nearly uninterrupted rise in 

crime and number imprisoned. This reflected the accelera-

tion of inequity under industrial capitalism and government 

indifference to the well-being of the underclass. 

English prisons were especially full of debtors. The im-

periling power of a creditor over a debtor long ran as a source 
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of public complaint. That so many innocent families were con-

fined in sickness and hunger aroused widespread sympathy.  

Still, sanctimonious authorities regarded imprisonment 

for debt as a worthy sanction for ensuring responsible con-

duct in business. At the least, it seemed a necessary evil. 

Waves of reform changed the way English prisons were 

run. The imperial crises that arose with the American Revo-

lution provoked far-ranging questioning of English morality 

and institutions. 

Nothing but a real reform can save us from ruin as a nation. 
Were our prisons new modeled, it would be one considerable 
step toward reform of the lower orders of the people. ~ English 
lawyer and civic activist Josiah Dornford in 1785 

 John Howard  

John Howard was appointed sheriff of Bedfordshire in 

1773. One of his responsibilities was the supervision of the 

county jail. What he found horrified him. 

Howard visited other facilities and found much the same. 

His interest became an obsession. After touring the prisons 

of his own country, Howard explored those in the rest of Eu-

rope. 

Howard's extensive survey resulted in The State of the 

Prisons in England and Wales (1777). It was grim subject 

which managed to capture public attention. In it he advo-

cated what the Dutch had already managed to achieve, to his 

considerable admiration: prison as a clean, orderly institu-

tion. 

 

A small group of evangelical Quakers concurred with 

Howard, though for different reasons. They believed that all 

people had an "inner light," and that personal reform was 

possible. To the Quakers, criminal incorrigibility was not the 

product of human nature, but of mistaken punishment. Part 

of their proposed solution was prisons which were orderly 

and quiet. 
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England achieved better prisons to a large extent by re-

building ones that existed and building new ones. Impris-

onable crimes were burgeoning in the early 19th century, and 

thereby so too the prison industry. 

Victorian imprisonment embodied several curious contradic-
tions. Arrive in prison as the result of a minor offense, and you 
would be treated more severely than had you committed one of 
the great crimes. Commit a grave offense (short of murder), and 
you would be punished ostensibly more with an eye to refor-
mation than had you been modest in your crime. Commit no 
offense at all, other than destitution, and as pauper, you would 
have workhouse food markedly less generous than that which 
Her Majesty granted to convicted felons. ~ English penologist 
Seán McConville 

In the late 19th century, prison committals declined. 

While wardens congratulated themselves for their reforma-

tive efforts, skeptics pointed out that the falling numbers 

owed to shorter sentences and curtailed use of imprisonment, 

including leniency in paying fines late. 

Despite a growing population, crime was down. The gen-

eral prosperity of the late Victorian era naturally reduced 

criminal need.  

It may have helped that the more hardened cases had for 

decades been transported to the convict continent of Aus-

tralia (162,000), and a relative smattering (30,000) to the 

rowdy colonies in America. That ne'er-do-wells provided the 

foundation of the white population of Australia tinged the 

culture and politics of that country. 

Though there were fewer prisoners, imprisonment be-

came more punitive in late-19th-century England. The 1865 

Prison Act insisted on hard labor as a substitute for whatever 

other corporal punishments may have previously been on of-

fer. This was a common modus operandi of 19th-century Eu-

ropean prisons, which were essentially forced labor camps. 

Much inhumane treatment in England came courtesy of 

Colonel Edmund DuCane, the government's chief penal advi-

sor. With fallacious financial calculations and ill-considered 

judgments ascribed as "scientific," and swallowed whole by 

gullible government leaders, England embarked upon na-
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tionalizing its prison system, and instituting a level of sever-

ity that made medieval punishment look like it had mollycod-

dled criminals. 

At the turn of the 20th century, England established pre-

ventative detention: keeping habitual offenders behind bars 

out of proportion to their misdeeds. Winston Churchill was 

instrumental in limiting it to the "worst class of professional 

criminals," having investigated and found that grotesquely 

long sentences were being imposed on petty thieves for steal-

ing food and trivial bits of property. 

In the 1990s, the United States, predictably acknowledg-

ing no historical provenance, revived the practice of unjustly 

institutionalizing criminality on minorities and poor whites: 

prolonged punishment irrespective of crime. 

As one reads history, one is absolutely sickened not by the 
crimes the wicked have committed, but by the punishments the 
good have inflicted. ~ Irish playwright Oscar Wilde, who was 
imprisoned for 2 years for sodomy in 1895 

Into the 21st century, Britain allowed its prisons to dete-

riorate. Prisoners were housed in crumbling buildings in-

fested with cockroaches and rats. Understaffing and 

overcrowding allowed a culture of violence to bloom, which 

only worsened from the mid-2010s as the government did 

nothing to address the problems. 

 United States  

In the 17th and 18th centuries, American colonists 

shared the same apprehension that the British had about 

criminality, whether it be sinful acts or tangible transgres-

sions: that deviance was part of society, with no prospect of 

eliminating it from their midst. 

The colonists, particularly in Puritan colonies, made no 
distinction between sin and crime. They regularly punished 
violations of the moral code. The records are replete with 
punishments for fornication, idleness, Sabbath-breaking, and 
the like. ~ Lawrence Friedman 

Crimes in colonial towns met the same punishments as in 

the mother country: fines, whippings, mechanisms for shame 

(the stocks, public cages), banishment, and, for the worst, the 
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gallows. Not on the list was imprisonment. Jails held men 

awaiting trial, but long-term incarceration was not practiced. 

On those whom it was inflicted, and for its witnesses, 

punishment was meant as a deterrence. Magistrates never 

considered the possibility of rehabilitation through their 

mandated mortification. 

Criminal justice in the colonial period was haphazard. To 

an exceptional degree, the efficacy of a penalty depended on 

the offender.  

Law enforcement was so scattershot that punitive coer-

cion quickly descended to death. A recidivist may be fined or 

whipped once or twice, but then a repetitive transgression 

would find those slow on the uptake swinging by the neck. 

Capital punishments are the natural offspring of monarchical 
governments. Kings consider their subjects as their property; no 
wonder, therefore, they shed their blood with as little emotion 
as men shed the blood of their sheep or cattle. But the principles 
of republican governments speak a very different language. An 
execution in a republic is like a human sacrifice in religion.  
~ American physician and civic leader Benjamin Rush after the 
American Revolution 

In the aftermath of independence, Americans repudiated 

the British legacy for dispensing criminal justice. Men of the 

American Enlightenment were apt to blame the law itself for 

the level of crime. 

The countries and times most notorious for severity of penal-
ties have always been those in which the bloodiest and most 
inhumane deeds were committed. ~ Italian criminologist 
Cesare Beccaria in 1764* 

This logic was compelling to the leaders of newly inde-

pendent America. Looking back on the colonial period, as 

British law was so severe, juries had been loath to convict 

any except the most terrible criminals. Once punishment lost 

its certainty, the deterrent effect was lost entirely. 

Punishment statutes were amended to reflect this new-

found optimism. By 1820, the death sentence had been 

scratched out of states' law books except for the most heinous 

 
* Beccaria had a profound influence on America's founding fathers. 
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crimes. So arose the question of what was to substitute for 

execution. The answer was incarceration.  

Instead of eliminating bad men, they were to rot in 

prison. There would be no succor for the prospect of rehabili-

tation. What mattered was the certainty of punishment, not 

what happened to the punished. 

Faith in legal reform had faded. Shuffling statutes had 

produced no impact on the level of crime.  

Prisons at the time were anarchic. Escapes and riots were 

commonplace. Life in prison was casual and undisciplined. 

One New York lawyer concluded: "Our favorite scheme of 

substituting a state prison for the gallows is a prolific mother 

of crime. Prisons as presently constituted are grand demor-

alizers of our people." 

A few reactionaries aside, no one wanted to bring back 

the gallows.* Something had to be done about prisons.  

Discipline was ushered in. The stringent models estab-

lished in New York and Pennsylvania in the 1820s diffused 

through the nation, and into Europe. 

The history of the prison system in the United States confronts 
an extraordinary paradox. In the 1820s and 1830s, when dem-
ocratic principles were receiving their most enthusiastic en-
dorsement, incarceration became the central feature of criminal 
justice. As freedom became more celebrated in outside society, 
notions of total isolation, unquestioned obedience, and severe 
discipline became the hallmarks of the captive society. ~ Amer-
ican social historian David Rothman 

By the 1830s, prisons in the US, UK, and the more civi-

lized countries in Europe were run on the principles of order 

and regularity. Each prisoner had a cell. Silence was en-

forced. Deterrence took a back seat to reform as the aim of 

incarceration. On that score it was wildly unsuccessful. 

English writer and social critic Charles Dickens went to 

the Philadelphia prison during his 1842 American tour. He 

found it "cruel and wrong." 

 
* American frontier justice in the 19th century was different than 

in the urban East. In the untamed west, economy dictated the 

disposal of criminals, most often by hanging. 
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Those who have undergone this punishment must pass into 
society again morally unhealthy and diseased. ~ Charles Dick-
ens 

 

By 1865, the elements of the original penitentiary design, 
based on regimentation, isolation, religious conversion, and 
steady labor, had been subverted by a pervasive overcrowding, 
corruption, and cruelty. Prisoners were often living 3 and 4 to a 
cell designed for one, and prison discipline was medieval-like 
in character, with bizarre and brutal punishments commonplace 
in state institutions. Wardens did not so much deny this awful 
reality as explain it away, attributing most of the blame not to 
those who administered the system but to those who experi-
enced it. ~ Edgardo Rotman 

Following the Civil War, prisons were essentially modern, 

in being overcrowded, disorderly, and downright brutal. 

There is no longer a state prison in America in which the 
reformation of the convicts is the one supreme object of the dis-
cipline. ~ American penologist Enoch Wines & American law-
yer and educator Theodore Dwight in 1867 

A significant problem with American prisons was the 

hardening process that went on inside them. Prisons held a 

diverse mix. The worst of them were often the ones with the 

most power. As in Europe, for those not in for long stretches, 

recidivism fostered continuity in inmate culture. 

The internal social hierarchy had an especially strong 

hold because American judges meted out sentences 2 to 3 

times longer than in Europe. This same heartless situation 

exists in the US today. 

The reformatory movement of the 1870s, like those before 

it, failed. Dreariness pervaded prisons as they long had. Cor-

ruption and brutality were endemic, as were understaffing 

and overcrowding. 

In the chaotic atmosphere enclosed by prison walls, war-

dens often resorted to cruelty to maintain authority. Despite 

statutory abolishment of corporeal punishment, it was widely 

practiced for the rest of the century, mainly in the form of 

flogging. 
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Treatment by region was disparate. The northeast made 

modest progress in improving prison management, while in 

the south, where over 75% of the prison population was black, 

management's inspiration came from slavery: ruthless ex-

ploitation and total disregard for prisoners' dignity and lives. 

The states leased prisoners to entrepreneurs who used them 

worse than slaves, as the businessmen had no ownership in-

terest in their labor stock.  

In the deep south, prisoners slaved away on plantations, 

under more horrid conditions than their forefathers had suf-

fered. The regime of contracted convict labor continues to this 

day.  

The American prison system remains a slavery system. 

Even people detained for possible civil infractions, never hav-

ing been convicted of any crime, are enslaved. For instance, 

those detained while their immigration status is determined 

– innocent people – are contracted out by the federal govern-

ment as slave labor. 

Mississippi is illustrative of prison slave labor in an ear-

lier era. Its maximum security Parchmann Farm was a 

6,500-hectare plantation partitioned into 12 camps for men 

and 1 for women. Practically all prisoners performed agricul-

tural work. 

Each camp was enclosed by barbwire fences with strate-

gically placed guard posts. Convicts were kept in what were 

appropriately called cages. 

Mississippi had a peculiar feature that rendered its re-

gime especially harsh: inmates were watched by other pris-

oners, termed "trustees," whose cruelty matched or exceeded 

the hired guards. 

The quality of American prisons further deteriorated in 

the late 19th century. This came from a burgeoning prison 

population that was increasingly new immigrant groups.  

State legislators, with little sympathy for the immigrant, 

saw scant reason to render prisons anything more than cus-

todial confinement. This barbarous mind-set remains to this 

day and has been notably invigorated under the sordid reign 

of President Donald Trump. 
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The evolution of incarceration continued. In the early 

20th century, the institution was (again) modeled on the out-

side community: affording inmates the opportunity to mix in 

a communal yard and work in groups. Prison became a test-

ing ground for judging readiness for release. 

All the while, over the course of the 19th century, prisons 

started segregating their inhabitants; first by body and mind, 

then by criminality. Men, women, juveniles, and the mentally 

ill each had their own institution. Into the 20th century, in-

mates became confined to facilities according to the severity 

of their offense and extent of criminal record.  

Another reform of the progressive era was a new type of 

prison: managed by penal professionals, designed to eradi-

cate the prevailing abuses. Thus arose the "Big House": large 

prisons, such as Sing Sing in New York and San Quentin in 

California, which might hold 4,000 or more men. These mon-

uments to incarceration existed alongside unreformed state 

prisons. 

The Big House exemplified the superficiality of reform. 

Cell blocks were still noisy, smelly, stifling hot in summer 

and frigid in winter. Despite milder treatment, the world in-

side prison walls was a depressing vista of cement and steel, 

with stultifying schedules and routines, and numbing isola-

tion. Most long-term prisoners succumbed to institutionali-

zation, and so had little prospect of successfully living free 

again, if the outside world would have them (which it would 

not). Prisons in the pre-industrial era were much different 

than those during industrialization, which became even more 

monolithic in post-industrial times: monstrous warehouses of 

rejected humanity.  

The institutionalization of inhumanity within prisons 

was mirrored by bureaucratic exercise in government and 

large corporations. Post-industrial American society did not 

so much evolve as rigidify. 

 Federal Prison  

Until the late 19th century, those convicted of federal 

crimes were housed in state penitentiaries. In return, the 
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state received boarding fees, and were permitted to use the 

federal prisoners in their labor system. 

By the end of the 19th century, this arrangement came a 

cropper for 2 reasons. 1st was the rise in federal prison num-

bers: more than doubling from 1,027 in 1885 to 2,516 in 1895.  

2nd, and more critically, Congress became uncomfortable 

with the leasing system. In 1887 it outlawed the practice of 

contracting federal prisoners to private employers. Inmates 

having lost their cash-cow potential, state prisons began re-

fusing federal inmates. 

So, in 1891, the federal government got into the prison 

business. The 1st chosen site was Leavenworth, Kentucky.  

Construction of a 1,200-cell penitentiary began in 1897 

and lasted some 30 years. Prisoners languished there in dark 

basements and cramped conditions. Idleness was rampant. 

Little distinguished Leavenworth from those that the states 

ran. 

The 2nd federal prison, in Atlanta (1902), was more prom-

ising, as was the 1st federal women's prison in Alderson, 

West Virginia (1928), where inmates were housed in cottages, 

and ate in decorated dining rooms. 

Federal penitentiaries quickly filled up. Congestion and 

the need to more efficient record-keeping led to the creation 

of the federal Bureau of Prisons in 1929. Making prison em-

ployees federal civil servants was a vast improvement over 

their previous employment prospects, where guards were ba-

sically stuck at the prison where they had been hired. 

 Alcatraz  

The whole institution is conductive to psychology that builds 
up a sinister ambitious attitude among prisoners. ~ US Attorney 
General Frank Murphy on Alcatraz in 1939 

Thanks to the crime wave that came from Prohibition, the 

number of hard-core federal prisoners soared in the early 

1930s. This prompted the opening of a prison of last resort, 

with the purpose of isolating the most "vicious and irredeem-

able" criminals who were designated as having no hope of re-

habilitation. 
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In 1934, Alcatraz was awarded the distinction of housing 

the worst offenders. Built as a naval fort in the 1850s, it had 

housed military prisoners 1861–1933. After conversion to ci-

vilian purpose, Alcatraz inmates were shipped in from other 

federal prisons, and transferred back before their release. 

Alcatraz prisoners were isolated and had little contact 

with the outside world. In the early years, only indispensable 

conversation was tolerated. To compensate, Alcatraz had an 

extensive library stocked with many classics, and its food was 

above average. 

While the rest of the federal system suffered overcrowd-

ing, Alcatraz maintained its original purpose of housing only 

"the worst of the worst," and so had a surplus of beds. 

The only escape from Alcatraz occurred on 11 June 1962. 

4 men had dug tunnels through air vents with sharpened 

spoons, fashioned lifelike dummy heads to fool the guards, 

and stitched together a makeshift raft and life preservers 

from raincoats donated by other inmates. 

3 of the 4 made it off the island. The 4th was left behind, 

having been delayed in demolishing the false wall which hid 

his tunnel (because he had used cement to keep the crum-

bling wall together, and then had trouble breaking through 

it). 

The 3 escapees were never found. While the official report 

has the men as having drowned, various bits of evidence in-

stead indicate that they successfully got away. The 1979 

movie Escape from Alcatraz depicts the episode, albeit with 

theatrical flourish. 

Owing to physical deterioration of the facility, Alcatraz 

was closed in 1963; its function as the depository of men bet-

ter off dead continued at the federal penitentiary in Marion, 

Illinois. 

 

During World War 2, federal prisons became factories for 

the war effort, as well as the residence of those who conscien-

tiously objected to the war, at a time when 2nd-guessing the 

wisdom of political leaders was an imprisonable offense. This 

forced labor was a continuation of common past practice in 
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American prisons, albeit with more regimentation at the 

time. 

For the 1st time in American history, in Johnson v. Dye 

(1949) a federal court recognized that prison was, in of itself, 

"cruel and unusual punishment." The belated acknowledg-

ment did little good. Provoked by the brutality of guards, 

lousy food, and low living in general, the American prison 

system was shaken by a series of riots in the early 1950s.  

Despite the uproar, nothing was done. Meanwhile, the 

courts continued to imprison offenders at an appalling rate. 

Life is at best barren and futile, at worst unspeakably brutal 
and degrading. To be sure, the offenders are incapacitated from 
committing further crimes while serving their sentences, but the 
conditions in which they live are the poorest possible prepara-
tion for their successful reentry into society, and often merely 
reinforce in them a pattern of manipulation or destructiveness. 
~ report to the President on the state of US prisons by the Na-
tional Council on Crime and Delinquency (1966) 

For the next half century, the greatest change came in the 

technology employed to keep the overcrowded penal popula-

tions subdued. The deadening routine remained constant, as 

did the atmosphere of fear and sporadic violence. 

While power ultimate lies with prison authorities, imme-

diate power within prison belongs to the prisoners. Thus 

arose acute problems with discipline and safety from prison 

gangs, which began to have a significant cultural presence 

beginning in the 1960s. These gangs, linked to outside street 

gangs, are welded by loyalty to religious and/or racial senti-

ments: a powerful bond. Inside, gangs determine discipline 

and pecking order in large, overcrowded, understaffed pris-

ons. 

Partly from the influence of prison gangs, and partly from 

overcrowding, it became difficult to protect weak or socially 

isolated prisoners; hence arose the need for 'protective custo-

dy' within prison. Commonly some 10% of the prison popula-

tion is keep in near-solitary confinement simply because the 

guards are not the ones keeping order. 

In the 2010s, the federal government, led by Republicans, 

refused to fund prisons with sufficient staff. Riots became a 

sporadic feature of larger prisons throughout the country, 
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with their timing determined by the dominant gangs. While 

the list of complaints by rioting prisoners is always the same 

– bad food, inadequate health care, unfair punishments, lack 

of rehabilitative programs – the real causes are social ten-

sions and idleness. Invariably the intended targets of vio-

lence in these riots are other prisoners. 

Though the government keeps no reliable statistics, the 

torture and abuse of inmates by prison guards is a regular 

feature of American incarceration. Use of force to quell the 

slightest insubordination is the policy of many US prisons. 

Rikers Island prison in New York has a long history of meting 

out medieval atrocities to inmates. Rikers' legacy may be 

egregious, but it is by no means alone. 

 

From the 1970s for the next 40 years, virtually every aspect 
of the punishment system, from the way people were processed 
before trial to the way people were confined after conviction, 
grew harder. Thresholds of punitiveness people never thought 
our democracy would ever have became official policy: life 
without parole and death penalties for young people; lengthy 
detention before trial; humiliation and long periods of extreme 
isolation during confinement; decades behind bars for minor 
thefts and possession of drugs. ~ American criminologists Todd 
Clear & Natasha Frost 

The crime rate shot up over a decade before the imprison-

ment rate began its ascent. Befitting a rigged economy, the 

great majority of crimes are economic: 10 times the rate of 

violent crime. 

The framing of the crime problem as requiring an all-out 
"war" in response has had lasting consequences. The various 
war metaphors that have been used to characterize the neces-
sary response to crime problems for at least the past 4 decades 
are important in that they served to legitimize the anything-goes 
approach that drove penal policy over that period. These wars 
also notably contributed to the increasing racial divide in pun-
ishment. ~ Natasha Frost & Todd Clear 

From the last overall crime peak in 1994, crime rates 

have fallen. Incarceration rates did not follow the downward 
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trend. The hardened criminalization system did not respon-

sively soften. 

Mental illness is often treated as a crime in America. ~ Amer-
ican criminologists Mary Looman & John Carl 

From 1980 to 2000, imprisonment for nonviolent crimes 

tripled. For drug offenses, the increase was 11-fold. Overall, 

the country's incarceration rate quadrupled.*  

The fact that the United States, with less than 5% of the 
world’s population, incarcerates 25% of the world's prisoners is 
largely due to mandatory minimum sentences. ~ American ju-
rist Shira Scheindlin 

In several states, law enforcement now charges with mur-

der those who took illegal drugs with someone who overdoses 

and dies. Such cruelty helps keep the prisons well stocked. 

 
* 97% of federal inmates and 67% of state prisoners were convicted 

of nonviolent crimes. Well over half of those languishing in mu-

nicipal and county jails are innocent of the crimes they are ac-

cused of; most there are awaiting trial. 

Violent Crime Rate 

US Imprisonment Rate 
(sentences >1 year) 

1970 1950 1930 1990 2010 

0.5% 

0.1% 

0.25% 

0.7% 
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This increase in arrests and imprisonments, accompanied by 
longer sentences, even as crime has dropped, is a sign that our 
society has become progressively more punitive, because we 
have made a collective decision to increase the rate of 
punishment, especially for blacks. It is impossible to reconcile 
this situation with the basic rights granted in the constitution.  
~ American penologist Ernest Drucker 

The US has over ~3,300 prisoners serving life sentences 

for such crimes as snitching someone's sack lunch, petty 

shoplifting, trying to cash a stolen check, siphoning petrol 

from a truck, or stealing tools from a shed. Most of these pu-

nitions were meted out by the federal government. Over 80% 

of the inmates so sentenced are black men. 

I'm being buried alive at a slow pace. ~ American inmate 
Ronald Washington, a black man, serving a life sentence for 
shoplifting 2 sports jerseys worth $90 as a teenager 

The US is virtually alone in its willingness to sentence nonvi-
olent offenders to die behind bars. ~ American human rights 
scholar Jennifer Turner 

70% of those in local US jails have not been convicted of 

any crime. They languish there only because they are poor 

and powerless. The number of Americans who may be inno-

cent but are indefinitely incarcerated is larger than the 

prison populations of most other countries. 

Imprisonment in the US is a for-profit industry that aims 

to sustain high incarceration rates. The prison-industrial 

complex has tremendous political clout.  

The privatization of prisons in the US as a supposed cost-

saving measure has instead been a subsidy to corporate jail-

ors which has cost the government more money than if it ran 

incarceration itself. 

There's a perception that the private sector is always going to 
do it more efficiently and less costly. But there really isn't much 
out there that says that's correct. ~ American political scientist 
Russ Van Vleet 

For one, private prisons restrict the inmates they hold to 

those who are healthy, leaving the expensive dregs to the 

state. 
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It's cherry-picking. They leave the most expensive prisoners 
with taxpayers and take the easy prisoners. ~ American politi-
cian Chad Campbell 

In 2016, the federal government initiated an end to using 

private prisons, after an investigation found them drastically 

more unsafe than government-run facilities. With few excep-

tions, states have not followed suit. 

Private prisons simply do not provide the same level of cor-
rectional services, programs, and resources; they do not save 
substantially on costs; and they do not maintain the same of 
safety and security. Bottom line, I'd also say, you get what you 
pay for. ~ US Deputy Attorney General Sally Yates 

Laws to lessen imprisonment are frequently defeated by 

those with an economic interest in keeping people locked up. 

In California in 2008, the prison guards' union helped defeat 

a bill that would have aided those with drug addiction rather 

than sending them to prison for long terms. 

Only budget crises in many states has resulted in a slight 

decline in prison populations. At $28,000 a year to keep an 

inmate incarcerated, prisons represent a significant financial 

drain that lessens funds to other priorities, including educa-

tion and health care. 

The United States today is the only country that spends more 
on prisons than police, and only in recent history. ~ American 
criminologist Lawrence Sherman 

In 2013, 2.2 million Americans were incarcerated: 25% of 

the world's prison population, in a country with only 4.4% of 

the world's people. 58% of those incarcerated were black or 

Hispanic. Though only 3% of the US population, young blacks 

and Hispanics comprise 30% of those imprisoned. These are, 

by and large, men unable to find decent employment. 

America's criminal justice system has deteriorated to the 
point that it is a national disgrace. Its irregularities and inequities 
cut against the notion that we are a society founded on funda-
mental fairness. Our failure to address this problem has caused 
the nation's prisons to burst their seams with massive over-
crowding, even as our neighborhoods have become more dan-
gerous. We are wasting billions of dollars and diminishing 
millions of lives. ~ American politician Jim Webb in 2009 
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People are celebrating the stabilization of the prison popula-
tion in recent years, but the scale of mass incarceration is so 
substantial that meaningful reduction is not going to happen by 
tinkering around the edges. ~ American criminal justice advo-
cate Marc Mauer in 2016 

Imprisonment is an epidemic among the urban poor. In 

some communities, over 90% of families are afflicted.  

Crime rates in communities with high incarceration rates can 
be traced directly to increases in imprisonment. In other words, 
what started out as a punishment for crime – prison – has now 
become a source of the very crime it seeks to control. Massive 
levels of arrest and imprisonment damage the social bonds that 
sustain life, especially for poor communities. By corroding or 
destroying social capital, mass incarceration sets up a perverse 
relationship: punishment leads to increased crime, as it replaces 
the moral mechanisms of family and community. These are the 
forces that normally function to assert social control, over young 
males especially, by the use of non-coercive means involving 
family and community. ~ Ernest Drucker 

The social effects of incarceration are harrowing. 2/3rds 

of the American families with a loved one in prison struggle 

to meet basic needs. 83% of those with their partner incarcer-

ated are women. 20% have to borrow money to make ends 

meet. Court costs average 1 year's income. 70% of those fam-

ilies are caring for children under 18 years of age. 

The US spends ~$80 billion on incarceration every year. 

This is a small fraction of what it costs American society, 
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which is estimated at ~$1 trillion annually: 11 times what it 

costs to keep people locked up. 

Every dollar in incarceration generates additional social costs. 
More than half of the costs are borne by families, children and 
community members who have committed no crime. While 
these costs do not appear on government budgets, they do re-
duce the aggregate welfare of society. ~ American criminal jus-
tice scholar Carrie Pettus-Davis 

Owing to discrimination once set free, the possibility that 

imprisonment might bear reformative fruit has proven im-

possible. Prison deeply scars prospects for a decent life.  

Punishment by incarceration operates like a chronic disease 
to systematically incapacitate individuals, wounding them phys-
ically and psychologically while in prison and disabling them 
for a future of successful participation in American life. Mass 
imprisonment leaves a trail of psychological, social, and eco-
nomic damage affecting entire populations where incarceration 
has become normative, creating a chronic condition affecting 
millions over a long span of time. ~ Ernest Drucker 

79% of women getting out of prison have been unable to 

afford housing. 67% of former prisoners are unable to find 

regular employment 5 years after being released. 

67% of former prisoners would have liked to return to 

school and improve their employment potential, but only 27% 

are able to. 25% are barred from educational loans because of 

their conviction. 20% are denied public health benefits.  

Hence, recidivism is high. 2/3rds of discharged prisoners 

are back behind bars within 3 years. 

Despite its enormity and great significance for tens of millions 
of our citizens, America's mass incarceration remains largely in-
visible. Denial is the norm for the public at large, even in the 
face of the profound effects imprisonment has on the lives of so 
many American families. Compared to the burning issues of the 
day, mass imprisonment is only a marginal political issue at 
best. ~ Ernest Drucker 

 

The rate of incarceration worldwide varies tremendously. 

The Cubans, Russians, and Iranians imprison many political 

dissidents, ratcheting their prisoner count. In Iran, under 
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Sharia law, dissidence includes moral infractions that are not 

crimes in Western nations.  

In Israel, being Palestinian is practically political dissi-

dence in itself – an imagined infraction that readily lands 

young men in prison. Nearly 40% of Israeli inmates are 

noncitizens. 

The US and South Africa imprison enormous numbers of 

blacks, albeit for different reasons. The majority population 

in South Africa is black, and South Africa is rife with vio-

lence, both economic and physical. By contrast, the US dis-

proportionately imprisons blacks because it is a racist state.  

The American prison system is designed to be oppressive.  
~ American political activist Angela Hanks 

The numbers for imprisonment for South Africa in the 

graph are misleadingly low. They do not include the tens of 

thousands that languish for up to 5 or more years in pretrial 

detention: held before trail because they either cannot make 

bail or were denied bail. South Africa's court system has mas-

sive backlogs. The US is only marginally better for the indi-

gent. 

Many of these incarcerated South Africans may be inno-

cent. While imprisoned, none are allowed the basic services 

available to sentenced inmates: no library books, no visits 

from social workers, not even recreational items. 
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 Japan  

You weren't free to do anything except breathe the air.  
~ Toshio Oriyama, former Japanese restaurant owner and 22-
year prison inmate for a wrongful murder conviction 

Like the rest of the country, Japan's prisons are strikingly 

safe, clean, and orderly – and as quiet as retirement homes. 

Yet reformers claim that Japan's jails are among world's cru-

elest for the psychological toll they take on inmates. 

Eye contact with jailors is often forbidden; when permit-

ted, it must be accompanied by a smiling demeanor. Talking 

is banned for much of the day; reading only sometimes al-

lowed. The compulsory work can be mind-numbing: folding 

pieces of paper into 8 and unfolding them, for instance. 

Solitary confinement is the penalty for a slight infraction. 

Death-row inmates await their demise in solitary, sometimes 

for many years, never knowing when they will be executed. 

Ordinary Japanese are either unaware or untroubled by 

their penal system. The media generally portray judges' ver-

dicts as "the voice of heaven." The Japanese tend to mentally 

put themselves in the shoes of crime victims, not suspects. 

There is scant civic pressure for prison reform. 

 The Purpose of Prison  

The original justification for prison may well have been 

incapacitation: the removal of an offender from the commu-

nity. To this extent, prison reduces crime. But extensive re-

search in different countries fails to correlate increasing the 

rate of imprisonment with reducing the rate of crime.  

Further, the effect in modern application is often more 

excessive than it is significant. Incorrigible outliers aside, 

male proclivity to violence is a function of biology: flourishing 

in early manhood, then waning in the early 30s until largely 

extinguished around 35. 

It is difficult to attribute prison with a deterrent effect, 

especially considering the massive numbers that languish 

within their walls in this day and age. The threat of incarcer-

ation may deter some, while in others it simply confirms 

criminal identity. 
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No punishment has ever possessed enough power of deter-
rence to prevent the commission of crimes. On the contrary, 
whatever the punishment, once a specific crime has appeared 
for the first time, its reappearance is more likely than its initial 
emergence could ever have been. ~ Hannah Arendt 

Sadly, one sure statement may be made about requital: 

whatever practices are followed by a society at any time, a 

majority of the citizenry feel them too lenient. Criminal acts 

are matched by a brutal lack of empathy in the hearts of the 

populace, especially those with a religiously righteous bent. 

Sanctimony is easier than compassion.  

A just and necessary punishment must never exclude the di-
mension of hope and the goal of rehabilitation. ~ Pope Francis 
in 2015 

More folk than just the Pope find it eminently sensible 

that the duration of punishment be a period of reformation. 

But prison simply does not fulfill that essential function at 

any level: psychologically, socially, or educationally. Incar-

ceration cannot reform; it can only institutionalize and em-

bitter. 

It is hard to train for freedom in a cage. ~ New Zealander 

criminologist Norval Morris & David Rothman 

The social justification for retribution in the form of im-

prisonment is that, in its absence, wronged individuals are 

prone to extract disproportionate revenge. Such vigilantism 

runs counter to the state's interest in monopolizing violence. 

This has nothing to do with justice. 

Talionic law originated as a restraint on punishment; 

best understood not as "an eye for an eye," but as "only an eye 

for an eye." The appropriate quantum of punishment is not 

easily assessed. 

If suffering is the retributive goal, then prison is by far 

the most expensive option. The corporeal punishments com-

mon in medieval times were more immediate, better suited 

to the purpose, and considerably cheaper. 

Economic crimes are largely the product of an inequitable 

society. If an unjust regime is to dish out further injustice to 

those deemed undeserving of a decent living, bring back in-

dentured servitude for economic crimes when the offender 
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cannot afford the fine for his transgression; quite fitting for 

an economic regime based on a ruthless market system. 

Scandinavian countries run their prisons as a "factory 

with a fence," as described approvingly by a US supreme 

court chief justice. There is a grim history of profiting off 

prison labor, from the chain gangs of the antebellum South 

to the labor camps in contemporary China.  

In the quarries and salt mines of the ancient world, on 

the galleys plying the Mediterranean, to the Soviet gulags, 

prisoners were slave labor, worked to death. Nowhere was 

this brutal purpose more effectively realized than in Nazi 

concentration camps, with the mendacious motto "Work 

Makes You Free." 

The state profiting from crime is nothing more than a 

mockery of retributive justice. There is nothing just in slav-

ery, which is what prison labor is. 

 

The rhetoric of imprisonment and the reality of the cage are 
often in stark contrast. Western societies carry expectations of 
prison that are unreal and contradictory. ~ Norval Morris & 
David Rothman 

The failure of modern societies to take care of its peoples 

culminates with the profusion of prisons that dot every coun-

try. That crime is tolerated and then punished by extended 

incarceration damningly demonstrates the cruel inanity of 

injustice pervading humanity. 

Prison embodies the mightiest power that the state exer-

cises over its populace in peacetime. Extensive and prolonged 

incarceration, as is common, especially in the United States, 

demonstrates deep-seated moral corruption.  

Prisons under authoritarian regimes not only incarcerate 

criminals, they also serve as silencers of political dissent. The 

US and other democratic countries do so too, albeit to a lesser 

extent. 

Savagery is hard at work in a criminal justice system 

where imprisonment is the norm for a substantial minority 

of the population. Prisons are as logical for criminal justice 

as capitalism has proven itself to be for maintaining eco-

nomic equity and environmental quality. 
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 Criminal System  
The criminal law is society's most drastic tool for regulating 

conduct. When it is used against conduct that a large segment 
of society considers normal, and which is not seriously harmful 
to the interest of others, contempt for the law is encouraged. 
When it is used against conduct that is involuntary and the result 
of illness, such as addiction, the law becomes inhumane. When 
it becomes a means for arbitrary or abusive police conduct, it 
can cause hostility, tension, and violence. One major source of 
crime in the United States is overcriminalization. ~ A Report to 
the National Commission on the Causes and Prevention of Vio-
lence (1970), chaired by American educational administrator 
Milton Eisenhower 

Under the pretense of justice, the modern American crim-

inalization system universally serves to create societal cast-

offs and destitution. Defending oneself against a wrongful 

misdemeanor charge can easily cost up to a year's salary for 

those least able to afford it. The penalty for not doing so can 

be higher. 

In 1974, President Richard Nixon created a federal legal 

services agency to provide free legal assistance to low-income 

people. 70% of those seeking legal help are poor women in 

dire need. The agency's miniscule budget means that half of 

those who need the service are turned away.  

30 cost-benefit analyses all show that legal aid returns far 
more benefits than costs to communities across America.  
~ American lawyer Linda Klein, President of the American Bar 
Association, in 2017 

Republicans since Nixon have opposed government fund-

ing of legal services, miserly and mean-spiritedly arguing 

that helping people in need is not the government's responsi-

bility. These are the same men who have no issue with la-

dling largesse to corporations and the wealthy. 

 Evidence  

Few criminals are apprehended red-handed. Instead, 

someone is brought to dock after an investigative process 

that creates a case from circumstantial evidence, where each 
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evidentiary tidbit is probabilistic at best, and thereby prob-

lematic overall. Most criminal cases hinge on a few pieces of 

evidence, often only a solitary scrap around which a story is 

spun by police and prosecutors hell-bent on getting a convic-

tion. The more heinous the crime, the more determined the 

state is to make someone pay – anyone. 

Eyewitnesses are commonly considered reliable, but that 

is seldom the case. Part of the reason is that the event wit-

nessed was stressful – a time when memory is especially fal-

lible. 

Eyewitness identifications are highly unreliable, especially 
where the witness and the perpetrator are of different races.  
~ Alex Kozinski 

Mistaken eyewitness testimony figures in over 1/3rd of 

wrongful convictions. Yet most American criminal courts 

won't let defendants question the reliability of witnesses or 

instruct juries to be skeptical of eyewitness testimony. 

Fingerprints and other forensic evidence are not nearly 

as reliable as commonly construed, including DNA evidence, 

which is easily contaminated. Faulty forensics is estimated 

to account for almost half of all wrongful convictions. Crime 

labs around the country are known to be sloppy, with fraud 

aplenty. Such shoddiness is not in the past – it is ongoing. 

The absence of oversight in forensic science is alarming.  

~ American criminologist Jessica Henry 

The Justice Department and FBI have formally acknowledged 
that nearly every examiner in an elite FBI forensic unit gave 
flawed testimony in almost all trials in which they offered evi-
dence against criminal defendants over more than a 2-decade 
period before 2000. ~ American investigative journalist Spen-
cer Hsu 

In 2004, the FBI announced it had "a 100% match" on a 

fingerprint in a terrorist bombing in Madrid, Spain. The FBI 

conceded its error only after Spanish investigators linked the 

print to someone else. 

Other fields of forensic expertise, long accepted by the courts 
as largely infallible, such as bloodstain pattern identification, 
foot and tire print identification and ballistics have been the sub-
ject of considerable doubt. Some fields of forensic expertise are 
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built on nothing but guesswork and false common sense.  
~ Alex Kozinski 

Even confessions can't be counted on. Someone suffi-

ciently stressed will admit anything to gain relief. The harsh 

interrogation tactics police use to elicit statements which will 

be taken for a confession even when they are not. 

Innocent people do confess with surprising regularity. ~ Alex 

Kozinski 

Police falsify or plant evidence as a regular practice. They 

also conceal evidence which indicates innocence, as do prose-

cutors as a matter of course. All the way around, crime is a 

crooked business in the US. 

There are countless documented cases where innocent peo-
ple have spent decades behind bars because the police manip-
ulated or concealed evidence. There are countless ways in 
which prosecutors can prejudice the fact-finding process and 
undermine a defendant's right to a fair trial. ~ Alex Kozinski 

 Wrongful Convictions  

The supreme court's recent emphasis on shielding public of-
ficials and federal and local law enforcement means many indi-
viduals who suffer a constitutional deprivation will have no 
redress. ~ American jurist Jack Weinstein 

The 21st-century Republican supreme court has seen fit 

to deny appeal (habeas corpus) to prisoners who were 

wrongly convicted, and to deny that prosecutors and police be 

held accountable for brutality and injustice. 

The collapse of habeas corpus as a remedy for even the most 
glaring of constitutional violations ranks among the greater 
wrongs of our legal era. Habeas corpus has been transformed 
over the past two decades from a vital guarantor of liberty into 
an instrument for ratifying the power of state courts to disregard 
the protections of the constitution. Along with so many other 
judicial tools meant to safeguard the powerless, enforce consti-
tutional rights, and hold the government accountable, habeas 
has been slowly eroded by a series of recent supreme court rul-
ings that aim ultimately at eliminating that judicial method of 
protecting individual rights. Understand that most of our current 
habeas law is the product of choices, many of them seriously 
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ill-advised, made by a deeply conservative Court. ~ American 
jurist Stephen Reinhardt 

It is impossible to know the number of wrongful convic-

tions for any country, as they are discovered only after excru-

ciating effort and a plaint court admitting its mistake; but 

the known numbers are chilling. In the US, over 4% (1 in 25) 

of defendants sentenced to death in the US were wrongfully 

convicted. There were at least 3.2 wrongful felony convictions 

per week in 2016. 

Those numbers are surely far lower than actuality, as 

they represent only those wrongly convicted which the court 

reluctantly recognized; not those wrongly convicted who 

could not manage to chart a recourse.  

Most of those accused cannot afford to defend themselves, 

and so take the deal that a district attorney offers. This is 

especially common in misdemeanor cases. 

The mean time served for exonerated felons is 14 years. 

Many spend several decades rotting in prison before the evil 

of a vile system comes undone.  

Most wrongfully convicted are stuck with their dismal 

fate. In the US, millions are behind bars only for the crime of 

being in the wrong place at the wrong time, or for having the 

wrong personal contacts; or, more simply, for awry court 

management. 

Courts use software to keep track of those of who entered 

the criminal system and the status of their cases. Errors are 

so common that several hundreds of people a day are arrested 

and charged because of incomplete or wrong data entry cou-

pled to a faulty computer program that turns innocent people 

into criminals by facilely flipping bits. 

In Brady v. Maryland (1963), the supreme court decreed 

that prosecutors must disclose all evidence favorable to the 

accused. Since then, in 75% of cases resulting in exoneration, 

prosecutors were found responsible for the wrongful convic-

tions. 

Unlike public defenders and court-appointed attorneys, 

prosecutors have all the funds and resources needed to do 

their job. Wrongful convictions do not stem from a lack of 
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wherewithal. Instead, they emanate from base immorality 

and lack of accountability. 

A big problem with prosecutors is that they get vested in win-
ning rather than in what is right. ~ American district attorney 
Sarah Wolf 

Prosecutors operate under absolute immunity. In failing 

to own up to their mistakes, and covering them up when nec-

essary, prosecutors protect their own careers. They do so at 

the cost of others' lives. 

Within the past decade the sense that wrongful convictions 
regularly occur, that they result from structural flaws in the crim-
inal justice system, has gained a foothold in the legal and crim-
inal justice communities. ~ American professor of criminal 
justice Marvin Zalman in 2012 

In the years since Marvin Zalman's study, little has been 

done to improve the American criminalization system: the 

state continues to inflict untold unjust harm.  

 

Recompense for exoneration varies by state. 19 states do 

not make amends for their grievous mistakes. The illicitly 

convicted must try to claw some compensation through civil 

litigation: an expensive and seldom successful process. 

Of the 31 states which provide compensation for wrongful 

conviction, payments vary considerably. Texas pays $80,000 

for every year incarcerated. Meanwhile, miserly Wisconsin 

shells out only $5,000 per annum for being unethically 

parked in prison. 

 

Anyone released from prison faces greater discrimination 

than before they went in. There is no way someone convicted 

of a serious crime can repay their supposed debt to society. 

The stigma is indelible. 

Hence, criminalization is essentially a prolonged state act 

of terror. Its infliction is overwhelmingly on society's under-

class and serves to perpetuate social stratification. 
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The criminal justice system's differential treatment of domi-
nants and subordinates is clearly systematic and essentially in-
separable from the expression of group-based power. ~ English 
psychologist Jim Sidanius & American social psychologist Feli-
cia Pratto 

 Synopsis  

Law is born from despair of human nature. ~ Spanish phi-
losopher José Ortega y Gasset 

➢ Rule of law theoretically aims at administration of equi-

table justice. It rarely works that way. Instead, stratified 

power is felt through the 'justice' system, with punish-

ment mostly meted out to minorities and underclass mis-

creants. In much of the world, rule of law is a ruse for 

punishment à la plutocracy. 

Laws are always useful to those who possess and vexatious 
to those who have nothing. ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

➢ In all but a few countries, the criminal justice system is 

but a misnomer for a criminalization system. Corrupt po-

lice states are the norm worldwide. 

Police 

Acts of police brutality are not only crimes against the indi-
vidual victim, but also are attacks on the communities in 
which they occur. ~ American district attorney Kenneth 
Thompson 

➢ In their performance of ostensible law enforcement, 

American police have been stunningly counter-productive 

to societal interests by creating more crime than they 

solve, especially violent crime at their own hands. Amer-

ican police egregiously exemplify the core problem of civ-

ilization: acceptance of violence, especially economic and 

physical. 
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Courts 

For my friends, anything. For my enemies, the law. ~ Pe-
ruvian politician Óscar Benevides 

➢ There are 2 methods for establishing the rules of law: civil 

law and common law. While both rely upon laws, the com-

mon law system is accretive of judicial rulings, whereas 

the statutory system is largely legislative. Britain and the 

United States course with common law, whereas Ger-

many practices civil law.  

➢ Depending upon the legal regime, the judiciary takes a 

certain participatory role: investigator or referee. In an 

inquisitorial system, judges actively investigate the facts. 

Under the adversarial system, judges act as the umpire 

for legal combatants. Inquisitorial systems are typically 

employed in civil law countries, whereas adversarial ad-

judication is commonly used in common law countries, 

with some exception depending upon the proceeding. The 

inquisitorial system directly aims at getting to the truth, 

whereas the adversarial system only does so indirectly. 

➢ Court power varies by country. One factor in a judiciary's 

power is its independence, which is an outgrowth of tra-

dition and the nation's constitution. Chinese courts, for 

example, are weak because they are ultimately beholden 

to the all-powerful communist party. In contrast, German 

courts are strong by dint of the country's history, consti-

tution, and commitment to judicial integrity. 

➢ Armed with a lame constitution, the US employs an in-

herited common law regime which, coupled with sloppy 

legislative practices, empowers courts with far more dis-

cretionary authority than if laws were redolent with de-

tail, as in Germany. 

➢ Partisanly conservative, the American judiciary capri-

ciously succors the police state and corporate interests. 

Wherever law ends, tyranny begins. ~ John Locke 
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Punishment 

Punishment is just legalized crime. ~ Indian guru Nisar-
gadatta Maharaj 

➢ Punishment for crimes has varied widely throughout his-

tory. Much of it has been barbarity which typifies human 

callousness. That exercise remains unabated.  

➢ Extended incarceration is a societal illness of injustice 

which illustrates the moral corruption of modern man. 

The law must be seen as a mechanism by which the rights 
and privileges of dominant groups are protected, and the 
continued subordination of weaker groups is enforced and 
maintained. Because the instruments of state power are 
disproportionately manned and controlled by dominants, the 
net results of the legal system are the substantial 
overrepresentation of subordinates within the prisons, 
dungeons, and gallows of all surplus-producing social 
systems. ~ Jim Sidanius & Felicia Pratto 

 

As soon as laws are necessary for men, they are no longer 
fit for freedom. ~ Pythagoras 



 

 Governance  
If the misery of the poor be caused not by the laws of Nature, 

but by our institutions, great is our sin. ~ Charles Darwin 

600 years ago, people did not think of themselves as being 

in a nation. Most lived on subsistence farms, intimately con-

nected to the nearby village, not caring much about the world 

beyond. 

European states began to coalesce from the 14th century, 

as kings claimed greater power and tightened their control 

over territories. It was not until the early 19th century that 

states were established in the form with which we are now so 

familiar.  

Even the educated elite were not much impressed with 

state-building until well into the 18th century. Most writers 

and correspondents tended to think of themselves as primar-

ily part of a cosmopolitan European world rather than be-

longing to a particular nationality. 

The kings creating states often had family ties that took 

priority over their political ambitions. The German monarchs 

who came to power in England in the early 18th century 

could not even speak English, so they married locally. During 

the Great War it was an embarrassment to the British royal 

house that the Kaiser of Germany was their cousin, so much 

so that they changed their name from Hanover to Windsor. 

Military matters were not nationalized until late in the 

state-building era. Foreign mercenaries played a key role in 

most wars. English soldiers might be hired by a French king 

to fight the English, and vice versa. During the American 

Revolution, the king of England hired Hessians (German 

troops) to fight the uppity colonialists. 

The invention of the modern nation-state was polished off 

by Napoléon in the early 19th century: wedding the passion 

of the French Revolution to an efficient bureaucracy and ac-

tive army. The resulting state was nearly invincible, and it 

succeeded in conquering much of Europe. Its power partly de-

rived from an army that for the first time fought not only for 

themselves, but for their country: France. Though Napoléon 
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was eventually defeated, his demonstration of what a state 

could achieve meant politics would never be the same. 

While Europe and North America had evolved into mod-

ern states by the early 19th century, most other peoples in 

the world lived under a variety of looser polities, like those in 

the European Middle Ages. Colonialism brought the concepts 

of state to them. 

As imperialism waned in the wake of wars among the em-

pire builders, leaders in the former colonies, almost all hav-

ing been educated in Europe, adopted the state model under 

which their people had been oppressed. 

Taxes were nothing new, but modern states squeezed 

hard: taking so much as to impoverish workers in the lower 

class.*  

No government can exist without taxation. The grand art con-

sists of levying so as not to oppress. ~ Frederick the Great 

Meanwhile, the converse – the state giving rather than 

just taking – was something that emerged only from crisis. 

Welfare states in most countries only began to evolve in the 

wake of the Great Depression.  

Power has only one duty: to secure the social welfare of the 

people. ~ English politician Benjamin Disraeli 

Despite the ongoing failure of the market system to pro-

vide full employment and decent wages for workers, the 

state's active participation in correcting capitalism's deficien-

cies remains controversial in many countries, especially the 

United States. 

America's democracy is at a breaking point. Voters are less 
engaged, and signs of institutional decay point to a political sys-
tem increasingly unable to tackle the economic challenges.  
~ Zambian-born American economist Dambisa Moyo 

The rules are rigged because the rich and powerful have 
bought and paid for too many politicians. Two sets of rules: one 
for the wealthy and the well-connected. And one for everybody 

 
* The median tax rate on wages in developed countries is 34%. The 

average tax burden on Western European workers is over 40%. 

Belgians pay 55%; Austrians, Germans, and Hungarians 49%. 
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else. Two sets of rules: one for white families. And one for eve-
rybody else. That's how a rigged system works. ~ Elizabeth 
Warren in 2018 on US governance 

 

Government! 3/4ths parasitic and the other 1/4th stupid 
fumbling. ~ American science fiction writer Robert Heinlein 

Societies act as multicellular organisms. The nucleus of 

each social organism is the state: the political organelle that 

controls the organism to meet its own needs, not the needs of 

the citizens which are its responsibility. 

Politicians come and go, but the problems they have created 
for their people remain. ~ Donald Tusk 

The state always exhibits the same characteristics, vary-

ing only by degrees: limiting public expressions against its 

rule, taking rent from its citizenry, providing a modicum of 

services to pacific and preserve legitimacy. Whatever else it 

does, the state ultimately serves its own survival – all other 

priorities are secondary. 

 Failed States  

The nature of state failure varies from place to place, some-
times dramatically. Failure and weakness can flow from a na-
tion's geographical, physical, historical, and political 
circumstances, such as colonial errors and Cold War policy mis-
takes. More than structural or institutional weaknesses, human 
agency is also culpable, usually in a fatal way. Destructive de-
cisions by individual leaders have almost always paved the way 
to state failure. ~ American historian Robert Rotberg 

State-building is a prolonged exercise in establishing the 

institutions necessary for governance, particularly the mili-

tary means to secure territory, policing to maintain peace, 

judicial administration, and tax collection to support govern-

ance. Legitimacy in the eyes of the governed is also essential. 

Most countries that fall apart do so not with a bang but with 
a whimper. They fail not in an explosion of war and violence 
but by being utterly unable to take advantage of their society's 
huge potential, condemning their citizens to a lifetime of pov-
erty. This failure is by design. These states collapse because they 
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are ruled by "extractive" economic institutions which are not in 
place by mistake but on purpose. They're there for the benefit 
of elites who gain much from the extraction -- whether in the 
form of valuable minerals, forced labor, or protected monopo-
lies -- at the expense of society. Of course, such elites benefit 
from rigged political institutions too, wielding their power to tilt 
the system for their benefit. ~ Turkish American economist Da-
ron Acemoglu & English political scientist James Robinson 

To put it mildly, constructing a state is problematic; and 

so, as products of war, tribalism, or an exploitative elite, mod-

ern history is littered with failed states.  

The heaviest concentration of failed states is in Africa, 

where the legacy of colonialism did not birth decent govern-

ance. Southwestern Asia also has more than its share of 

failed states, owing to Islam being a factionalized religion fer-

vently followed by hotheads. 

As part of its war of terror, the United States invaded Af-

ghanistan in 2001 and Iraq in 2003. Both countries were 

quickly conquered by the overwhelming military power ap-

plied. In both instances, the occupation that followed proved 

stupid fumbling. As the United States lacks the skill and pa-

tience for state-building, both Afghanistan and Iraq became 

failed states. 

Before the US invasion, Iraq had been a dictatorship un-

der Saddam Hussein. Decapitating Iraq's leadership and dis-

mantling its military led to a failed state, owing to corruption 

and Islamic warlordism.  

Afghanistan had been a monarchy until 1973, when a mil-

itary coup overthrew it. Political turmoil ensued.  

The Soviets invaded in 1979, and malignantly lingered 

for a decade, unable to overcome local resistance. A political 

vacuum was left when the Soviets withdrew. Their puppet 

government was unable to attain legitimacy.  

The Afghani mujahedeen who won the war of attrition 

were warlords, not state builders. Afghanistan became a 

failed state. The US simply stirred the political rubble for a 

time with their own prolonged Soviet-style occupation. Af-

ghanistan was a failed state when the US romped in and dis-

integrated as the US lingered with its useless troops.  



 Governance  537 
 

 Taxation  
In this world nothing can be said to be certain, except death 

and taxes. ~ Benjamin Franklin 

Nothing demonstrates the parasitic nature of govern-

ment as well as taxation. In all countries, governments at 

every level mercilessly tax the populace. 

At all times taxes affect the distribution of well-being because 
they are the principal means by which the cost of government 
is assigned to citizens. ~ American economist and tax policy 
maven Len Burman 

In the United States, federal tax collection is handled by 

the Internal Revenue Service (IRS). States, counties, and mu-

nicipalities also nick slices out of workers' pocketbooks. The 

story is much the same in other nations. 

America is a land of taxation that was founded to avoid taxa-
tion. ~ Canadian educator Laurence Peter 

A tax is progressive if its levies are at least proportionate 

to income or wealth. Conversely, a regressive tax takes a 

greater percentage from those less well-off: the poor pay pro-

portionately more. 

The power to tax involves the power to destroy. ~ John Mar-
shall 

No modern tax system is progressive. Instead, most are 

quite regressive. 

The tax collector must love poor people; he's creating so 
many of them. ~ American columnist Bill Vaughan 

As the poor spend a much greater percentage of their in-

comes on goods than the wealthy, sales taxes are regressive. 

So-called sin taxes – such as on alcohol and tobacco – are 

regressive, as self-medication is more popular with the poor 

than the rich. Low rates of capital gains and inheritance (es-

tate) taxes are grossly regressive, as they disproportionately 

benefit the wealthy, who make money with money and pass 

the proceeds on to their offspring. Low estate taxes greatly 

facilitate sustaining the plutocracy which characterizes the 

US and other countries. 
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Regressive taxation plays a role in early mortality, dropping 
out of high school, out-of-wedlock births, and crime rates (for 
property and violent crime). Over time, the more the poor are 
taxed, the worse these outcomes look. ~ American sociologists 
Katherine Newman & Rourke O'Brien 

With its ersatz system of resource allocation, capitalism 

generates enormous inequities. Governmental tax systems 

come nowhere near leveling the playing field; quite the con-

trary. 

Concentration of wealth leads to undue political influence, 
which produces unfair tax policies and encourages corrupt prac-
tices. ~ Oxfam International 

 

In 2017, along with passing a $1.5 trillion tax cut for the 

rich, the Trump administration used private tax collectors to 

target the poor, following a law which Republicans had 

passed in 2015 that Democratic President Barack Obama re-

fused to use. The program pushes the poor into penury, and 

costs far more than it recovers. Meantime, the Republican-

controlled Congress balked at sufficiently funding the IRS to 

do its job. 

The IRS doesn't have enough employees to provide basic tax-
payer service. ~ American tax maven Nina Olson in 2018 

 

Billionaires and big corporations decided they wanted more 
of the pie and they enlisted politicians to cut them a fatter slice. 
~ Elizabeth Warren 

With an average annual income of $336 million, the 400 

highest-earning US taxpayers paid a 17% rate in federal 

taxes in 2012; the same rate they would have paid if they had 

made $100,000. In contrast, the average tax on US wages is 

31.5%.*  

The US has 2 different tax systems: one for normal wage-earn-
ers and another for those who can afford sophisticated tax ad-
vice. At the very top of income distribution, the effective tax rate 

 
* Average taxes on workers in the US, UK, Canada, and Japan all 

range 30–35%. The wealthy pay much less percentagewise. 
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goes down, contrary to the principles of a progressive income 
tax system. ~ American tax law professor Victor Fleischer 

Through lobbying and tax lawyers, the super-wealthy in 

America essentially created a parallel tax system: altering 

the tax code, creating loopholes, and setting up complex shel-

ters, trusts, and shell corporations that confound even the 

IRS. 

Why do we call tax expenditures entitlement programs? 

They're tax cuts. ~ Len Burman 

A tax loophole is something that benefits the other guy. If it 
benefits you, it is tax reform. ~ American politician Russell 
Long 

Taxes can offer the opportunity to lessen the inequity in-

herent in the capitalist system. In the US, income inequality 

has historically been around 1/3rd lower after taxes and 

transfers than before them. This has changed dramatically 

in recent decades. Whereas tax policies offset ~60% of the 

change in global inequality between 1985 and 1995, they 

have barely had any impact since then. This owes to the suc-

cess that the rich have had in coopting governments and 

crafting plutocracies. 

Financially, globalization has handsomely enriched the 

wealthy. Through sophisticated tax avoidance implicitly 

sanctioned by states, the elite super-rich are able to hide 

some $25 trillion; a sum equivalent to American, British, and 

Canadian GDP put together. 

There's this notion that the wealthy use their money to buy 
politicians; more accurately, it's that they can buy policy, spe-
cifically tax policy. That's why these egregious loopholes exist, 
and why it's so hard to close them. ~ American political econ-
omist Jared Bernstein 

Corporations have the tax laws written to their ad-

vantage. In the 1950s, corporations ponied up 33% of the tax 

revenues collected by the US government. By 2003, corporate 

tax contribution had dwindled to 7.4%.  

40% of the most profitable companies pay no US federal 

taxes whatsoever. Instead, highly profitable corporations are 

given subsidies and tax rebates. As of 2019, US corporations 
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have over $3 trillion in profits stashed in offshore tax havens, 

lazing as unproductive capital. 

When the biggest companies aren't paying their fair share, 
that means the rest of us are left to pick up the slack. It means 
small business and middle-income families are paying more.  
~ American tax analyst Matthew Gardner 

Through taxation, government works as an amplifier for 

the inequities instilled by capitalism. There is no better proof 

of the systemic corruption of polity than tax policies. 

 Sovereign Debt  

Ancient Greek city-states borrowed money. In the 4th 

century BCE, at least 13 of them bilked their lenders: the 

world's 1st recorded sovereign debt default. Not much has 

changed since. 

Worldwide, governments cannot balance their books. 

Even in good times, states typically spend more than they 

take in. This stems not only from wasteful spending, but also 

from refusal by states to effectively tax corporations and the 

rich their fair share. 

Since 1946, Britain managed to attain a tiny government 

surplus in only 4 years (1998–2001). No French government 
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since 1974 has balanced its budget. Japan's national debt has 

done nothing but soar since 1992, after its artificially inflated 

growth machine crashed. 

While the US federal government tallied surpluses in the 

1920s, late 1940s, 1950s, and for a few years in the late 

1990s, the republic's total annual governmental debt never 

went into surplus, as state budgets ran in the red. When the 

federal government did not dole out to the states, state gov-

ernments had to shell out. 

Germany and Canada have been the only large nations to 

have government surpluses since 2001. Germany's surpluses 

were from prudence; Canada's from a resource exploitation 

boom. 
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Low corporate taxes owe in part to competition between 

states to draw or keep multinational corporations in their ter-

ritory. By this leverage, behemoth corporations extract pref-

erential tax treatment. 

Based upon modeling that ignores actuality, the conven-

tional economic view of sovereign debt is that it saps the pri-

vate sector of financial resources. This simply is not so, as the 

wealthy around the world have huge hoards of money that 

could be productively invested but is instead tucked away to 

avoid taxation. Much of it goes into the relatively safe haven 

of government bonds, which prop up sovereign debt. 

Since the 2008 Great Recession, central banks have been 

practicing "financial repression": holding down bond yields 

by buying sovereign debt, and thus wiping it away. The US 

has been an especially enthusiastic participant to the equiv-

alent of printing money. Normally, such profligacy deflates a 

currency and sends domestic inflation skyward; but, with low 

inflation, and the dollar as the world's reserve currency, the 

US government has been able to indulge itself at no cost. The 

root reason is that tremendous private capital is invested in 

dollars, and so speculation against the benchmark currency 

would be self-destructive if not futile. 

 Social Services  
We the people of the United States, in order to form a more 

perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquility, 
provide for the common defence, promote the general welfare, 
and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, 
do ordain and establish this constitution for the United States of 
America. ~ United States Constitution 

The American constitution's expression of public services 

were facilities that serve the state, foremost being the police 

and military: "insure domestic tranquility, provide for the 

common defence." Like securing "the blessings of liberty," the 

preamble's mention to "promote the general welfare" was 

merely a pleasantry in passing; it came with no enforcement 

article attached. 
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I cannot undertake to lay my finger on that article of the con-
stitution which granted a right to Congress of expending, on ob-
jects of benevolence, the money of their constituents. ~ James 
Madison in 1794 

Madison's statement illustrates the mind-set of the 

founding fathers, in that the American people would have to 

individually find their own way or die trying. Social services 

were not a governmental responsibility. Citizens were to be 

sources of revenue, not "objects of benevolence." This attitude 

was typical, and not only of the time. 

Though the people support the government, the government 
should not support the people. ~ American President Grover 
Cleveland in 1887 

Government's first duty is to protect the people, not run their 
lives. ~ Ronald Reagan in 1981, in an artful turn of phrase for 
advocating a police state without welfare 

 Education  
Education and opinion, which have so vast a power over hu-

man character, should so use that power to establish in the mind 
of every individual an indissoluble association between his own 
happiness and the good of the whole. ~ John Stuart Mill 

Education is the process of acquiring knowledge. 

Knowledge is an accumulation of concepts about the world, 

and associated facts about the concepts. Skill is the practical 

application of knowledge. 

Knowledge is power. ~ English philosopher and statesman 
Francis Bacon 

That knowledge is essential to understanding the world 

and being able to navigate its ecological shoals is obvious. So 

it seems equally clear that education should be a most highly 

prized acquisition for its own sake, as well as for the practical 

benefits that skills confer. 

Education is a fundamental human right. Quality education is 
critical to development both of societies and of individuals, and 
it helps pave the way to a successful and productive future. 
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Education ends generational cycles of poverty and provides a 
foundation for sustainable development. ~ UNICEF* 

 United States  

From a political standpoint, an ill-educated electorate 

represents a danger to democracy in easily being swayed by 

demagoguery. This prospect was so feared by the founders of 

the American republic that they refused to sanction democ-

racy, opting instead for indirect election of senators and the 

president.  

Only those in the lower legislative house were directly 

elected, by an electorate initially limited to male landowners. 

Suffrage for others, women included, was unthinkable to the 

founding fathers. 

Thomas Jefferson saw universal education as "necessary" 

in "rendering the people guardians of their own liberty." 

While Jefferson viewed public education as the only effective 

defense against tyranny, others were more concerned with 

the potential for anarchy and violence by ignorant masses.  

The great bulwark of republican government is the cultivation 
of education; for the right of suffrage cannot be exercised with-
out intelligence. ~ American politician DeWitt Clinton in 1827 

The early American federal government left education as 

a task for the states. While ostensibly recognizing the need, 

state support for public education was tepid in the early re-

public. Only with the extension of voting rights to white 

males of all classes in the early 1800s did universal primary 

education become a concern, but it was not until the mid-19th 

century that public schools became commonplace throughout 

the country.  

On the eve of the Civil War, 70% of children living the 

northern states went to common school: a considerably 

higher percentage than those in the Deep South. Many busi-

nessmen of this era were hostile to the idea of universal pub-

lic education, because it limited the pool of children able to 

 
* UNICEF is the acronym for the United Nations Children's Emer-

gency Fund, a United Nations humanitarian program. 
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work in their factories. More progressive men saw that edu-

cation made economic sense. 

As production moved from skilled artisan work to time-

oriented unskilled factory workers, businessmen demanded 

standards of discipline. Because hard work and punctuality 

were routinely stressed in common school, many employers 

actively supported universal education. 

Workers also embraced education as a way forward in a 

changing world. Artisans were unable to compete with fac-

tory production: a development that doomed them as a class.  

The skills required to survive in the urban environment 

were those that met the needs of employers. Even farming 

was changing in the mid-1800s, as scientific methods began 

to be applied. The marketplace economy, not political con-

cerns, drove the emergence of public schools in the US, and 

shaped their curriculums.  

Waves of immigration, the emancipation of black slaves, 

and women's suffrage all brought transitions in American 

schooling. Morality and patriotism have been abiding teach-

ing concerns in US common schools, but the core question of 

quality in public education has always been its preparedness 

in producing workers.  

So it has been around the world. The problem of a well-

educated citizenry worries every state, but for its significance 

for economic productive potential and attendant national 

competitiveness, not for the well-being of the people per se.  

If western civilization is in a state of permanent crisis, there 
may be something wrong with its education. ~ E.F. Schu-
macher 

Oligarchic nations desire an even more complex conun-

drum: ill-informed knowledge workers. China is outstanding 

in wanting savvy citizens that don't wise up to what their 

government is up to, or not up to, as the case may be. 

Consensus on what it means to be well-educated remains 

contentious. That withstanding, most governments struggle 

to provide their populace with a decent education, however it 

may be measured. 

14% of adult Americans today have difficulty with liter-

acy tasks more complicated than signing a form or filling out 
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a blank bank deposit slip. 20% of US college graduates with 

4-year degrees, and 30% of those with 2-year degrees, have 

only rudimentary calculation skills. Exemplary tasks beyond 

them include tallying the costs of multiple items or estimat-

ing whether their car has enough fuel to get them to the next 

gas station. 

75% of US students at 2-year colleges and over 50% at 4-

year colleges are functionally illiterate: unable to compare 

the contents of credit card offers or summarize the argu-

ments of newspaper editorials. 

Among industrialized nations, Americans are relative 

dullards, despite a nominally high level of education. The US 

ranks 9th out of 13 surveyed countries in literacy, 8th in 

problem solving, and 10th in math skills.  

19% of US high school graduates cannot read.* 21% of US 

adults read below a 5th-grade level. Yet the expected number 

of years in school in the US is 17.1, compared to 16.6 in the 

UK and 16.2 in Japan, which tops the list in both reading and 

numeracy. 

Education has long been considered a key to economic 
growth and prosperity. Economic models of growth almost al-
ways include some measure of what is called "human capital" 
as one factor explaining economic growth over time, as well as 
differences in the growth rates across countries. 

The importance of "human capital" on growth and income in 
a country is not best measured by the quantity of education that 
citizens acquire but rather by the quality of that education.  
~ American economist Katherine Baird 

Young Americans are not showing a higher level of edu-

cational skill then their elders, even as decent jobs require a 

greater degree of knowledge than a generation ago.† 

 
* 21st-century American educators are notably ignorant about how 

to teach reading, discounting the importance of phonics: learning 

the correspondence between vocalization and graphemes 

(spelling) as a first step. Less than 40% of American school liter-

acy education programs provide effective instruction. 

† There is also an increased importance placed by employers on for-

mal education degrees, as companies are much less willing to in-

vest in worker training than they were in the late 20th century. 
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Our students spend an enormous amount of time watching 
TV and playing video games. How can we expect high levels of 
literacy from people who don't read? ~ American educator 
Sandra Stotsky 

US state and federal governments have practically 

thrown up their hands at implementing a decent educational 

system. They shutter failing public schools and sanction pri-

vate "charter" schools to take up the slack. 

Legislators are telling us constantly that we don't value public 
education because they're not passing budgets that reflect that. 
~ American educator Victoria Pierson 

By the end of the 20th century, those too poor to pay for 

private education were severely disadvantaged in attending 

a faltering public educational system. In public schools, there 

are large gaps in educational achievement between white, 

Hispanic, and black students. The gaps are the greatest in 

places with large economic disparities. On average, poor 

American blacks lag 3 grades behind whites. Such disparity 

puts blacks at lifelong disadvantage from which they never 

recover. 

Education is deeply unequal in the United States, with stu-
dents in poor districts performing at levels several grades below 
those of children in richer areas. ~ American public policy, ed-
ucation, and economics scholar Susan Dynarski 

Schools in economically depressed areas face a myriad of 

challenges. They tend to have more difficulty recruiting and 

keeping skilled teachers; classes are more likely to be dis-

rupted by violent incidents, or from the emotional fallout 

from violence in the neighborhood. 

Our schools should convey that we, the adults, love our kids. 
Instead, our schools convey that, at best, we are indifferent, and, 
at worst, we don't care. ~ American public education adminis-
trator Jason Kamras 

Those with ambition who have been educationally disad-

vantaged, but manage to graduate from high school, often 

 
The inflation of degree requirements for specific occupations is 

called credentialism. 



548 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

ask the Army to take them on because it beats flipping burg-

ers or other menial jobs. But public school has failed them. 

The US Army disqualifies nearly 25% of applicants who are 

recent graduates for lack of academic preparation. 

Those that don't graduate take up a life of despair, where 

ambition becomes a crime statistic. 90% of welfare recipients 

dropped out of school. 

The link between academic failure and delinquency, vio-
lence, and crime is welded to reading failure. ~ US Department 
of Justice 

67% of students who cannot read proficiently by the end 

of the 4th grade wind up in jail or on welfare. 85% of Ameri-

can juveniles put on the criminal court docket are function-

ally illiterate. Over 70% of the inmates in US prisons cannot 

read above a 4th-grade level. 

The solution which I am urging is to eradicate the fatal dis-
connection of subjects which kills the vitality of our modern 
curriculum. There is only one subject matter for education, and 
that is life in all its manifestations. ~ English philosopher Alfred 
North Whitehead 

One of the most telling aspects of dismal governance re-

garding education is the failure to foster education via the 

Internet. It is pathetic that governments do no sponsor online 

encyclopedias and dictionaries, as well as educational 

courses of all sorts. 

 Public Health  
The first wealth is health. ~ American essayist Ralph Waldo 

Emerson 

Health has been a public issue throughout human de-

scent. We have always been gregarious, and so subject to con-

tagious infections and other health consequences from 

sharing food and close quarters. The problem became more 

pronounced with the rise of settled communities and trade 

among them.  

Religion embraced public health early on. The Old Testa-

ment contains many adjurations and prohibitions for clean 

living. 
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Primitive societies looked upon epidemics as divine wrath 

for wickedness. Attributing pestilence to natural causes 

gradually developed in 5th-century Greece, but intrusion of 

rationality did not staunch religious superstitions. 

Throughout the world, ancient cities developed ways to 

remove waste and provide clean water. The Indus civilization 

is a fine example. 

The most famous water supply system in antiquity is that 

of ancient Rome, with its multi-storied aqueducts. Rome's 

first aqueduct was commissioned in 312 BCE to alleviate a 

chronic water shortage. 

Water management has always been the key to the well-

being of communities. Ancient settlements not near a fresh-

water source dug wells and used cisterns to collect rainwater.  

Aqueducts let communities import water from a distance, 

and so inhabit otherwise untenable places. The Minoan civi-

lization on Crete and contemporaneous Mesopotamia had aq-

ueduct systems in the 2nd millennium BCE. Incorporating 

tunnels which ran several kilometers, the first sophisticated 

long-distance canal system was constructed by the Assyrian 

empire in the 9th century BCE. 

Inoculation was practiced in ancient China, India, and 

other places. Health officials knew that those who recovered 

from certain diseases, such as smallpox, developed lifelong 

immunity. Doctors inoculated those not stricken by exposing 

them to infected blood or dried wounds.  

Another early public health measure was to segregate 

sick people from healthy ones. Many communities kept their 

lepers in separate colonies or cast them out. 

The eras of the Middle Ages were delineated by plagues, 

beginning with one in 542, and ending with the Black Death 

in the mid-14th century (which was a series out plague out-

breaks lasting decades). Epidemics from a variety of infec-

tious agents were a periodic feature of medieval European 

life. 

The term quarantine comes from the Latin quadraginta, 

meaning 40. In Venice during the 14th century, officials kept 

ships out of port for 40 days if they suspected infection among 

its passengers. 
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Epidemics were sometimes lessened, or prevented, before 

the cause of a disease was known. The association between 

malaria and swamps was established in ancient Greece by 

the 5th century BCE, even as the reason for the association 

between the 2 remained obscure. 

In 1854, English physician John Snow found that Lon-

doners with cholera were getting their water from a public 

pump on Broad Street. Closing that pump down dropped the 

incidence of the disease. 

Local governments during the late Middle Ages made ef-

forts to improve sanitation, including the provision of potable 

water, garbage and sewage disposal, and food inspection. 

Political leaders during the Renaissance recognized that 

the economic power of the state required a population in good 

health. Nonetheless, no national health policies emerged in 

Europe during that time, as the government lacked the 

knowledge and capability to carry out such initiatives. Public 

health problems continued to be handled on a local commu-

nity basis, as they had in medieval times. 

From 1750, Europe's population grew rapidly, despite 

high infant mortality. Countries struggled to improve sanita-

tion and public health. 

In the late 19th century, France and Germany pointed 

the way. In France, the public health movement was invigor-

ated by political and social reform. The French significantly 

contributed to the science of identifying, treating, and con-

trolling the spread of communicable diseases. 

After Germany unified in 1871, it began a central public 

health administration. Germany introduced the science of 

hygiene into the field of public health. 

19th-century economic liberals fantastically prophesized 

that the increased production of goods would eventually end 

scarcity, poverty, and suffering. By the turn of the 20th cen-

tury, with malnutrition, alcoholism, and diseases of all kinds 

rampant in the slums of England and America, it was clear 

that the state would have to step it to address public health 

problems. 

There were a few international public health efforts in the 

early 20th century. Among them were the Pan American 
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Sanitary Bureau, founded in 1902 to improve health condi-

tions in the Americas. The Paris-based International Office 

of Public Health started in 1907 to rely information about ep-

idemics, and to develop standards for sanitation, and quar-

antine regulations, for train and ship travel. These 

organizations were later absorbed into the World Health Or-

ganization, established in 1948 as a specialized agency of the 

United Nations. 

Health care continues to be dominated by national re-

gimes. Every country has a public health system that reflects 

its history, cultural values, economic development, and polit-

ical ideology. 

 United Kingdom  

England was first to industrialize, and its people suffered 

accordingly. The health and welfare of workers deteriorated 

during the 19th century, owing to lack of decent urban hous-

ing and unsanitary conditions. This provoked a movement to-

ward sanitary reform that ended up establishing public 

health institutions. 

The explosive growth of cities was at root of the health 

problem. London's population doubled 1801–1841; Leeds 

nearly tripled. With such growth came a jump in death rates. 

In cities across England, death rates nearly doubled as in-

dustrialization took hold. 

"Friendly societies" emerged in the early 19th century. 

These were private associations of people in the same liveli-

hoods who pooled funds for insurance for its members, in-

cluding health care. 

Though ostensibly designed to provide health care to the 

indigent, the Poor Law of 1834 was based on the principle 

that getting public assistance would be so unpleasant as to 

put off all but the most desperate.  

English Poor Laws were recurrent attempts to provide re-

lief to the indigent dating back to 1536. The Poor Law system 

declined from the early 20th century with the introduction of 

welfare reforms and improved private mechanisms, such as 

friendly societies. 
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After much campaigning by the Health of Towns Associ-

ation, and yet another severe outbreak of cholera in London, 

the British government passed the Public Health Act of 1848. 

It established a central health board which had little power 

and no money. Local boards continued to do what little they 

could to improve public health infrastructure. 

The idea of a unified state medical service began with the 

Poor Law of 1909. The National Health Service (NHS) was 

established in 1948, with separate services for England, 

Wales, and Scotland. Fearing loss of income and institutional 

constraints, doctors were initially opposed. 

Though private health continues as an add-on, NHS pro-

vides the majority of British health care. Most patients pay 

nothing for treatment, which hugely saves administrative 

costs. Some must nominally pay for prescriptions. NHS is fi-

nanced through taxation. 

In the 21st century, the ruling Conservative Party al-

lowed Britain's public health system to sorely deteriorate. 

Long well-regarded by the public, the NHS showed severe 

stress from lack of funding in the mid-2010s. A shortage of 

doctors and medical staff had those on the job near revolt for 

their punishing hours and pay. Services of all kinds were 

slow, including emergency care. 3.9 million patients were on 

waiting lists for operations in 2016, yet the government re-

fused to provide the needed funding.  

The UK has fewer beds per head compared to virtually all 
other EU nations, fewer doctors and nurses, reduced access to 
investigations such as MRI scans, and is spending less on medi-
cations. ~ English physician Chaand Nagpaul, head of the Brit-
ish Medical Association, in 2018 

 United States  

From the first arrival of European immigrants on Ameri-

can soil, epidemics recurred with regularity. The colonies 

lacked doctors. The death toll of the Revolutionary War was 

exacerbated by lack of medical practitioners. 

Well into the 19th century, recurrent epidemics of yellow 

fever, cholera, smallpox, typhoid, and typhus made improv-

ing urban health a matter of urgency. 
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The people are constantly liable to great epidemics; and to 
consumption, and other fatal diseases, which destroy so many 
of the human race in other parts of the world. Neither clergymen 
nor physicians live as long now as they did during the last cen-
tury. ~ American historian Lemuel Shattuck in 1850 

The 1850 Shattuck report chronicled the unsanitary liv-

ing conditions and serious health problems plaguing Massa-

chusetts; but the report spoke to the state of the entire 

country. 

The smoke of furnaces, manufactories, and other establish-
ments, is often a great nuisance, corrupts the air, and is delete-
rious to health.  

Drugs and medicines have been adulterated. Food is adulter-
ated in various ways: to make the substance more saleable, and 
to depreciate its quality. Drink is also very extensively adulter-
ated. Drugs and medicines have been adulterated. 

The effects of patent medicines and other nostrums advertised 
for sale is one of the greatest evils of the present day. An insa-
tiable desire to make money, frequently without regard to the 
justice or morality of the means, on the part of the manufactur-
ers and venders, are the prominent causes of this monstrous 
evil. ~ Lemuel Shattuck in 1850 

Shattuck recommended a state health department and lo-

cal health boards. The first such municipal health board 

started in New York City in 1866. 

The American Public Health Association was founded in 

1872. With major epidemics raging around the world, Con-

gress passed a national quarantine law in 1878. Toward the 

end of the 19th century, states and cities set up laboratories 

to fight epidemics. 

A national Public Health Service (PHS) was established 

in 1889. Its primary focus was combating epidemics around 

the country, with watchfulness for sick merchant sailors. The 

PHS later expanded its scope to include investigations of var-

ious diseases, sanitation, water quality, and sewage disposal. 

In reorganizing executive government after World War 2, 

President Dwight Eisenhower created a national Depart-

ment of Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW) in 1953. Ed-

ucation was split off into its own departmental bailiwick in 

1979. HEW became the Department of Health and Human 
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Services (HHS), with the Public Health Service as its spear-

head. Agencies within HHS aim to protect public health, en-

hance private health care, regulate the safety of food and 

drugs, and conduct biomedical research. 

Despite spending well over $1 trillion a year promoting 

public health, US governments (federal, state, local) only pro-

vide health care to veterans of the military. 

 Veteran Health Care  

 The Veterans Health Administration (VHA) is the coun-

try's largest health care system, providing comprehensive 

services to enrolled US military veterans. 

The first federal agency to provide veteran medical care 

was a home for naval veterans in Philadelphia, Pennsylva-

nia, established in 1812. A few others followed in the 1850s. 

The high number of Civil War wounded resulted in 

greater federal efforts to provide health care to veterans. By 

the late 1920s, homes were providing hospital-level care. 

The VHA expanded greatly after the 2nd World War. In 

1988, President Ronald Reagan elevated Veterans Affairs 

(VA) to a cabinet-level position. By then the VHA included 

hospitals and care centers across the country. 

Widespread dissatisfaction among patients and high op-

erative mortality into the 1980s led to an effort to improve 

administration and focus on improving care quality. But the 

VHA continued to be underfunded. This led to lengthening 

wait times for care: a situation that erupted into scandal in 

2014, when the FBI opened a criminal investigation of the 

VHA for faking paperwork to make delays appear shorter.  

Owing to a funding shortfall of $3 billion, improvement 

was hard to come by, as Congress continued to neglect its re-

sponsibility to the country's military veterans.  

Something has to give. We can't leave this as the status quo. 
We are not meeting the needs of veterans. ~ VA deputy secre-
tary Sloan Gibson in 2015 

 

For the general public, US medical care is a private, for-

profit enterprise. As a result, Americans spend far more on 
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health care by every measure than any other nation; an up-

ward trend with no end in sight.*†  

This gross expenditure does not translate into quality. 

Besides being the most expensive in the world, the American 

health care system is the worst among developed countries 

for access, efficiency, and equity. Nearly 100,000 patients die 

in US hospitals every year from preventable medical mis-

takes. 

The US spends enormous sums on health care, much of 
which has little or no effect. ~ Scottish American economist 
Angus Deaton 

In all parts of the healthcare system, the providers of care see 
themselves as competing businesses struggling to survive in a 
hostile economic climate, and act accordingly. The predictable 
result is a fragmented, inefficient, and expensive system.  
~ American internist Arnold Relman 

American health care as a price-gouging exercise has not 

always been the case. The US was in the realm of other coun-

tries in per-capita health spending until about 1980. Then it 

diverged. 

Other countries put limits on health care prices and spending. 

We didn't. ~ American health economist Henry Aaron 

Over 25 countries have a higher healthy life expectancy 

than Americans can look forward to, at less than half the cost 

in medical care. 

The most efficient way to improve population health is to fo-
cus on those at the bottom. We don't do as much for them as 
other countries. ~ American economist Sherry Glied 

 
* Consuming $3.3 trillion dollars in 2016 (17.6% of GDP), American 

health care costs over 2.5 times the average of developed nations. 

At least 1/3rd of the provided care is unnecessary. American 

health care well illustrates the corruption of capitalism. 

† The health care sector of the US economy is pollution intensive: 

generating voluminous wastes and accounting for 9.8% of the 

country's greenhouse gas emissions; more than the UK generates 

altogether. The environmental impact of US health care is signif-

icantly detrimental to Americans' health, thereby generating re-

peat business – for profit indeed. 
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Underspending is on early childhood education – one of the 
key socioeconomic determinants of health – has long-term im-
plications. ~ American health policy maven Gerard Anderson 

The less well-off can hardly afford to go to a doctor, who 

makes out like a bandit with patients, and who typically acts 

magisterial, not befitting a service provider. Understanda-

bly, many Americans do not trust their medical service pro-

vider.  

I felt like I was a hostage. I didn't have any clue how much 
they were going to bill. I had no idea it would be so much.  
~ Kim Little, on having a tiny white spot removed from the side 
of her cheek 

 Health Care Insurance  

The US has big pharma vs. big insurance vs. big hospital net-
works, with the patient, employers, and the government paying 
the bills. ~ Canadian economist Janet Currie 

While well-insured Americans face the hazards of over-

diagnosis and over-treatment, the uninsured lacked access to 

the health care system.  

A revision to federal Social Security, which is a welfare 

program for the aged, established Medicaid and Medicare in 

1965.  

Medicare is a national health insurance scheme for those 

65 and older which covers about half of health care costs. 

Medicare is a federal program, not subject to state caprice 

like Medicaid. 

Medicaid is a health insurance program for the poor. 

States determine eligibility. Their miserliness means many 

of the needy do not qualify. This has left a vast number of the 

poor without access to health care. 

Even hospitals whose mission includes treating indigent pa-
tients are reluctant to make the process too easy or too public 
for fear of being magnets for the uninsured. ~ American sur-
geon Joel Weissman 

With upwards of 20% of the population (63 million) unin-

sured, the Barack Obama administration pressed for health 
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care reform in 2010.* The resultant law was the Affordable 

Care Act (ACA), commonly called Obamacare.  

The aim of the ACA was to provide universal access to 

health care by foisting insurance on everyone. Those too poor 

to afford insurance were to be subsidized. Everyone else was 

taxed if they did not buy health insurance. 

There is no worse tyranny than to force a man to pay for what 
he does not want merely because you think it would be good 
for him. ~ Robert Heinlein 

The law was a sop to insurance companies, who had the 

political clout to block the bill if it had been unfavorable to 

them. Shortly after adoption, those who already had insur-

ance before the ACA had their coverage changed and their 

rates go up. 

In the first 2 years of administering Obamacare, those 

uninsured dropped to ~15%. 18 million people gained insur-

ance coverage. Then adoption stalled.  

So you've got this crazy system where all of a sudden 25 mil-
lion more people have health care, and then the people who 
are out there busting it – sometimes 60 hours a week – wind up 
with their premiums doubled and their coverage cut in half.  
~ Bill Clinton in 2016 

Losing money on online shopping exchanges intended to 

facilitate buying health insurance, many insurers pulled out, 

and raised their rates by up to 65% for existing plans. Insur-

ers hanging in offered pared-down, restrictive plans that 

made health care practically as unaffordable as it had been.  

Obamacare's insurance expansion is on the path to looking 
like other safety net programs, offering limited services to a 
predominantly low-income population. ~ American journalist 
Sarah Kliff in 2016 

Obamacare improved health care access slightly for the 

poor while substantially raising insurance and health care 

costs to everyone else. The law did nothing about the cost or 

quality of health care provided. This failure was foreseen. 

 
* Guesstimates vary as to how many were uninsured prior to the 

ACA, ranging from 13.4% to 21% or more. 20% is typical. 
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Americans seem content to let their compatriots suffer, 

become seriously ill and die. What they ignore in being devoid 

of compassion is the cost of such injustice. 

Even under Obamacare, the poor did not receive the care 

they need in a timely manner, and so they tended to become 

seriously ill. These indigent exigent cases are then handled 

by emergency care and extended hospitalization.  

We are going to pay these costs one way or another: either 
explicitly or implicitly. By failing to do so explicitly, the cost 
will be much higher in both economic and human terms.  
~ American physician and politician John Kitzhaber 

In 2017, Republicans, then in control of the federal gov-

ernment, tried but failed to repeal the ACA. Nonetheless, the 

Trump administration took a hatchet to it, balking on paying 

the promised subsidies to health insurance companies. The 

Republicans rescinded the tax penalty for not buying insur-

ance, thereby eliminating the incentive for healthy people to 

pay outrageously for health insurance. These measures cre-

ated uncertainties in insurers, thereby perpetuating further 

cost increases for obtaining health care in the US. 

Obamacare is gone, just gone. ~ President Donald Trump in 
2017, preening about Republicans destroying affordable health 
care for Americans 

 

 Bioweapons  

The disdain for public health by President Trump went 

beyond keeping health care out of reach for most Americans. 

The Trump administration sponsored bioweapons research: 

trying to develop pathogens capable of causing a pandemic. 

Such work is banned by a 1972 international treaty to which 

the United States is a signatory. 

Research involving potential pandemic pathogens is essential 
to protecting global health and security. ~ US Department of 
Health and Human Services in 2017 
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 Japan  

Via compulsory insurance, Japan adopted universal 

health care in 1947. Though the system is nationwide, it is 

managed at the regional and local government levels.  

Patients are free to select their physicians and are never 

denied care. The Japanese get good basic care, and never 

have to worry about huge medical bills. Surgery and treat-

ment outcomes generally equal or surpass those in the US. 

Patients pay 10–30% of the fee. The government picks up 

the rest. Fees are waived for the poor and homeless.  

Japan has one of the lowest per-capita costs for health 

care in the industrialized world. The Japanese have the long-

est life expectancy, and one of the lowest infant mortality 

rates.  

The government controls medical fees. This keeps costs 

low, which is not an altogether unalloyed good. 

Emergency care is often poor. One reason for this is that 

there are too many small clinics and not enough hospitals. 

Doctors prefer this because they can work less and earn 

more.  

Some doctors see as many as 150 patients a day. Patients 

can nearly always see a doctor within a day. Waiting for an 

hour or more for an appointment is common. 

Because their salaries are low, doctors tend to overpre-

scribe tests and drugs. Clinics commonly have their own 

pharmacies. Prescription pill popping by the Japanese is ex-

cessive. 

Japan has too few doctors – 1/3rd less than the rich-world 

average – because of state quotas. The shortage is severe in 

rural areas, and in certain specialties. 

Hospital stays are 4 times as long in Japan as in the US. 

Japanese hospitals do not prioritize patents, so there can be 

a crowding-out effect for emergency care or more patients. 

Patients are treated too equally. Beds are occupied by less-
urgent cases, and there are no penalties for those who over-use 
the system. ~ Japanese health care analyst Naohiro Yashiro 

Hospital doctors are often overworked, and so lack the 

time to hone life-saving specialized skills. Japanese are much 
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less likely to have a heart attack than Americans, but when 

they do, they are twice as likely to die. 

 Sweden  

During the Middle Ages, health care in Sweden was fi-

nanced via community coin chests: the forerunner of guilds, 

which later evolved into provident societies.  

From the 9th into the 16th century, the church was the 

primary provisioner of health care in Sweden. By the 17th 

century, community-financed physicians were providing 

health care throughout the country.  

The first hospital in Sweden was constructed in 1752: 7 

centuries after England built its first hospital. Shortly there-

after, community-funded hospitals sprouted across the coun-

try. 

Following established tradition, the Swedish health care 

system is part of a comprehensive social policy aimed at 

meeting the needs of its people. Health care is considered a 

basic human right. This is commensurate with the Nordic 

model: economic and social policies common to the Nordic 

countries (Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway, and Swe-

den).  

Health care provision in Sweden is capable and afforda-

ble. Urgency is prioritized and emergencies are treated im-

mediately.  

The state pays 97% of medical costs. Prescription drug 

fees for patients are capped at an affordable maximum. 

Though Swedes do not look favorably upon for-profit en-

terprise for public education or health and social care, private 

medical service provides 30% of basic care and 20% of hospi-

tal care. 

With caveats, Swedish health care is comparatively excel-

lent. Sweden has managed to control costs in a way that re-

mains undreamt of in the US. 

Access and waiting times can be a problem. The Swedes 

have a tradition of steering patients away from their doctor 

unless they are really sick. 
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 Employment  

Families unable to escape poverty despite working full time 
blight any economic system. Unlike most other rich democra-
cies, America chooses not to provide those who work with a 
wage sufficient to avoid impoverishment. Indeed, its wage struc-
ture causes taxpayers to subsidize low-wage employers.  
~ American economist George Tyler 

The market system has infected all of humanity. Because 

chaotic capitalism leaves a significant percentage of the pop-

ulation without jobs, unemployment is a chronic problem in 

every society. The magnitude of the blight varies with the vi-

cissitudes of economic activity. 

For those afflicted with forced idleness, prospects for re-

covery dim as time wears on and the spirit is worn down. Pro-

ductive lives are insensibly wasted. 

To remedy this systemic malfunction, governments 

worldwide typically do next to nothing. Instead, descent into 

penury is checked only by the begrudging benevolence of a 

stingy welfare state. 

 Welfare  

Extremism can flourish only in an environment where basic 
governmental social responsibility for the welfare of the people 
is neglected. ~ Pakistani Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto 

State provision of sustenance is termed welfare. Various 

provisions of welfare by the state are collectively called a wel-

fare state. 

 

The Talmud is the canon of Jewish law and tradition that 

dates to 500 CE. For the welfare of those in need, the Talmud 

prescribed those able to give "sufficient for his needs in that 

which he wanteth." 

Christianity carried on this tradition. The Decretum, a 

canon codified in the 12th century, elaborates on the theory 

and practice of charity. It was assumed that need arose from 

misfortune, for which society, in an act of justice, not charity 
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or mercy, had to assume responsibility. The needy had a right 

to assistance, and those better off had a duty to provide it.  

By the 6th century, monasteries served as the centers of 

relief, especially in rural areas. By the 11th century, feudal 

manors imposed a strong measure of constraint on individual 

freedom while providing social insurance against the exigen-

cies of life. Those in the cities were often helped by craft, mer-

chant, or social guilds. While guilds for the most part 

benefited members, they also provided assistance to others. 

Besides medical assistance, medieval hospitals aided 

those in need: whence the term hospitality. Most early hospi-

tals were attached to monasteries or found along main travel 

routes. Soon they appeared in cities, and were later taken 

over by municipal authorities, thus forming a tie between ec-

clesiastical and secular charity. By the mid-14th century 

there were more than 1,100 such hospitals in England alone. 

Medieval poor relief was governed by the time-honored 

belief that poverty was an inescapable feature of society, and 

that the better off were obliged to aid their poorer brethren. 

It was practiced in a localized environment of social stability, 

in which strangers and mass destitution were largely absent. 

In sum, relief was part of community. 

The dissolution of feudalism and manorialism afforded 

greater individual freedom at the considerable risk of hard-

ship for many, especially agricultural laborers forced from 

the land. Social and economic transitions, including the 

Protestant Reformation, changed communities and societies 

with respect to unemployment, poverty, and poor relief. 

Increasing urbanization and the growth of a money econ-

omy affected the incidence and nature of poverty. Destitution 

was kicked into high gear with industrialization and the rise 

of the factory system. 

Centuries earlier, the social power of the church waned 

as that of the state rose. With that transition came a turna-

bout in attitude toward the poor: traditional Christian com-

passion dissolved in the attitudinal acid of abetting 

commerce. 

Just as laborers were emerging from a state of servitude, 

aristocratic governance aimed to keep them in check. The 

first English labor law was proclaimed in 1349, a year after 
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the Black Death. It sought to steady the exploitable labor 

force: fixing maximum wages, restricting travel, and in effect 

compelling the jobless to work for anyone willing to hire 

them. Such laws saw sporadic revival and returned when la-

bor shortages were especially acute. The intention, of course, 

was to benefit the upper-class merchants, manufacturers, 

and landowners at the expense of laborers. 

Mixed with labor restrictions were instructions to local 

officials to assign areas where the "aged poor and impotent 

persons" may be permitted to beg.* Relieving abject poverty 

was recognized as a means to preserve order – an especial 

need during times of food scarcity, high prices, and economic 

turmoil, which were becoming a periodic feature of the mar-

ket system. 

In England through the 16th century, the church largely 

cared for the poor. The resources to do so came from the gen-

erosity and tithes of parishioners. 

In 1535, parliament passed an act punishing beggars and 

vagabonds. The next year, Henry VIII began his infamous 

Dissolution of the Monasteries, which ravaged parochial re-

sources, and so resulted in a dramatic increase in destitution. 

After generations of widespread suffering, parliament passed 

its first poor law in 1601. 

Poor laws were intended as a palliative, not a cure. The 

renowned poor law of 1601 – known as the Elizabethan Poor 

Law – is exemplary. The able-bodied poor were to be set to 

work. Pauper children were to be apprentices. The idle poor 

and vagrants were to be imprisoned. Those who were "lame, 

impotent, old, or blind" were to be offered relief in a poor-

house. 

The economic thinking that dominated Europe from the 

16th century was that poverty was instrumentally beneficial 

to society. Albeit miserable for those caught in the grip of the 

merciless "invisible hand" of the market system, plentiful 

cheap labor was what kept the economic engine humming, so 

thought heartless economists. 

 
* The term impotent meant unable to work. 
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In the late 18th century, English attitudes toward the 

poor took on a moralizing tone. Clergyman Thomas Malthus 

blamed the plight of the poor on their own flaws. 

Welfare states came into existence in Europe in the late 

19th century, spawned by conservative governments who 

wanted to thwart the nascent trade union movement. To gain 

working-class support that might otherwise go to the social-

ist opposition, conservative Chancellor Otto von Bismarck 

created the first modern welfare state in the 1880s. The Aus-

tro-Hungarian Empire followed a few years later. 

The same impetus propelled welfare states in authoritar-

ian and fascist regimes following the 1st World War. They 

provided mass transport, affordable housing, medical care, 

and pensions as a matter of course, in order to maintain 

productivity, national unity, and social peace. 

The foundations for Britain's welfare state originated 

with the Liberal Party in the 1st decade of the 20th century. 

Welfare measures were extended greatly over the next 40 

years. 

This was a turnabout. Liberals in the 19th century had 

been primarily concerned with free trade. But by the turn of 

the 20th century, classical liberalism had evolved into social 

liberalism in Britain. 

The Liberals shift away from laissez-faire economics was 

prompted as a way to allay the appeal of the leftist Labour 

Party. They were also inspired by the success of the Prussian 

economy under Bismarck. 

Leftists on the continent opposed welfare measures for 

fear that they would dilute worker militancy and leave the 

status quo intact (on this point they were right). Only after 

the 2nd World War and abandonment of Marxism did Euro-

pean socialists and unions fully accept that a welfare state 

was their ultimate goal. 

In a setback for decency, callous governance has become 

the 21st-century norm in the UK. Britain's welfare state now 

is consistent with governmental disregard 4 centuries ago. 

Poverty and hunger are ignored. Further, the destitute are 

denied welfare to which they are legally entitled. 
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The right to food is a fundamental human right contained in 
several international treaties to which the UK has long been 
committed. But tens of thousands of families in the United King-
dom do not have enough food. Hunger is rising at an alarming 
rate owing to a wide-ranging and draconian restructuring of the 
country's welfare system since 2010. The British government 
has largely ignored growing evidence of a stark deterioration in 
the standard of living for the country's poorest residents. ~ Hu-
man Rights Watch in 2019 

 China  

As in other Asian countries, the Chinese traditionally 

relied on the extended family for their welfare. The state 

spent little on social services. 

After the Communists took power in 1949, Mao created 

an "iron rice bowl," where welfare needs were met through 

local government administration. This attempt at a compre-

hensive welfare state survived less than 2 decades, when the 

chaos of the Cultural Revolution disrupted societal function-

ing. 

China after Mao's demise went to a mixed model of mas-

sive state-owned enterprises topped off with entrepreneur-

ism. The welfare state suffered similar fragmentation.  

Since the 1990s, China has introduced piecemeal welfare 

provisions for unemployment, workers' compensation, mater-

nity benefits, health care, and pensions. There is considera-

ble disparity between the state and the private sector, 

between urban and rural citizenry, and among China's prov-

inces.  

In the 21st century, China has aimed to eliminate pov-

erty: a goal as yet unmet. By 2014, the government had com-

piled a registry of people and households below the poverty 

line. Mexico and the Philippines also have such registries.  

The Chinese registry is woefully incomplete. Only 10 fam-

ilies were listed in a village of 100 poor households in Shanxi 

province. Those 10 listed were friends of the party boss. 

China's poverty line does not correspond with cost of liv-

ing. Though the government claims that urban poverty has 

been eliminated, a survey found that in much of the country 

urban hardship was actually worse than rural privation. 
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China's main form of poor relief is called "subsistence 

guarantee," or dibao. Owing to corruption and bureaucratic 

failure, the dibao program is notoriously inefficient. It does 

not help that poverty registry and dibao data are kept by dif-

ferent government agencies, and the listings are not linked. 

The dibao program, though financed by the national gov-

ernment, is administered locally. Most of China's poorest are 

not in the program. Local governments may set their own 

poverty lines and benefits. Some thresholds lay far below the 

national minimum: payments are barely enough to live on. 

Total dibao spending peaked in 2013, and has been falling 

since, partly because local governments are getting stingier. 

China spends only 0.2% of GDP on poverty reduction: far 

less than comparable programs elsewhere (except the United 

States). Indonesia shells out 0.5% of GDP on poverty relief. 

A 2007–2009 World Bank survey found that just 10% of 

those that did get dibao were below the poverty line; 90% did 

not qualify for the handouts they were getting. Further, gov-

ernment officials misappropriate much of the monies in-

tended for welfare. 

 United States  
Blaming the poor for being poor stems from the myth that 

success requires only individual motivation and ability. Many 
in the United States adhere to this view and hence have a harsh 
opinion of the poor. This attitude is also reflected in US public 
policy concerning poverty, which rather ungenerous compared 
to other industrialized nations. ~ Margaret Anderson & How-
ard Taylor* 

Most of those who voluntarily moved to the American col-

onies in the 17th century had little. The British were also 

shipping thousands of undesirables – rogues, convicts, va-

grants, and orphans – to the colonies. 

 
* In 2017, over half of white Republicans and over one-quarter of 

white Democrats believed that poverty was caused by lack of mo-

tivation and willpower. 
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The trip aboard ship was punishing. Passengers were 

packed into filthy and foul-smelling quarters without ade-

quate food or drinking water for 2 to 3 months. Many did not 

survive the wretched voyage; many of those who did reached 

shore ill or infirm. 

Once in America, hardship and deprivation were the 

norm. Despite favorable chances for acquiring land or other-

wise earning a living, many who came did not escape poverty 

or the other social ills that plagued them in the Old World. 

Early on, conditions in the colonies led to tight-knit com-

munities. Neighborly aid sufficed.  

As the population increased, the problem of dependency 

grew. By that time, many indigent colonists were about, es-

pecially in the burgeoning towns, such as Boston and Phila-

delphia. For guidance, city fathers turned to the institutional 

customs of the homeland, and adopted the timbre expressed 

in the Elizabethan Poor Law. Colonial poor laws were not 

only patterned after the Elizabethan legislation, they often 

retained many of its specific provisions. Taking care of the 

impotent was a civic duty; for the remainder of the indigent 

there was scant relief. There was little sympathy for "sturdy 

beggars." 

For those who indulge in idleness, the express command of 
God unto us is that we should let them starve. ~ New England 
Puritan minister Cotton Mather 

In marked contrast to British-American resort to Eliza-

bethan practice was the experience in New Amsterdam: the 

Dutch settlement on the southern tip of Manhattan Island, 

established in 1609. The Dutch colony set up an ecclesiastical 

system of poor relief: voluntary collections distributed to the 

needy. When the colony came under English rule in 1664, its 

relief policies morphed to the English pattern: public assis-

tance paid for through compulsory taxation. 

In the early republic, American local governments pro-

vided public aid to the needy determined worthy. As immi-

gration and urbanization grew in the late 18th and early 19th 

century, so too the burden of welfare, given as "outdoor re-

lief." It became a major public policy concern.  
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However begrudgingly given, the system of public aid was 

too culturally ingrained to be abolished. New York's Secre-

tary of State, John Yates, who would have liked to be done 

with welfare, remarked in 1824: "The total want of a pauper 

system would be inconsistent with a humane, liberal, and en-

lightened policy," as well perhaps civil tranquility. 

By the early 19th century, the general attitude toward 

the poor had hardened. Poverty was no longer seen as a mis-

fortune, as Elizabethans had, but as an individual weakness. 

Rather than individuals in need, stereotypes dominated the 

public mind. In the midst of the country's worst depression to 

date (1821), the New York Society for the Prevention of Pau-

perism declared: "No man who is temperate, frugal, and will-

ing to work need suffer or become a pauper for want of 

employment." On the source of poverty, the New York Hu-

man Society reported that "misery is ordained to be the com-

panion and the punishment of vice." Nowhere was the 

mention of economic cause. 

In the early 19th century, outdoor relief went indoors, as 

states set up poorhouses. The authorities hoped that forcing 

people those who wanted relief into poorhouses would act as 

a deterrent. Poorhouses failed in the states' intended effect. 

Indeed, they proved considerably more expensive, and the 

numbers seeking relief rose.  

For decades, poorhouses were waystations for young, 

able-bodied men between jobs, orphanages for children, hos-

pitals for the mentally ill, hospices for the indigent elderly, 

and occasional hostels for unmarried pregnant young women.  

Poorhouses were atrocious places: dirty, disorderly dens 

of disease with forlorn food and indifferent, if not cruel, keep-

ers. A New York state legislative committee reported in 1850: 

"common domestic animals are usually more humanely pro-

vided for than the paupers in some of these institutions." 

As the 19th century progressed, states removed more and 

more inmates from poorhouses, dispatching them to separate 

institutions, or tossing them onto the streets, especially able-

bodied men. By the early 20th century, poorhouses were 

mostly public old-age homes. Despite the construction of 
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poorhouses and a constant barrage of criticism from all cor-

ners, many more people still received outdoor rather than in-

door relief.  

Reformers hopes that private charity might relieve the 

state for the worthy poor proved illusory, and they found that 

people could not do without outdoor relief for long. 

By the 2nd decade of the 20th century, even opponents 

recognized welfare as a necessity. The debate shifted from 

justification to administration. 

It makes little or no difference to me whether the victims of 
this economic depression are suffering from a situation caused 
by the failure of industrial and financial leadership or lack of 
statesmanship in this country, or whether men and women are 
suffering from some act of God. The suffering is just as acute 
and the victims are as much in need of relief in the one case as 
in the other. ~ US Senator Robert La Follette Jr. in 1930 

Not all Republicans were as sensible or sensitive as La 

Follette. President Herbert Hoover exemplified the callous-

ness that would come to characterize Republicans in the 21st 

century. In the jaws of a collapsed economy, Hoover approved 

in December 1930 a congressional appropriation of $45 mil-

lion to feed the stricken livestock of Arkansas farmers, but 

opposed an additional $25 million to feed starving farmers 

and their families. To Hoover, livestock represented business 

on the hoof, whereas people were cattle that could fend for 

themselves.* 

The United States was the only industrialized country 

that entered the Great Depression with no coherent welfare 

state in place. The New Deal was the first time that the fed-

eral government provided outdoor welfare, the thrust of 

which was to alleviate household unemployment by creating 

government jobs. At its peak, federal works programs em-

ployed nearly 1/4th of the work force. 

President Franklin Roosevelt had authorized federal re-

lief only as an emergency measure: to avoid mass starvation 

 
* Hoover, a lifelong Quaker and an ostensibly intelligent man, gar-

nered a reputation as a humanitarian by leading international 

relief efforts during World War 1. An inconsistency in compassion 

is common in modern American Christian conservatives. 
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and avert bankruptcy by state and local governments. FDR 

was no socialist. He favored private enterprise and shared 

the conventional view that welfare eroded the will to work 

and bred dependence. Roosevelt's main aim with welfare was 

to sap the surging support for socialism throughout the coun-

try. 

Whereas FDR is wrongly remembered as the founder of 

the American welfare state, its unacknowledged boldest re-

former was President Richard Nixon, who in 1969 introduced 

a "negative income tax": in effect, a guaranteed minimum in-

come for all. Congress shot it down, and the idea was never 

revived in that nation, despite continuing dissatisfaction 

with the welfare system. 

The great issue concerning family and child welfare in the 
United States is the issue of family income. For generations 
social thinkers have argued that there is such a thing as a 
minimum necessary family income, and that no family should 
be required to subsist on less. It is a simple idea, but profound 
in its consequences. 

Our task is not only to lift people out of poverty, but from the 
standpoint of the child to erase the stigma of welfare and 
illegitimacy and apartness – to restore pride and dignity and self-
respect. ~ Richard Nixon 

In the wake of welfare state anathema by the Reagan and 

Bush Sr. administrations, and inspired by the curmudgeonly 

spirit of the electorate, the Clinton administration in the 

1990s shifted anti-poverty policies and social-welfare bene-

fits from a system of guaranteed income support to a work-

based safety net. Only food stamps kept millions of Ameri-

cans from starvation. 

The safety net for low-income families with children has 
transformed from one subsidizing out-of-work families into one 
subsidizing in-work families. ~ American economists Hilary 
Hoynes & Marianne Bitler 

The 1996 welfare act scuppered benefits. One way states 

could meet federal work requirements was by shrinking their 

welfare rolls, whether those who lost their benefits had found 

a job or not.  
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Cash welfare became much harder to come by. Before the 

1996 reform, 68% of families in poverty benefited. After, the 

figure dropped to 28%. Employment among single mothers 

rose sharply, as putting food on the table trumped childcare. 

That bodes ill for neglected children out of economic neces-

sity. 

It's truly amazing that more welfare workers aren't killed; the 
torment so many of them inflict would break the patience of 
anyone whose life wasn't on the line. ~ American social 
worker Theresa Funiciello 

 

The social safety net for older Americans has been shrinking 
for the past couple decades. For an increasing number of older 
Americans, their golden years are fraught with economic risks, 
the result of which is often bankruptcy. ~ American sociologist 
Deborah Thorne et al in 2018 

 

There is no rational, uniform method for qualifying for 
welfare. ~ Theresa Funiciello 

The US now has over 80 federal welfare programs, with 

scant attention to compatibility, and without agencies' coop-

erating in administration. Each program – whether food 

stamps, housing subsidies, or Medicare – has its own eligibil-

ity rules. 

As low-earners' incomes increase, benefits are withdrawn 

in a hodgepodge manner. As a result, the marginal tax rate 

jumps about erratically; sometimes exceeding 100% – which 

perversely means that workers may be better off earning less. 

The American welfare state resembles a massive watch that 
fails to keep very accurate time. ~ American historian Michael 
Katz 

Welfare has the demonstrated ability to reduce poverty, 

but only if well administered. On this count, the US welfare 

state clearly is not working.  

Americans live shorter and sicker lives compared to those liv-

ing in all other rich democracies. ~ the United Nations in 2018 
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In 2015, nearly half of American children lived in poverty. 

Impoverished American youth are the poorest in the devel-

oped world.  

Over 90% of the adults on welfare are women with children. 
Children are poor because their mothers are poor. ~ Theresa 
Funiciello 

 

The persistence of poverty is a political choice made by those 
in power. ~ the United Nations 

The Trump administration took governmental assistance 

to the needy to a new low: denying that America even had a 

poverty problem. Trump's ambassador to the UN, Nikki Ha-

ley, took umbrage to the UN releasing a scathing report on 

the vast extent of poverty in the US. 

It is patently ridiculous for the United Nations to examine 

poverty in America. ~ American UN Ambassador Nikki Haley 

Successive American administrations, including the current 
one, have determinedly rejected the idea that economic and so-
cial rights are full-fledged human rights, despite their clear 
recognition in key treaties that the United States has ratified. The 
United States is alone among developed countries in insisting 
that, while human rights are of fundamental importance, they 
do not include rights that guard against dying of hunger, dying 
from a lack of access to affordable health care, or growing up in 
a context of total deprivation. Punishing and imprisoning the 
poor is the distinctively American response to poverty in the 
21st century. ~ the United Nations in 2018 

 Homelessness  

Homelessness illustrates how expensive 'free enterprise' 

really is. The American jobs market was slow to recover from 

the 2008 Great Recession. Though wages did not pick up, of-

ficial employment figures did. By the spring of 2018, the fed-

eral labor department was crowing how the American 

economy was at full employment, despite 37% of working-age 

adults not having a job. 

Corporate profits were brimming while the number of 

homeless was surging: growing an estimated 15% from 2016 

to 2017. As the same time the economy was supposedly fully 
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employed, nearly 1 million Americans were homeless: 15% 

chronically so. 8% were veterans who had valiantly served 

their country. 50% of the US homeless population is over 50 

years of age. 25–30% of the homeless are 24 years old or 

younger; many are children, doomed to a life of destitution. 

The increase in poverty since the Great Recession made 

the poor more visible. Local civic leaders responded to resi-

dent complaints by criminalizing homelessness, including 

such poverty practices as loitering, sleeping in vehicles or in 

public view (camping), begging, and panhandling. Such laws 

are rolled back only when challenged for violating the consti-

tution: the rights of free speech, assembly, and due process 

(1st, 4th, & 14th amendments). Meanwhile, attaching a crim-

inal record to the poor only heaps on further oppression: mak-

ing getting a job or housing even harder. 

San Francisco is now a cruel place and a divided one. The 
rich are richer. The homeless are more desperate. ~ American 
writer Rebecca Solnit in 2018 

In 2015, Seattle, Washington declared a state of emer-

gency over the homeless. In the 2 years that followed, the 

number of homeless students in the city's public schools tri-

pled. 

In 2018, Seattle passed a per-employee surcharge tax on 

big businesses in the city to help fund support for the home-

less. Unsurprisingly, Seattle-based corporations, including 

Amazon and Starbucks, fought the measure, which got whit-

tled down to half of what was first proposed. Less than a 

month after passage, facing intense pressure from wealthy 

corporations, the city council repealed the tax. 

Human Excrement Reports 
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There's a bargaining power problem here, and cities are on 
the wrong side of it. ~ American tax policy analyst Matthew 
Gardner 

 Basic Income  
No one should be compelled to work, and those who choose 

not to work should receive a bare livelihood and be left com-
pletely free. ~ English philosopher Bertrand Russell 

Abu Bakr was the father-in-law of Islamic prophet Mu-

hammad, and the first openly declared Muslim outside Mu-

hammad's immediate family. Commonly known as The 

Truthful, Bakr succeeded Muhammad as caliph; a reign that 

lasted only 2 years (632–634) owing to death from illness. In 

his short tenure, Bakr introduced a basic income to each 

man, woman, and child. 

In Europe, with the advent of the Renaissance, the task 

of welfare for the poor stopped being regarded as the sole 

preserve of the church and charitable persons. English 

humanist Thomas More suggested in 1516 that a state-

provided basic income might deter theft.  

Petty larceny isn't bad enough to deserve the death penalty. 
And no penalty on Earth will stop people from stealing, if it's 
their only way of getting food. ~ Thomas More 

More's close friend and fellow humanist Juan Luis Vives 

worked out a detailed plan for a basic income program suited 

to the poor. He suggested his program to the mayor of Bruges 

in 1526. 

Even those who have dissipated their fortunes in dissolute liv-
ing should be given food, for no one should die of hunger. How-
ever, smaller rations and more irksome tasks should be assigned 
to them so that they may be an example to others. Whatever the 
source of poverty, the poor are expected to work. ~ Juan Luis 
Vives 

French political scientist Nicolas de Condorcet played a 

prominent role in the French Revolution. The political worm 

turned after Condorcet favored mercy for the king, and he 

himself was sentenced to death for such empathy. 

While in hiding, Condorcet wrote a political history – 

Sketch for a Historical Picture of the Progress of the Human 
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Mind (1794) – which was published posthumously. Its last 

chapter sketched social insurance and how it could relieve fi-

nancial insecurity, inequality, and poverty. 

Under Condorcet's system, payments by the public went 

into a pool which paid out to those in need. The pool also 

served as a pension fund for those old enough to retire.  

Condorcet's schema was similar to public pensions (social 

security in American parlance), but with broader welfare ap-

plication. Condorcet's concept inspired Bismarck in his wel-

fare plans and has had lasting influence. 

Income from capital is, by implication, ethically legitimate, 
but the right to income derived from land is morally questiona-
ble. ~ Thomas Paine in 1795 

Following the concept of natural law – that the Earth is 

common property of all humanity – Thomas Paine advocated 

a basic income for all. He argued that every landowner "owes 

to the community a ground-rent for the land which he holds; 

and it is from this ground-rent that the fund proposed in this 

plan is to issue."  

Paine's payment of ground-rent is intended to compen-

sate the landless for deprivation of their natural inheritance, 

and to relieve poverty and wretchedness. Paine insisted that 

this is "a right, and not a charity"; one that is universal and 

unconditional. 

Napoléon Bonaparte echoed Paine's sentiments, com-

menting that "man is entitled by birthright to a share of the 

Earth's produce sufficient to fill the needs of his existence." 

A number of 19th century reformers, including English-

man William Cobbett (1827), American Samuel Read Hall 

(1829), and Englishman Poulet Scrope (1833) promulgated 

welfare as an essential property right.  

One of the most famous to advocate a basic income was 

French philosopher Charles Fourier, a radical whom Marx 

contemptuously derided as a "utopian socialist." Fourier ar-

gued that private property was a violation of the fundamen-

tal right of everyone to reap Nature's bounty, and so 

"civilization" owed subsistence to anyone unable to meet 

basic needs. 
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Influenced by Fourier, Belgian writer Joseph Charlier 

proposed an unconditional minimum income in the late 19th 

century. Such a scheme, he trumpeted, would end "the dom-

ination of capital over labor." Addressing the problem of en-

couraging indolence, Charlier remarked: 

Hard luck for the lazy: they will be put on short allowance. 
Society's duty does not reach beyond securing each a fair share 
of the enjoyment of what Nature puts at his disposal, without 
usurping anyone's rights. ~ Joseph Charlier 

English political theorist George Cole updated the natu-

ral law ethos for basic income in arguing that technological 

progress augured for a "social dividend." 

Current productive power is a joint result of current effort and 
of social heritage; all citizens should share in the yield of this 
common heritage. ~ George Cole in 1935 

In 1942, English economist William Beveridge proposed 

a minimum income tied to a broader program of unified child 

benefits and social insurance. His concept prevailed in Brit-

ain over simpler unconditional basic income plans. The idea 

soon spread to other European countries. 

Then came the concept of unnatural law, whereupon a 

basic income could be construed as a societal necessity, as 

men may have no means of employment in a market econ-

omy. In 1964, following Cole's lead with a twist, English econ-

omist James Meade proposed a basic income to all, owing to 

technological progress reducing the demand for labor so 

much that wages would fall to intolerable lows.  

In a world where computers can suddenly make a profes-

sion uneconomic, those who have worked hard cannot be cer-

tain of a decent standard of living. Of course, the same 

argument could have been made for those whose livelihoods 

were taken by machines during the age of industrialization. 

And it is rather surprising that Cole had not thought of this 

angle, given the rampant unemployment in 1935. 

Attempting a cleaner sweep of poverty, American econo-

mist Milton Friedman, known for his laissez-faire beliefs, 

wanted to replace the complicated US welfare state with a 

simpler system: combining a flat tax with a guaranteed min-

imum income. The idea resonated in America. 
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The simplest approach will prove to be the most effective – 
the solution to poverty is to abolish it directly by a now widely 
discussed measure: the guaranteed income. ~ Martin Luther 
King Jr.  

In 1968, 1,200 economists, including James Tobin, Paul 

Samuelson, and John Kenneth Galbraith, endorsed basic 

income, and called on the US Congress to enact it. Nixon's 

negative income tax proposal came on its heels, to the 

reception of a callous Congress. 

In the early 1970s, the state of Alaska experienced a 

financial boon from a glut of oil found in Prudhoe Bay. A state 

fund was established in 1976 to provide an annual dividend 

to every resident. 

France implemented a minimum-income program in 

1988. Some Dutch cities are experimenting with the idea. 

Finland started a trial program in 2017.  

 

Poverty is the worst form of violence. ~ Mahatma Gandhi 

After centuries of attack on the perpetual problem of pov-

erty, its wellspring has too often gone unremarked: the in-

choate economics of capitalism which political regimes 

succor. Underlying the rationale for basic income is the fact 

that the capitalist system has no capability for providing full 

employment. Workers are mere inputs, of which a minimal 

number are desirable for production, as they represent noth-

ing but a cost. 

Ideally, a welfare state balances the desire to keep people 

from penury while not letting them drift into lives of indo-

lence and despair. Such insurance has proved impossible to 

implement in market economies. 

Given a regime where the disadvantaged stay that way, 

every child needing welfare is a generational perpetuation of 

hopelessness.* 

The piecemeal welfare states that exist are symptomatic 

of the failure of humanity to supply itself with a rational sys-

tem for existence. With regard to welfare, the result has been 

 
* The related issue of limiting breeding is much thornier. 
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deplorable social injustice, wasted human potential, and un-

told personal tragedy, as well as grift and other corruption. 

The only truly workable solution, which is explored in the 

next chapter, is a unified system of life that provides dignity 

for, and demands responsibility from, every member of soci-

ety. 

Until the great mass of the people shall be filled with the 
sense of responsibility for each other's welfare, social justice 
can never be attained. ~ American author Helen Keller 

 The Environment  
It is horrifying that we have to fight our own government to 

save the environment. ~ American environmentalist Ansel Ad-
ams 

Abetting capitalist instincts, governments worldwide 

have universally allowed unrelenting environmental degra-

dation on every front, and joining in as well in accelerating 

humanity's demise. Such destruction has been checked spo-

radically only after popular outcry. All the while, politicians 

pay lip service to environmental quality.* 

Preservation of our environment is not a liberal or conserva-
tive challenge; it's common sense. ~ US President Ronald 
Reagan in 1984 

Laws protecting the environment have always been incre-

mentally piecemeal, intending business-as-usual with a bit of 

abeyance. The oligarchy of corporate interest squashes at-

tempts to stay the demise of the human species from befoul-

ment. 

Various countries ban the use of toxic substances but al-

low domestic companies to manufacture them for export. 

Such is the case for the weed killers paraquat and atrazine, 

which China and Europe ban, but are nonetheless made for 

export to the US and other careless countries in Asia, Africa, 

and the Americas. Paraquat is finding increasing favor in the 

US because the most popular weed killer there is losing its 

 
* Human devastation of the environment is surveyed in Spokes 6: 

The Fruits of Civilization. 
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potency as plants sharpen their defenses against malevolent 

mammals. 

 United States  

The Anacostia River flows through the nation's capital, 

both symbolic and symptomatic of the country's rivers. With 

its sluggish brown surface, the Anacostia retains its historic 

state as a slow-flowing garbage dump. 

4.5 decades after the Clean Water Act obliged the federal 

government to make America's main waterways "fishable 

and swimmable," the Anacostia, albeit slightly improved, lin-

gers in a disgusting state. Each year, over 7.5 billion liters of 

sewage and storm water flow into it, so clouding the water 

with feces and gunk that light cannot penetrate it. 

The mussels and purifying weeds that once carpeted the 

riverbed are long gone. Anacostia is now coated in black ooze 

laden with lethal industrial pollutants, over 3 meters deep in 

some places.  

The fish that survive do so blotted with toxic lesions. 

Though poisonous, they are still frequently consumed by 

some 17,000 poor people. In this too the Anacostia is both 

symbolic and symptomatic of the country at large. *† 

 
* UK environmental laws: Metropolis Water Act (1852, 1871, 1897, 

1899, 1902); Alkali Act (1863); Ground Game Act (1880); Wild 

Birds Protection Act (1902); National Parks and Access to the 

Countryside Act (1949); Clean Air Act (1956); Weeds Act (1959); 

Environmental Protection Act (1990); Badgers Act (1991, 1992); 

Environment Act (1995); Water Act (2003); Clean Neighbour-

hoods and Environment Act (2005); Merchant Shipping (Pollu-

tion) Act (2006); Climate Change Act (2008). 

† US environmental laws: Clean Air Act (1970); National Environ-

mental Policy Act (NEPA) (1970), which established an Environ-

mental Protection Agency and a Council on Environmental 

Quality; Water Pollution Control Act Amendments (1972); Ma-

rine Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act (1972); Endan-

gered Species Act (1973); Safe Drinking Water Act (1974); 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (1976); Clean Water Act 

(1977), Superfund Act (1980). 
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The greenhouse effect is an important environmental issue. 
We need to get on with it. ~ Dan Quayle 

Begun by a Republican president (Richard Nixon) in re-

sponse to overwhelming public outcry, the US Environmen-

tal Protection Agency (EPA) had bipartisan support for 

barely a decade. Industry quickly bit back for its God-given 

right to pollute, which Republicans affirmed. 

Despite his nod to environmental quality, President 

Ronald Reagan paid heed to the corporate backlash. Presi-

dent George W. Bush turned more forcefully against environ-

mental protection. President Donald Trump had so much 

respect for the environment that he put someone opposed to 

the EPA's very existence in charge of it, with the Republican 

Congress' blessing.  

More generally, the Trump administration has been ag-

gressive in not enforcing environmental protection laws and 

even encouraging corporate pollution. Congress, responsible 

for oversight, did nothing in response. Further, the Trump 

government undermined government-sponsored scientific 

studies on pollution and climate change via mandates on re-

search methods and restricting publication of unfavorable re-

sults.  

Meanwhile, the federal courts, stocked with conservative 

toads sympathetic to corporations, croak about cost. 

It is not rational to impose billions of dollars in economic 
costs in return for a few dollars in health and environmental 
benefits. ~ Justice Antonin Scalia in Michigan v. EPA (2014)  

The EPA must justify its regulations by showing that so-

cietal benefits monetarily outweigh the costs imposed on pol-

luters. It has proven a demanding metric, with the scales 

tipped to the status quo of pollution on a massive scale. The 

courts have repeatedly denied rational regulations to lessen 

pollution of potent toxins such as mercury and lead, as was 

the case in Michigan v. EPA. 

Despite exhaustive consideration of costs, the court strikes 
down EPA's rule on the ground that the EPA "unreasonably 
deemed cost irrelevant." That is a peculiarly blinkered way for 
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a court to assess the lawfulness of an agency's rulemaking.  
~ Justice Elena Kagan, in dissent in Michigan v. EPA 

Further, US courts curtail the government's ability to 

make polluters pay to clean up their messes. Instead, taxpay-

ers foot the bill for whatever cleanup is done. In effect, the 

government subsidizes capitalist pollution. 

 Internationally  

UN talks failed. We continue to follow a path to a very dan-
gerous warmer world within this century. ~ Swedish environ-
mentalist Johan Rockström in December 2018 

There is a long and growing list of international treaties 

to limit environmental destruction and pollution, most nota-

bly curbing output of the greenhouse gas emissions that 

cause global warming and thereby climate change. They have 

failed to slow the dynamic down. Further, the signed papers 

have not lessened the impetus for further deterioration, let 

alone favor Nature over human wants. The calculation is al-

ways how much pollution is acceptable.  

All the lofty words of statesmen provide no means for en-

forcing compliance. Whatever assurances may be made, ad-

herence is essentially voluntary, subject to the political whim 

of the moment. The resolute corporate lobby against environ-

mental protection stands vigilant watch. 

The world's first agreement to limit global warming was 

the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 

Change, which went into force in 1994. It had negligible ef-

fect, as did succeeding treaties. The United States refused to 

ratify its successor, the 1997 Kyoto Protocol. 

The latest effort was the 2016 Paris agreement, which 

was lauded as a "historic turning point"; but no turn is ap-

parent. That is because of the price tag attached. The esti-

mated cost for the US alone is at least $484 billion annually 

in remediation measures; roughly what the nation spends 

every year in national defense.  

Under the Paris accord, the US pledged to cut greenhouse 

emissions 27% by 2025 from what they were in 2005. The 
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first problem with that target is that greenhouse gas emis-

sions in 2005 are not known. Estimates vary by at least 20%. 

But let's get past fallacious statistics to substance. 

The US has done nothing to reduce greenhouse gas emis-

sions.* The country was already on track to miss its avowed 

goal; so too other countries. 

Overall, the Paris agreement aims to limit the increase in 

global air-surface temperature to 1.5 °C above pre-industrial 

levels. This is impossible. By 2019 the world had already 

warmed 1.3 °C and was getting hotter faster. 

The measures Paris accord signatories agreed to were 

modest, to put it generously. Most developing countries 

promised insignificant change. India, the world's 3rd-biggest 

generator of greenhouse gases, vowed to limit its emissions 

to rise no more than 90% above current levels. 

By 2018, only 1 country in the world had actually met its 

Paris agreement commitment: Morocco. The rest of the world 

had done next to nothing at best. 

It has now been 10 years since major industrialized nations 
(the G20) committed to phasing out fossil fuel subsidies, yet 
astonishingly some governments are actually increasing the sub-
sidies they give to coal power plants. ~ English political theo-
rist, economist, and environmentalist Ipek Gençsü in 2019 

To even begin to address the atmospheric ills of capital-

ism, the public will have to shell out for harms caused largely 

by the private sector (albeit with the implicit permission of 

the government). No such largesse is forthcoming without 

legislation that conservatives, which are in the majority, find 

anathema. Fighting climate change simply won't happen. 

 
* Dispensing with pretense, President Trump rejected all efforts at 

pollution control, beginning with disavowal of American adher-

ence to the 2016 Paris accord. Instead, Trump allied himself with 

the foulest polluters on the planet. No peep of protest issued forth 

from national politicians of either major party. Federal agencies 

under Trump argued in their reports that pollution controls were 

unnecessary because their effect would be incidental to the ex-

tinction event underway. 
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The global warming limits set by the Paris Climate Agreement 
should not be considered a safe amount of global warming.  
~ American environmentalist Jennifer Li 

The pledges countries made during the Paris climate accord 
don't get us anywhere close to what we have to do. Further, 
countries haven't really followed through with actions to reduce 
their emissions in any way commensurate with what they pro-
fess to be aiming for. ~ American climatologist Drew Shindell 
in 2018 

The invariable cost of vibrant economic activity under the 

market system is environmental deterioration unto extinc-

tion. Green growth simply does not exist. 

 Militarism  

Warfare is a constantly recurrent and universal characteristic 
of human existence. Written history has mostly been the history 
of wars. Practically all frontiers between nations, races, and re-
ligions have been established by wars, and previous civiliza-
tions perished because of them. ~ English psychologist 
Anthony Stevens 

Men are ever at conflict. Whatever the objective or trag-

edy involved in obtaining "victory," the means of waging war 

has proven to be a perpetual growth industry. 

There is no likelihood of being able to suppress humanity's 
aggressive tendencies. ~ Austrian psychoanalyst Sigmund 
Freud 

An estimated 10–20% of those who lived in Stone Age so-

cieties were killed. Despite profound advances in murderous 

technologies and their copious application, that percentage 

had dropped into the single digits by the end of the 20th cen-

tury. This relative decline in mass murder was due entirely 

to there being 20,000 times as many people on the planet. 

There is no reason to think that men today are any less vio-

lent than their forebearers. News headlines constantly sug-

gest otherwise. 

People hardly ever give up their freedom, including their 
rights to kill and impoverish each other, unless forced to do so. 
~ Ian Morris 
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War: what is it good for? Absolutely nothing. ~ American 
singer/songwriter Barrett Strong in the song "War" (1969) 

German sociologist Norbert Elias and English historian 

Ian Morris argued that war has been good for something: to 

empower the state, and so impose order in a society which 

would not otherwise cohere. Hobbes would have heartily 

agreed. 

 

The police and military are exercises of state power with 

the same goal: pacifying the populace. The only difference are 

the targets: a nation's own people or that of another. 

War is never aimed at just military forces. It is instead a 

campaign to bring a people to their knees, so as to lose the 

will to fight. That is why a war always involves vast economic 

destruction and a gruesome number of civilian casualties, at 

least on the losing side. 

 

Why of course the people don't want war. That is understood. 
But, after all, it is the leaders of the country who determine the 
policy, and it is always a simple matter to drag the people along, 
whether it is a democracy, or a fascist dictatorship, or a parlia-
ment, or a communist dictatorship. Voice or no voice, the peo-
ple can always be brought to the bidding of the leaders. That is 
easy. All you have to do is tell them they are being attacked, 
and denounce the peacemakers for lack of patriotism and ex-
posing the country to danger. ~ German military leader Her-
mann Göring 

The commonly used term defense is a euphemism for mil-

itarism: the spirit and policy to maintain a large military. 

While militarism is the wish of almost all political leaders, 

its embodiment is thankfully constrained by economics.  

There is no instance of a nation benefiting from prolonged 
warfare. ~ Chinese general, military strategist, and philosopher 
Sun Tzu 

Only economic powerhouses can afford to sustain them-

selves as military powerhouses too. Militarism is invariably 
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nothing but a drain, not matter how mighty a nation may 

seem. 

Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every rocket 
fired signifies in the final sense a theft from those who hunger 
and are not fed, those who are cold and are not clothed. This 
world in arms is not spending money alone. It is spending the 
sweat of its laborers, the genius of its scientists, the hopes of its 
children. This is not a way of life at all in any true sense. Under 
the clouds of war, it is humanity hanging on a cross of iron.  
~ US President Dwight Eisenhower 

Every empire in history, and there have been many, has 

fallen from the cost of maintaining militarism. 

 

Overgrown military establishments are under any form of 
government inauspicious to liberty, and are to be regarded as 
particularly hostile to republican liberty. ~ US President 
George Washington in his 1796 farewell address 

America started down the path of militarism at the end 

of the 19th century. The press was manipulated to whip up 

war fever for the Spanish-American War of 1898. The war 

ceded to the US the Spanish colonies of Cuba, Puerto Rico, 

Guam, and the Philippines.  

In 1899, the Filipinos revolted against America as their 

overlord. 4,234 American military personnel died in the re-

bellion that cost 200,000 Filipino lives (out of a population of 

8 million).  

Echoing imperialist sentiments going back centuries, the 

United States declared its brutal colonization of the Philip-

pines as divinely ordained, racially inevitable, and economi-

cally indispensable. These ideas inspired the Japanese, who 

set their sights on emulating America in Asia. 

When the 1st World War broke out, President Woodrow 

Wilson followed President Washington's advice and stayed 

neutral. Paradoxically, it was Wilson who laid the idealistic 

foundation for American hegemony with his idea of a "global 

mission" to "democratize" the world. Wilson remains the god-

father to those who justify American militarism as a tool for 

exporting democracy. 
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American militarism surged as its urge in other nations 

was withering. The Japanese were atomically broken. The 

once-great western European powers had exhausted them-

selves with fratricidal wars. Their 2nd great war of the 20th 

century had them awkwardly embracing one another to avoid 

a repetition. 

In the brief aftermath of the 2nd World War, America 

temporarily demobilized. Then, agitated by the Cold War 

with the Soviets, anti-communism reignited the flame of 

American militarism. 

The 1st post-war peak in American military spending 

came during the Korean War (1950–1953), which cost only a 

fraction of what the US was spending to arm itself. When 

France stepped out of Indochina, the US insensibly stepped, 

societally immolating itself with its losing Vietnam War 

(1955–1975).  

The Soviet Union was a distinct instance of militarism 

gone awry. Russia had an economic system which could not 

sustain its appetite for prestige and power. Client states in 

eastern Europe slipped out its grasp when weakness in Rus-

sian will became apparent. 

Though the Cold War ended, and America had no enemy 

of consequence, outlays for US militarism did not decline; 

quite the contrary. 

In the councils of government, we must guard against the ac-
quisition of unwarranted influence, whether sought or un-
sought, by the military-industrial complex. The potential for the 
disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist.  
~ US President Dwight Eisenhower in his 1961 presidential 
farewell address 

President Eisenhower's concern that the military-indus-

trial complex could become undemocratically powerful be-

came fully realized. Republican President George W. Bush 

embodied Eisenhower's worst fear. 

We will build our defenses beyond challenge, lest weakness 
invite challenge. ~ US President George W. Bush in his 2001 
inaugural address 

The next Republican president, Donald Trump, would be 

even worse in his militaristic mentality. This was merely a 
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consistency of Trump having a malevolent soul, with abject 

political and economic instincts to boot. 

I'm the most militaristic person. I want to have a much 
stronger military. I want it to be so strong that nobody is going 
to mess with us. ~ US President Donald Trump 

 

It's the same old dream – world domination. ~ English au-
thor Ian Fleming 

There are no foreign bases on US soil. But the US main-

tains roughly 1,000 military bases in at least 74 foreign coun-

tries, housing several hundreds of thousands of troops. The 

US government prefers not to provide precise information to 

the public in this regard.  

In 2010, the Pentagon listed 4,999 US military sites 

worldwide, including domestic and territorial installations. 

It was a considerable undercount, omitting Middle East 

countries, including Iraq, Afghanistan, Kuwait, and Saudi 

Arabia, where there were substantial deployments and hun-

dreds of bases. 

Germany and Japan, the defeated powers of the World 

War that ended in 1945, are still infested with victorious 

Americans. In 2018, the US kept 179 bases in Germany and 

109 bases in Japan, respectively housing 40,000 and 50,000 

troops. 

Most US citizens interpret the foreign policy of their nation 
through the eyes of a people committed to their image of them-
selves: a kind and generous people who love peace and eco-
nomic and political freedom. Many around the world have a 
very different image. ~ American sociologist Frank Elwell 

France maintains a military presence in 10 countries. 

The UK has military bases in 8 foreign nations.  

China's defense ministry stated in 2015 that had no mili-

tary bases overseas; that China pursues a defensive national 

defense policy and seeks no hegemony. The lie is laughable. 

China is ramping its militarism and has created severe mili-

tary tensions with several neighboring nations by claiming 

dozens of islands in the South China Sea that are well beyond 

its border, and in other countries front yard. 
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Territorial integrity and maritime rights and interests will be 

defended. ~ China defense minister Chang Wanquan in 2016 

 

My administration will rid the world of evildoers. ~ US Pres-
ident George W. Bush on 16 September 2001 

The American homeland is the planet. ~ 9/11 Commission 
Report (2004)* 

Since the 2nd World War, the US has selectively played 

the part of planetary policeman. The Bush Jr. administration 

proclaimed that US bases abroad "maintained the peace" and 

provided "symbols of US commitments to allies and friends." 

President Barack Obama declared that the American foreign 

military presence provides "a stabilizing influence abroad." 

Unsurprisingly, President Trump trumped them.  

I will proudly promote our system of government and our 
way of life as the best in the world – just like we did in our 
campaign against communism during the Cold War. I will re-
build our military. ~ US President Donald Trump 

American militarism cost nearly $600 billion a year in 

2018, when that country's warring was at a relative lull. The 

US spends more on its military now than it did at the heights 

of the Korean and Vietnam Wars; more than the next 7 coun-

tries combined (China, Saudi Arabia, Russia, Britain, India, 

France, and Japan).  

Even as we fight today's fights, we must also be prepared for 
the fights that might come in 10, 20, or 30 years. ~ US Secre-
tary of Defense Ashton Carter in 2016 

US foreign bases are not the positive influence that the 

government touts. Quite the contrary. 

The military cast of mind makes war far more likely. A great 
military machine cries out to be used. ~ Frank Elwell 

Rather than stabilizing dangerous regions, foreign bases 

frequently heighten military tensions and discourage diplo-

matic solutions to conflicts. Placing US bases near the bor-

ders of countries such as China, Russia, and Iran increases 

 
* Official US government report of the 9/11 terrorist attack. 
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perceived threats to their security and encourages them to 

respond by boosting their own military spending. 

US bases to protect against an alleged future threat runs the 
risk of becoming a self-fulfilling prophecy. By provoking a Chi-
nese and Russian military response, these bases may help create 
the very threat against which they are supposedly designed to 
protect. In other words, far from making the world a safer place, 
US bases overseas can actually make war more likely and Amer-
ica less secure. ~ American anthropologist David Vine 

 

The evils of racism, economic exploitation, and militarism are 
all tied together. ~ Martin Luther King Jr.  

If we explore the interconnection of systemic racism, poverty, 
the war economy and ecological devastation, we see how sys-
temic racism allows us to deny the humanity of others; by deny-
ing the humanity of others, we are given permission to exploit 
people economically; by exploitation we are emboldened to 
abuse our military powers and, through violence and war, con-
trol resources. This quest for control of resources leads to the 
destruction of our ecosystem. ~ American urbanologist Liz 
Theoharis 

However destructive the military may be, it is never effi-

cient. The Pentagon wastes 25% of its budget on unnecessary 

bureaucracy. The internal study that found this out was sup-

pressed by the military. That is just the beginning of the 

waste the US military tries to cover up. 

 Environmental Impact  

The environmental harm of the military cannot be over-

stated.* Seldom is there a greater diversity and concentra-

tion of hazardous substances than on a military base.  

Before the introduction of national environmental legislation, 
the environmental damage caused by military bases was even 
worse than it is today. At home and abroad, bases regularly 
dumped toxic substances into rivers and streams, including as-

 
* 72% of the US government's greenhouse gas emissions are from 

the military; most of it emitted in foreign counties. 
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bestos, leaded paint, and other hazardous materials. Bases ha-
bitually oiled down dirt roads to contain dust. Some dumped 
hazardous waste at sea, including materials associated with nu-
clear, biological, and chemical weapons. ~ David Vine 

Militaries wreak environmental havoc everywhere they 

set down. The intensity of environmental impact by the mili-

tary can only be heightened by employment of its weapons. 

Long-lasting environmental damage of untold proportion is 

also accomplished when the military no longer wants its 

tradecraft materials.  

The US Army admitted that from 1944 to 1970 it secretly 

dumped 29,000 tonnes of toxic nerve agents into the sea, 

along with 400,000 chemical bombs, countless land mines 

and rockets, and over 450 tonnes of radioactive waste. This 

was just a modest admission of dumping in domestic waters 

by just 1 of the 4 US military branches.  

In 2000, the US military estimated that its US bases had 

28,538 toxic waste sites covering nearly 11 million hectares; 

an area larger than the state of Tennessee. The military 

rarely does much of anything to clean up its toxic messes. 

The US military's care of the environment overseas can-

not be anything but blithe compared to its domestic pollution. 

At bases in Iraq and Afghanistan, solid wastes are burned in 

open-air pits. Unexploded ordnance is left for the locals to 

deal with (or die from).  

Fuel leaks are commonplace. A jet fuel leak at an air force 

base in Albuquerque, New Mexico started in 1953 and was 

not discovered until 1999. The spill grew to an estimated 91 

million cubic meters, twice that of the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil 

spill in Alaska. Albuquerque's water supply was contami-

nated as a result, and its health consequences ignored by gov-

ernment authorities. 

The quotidian environmental cost of military bases is ex-

traordinary. Bases generate enormous amounts of garbage 

and maddening levels of noise.  

On average, Americans produce 2 kg of trash daily: 70% 

above the global norm. An average American soldier spawns 

4.5 kilos of rubbish every day. 
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 Intelligence  
Know the enemy and know yourself. ~ Sun Tzu 

In the political sense, intelligence is secret activity aimed 

at comprehending or changing what goes on. Espionage is as 

old as warfare and diplomacy. In making sense of the seem-

ingly insensible, intelligence, and its lack thereof, are the 

missing dimension of history. Without accurate intelligence, 

leadership is blind. 

 United States  
The ultimate ancestor of all American intelligence ser-

vices is the Sons of Liberty: a federation of dissident secret 

societies formed in 1765 in reaction to the Stamp Act. Some-

times called the Liberty Boys, the group employed a variety 

of tactics, including terrorism.  

 Revolutionary War  

George Washington was the spymaster-in-chief during 

the American Revolution. He recruited snoopers, instructed 

them on tradecraft, sent them out, welcomed them back, and 

paid them off. 

Everything depends upon obtaining intelligence of the 

enemy's motions. ~ George Washington in 1776 

When it came to espionage, the Liberty Boys proved to be 

bumbling amateurs. They were countered by complacent pro-

fessionals in the British, led by General William Howe, who 

had insufficient appreciation of espionage.  

It was not until Howe was replaced, in 1778, that the Brit-

ish established a secret service in North America. By then, 

the opportunities lost meant that France's entry into the war 

proved decisive for the rebels. With better intelligence and 

military leadership, Britain could have won a relatively quick 

victory. 
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 Civil War  

The poor quality of espionage was the reason the Civil 

War dragged on for 4 years. Private detective Allen Pinker-

ton was the North's spymaster during the war's 1st phase. 

His consistent overestimation of Confederate troop strength 

encouraged the tendency of General George McClellan to 

dally in prosecuting the war. Sure victories were turned into 

sieges and losses as a result. 

At the outset, the South had better intelligence gathering, 

part of which came from reading Northern news reports. 

Press censorship was a problem that plagued the North 

throughout the war. Northern General William Sherman re-

garded newspaper correspondents as Confederate spies. 

Many other Federal commanders felt similarly. Having been 

informed that 3 journalists had been killed by an exploding 

shell, Sherman exclaimed: "Good! Now we shall have news 

from Hell before breakfast." With fewer papers and tighter 

censorship, the South suffered less self-inflicted damage. 

The North's early bumbling of intelligence was corrected 

in early 1863, when Colonel George Sharpe created a modern 

secret service. The South had nothing to match Sharpe's intel 

on enemy troop movements and intentions. 

While the Civil War was a sectional conflict, neither the 

North nor South enjoyed unanimous support from its peo-

ples. Secret societies sprang up to counter war efforts by 

providing intelligence to the other side. Those who supported 

the North were better organized and equipped. 

A telling difference in Civil War intelligence came in 

counterespionage. The Confederates' dismal failure in this 

regard owed in large part to misplaced trust. The Confeder-

ate leadership too readily accepted anyone who professed 

dedication to their aims. Such credulousness was less a re-

flection of Southern aristocrats lacking Yankee guile than in 

naïve faith in the rightness of their cause. 

 

Americans abandoned intelligence-gathering when the 

Civil War ended. All institutional memory and skill were lost.  
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The US military took up spy craft again in the early 

1880s. The 1879–1884 War of the Pacific, with Chile pitted 

against Bolivia and Peru for possession of the nitrate-rich 

Atacama desert, impressed American policy makers of the 

need for their own militarism and intelligence-gathering on 

foreign nations. The investment proved fruitful shortly there-

after, when the United States quickly defeated Spain in the 

1898 conflict. 

 Pearl Harbor  

In the 20th century, the United States' most grievous in-

telligence failure culminated on 7 December 1941; what Pres-

ident Franklin Roosevelt called "a day that will live in 

infamy." 

We failed to anticipate Pearl Harbor not for want of the rele-
vant materials, but because of a plethora of irrelevant ones.  
~ American military intelligence historian Roberta Wohlstetter 

While Wohlstetter had a point, more on-point was the fact 

that Captain William Puleston, head of US naval intelli-

gence, grossly underestimated the Japanese and American 

diligence. Dismissing the prospect of the Japanese attack to 

come, Puleston wrote just months before: 

The Pacific Fleet is at one of the strongest bases in the world 
– Pearl Harbor – practically on a war footing and under a war 
regime. 

 World War 2  

I fear all we have done is to awaken a sleeping giant and fill 
him with a terrible resolve. ~ Japanese Admiral Isoroku Yama-
moto 

 The army led Japan's war effort under general Hideki 

Tōjō, who was also prime minister; but Japan's prospects 

against the US relied upon brilliant application of its naval 

power. Admiral Isoroku Yamamoto was key to that. 

Beyond sheer military strength, the Germans and Japa-

nese were defeated in the 2nd World War by their encrypted 

messages being cracked by Allied forces, and in not realizing 

that their communications were compromised. 
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On 13 April 1943, American military intelligence deci-

phered a Japanese naval message that 5 days thence Admi-

ral Yamamoto was going to inspect Japanese air bases on 

Bougainville, the largest of the Solomon Islands. The Ameri-

can shot down the plane Yamamoto was in, killing him; an 

event that greatly diminished Japan's war prospects. 

Yamamoto's death demoralized the Japanese. His succes-

sor – Admiral Mineichi Koga – was a conservative strategist 

who lacked flair and charisma. 

 

The smartness of British intelligence during World War 

2 prompted President Roosevelt to create a secret service 

modeled on the Brits' MI6. The American OSS (Office of Stra-

tegic Services) was an evolution of previous foreign intelli-

gence operations but fell short of comprehensiveness and 

coordination. The FBI was left responsible for intelligence in 

Latin America, and the Army and Navy continued to sport 

their own intelligence services. 

 Anti-Communism  

President Truman disbanded the OSS on 20 September 

1945. By the end of the year, he had changed his mind, and 

sanctioned the creation of the intelligence group that became 

the CIA (Central Intelligence Agency). 

 U-2  

The prime worry of the CIA was the Soviets. The US de-

veloped the U-2 ultra-high-altitude aircraft, which made its 

1st flight into the USSR on 4 July 1956. The CIA thought the 

plane might be detected at some time, but they did not imag-

ine that the Soviets were able to track every flight from entry 

to exit. 

The Soviets diplomatically protested the violations of sov-

ereign air space, to no avail. So, on 1 May 1960, the Soviets 

shot down the 24th U-2 to fly over the USSR. 

The US predictably lied about the incident. The Soviets 

were able the reveal the deception because the U-2 pilot, 

Gary Powers, had been captured alive. 
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 US / USSR Missile Gap  

Beginning in 1957, US intelligence badly overestimated 

Soviet ballistic missile capabilities. The military's guess was 

laughably off. Though somewhat closer to actuality, the CIA 

too were far above the Soviet's actual count. The U-2 flights 

helped give a false feeling of accuracy. 

John Kennedy, who was running for president, invented 

the term "missile gap" to accuse the Eisenhower administra-

tion of being weak on defense. By mid-1960, the Eisenhower 

administration had revised their missile gap estimates, and 

told Kennedy so in a secret briefing. Though he knew better, 

Kennedy kept up the rhetoric which helped him get elected.* 

 Bay of Pigs †  

In the 1820s, when the rest of Spain's Latin America em-

pire rebelled and formed independent states, Cuba stayed 

loyal. A large part of this owed to relative enslavement. At 

the time, only 36% of Cubans were slaves; much lower than 

in the rebellious lands.‡ 

The 1898 Spanish-American War was the springboard to 

Cuban independence (in 1902). From then, 2 men dominated 

Cuban politics: Fulgencio Batista and Fidel Castro. 

Batista ruled 1933–1944: at first through puppet presi-

dents, then elected as president himself in 1940 on a populist 

platform. Aiming for a comeback after an extended holiday 

in the US, Batista ran again in 1952. Facing electoral defeat, 

Batista staged a coup. He corruptly ran the country until De-

cember 1958, when he fled from Cuba's imminent future. 

Castro's revolution was anti-communist America's worst 

nightmare: a heretic in the backyard. The CIA, with Eisen-

hower's approval, set itself upon turning back the clock. 

 
* The Eisenhower administration, though frustrated with Kenne-

dy's lying, kept quiet for fear of revealing the U-2 program. 

† The Bay of Pigs is an inlet on the southern coast of Cuba; the 

intended landing site for the US-sponsored invasion. 

‡ By contrast, 90% of those living in Antebellum Virginia in the 

early 19th century were enslaved. 
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President Kennedy and his advisors were lukewarm on 

the planned invasion of Cuba that was financed by the US 

but fronted by disgruntled natives; and it came as no surprise 

to Castro: US national newspapers repeatedly ran stories on 

the planned invasion. 

In the end, Kennedy believed that if he canceled the op-

eration, he would be accused of being soft on communism; a 

political liability particularly hard to overcome in those days. 

As it turned out, Kennedy himself doomed the invasion's pro-

spects by failing to provide supportive air strikes. The in-

vaders were quickly put paid by Cuban aerial assault. 

This was a struggle of Cuban patriots against a Cuban dictator. 
While we could not be expected to hide our sympathies, we 
made it repeatedly clear that the armed forces of this country 
would not intervene in any way. ~ UN ambassador Adlai Ste-
venson, dissembling for the US on 15 April 1961 

Thwarting the invasion made Castro a national hero, 

strengthening his leadership. It also solidified relations be-

tween Cuba and the Soviet Union, leading to the Cuban mis-

sile crisis in 1962. 

A month before Soviet nuclear missiles were discovered 

in Cuba, US intelligence concluded that the Soviets would do 

no such a thing. After they were found, US intelligence pre-

dicted that the Soviets could not be made to withdraw them. 

Wrong on both counts. 

 

The CIA was pessimistic from the get-go about American 

military involvement in southeast Asia. The agency was 

badly used there by their paymasters.  

Foolhardy President Johnson ignored intelligence and 

plunged ahead. A delusional and determined President 

Nixon doubled down and lost. 

Meanwhile, the CIA was actively corrupting political dy-

namics throughout Central and South America, including 

Mexico, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Panama, Brazil, 

Chile, Columbia, and Peru.  
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The CIA destroyed constitutional government in Chile by 

sponsoring a 1973 coup d'état against socialist president Sal-

vador Allende, who had been elected in 1970. Allende's suc-

cessor, General Augusto Pinochet, was a fascist dictator who 

unleashed a reign of terror upon his own people; quite the 

opposite of Allende's popular program toward social justice. 

From the early 1990s, the CIA crippled itself with person-

nel attrition. ~7% of its clandestine operatives walked out the 

door every year. It had not many more than a thousand spies. 

Over the years, the CIA became less willing to hire those 

who did not fit into is bureaucratic culture. Very few of its 

officers could speak or read the foreign languages where in-

telligence capabilities were critical. In consequence of its cul-

tural myopia, the CIA misread the world.  

Guard against arrogance, avoid underestimating the enemy, 

and be well prepared. ~ Mao Zedong 

 

Worldwide, computerized technology now allows states to 

surveille its citizens, and others, with relative ease. As Amer-

ica illustrates, government surveillance does nothing to keep 

its people safe. It only helps the state operate with impunity, 

outside all bounds of propriety: which is precisely the point. 

 War of Terror  
Since the end of the Cold War, military violence – that is, the 

imposition of political choices through the use of weapons – 
has appeared to be a continuous, normal, daily resource within 
an evolving political framework. ~ Italian anthropologists Ales-
sandro Dal Lago & Salvatore Palidda 

Terror has long been a tool of the state, and those groups 

wishing to become the state. The ultimate aim is always the 

same: control over the people within a territory. 

Those who commit terror feel morally fortified by their 

beliefs. The delusion of divine authority has proven especially 

fertile in instilling requisite righteousness to commit atroci-

ties without guilt, even as man's capacity for atrocity is posi-

tively primal.  
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Beyond the booty which motivated many, religious fervor 

fueled the Crusades. It worked its spell well on Catholic 

Spaniards during their Inquisition; and in the carnage upon 

hapless natives during conquest of the New World. The sav-

ages were not the ones slaughtered defending their homes. 

 Geneva Conventions  

War is cruelty, and you cannot refine it. ~ William Sherman 

Upon witnessing the cruelty of war firsthand, Swiss busi-

nessman Henri Dunant inspired the International Red Cross 

and the 1864 Geneva Convention. The 1st Geneva Conven-

tion addressed relief for the wounded and protection of med-

ical personnel. Subsequent conventions dealt with prisoners 

of war and civilians caught in the crossfire. 

The Geneva Conventions are commonly observed in the 

breach. In the 21st century, the US has been especially note-

worthy as a rogue nation: repeatedly perpetuating atrocities 

on foreign soil and to foreigners. Most other 21st-century 

states largely reserve their tortures to their own citizens. 

 

In modern times, Islam has been the tinder for Arabs to 

visit terror upon infidels in the foreign lands where they are 

despised and discriminated against. Though there have been 

many attacks since Islamic terror began its reign in the late 

20th century, one was especially spectacular. 

Homeland Security 

Fighting Terrorism Since 1492 
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 9/11  

We knew the Islamic threat since the 1970s. ~ CIA officer 
Duane Clarridge 

Islamic fury has been particularly pronounced against 

the United States, which steadfastly supports Israel and as-

serts hegemony in the Arab homelands. 

The tragedy of 9/11 had many fathers, but the airline in-

dustry itself shoulders much of the proximate blame. The air-

lines' lobbying organization had a long record of opposing 

almost all improvements in security, especially if the airlines 

bore the cost. From 1996 to 2000 alone, the association spent 

$70 million opposing matching passengers with bags (routine 

in Europe at the time), reinforced cabin doors, or the presence 

of occasional marshals – since they would occupy nonpaying 

seats. 

The US intelligence community was not up to the task of 

protecting Americans from terrorism. CIA ineptitude was 

long-standing. Coupled with FBI arrogance, and animosity 

between the 2 agencies, getting a Muslim terrorist team into 

the US proved a cakewalk. 

By the turn of the century, analysis had long ago been over-
whelmed by the volume of available information and were no 
longer able to distinguish between significant facts and back-
ground noise. The quality of analysis had become increasingly 
suspect. From the vantage point of 2001, intelligence failure is 
inevitable. ~ CIA officer Russ Travers 

Following a plan by the terrorist group al-Qaeda, hatched 

in spring 1999, a few of itinerant Arabs took lessons in the 

US: eager to know how to fly Boeing jets, but with no interest 

in learning how to land them.  

By the spring of 2001, the US intelligence community was 

on high alert: on the lookout for incipient Islamic terrorist 

acts. One scenario known to the CIA, FBI, and FAA was the 

possibility of airline hijacking.  

By mid-summer, CIA director George Tenet said that his 

"system was blinking red": an attack was considered immi-

nent. Meantime, the bumbling FBI ignored specific, credible 

warnings that could have prevented 9/11. 
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An increasing threat to civil aviation from terrorists exists and 
needs to be prevented and countered. ~ Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration (FAA) Federal Register statement (17 July 2001) 

President George W. Bush joked about an August 2001 

CIA memo stating that bin Laden was planning an attack 

within the US. Indeed, Bush denigrated the CIA officer who 

pressed to give him a briefing. After relenting and hearing 

what the CIA had to say, Bush concluded: "All right, you've 

covered your ass now." 

FAA inattention meant that all the Arab hijackers were 

easily able to board their flights, armed for the job at hand.  

At the time, the airlines themselves were responsible for 

airport security. They employed poorly trained, low-wage 

screeners who did a lousy job.  

Under FAA-approved guidelines, the kind of box cutters 

and knives that the hijackers used were allowed. To keep 

costs down and security lines moving, the airlines had lob-

bied the FAA for these and other accommodations. 

The FAA didn't follow the guidelines that were in place at the 
time. ~ American attorney Mary Schiavo, US federal transpor-
tation department inspector 

On the morning of 11 September 2001, 4 hijacked com-

mercial jets launched themselves at high-profile targets. 

The whole security process was in disarray. ~ John Mica, 
chair of the House subcommittee responsible for aviation over-
sight 

In the 1970s, hundreds of federal marshals manned 

American commercial flights to thwart hijackings to Cuba. 

By 2001, these police on planes had dwindled to 33: negligible 

coverage for over 20,000 daily flights from 440 airports. 

Once the planes in the air were hijacked, the FAA and US 

air force did nothing to prevent the attack from succeeding. 

These agents respectively had the knowledge and time to in-

tercept, but incompetence and bureaucracy worked in the hi-

jackers' favor.  

The terrorists exploited deep institutional failings within our 
government. ~ 9/11 Commission Report 
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1 of the planes, aimed at the White House or Capitol 

building, crashed into a field in Pennsylvania after passen-

gers fought the hijackers. 1 plane hit the Pentagon, which 

sustained significant damage, but was quickly repaired. It 

would not do for the beating heart of American militarism to 

be left debilitated for long. 2 planes successfully slammed 

into the twin towers of the World Trade Center in New York 

City, collapsing these world-famous commercial pillars. 

The Pearl Harbor of the 21st century took place today.  
~ President George W. Bush on 11 September 2001 

The 9/11 attacks killed 2,996. Over 6,000 were injured. 

At least 200 fell or jumped from the burning towers. Some 

inside made their way toward the roof, but roof access doors 

were locked. No helicopters would have saved them even if 

they had made it to the roof, as no plan to do so was ever 

envisioned.  

The World Trade Center was assumed indestructible, 

despite history having already shown the folly of such an 

assumption. 

 1993 World Trade Center Bombing  

On 26 February 1993, Islamic terrorists drove a truck 

loaded with explosives into the underground parking lot of 

the north Trade Center tower and set it off. 

Had the bomb been placed as envisioned, it would have 

brought both towers down: the north tower toppling so as the 

bring the south one down. Instead, 6 were killed, power to the 

building temporarily cut, and the underground garage exten-

sively damaged. 

The FBI had an inside informant who warned them about 

the bomb plot, but, owing to agency incompetence, there was 

no intervention. 

 

3 days after the World Trade Center collapsed, Christine 

Todd Whitman, head of the EPA, announced that air quality 

there was "no concern." 1 week later, Whitman assured resi-

dents that the air "is safe to breathe" and the water "safe to 

drink."  
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Whitman is a New Jersey native, and so might not even 

know what clean air or water actually are. Nonetheless, her 

false assurances damaged the health and shortened the lives 

of 50,000 rescue workers and residents.  

I know people blame me, they say that I lied and that people 
died because I lied. I'm sorry. ~ Christine Todd Whitman in 
2015 

Whitman was not held culpable for her negligently false 

and dangerous statements. Government accountability is not 

the American way. 

US government statements about the 9/11 attack, and its 

official report, were met with widespread skepticism. The 

omissions and distortions were so fulsome that the idea that 

the US government itself knew of, had abetted, or even mas-

terminded, the attacks, gained credibility.* 

It is a horrific notion, but the predictable response by the 

Bush Jr. administration, which got Congress to grant it broad 

authoritarian powers under a "Patriot Act," lent motive to 

conspiracy theories. 

The public had been seriously misled [by the 9/11 Commis-
sion] about what occurred. At some level of government, at 
some point in time, there was an agreement not to tell the truth 
about what happened. ~ John Farmer Jr., senior counsel to the 
9/11 Commission 

 2001 Anthrax Mailings  

Shortly after 9/11, envelopes of anthrax were mailed in 2 

waves; the 1st to news media outlets, the 2nd to prominent 

politicians who were skeptical of the Patriot Act. Anthrax is 

an often-fatal bacterial pathogen.  

In all instances, the anthrax envelopes carried machine 

copies of crude handwritten notes claiming "Allah is great." 

 
* Among other signifiers was George W. Bush's nonchalant non-

reaction when first told of the 9/11 attacks, as if he already knew. 

Bush was reading aloud a children's story about a pet goat at a 

public elementary school at the time. Upon told being told of the 

World Trade Center being hit, Bush turned his attention back to 

the pet goat tale. 
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The 1st wave of anthrax letters was sent on 18 September 

2001 to 5 news media outlets: ABC News, CBS News, NBC 

News, the New York Post, and the National Enquirer. 

3 weeks later, more potent packets were sent to 2 senior 

senators who were questioning the hastily introduced Patriot 

Act legislation. Taking the hint, both senators switched posi-

tions and voted for the bill. 

To garner support for going to war, the Bush Jr. admin-

istration pushed the FBI to quickly conclude that al-Qaeda 

was behind the mailings.  

They really wanted to blame somebody in the Middle East. 
~ FBI Director Robert Mueller 

The extensive FBI investigation of the anthrax attacks 

was badly botched. The agency closed the investigation by 

scapegoating a mentally ill research scientist who did not 

commit the crime but had conveniently committed suicide af-

ter intense interrogation by the FBI.  

In the years that followed, the anthrax episode raised fur-

ther suspicions that the 2001 attacks were all false-flag de-

ceptions by a secret cabal that supported the enhanced 

authoritarian militarism that the Bush Jr. administration 

summoned, and which the US has maintained since. 

 

I'm a war president. I make decisions on foreign policy mat-
ters with war on my mind. ~ US President George W. Bush 

To strike out after 9/11, the US invaded Iraq: ostensibly 

because its dictator, Saddam Hussein, had "weapons of mass 

destruction." To bolster his case, President Bush Jr. linked 

Hussein with the 9/11 attack. None of this was based upon 

intelligence; just lies concocted to back bloodlust by George 

W. Bush.* The CIA had no reliable intel about Iraq. Hussein 

had no such weapons, nor anything to do with 9/11. 

 
* George Bush Jr. held a personal grudge against Saddam Hussein 

because the Iraqi dictator had ordered George Bush Sr. assassi-

nated in 1993, after the US foiled Hussein's 1990 invasion of Ku-

wait. Ever transparent, Bush Jr. even publicly cited the Bush Sr. 

assassination plot as a reason to go to war against Iraq. 
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The Bush administration's massive disinformation campaign, 
abetted by a lazy and timid press, succeeded spectacularly in 
driving the public to support its long-planned war. In the end, it 
was the power of lies, not logic, that was the deciding factor.  
~ American journalist James Bamford 

The invasion of Iraq was a bandit act, an act of blatant state 
terrorism, demonstrating absolute contempt for the concept of 
international law. ~ English dramatist Harold Pinter 

 Islamic Terror  

Islam has never acknowledged a distinction between reli-

gion and the state. From the time of Muhammad, both devel-

oped together. This supposed natural order was torn asunder 

by Western colonialism, and never reconciled in the post-co-

lonial despotic states which combined political repression 

with economic stagnation. To grow up under such oppression 

is to be fed a steady diet of rebelliousness, which is invigor-

ated by a righteous religion. 

To the religious, Islam cannot be blamed for the misera-

ble conditions. The West bequeathed the intolerable. 

For Shias, the high-water mark was the 1979 Iranian rev-

olution, which transformed a somewhat repressive modern-

izing monarchy into a thoroughly stifling theocracy. At least 

Allāh was again supposedly center stage. 

Meanwhile, political Sunnis – frequently marginalized, 

manipulated, and oppressed by their autocratic rulers – do 

not yet have a comparable landmark. And their numbers are 

much greater: Sunnis comprise ~85% of the Muslim world. 

Salafis have played upon these grievances to ignite the 

modern jihad that sporadically reigns terror. The Salafis are 

Sunni reactionaries who look to restore Islam to its conserva-

tive roots in the 12th century. They restored the meaning of 

jihad to its archaic construction of armed struggle against in-

fidels: non-believers. al-Qaeda is Salafist, as is the more vir-

ulently violent Islamic State. 

Islamic terror is fueled by religious ideology, instilled into 

frustrated young men who hold their lives cheap. It may be 
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contrasted to American terror, which is fueled by secular ide-

ology, and lead by frustrated older men, who hold others' 

lives cheap. 

 American Terror  

He who does battle with monsters needs to watch out, lest he 
in the process becomes a monster himself. ~ Friedrich Nie-
tzsche 

The United States must not adopt the tactics of the enemy. 
Means are as important as ends. ~ US Senate Committee on 
Intelligence (1976) 

One by one, the terrorists are learning the meaning of Amer-
ican justice. ~ US President George W. Bush in 2003 

6 days after 9/11, on 17 September 2001, President Bush 

Jr. ordered the CIA to hunt, capture, imprison, and ruth-

lessly interrogate terror suspects around the world. This was 

the foundation for a system of secret prisons throughout the 

world where the CIA and its contractors tortured anyone it 

thought might know something useful to them. The most no-

torious of those prisons was Abu Ghraib in Baghdad, Iraq, 

where the CIA and US army jointly committed atrocities.*  

The interrogations of CIA detainees were brutal. ~ US Senate 

Report on CIA Torture (2012)  

The Americans were inspired in their extreme barbarity 

by Chinese practices on captured Americans during the Ko-

rean War, which were known to produce useless results.  

These were techniques to get false confessions. ~ US Senator 

Carl Levin 

In short, in response to a terrorist attack that succeeded 

only by the incompetence or acquiescence of the US govern-

ment, the Bush Jr. administration unleashed a reign of terror 

upon the world, aimed specifically at Muslims.  

I want to be absolutely clear. The United States does not tor-

ture. ~ US President George W. Bush in 2006, knowingly lying 

 
* No high-ranking US officials in the military or government were 

prosecuted for their war crimes. 



606 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

We were well outside of the bounds. Part of the defense the 
agency used, the Bush administration used, defenders, propo-
nents, Republicans use, is that "you have to understand the con-
text of the times, we were all afraid there was going to be 
another attack, we had to act." That's all bullshit. ~ CIA officer 
Glenn Carle 

No advantage was gained through torture. Instead, the 

campaign of terror only furthered the enmity and justifica-

tion for Islamic terrorists to attack the US and its allies. 

During the brutal interrogations, the CIA was often unaware 
the information was fabricated. ~ US Senator Dianne Feinstein 

These were practices that not only failed their purpose – to 
secure actionable intelligence to prevent further attacks on the 
US and our allies – but actually damaged our security interests, 
as well as our reputation as a force for good in the world.  
~ US Senator John McCain 

We are creating more new enemies than we are killing terror-
ists. And revenge is a powerful force. ~ American national se-
curity scholar Jeremy Scahill 

The American torture regime did not end when George 

W. Bush left office. The Obama administration continued to 

practice terror targeted at Muslims. 

This government has decided that instead of detaining mem-
bers of al-Qaida, they are going to kill them. ~ American law-
yer John Bellinger III 

To ostensibly kill terrorists, the US bombed civilians in 

foreign countries. Drone strikes repeatedly killed innocents. 

Torment was still visited upon detainees, who were impris-

oned indefinitely with no recourse to any semblance of jus-

tice.  

Few things are more likely to undermine our legitimacy than 
the perception that we are not abiding by rule of law or are in-
different to civilian casualties. ~ American lawyer Hina Shamsi 

The terror that the US inflicted on hundreds of men, al-

most all of them innocent, left lasting psychological damage. 

The US government never bothered to study the long-term 

psychological effects of the brutality it embraced. Instead, its 

military denied any problem, insisting that prisoners were 

treated humanely.  
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They tortured us in jails, gave us severe physical and mental 
pain, bombarded our villages, cities, mosques, schools. ~ Pa-
kistani Mohammed Jawad, who was captured, held, and tor-
tured by the US while a teenager, then released after years of 
imprisonment, never having been charged with any crime 

 

Western leaders are entirely aware of the racist character of 
contemporary conflicts. ~ Alessandro Dal Lago & Salvatore 
Palidda 

Despite extensive countermeasures after 9/11, terrorism 

worldwide grew. The US war of terror was part of it, inciting 

terror by Muslims in response. 

The threat is actually worse: it has metastasized and spread 
geographically. ~ American counter-terrorism expert Richard 
Clarke in 2016 

American programs to counter extremists proved ineffec-

tive. As a practitioner of terror and deception, US credibility 

was absent. 

Winning this fight requires projecting a narrative about Amer-
ican values and interests. And we have failed to do that.  
~ American politician and security analyst Jane Harman 

 

If terrorists have created an atmosphere in which an ordinary 
person can have bullets pumped into him by the police and so-
ciety shrugs its shoulders, then the terrorists have already won. 
~ English political scientist Tim Hames 

The United Nations has never adopted a formal definition 

of terrorism, because to do so would include acts that charac-

terize everyday law enforcement in many nations, not to 

mention ordinary military action. The definitions bandied by 

state agencies, such as the FBI, emphasize legality. 

These definitions, of course, favor those who have the power 
to define what constitutes "illegitimate" and "lawful" violence 
or force. Thus, to a great degree, terrorists are those without po-
litical or social power who attack the powerful, usually the gov-
ernment and its representatives or corporations, to wrestle 
power from political elites. ~ American criminal justice schol-
ars Larry Gaines & Victor Kappeler 
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 Surveillance  

In the US, the 2001 Patriot Act that was the instantane-

ous response to 9/11 ushered in even broader electronics sur-

veillance than was already in place. Everyone within digital 

reach, regardless of nationality or position, was targeted and 

surveilled – even the prime minister of Germany, an ally.  

The US government spends over $75 billion each year on 

intelligence, with $10 billion of that on mass surveillance.  

 Airport Diligence  

Giving everyone a pat-down search is a waste of resources. 
~ English security consultant Philip Baum 

Once commercial planes were successfully hijacked for 

spectacular terrorist attacks, everyone wanting to board a 

commercial airplane was subject to intrusive scrutiny. The 

US government went overboard concocting a time-consum-

ing, but ineffective, screening process that created long lines 

of travelers. 

TSA has wallowed in its own bureaucracy for over a decade. 
~ American congressman Mike Rogers, who was on the over-
sight committee of the Transportation Security Administration 
(TSA), in 2015 

The X-ray scanners used at airports expose travelers to 

potentially hazardous levels of radiation. TSA only checks its 

scanners once a year. Hospitals usually check their X-ray ma-

chines daily.  

Rather than rationally profile likely terrorists and subject 

them to sufficient scrutiny, young children, the terminally ill 

and kindly grandmothers had their dignities insulted.  

Look at him. He’s clearly not a terrorist. He’s 7! ~ Mila Har-
ris, an exasperated mother, to an airport security official 

The British took a different approach at their airports: 

harassing most anyone who looked Muslim.  

The UK government has created an atmosphere of suspicion 
and stigmatisation of Muslims. An effect of this will ultimately 
be to nurture the very radicalisation they wish to eradicate.  
~ Swiss philosopher Tariq Ramadan 
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Tests repeatedly showed that US airport security could 

be easily thwarted.  

We're spending billions upon billions of dollars doing this – 
and it is almost entirely pointless. Not only is it not done right, 
but even if it was done right it would be the wrong thing to do. 
~ American security analyst Bruce Schneier 

Enhanced airport security provided a profit opportunity 

to intrepid baggage handlers, who rifle through checked-in 

bags and steal whatever suits their fancy. Missing property 

claims against airlines soared. This points out one of the 

greatest vulnerabilities of airport security: the threat from 

those inside the system.  

Airports provide a security theater as opposed to a security 
reality. ~ Philip Baum 

 

Attempting to "protect" against mass casualty attacks is a 
somewhat hopeless task due to the near infinite number of tar-
gets. A deterred terrorist will just go elsewhere. ~ Australian 
security analyst Mark Stewart 

Though public air travel became more taxing with its the-

ater of security, this did not stop the terror; on the contrary. 

Publicity of past events proved inspirational. 

Firearms are abundantly available in the US, and bomb-

making materials throughout the world. There is a surfeit of 

mentally ill walking about with a taste for violence. 

The combination has meant that bloodshed continues un-

abated. Shopping malls, nightclubs, coffee houses, schools, 

and other public places become instant slaughterhouses as 

the murderously deranged take out their frustrations on hap-

less people who are only trying to enjoy their lives.  

The American government is notably nonplussed about 

the ongoing slaughter of its citizenry by terrorists, including 

its own fragmented police state. The failure of Americans to 

revolt can only be chalked up to ignorance or indifference: a 

people consumed by consumerism. 
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 Chinese Terror  

China is a country governed by the rule of law. Extracting 
confessions through torture is explicitly banned by China's 
laws. Anyone found using torture during interrogation will be 
subject to punishment. ~ Chinese government spokesman 

Respecting no impediments to intruding in its citizens 

lives and personal expressions, the Chinese government is 

zealous in trying to stave off any public expression of dissat-

isfaction, however oblique.  

They see critics as opponents. ~ Chinese historian and polit-
ical analyst Zhang Lifan 

Civics groups not supportive of the government are dis-

membered. China proscribes Internet sites that present un-

favorable news, including pollution reports.  

The positive energy on the Internet has overwhelmed the neg-
ative energy to uphold the online justice. ~ Chinese Internet 
censorship general secretary Zhu Huaxin 

Many Western media sites are blocked in China. The gov-

ernment is acutely aware of the danger posed by "harmful 

Western influences" on its populace.  

Chinese social media sites are constantly surveilled. Sto-

ries or inquiries that criticize or question the correctness of 

the government or corporate business practices are removed.  

The ecosystem for public opinion online has noticeably im-
proved, and that has created a good environment conducive to 
the overall work of the party of the government. ~ Chinese vice 
minister for the Internet Ren Xianliang 

Dissident and questioning voices are silenced. Those in-

sistent on their errancy are persecuted, tortured, held indef-

initely, or executed without trial. Lawyers who aim for some 

semblance of justice are an especial target.  

The anxiety is overwhelming, not knowing if they are coming 
for you. It's frightening as they disappear, one friend after an-
other. The police are not following any law. They just do as they 
please. ~ Chinese civics scholar Yang Zili 
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Practically speaking, legal due process does not exist in 

China. Its facsimile is a puppet theater.* 

China has done little to change the deep-rooted practice of 

torturing suspects. ~ Amnesty International 

 Synopsis  

The existing social order is a swindle and its cherished be-
liefs mostly delusions. ~ George Orwell in 1943 

➢ Modern states have the ability to secure the social welfare 

of its peoples. None has seen fit to do so. Instead, power 

continues to be plied in the manner of men since antiq-

uity: to further enrich those with wealth. Taxes oppress 

the lower classes. Money jabbers while poverty suffers in 

silence. 

➢ Another trend unabated since ancient times is for states 

to practice unseemly fiscal levitation: to take more from 

the populace than they can afford. Sovereign debt infects 

every state. The root cause is the succoring of private en-

terprise, which is the taking by the few of the resources 

that naturally belong to all. 

➢ Capitalism cannot deliver societal well-being. Under an 

economic regime propelled by greed, governments must 

intervene if their intent is to afford the possibility of a de-

cent life for their citizenry. The failure of governments 

worldwide to do so for all of its peoples is instructive of 

systemic injustice. 

Look around the world and consider the health of liberal 
democratic politics. ~ Theresa May in 2019 

 
* The US also suspends due process in innumerable instances, not 

just for terror suspects, and so is scarcely distinct from China in 

this regard. In contrast to China, American laxity toward dissent 

is a historical gift: letting people impotently vent (and vote) while 

the state retains its remorseless grip. 
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➢ Public health and welfare, having peaked briefly in the 

mid-20th century, are ebbing. This trend is especially 

ironic in that the countries which are declining at speed 

are democracies, where people are ostensibly able to 

choose their collective fate. 

Governing today means giving acceptable signs of credibil-
ity. It is like advertising and the same effect is achieved: com-
mitment to a scenario. ~ Jean Baudrillard 

➢ The most magnificent monument to human imbecility is 

the modern state. 



 

 Eusocialism  
 Unless we change direction, we are likely to end up where 

we are headed. ~ Chinese proverb 

All men are caught in an inescapable network of mutuality. 
~ Martin Luther King, Jr. 

Nature offers nothing that can be called this man's rather than 
another's; but under Nature everything belongs to all. ~ Dutch 
philosopher Baruch Spinoza 

The presumption of human equality is a revolutionary con-
clusion because it leads people to challenge the validity of so-
ciety's institutions and customs that distribute power and wealth 
unequally among citizens. ~ Leon Baradat 

It is important to grapple with the problems connected with 
the amassing of enormous fortunes swollen beyond all healthy 
limits. ~ President Theodore Roosevelt in 1906 

It would be wise for us to give up the notion that we are a 
benevolent and sharing species. ~ American physician Robert 
Marz 

The greatest problem for the human race is the achievement 
of a universal civic society which administers law among men. 
~ Immanuel Kant 

As long as people are as they are, the world must be as it is. 
~ Nisargadatta Maharaj 

Only someone ignorant of history, economics, politics, and 

the state of the world today can call the human experience a 

success. Instead, modernity meant institutionalized inequity 

and an acceleration in the destruction of Nature.  

The world finds itself in a critical condition. ~ Angela Merkel 

in 2016 

Time is running out. The collapse of our civilisations and the 
extinction of much of the natural world is on the horizon.  
~ English naturalist David Attenborough 

The institution of democratic governance had an implicit 

responsibility: to create a citizenry capable of intelligent se-

lection of public servants. That responsibility has not been 
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met. Compulsory education regimes have not produced a suf-

ficiently knowledgeable citizenry upon which a decent de-

mocracy depends. Most people don't even know what foods to 

eat to wholesomely sustain themselves. Lack of discipline has 

produced populations in poor health, both physically and 

mentally.  

Men are qualified for civil liberty in exact proportion to their 
disposition to put moral chains upon their own appetites; in pro-
portion as their love to justice is above their rapacity; in propor-
tion as their soundness and sobriety of understanding is above 
their vanity and presumption; in proportion as they are more 
disposed to listen to the counsels of the wise and good, in pref-
erence to the flattery of knaves. ~ Irish philosopher George 
Berkeley in the 17th century 

The exercise of democracy can hardly be called fruitful. 

Most tellingly, from 2017, the United States was helmed by 

Donald Trump, who was determined to take the country back 

to its 19th century robber-baron days, alienate allies, and 

cozy up to dictators. In fear of alienating voters who support 

Trump, Republican party leaders acted as passive enablers. 

We have as president a man who is erratic, vindictive, vola-
tile, obsessive, a chronic liar, and prone to believe in conspiracy 
theories. ~ Republican political strategist Peter Wehner 

Trump doesn't have any allegiance to the truth or reality.  
~ Republican political strategist Mike Murphy 

There is a vast difference between the skill set need to be 

a successful campaigner – self-promotion – and being a de-

cent public policy administrator. Voters fail to recognize the 

distinction; hence, democracy sinks to the lowest common de-

nominator. 

Why do people feel they do not have a stake in society?  

~ English senior law enforcement official Patricia Gallan  

If you think that governance is supposed to be a vehicle 

for societal well-being, and offer the same for future genera-

tions, an informed opinion cannot be that democracy has 

worked. In his basic thrust, Plato was right about democracy. 

In addition to rapid climate change, biodiversity loss, and 
other environmental hazards, societies are witnessing rising in-
equality, rising unemployment, slow economic growth, rising 
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debt levels, and governments without workable tools for man-
aging their economies. ~ Finnish economic and environmental 
scholars Paavo Järvensivu, Tero Toivanen, Tere Vadén, Ville 
Lähde, Antti Majava, & Jussi Eronen in 2018 

Worldwide, the situation renders the status quo untena-

ble, and the future bleak indeed. Climate change is already 

disruptive; a trend that will startlingly accelerate within the 

next few decades. There is no reason to think that mankind 

possesses the intelligence or will to belatedly self-correct and 

avert its inexorable, self-made demise. That withstanding, a 

brief exposition on a curative polity follows. 

The measure of intelligence is the ability to change. ~ Ger-
man physicist Albert Einstein 

 

Humanity is in the midst of enduring unsustainable trends 
that increase the risk of a catastrophic future that can be 
avoided, but only by way of a collective response. ~ American 
law professor Richard Falk in 2017 

Ideologies are obviated by a single indisputable fact: men 

have bungled so badly that they will wipe humanity off the 

face of the Earth within mere decades if concerted action is 

not. However admirable rugged individualism may be, it is 

rendered obsolete with that realization.* 

 
* Despite considerable press, that humanity is inexorably heading 

for demise through a self-generated extinction event is not gener-

ally acknowledged at the time of writing. Extreme weather events 

are already becoming a regularity. Other threats are in the offing, 

including an increasing lack of clean water and famine.  

Democratic governments are regularly dysfunctional from petty 

squabbling. Dealing effectively with sustained crisis is problem-

atic at best. The toll of calamities to come will be severe. 

Given the fragility of institutions, the overall tenuousness of so-

cietal cohesion, and proclivity toward violence, self-destruction is 

practically guaranteed. Civilization is a thin veneer over selfish 

survival instincts. Survival is a tribal endeavor. When shortages 

arise, tribes war. 
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The fruition of world civilization has been directly deliv-

ered via the application of technology, most notably the fool-

ish consumption of fossil fuels. But the deeper cause owes to 

political economy.  

The primary systems by which the world runs – capital-

ism and democracy – are based on a façade of competition 

which guise rapacious plutocracies. Democracy has been no 

check on exploitation at the expense of societal well-being. 

What may seem benign business-as-usual has instead been a 

grinding away at humanity's future. 

We have let money devalue the very characteristics that de-
fine our humanity and that enabled our species to survive: our 
universal capacity to care for each other, to learn from mistakes, 
to come together to act in concert. ~ American political scien-
tist Edgar Cahn 

The lust for material wealth drove the current extinction 

event – the marriage of materialism to political power, abet-

ted by technology. Only by stopping the relentless environ-

mental destruction and sociopathic disregard of others' well-

being does humankind have any hope for survival whatso-

ever. 

Nothing profits the world as much as the abandoning of prof-
its. ~ Nisargadatta Maharaj 

As long as inequality is allowed, the body politic will be 

bent by those who prosper at others' expense. If there is a 

single lesson provided by political history, this is it. 

 

Capitalism periodically undergoes systemic crisis, which can 
be resolved only by restructuring the system. ~ American econ-
omist David Kotz  

There is a deep taproot to the global destruction that man 

wrought: materialism. Just as the consequences of poverty go 

well beyond economic sufficiency, the drive to wealth goes be-

yond financial security. 

As long as the mental illness to define oneself by material 

accumulation is ubiquitous, societies will be sick. This ma-

laise can only be decently addressed when well-being is no 
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longer an economic issue, and wealth is defined in terms of 

knowledge and contentment. 

 

Capitalist economies are in large part planned. ~ Ha-Joon 
Chang 

Government provides infrastructure essential to capital-

ism. Regulatory and tax policies define the ecosystems in 

which companies exist. The only thing that governments in 

thrall to capitalism do not do is prosper. Instead, government 

is corrupted into succoring plutocracy. Under eusocialism, re-

source allocation can be managed with a prudence that capi-

talism could never achieve. 

Previous attempts at so-called socialism failed for not be-

ing socialist; they were instead autocratic posers. Equity was 

mere lip service. 

 

Polities have been built as cathedrals of abstract aspira-

tions: the sloganized belief systems of fools. It is far too late 

to continue the naïve and false ideal of liberty: the indulgence 

of which has taken humanity to the brink of extinction. If the 

status quo continues, pollution and climate change will soon 

ensure that the human experience more resembles post-apoc-

alyptic movies than civilization as we now know it. 

Radical societal restructuring is not an option. It is our 

only hope. 

We need an integrated society, and at the same time need to 
create as much socioeconomic fairness as we can, so what rela-
tionships people have across group lines are egalitarian relation-
ships. ~ American social psychologist Eric Knowles 

 

Let man have dominion over all the Earth. ~ Genesis 1:26, 
The Bible  

The license of man having global dominion requires revo-

cation. It should be apparent that Earth has a self-critical 

tolerance for its desecration, and man has exceeded that mar-

gin by considerable measure. 
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We must belatedly recognize that we have to live within 

the natural world, not try to lord over it. The common notion 

of carrying capacity – how much humanity can sustainably 

exploit Nature – must be abandoned: replaced with ac-

ceptance of economic retrenchment and environmental reju-

venation. We must learn to appreciate the generosity and 

power of Nature rather than test its limits. 

The human footprint on the planet must be reduced: 

fewer people, less consumption, less exploitation. This cannot 

be accomplished under a market system. Capitalism must be 

extinguished, and democracy set aside.  

Nothing less than a reordering of our priorities based on a 
moral revolution can succeed in maintaining the world in such 
a way as to resemble the conditions we have enjoyed here.  
~ Pontifical Academy of Sciences in 2017 

 Polity  
Genuine politics is simply a matter of serving those around 

us: serving the community and serving those who will come af-
ter us. ~ Czech political philosopher Vaclav Havel 

The constitution of eusocialism has 2 mandates: socioeco-

nomic equality and environmental respect. From these man-

dates all else flows. 

Most critically, the market system is abandoned for a 

planned economy where all needs are met through sharing 

among a network of communities. Humanity must coopera-

tively commune to a degree it has barely imagined to date. 

By abolishing private property one takes away the human 
love of aggression. ~ Sigmund Freud 

The incentive for environmental destruction must be 

eradicated by abolishing profiteering. Takings from Nature 

must be efficiently optimized, and further environmental 

degradation minimized. 

We have to look out for each other and lift each other up.  
~ American politician Hillary Clinton 

The social regime under eusocialism is caring for people 

throughout their lives, with education appropriate to apti-

tude, and work commensurate with ability and inclination. 
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Life for everyone should be enjoyable. That said, community 

needs must be met, and sloth not tolerated. 

From each according to his ability, to each according to his 

needs. ~ French socialist politician and historian Louis Blanc 

As the engine of societal discord and environmental de-

struction, acquiescing to greed took humanity to the present 

precipice. That engine must be shut off. 

The root of the world's woes stem from materialism. That 

weed must be pulled and the soil of society replanted with 

esteem of community. 

If we are to build a just society, we must reject the myth that 
we get paid according to our individual worth. ~ Ha-Joon 
Chang 

The importance of equality cannot be understated. Equity 

for all must be assured, without exception. 

Democracy is unstable as a political system as long as it re-
mains a political system and nothing more, instead of being, as 
it should be, not only a form of government but a type of soci-
ety, and a manner of life which is in harmony with that type. To 
make it a type of society requires an advance along 2 lines. It 
involves, in the 1st place, the resolute elimination of all forms 
of special privilege which favour some groups and depress 
other, whether their source be differences of environment, of 
education, or of pecuniary income. It involves, in the 2nd place, 
the conversion of economic power, now often an irresponsible 
tyrant, into a servant of society, working within clearly defined 
limits and accountable for its actions to a public authority.  
~ Richard Tawney 

A claim for equality of material position can be met only by 
a government with totalitarian powers. ~ Friedrich Hayek 

The end may justify the means as long as there is something 
that justifies the end. ~ Leon Trotsky 

Nothing turns out to be so oppressive and unjust as a feeble 
government. ~ Edmund Burke 
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 Transition  

Eusocialism begins with a consensus among the ruling 

elite of its necessity. This is the first stumbling block, and one 

unlikely to be overcome. 

The first actionable step toward eusocialism is a notional 

seizure of all private assets, and a declaration of martial law 

to enforce it. No one owns anything, and no one is to do any-

thing about contradicting that. The state, which now owns 

all, must judiciously take responsibility for all.* 

In the initial transitional phase, regular business contin-

ues, with exceptions. The financial speculation industry is 

defunct. Those in this business are enlisted in administering 

eusocialism, as well as the army of civil-practice attorneys 

freed from their erstwhile work, as private property and 

taxes have been abolished. 

Doubtlessly, the initial shock of a eusocialist revolution 

will require a large police presence in cities. Political leader-

ship must be explicitly clear about how life is to proceed, and 

when death is to be dealt. 

Initial resistance is expectable. There is nothing to be 

done but cull those who violently oppose the survival pro-

spects of humanity with their greed and short-sightedness. 

The next generation, reared with proper education and the 

evidence of senseless human environmental impact still 

about them, should appreciate the discipline required to cre-

ate a sustainable, equitable society. 

 

The first active focus should be helping those who need it 

most. Goodwill begins by taking care of the homeless, the un-

deremployed, and those with medical problems.  

An equally important process is educating the populace 

so that they understand the current predicament, and 

 
* Unprecedented throughout history owing to corruption and in-

competence, such equitable governance is likely unattainable. Its 

only possibility lies in a core of competent leaders determined to 

brook no opposition, and able to persuade the populace of the 

goodness of such a visionary undertaking. 
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thereby enthusiastically come together. Unlike democracy, 

which may survive via apathy, mass support is crucial to the 

success of eusocialism. 

Geographically, humanity must consolidate its presence 

on the planet and engender natural vegetation. Soils must be 

renewed, and forests allowed to regrow as much as possible. 

Return to Nature as much land as possible. 

Current construction projects need to be quickly assessed 

for their value in the new society. Given inexorable rising sea 

levels, abandoning coastal areas is prudent. New construc-

tion should focus on sustainable communities in regions that 

may weather foreseeable climate change. 

The economy must transition from the chaotic oversupply 

created by the market system to rational production and con-

sumption. The economy is planned not for growth, but for 

sustainability. 

Living becomes more communal. To minimize food waste, 

eating in restaurants becomes the norm. 

Industries reliant upon fossil fuels – from power produc-

tion to transportation – must be minimized as quickly as pos-

sible. Agriculture must be weaned of its fossil fuel 

dependence. The same holds for materials which are exceed-

ingly polluting and energy intensive, such as cement and alu-

minum.* 

Given its environmental damage, restrict travel and de-

stroy roads such that Nature may reclaim the land. With rare 

exception, eliminate personal transport vehicles. Build 

dense, vibrant cities with nearby industrial areas on land 

which cannot be farmed. Leave fertile lands to agriculture. 

Severely limit livestock production. Let rural areas and sub-

urbs be reclaimed by Nature. 

To have any hope of reducing the rate of environmental 

decimation, industrialization must be selectively dismantled. 

 
* There is an irony here. Rationalizing a society is going to require 

a lot of new construction, which necessarily will involve cement, 

since it is the most durable building material known. The same 

goes for other necessary materials which are not environmentally 

friendly. Note that pesticides is not one of them. Such toxins must 

be abolished. 
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Technologies that are not environmentally sustainable must 

be abandoned. This necessitates technological regression. 

However clever human technologies may appear, they were 

not created with environmentalism in mind. If sustainability 

does not become a top priority, humanity will not survive. 

 Justice  

The administration of justice is the firmest pillar of govern-
ment. ~ George Washington 

The purpose of justice is to provide a safe environment for 

social interactivity. A society is only as healthy as its toler-

ances. To allow hateful behavior and crime to exist and thrive 

is itself injustice: a clarion signal that the body politic is in-

effectually weak and corrupt. 

As with other aspects of life, justice is simplified under 

eusocialism. Civil disputes cease to exist because there are 

no property rights beyond the most personal of property. As 

most crimes are motivated by materialism, one of the most 

basic impulses for crime is removed under eusocialism. 

In a well governed state, there are few punishments, not be-
cause there are many pardons, but because criminals are rare; 
it is when a state is in decay that the multitude of crimes is a 
guarantee of impunity. ~ Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

There must be no tolerance for violence or cruelty of any 

kind.* Corruption, which makes a mockery of justice, is a par-

ticularly pernicious societal offense which must be elimi-

nated.† 

A greatly expanded police force acts as a front-line inter-

face to social services.‡ Their knowledge of the community 

and its members should become comprehensive. These re-

sponsibilities are simply an extension of those that the police 

 
* This includes unauthorized acts against natural resources. 

† There must be well-established channels for whistleblowing to be 

an effective means for removing corrupt officials. 

‡ Only law enforcement is allowed to possess firearms. Police mo-

nopoly on violence should be complete, and violence applied only 

with the utmost need. 
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have always had, but could not accomplish for lack resources, 

training, and empowerment. Under eusocialism, the police 

must become one of the most respected and powerful public 

institutions. To ensure such, training and oversight must 

make its members accountable and incorruptible. 

Policing must become a truly community endeavor – not in 
just a few cities, but everywhere. Police forces should look like, 
and come from, the neighborhoods they serve. They should 
reach out to support and defend the community – working with 
people in neighborhoods before problems arise. All police 
forces must be trained to de-escalate and to avoid the likelihood 
of violence. ~ Elizabeth Warren 

Judicial administration should be swift, aimed at getting 

at the truth.*† One institution which has no place in a euso-

cialist society is prison: it is both a degradation of society and 

a waste of resources. There are only 2 penalties for offenses: 

community service or death. Repeat offenders, corrupt au-

thorities, and those convicted of serious crimes receive the 

latter. 

Justice is the crowning glory of the virtues. ~ Cicero 

 

Ruling councils, led by and largely comprising wise 

women, oversee all aspects of governance.‡ 

Life's value is in its quality. Communities must reflect 

that. Continuing education and artistic expression should be 

as highly valued as necessities, with needs met in sufficiency 

and amusement in abundance. 

 
* The American criminal justice system is the antithesis of how one 

should be run. The German system is more like it. 

† Unlike authoritarian regimes in the past, all members of society 

are held accountable. There must be equality in justice as in all 

else; no one above the law, especially police and political author-

ities. 

‡ Ruling the world through avarice, men created the current pre-

dicament. It is long past due they took a back seat to managing 

societal well-being. Let the socially superior gender lead the way. 
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Eusocialism is the only polity that offers everyone enjoy-

able, productive lives with a minimum of struggle. Under eu-

socialism, humanity may even have something of a bright 

future rather than the doom it presently faces. 

 

Dilemmas arise in geographically limited adoption of eu-

socialism, namely economic self-sufficiency and environmen-

tal efficacy. An economy reliant upon trade under current 

terms is an economy yoked to the senseless growth that has 

brought the world to the brink. Polluters committed to the 

status quo leave the engine of destruction running. 

For eusocialism to meet its intentions and give humanity 

a possibility of surviving its self-created extinction event, it 

should be worldwide: a negotiated peace and prosperity 

among all peoples. 

We are not simply connected. We are entangled. Our lives, 
our destinies are intertwined. The idea that somehow we can 
forge our future in an insular way, even for the biggest countries, 
is a fantasy. ~ English political economist Ian Goldin 

Mankind's problems can no longer be solved by national gov-
ernments. What is needed is world government. ~ Dutch econ-
omist Jan Tinbergen 

 

To love our neighbor as ourselves is such a truth for regulating 
human society, that by that alone one might determine all the 
cases in social morality. ~ John Locke  

While eusocialism may be conceivable, even practicable, 

its adoption is unimaginable. Plutocracy self-perpetuates. 

The ruling elite have too much power and privileged position 

to willingly relinquish it to equality. Wars are fought over 

much less.  

Further, and equally important, the masses that would 

benefit from eusocialism are as likely to rebel as to acquiesce 

to equitable governance. Their heads are presently filled with 

idiotic beliefs, beginning with a sense of self-entitlement to 

personal liberties well beyond societal well-being. 
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Restricting breeding can only provoke anathema from an 

animal so taken with the idea of its own individual immor-

tality. Biological impulses are an undeniable imperative to 

the Collective. 

For the foregoing reasons, any musing about eusocialism 

is nothing more than idle speculation, as humanity awaits a 

much different fate than curing the ills of its legacy – extinc-

tion, and much sooner than has been publicized. The current 

climate change is an accelerating nonlinear dynamic that will 

rent the sheer veneer of world civilization in the next half 

century with disruptive mass migrations, freshwater short-

ages, famine, economic collapse, and political disarray. 

 





 

 Conclusion  
Nothing in all the world is more dangerous than sincere ig-

norance and conscientious stupidity. ~ Martin Luther King, Jr.  

Polity made life more complicated than it should have 

been. We should have taken care of each other, instilling hu-

manity with the highest virtues we were capable of. We 

should have preserved this wondrous planet so that endless 

future generations could have enjoyed its beauty.  

Instead, we did nothing of the sort. In less than 3 centu-

ries since the dawn of industrialization, our extinction is 

nigh. The pettiness that defines politics proves how maladap-

tive the human mind can be. 

Following economic self-interest paved a road with 

wasted lives and the devastation of Nature. A survey of polity 

completes the picture of incompetence. 

Respect for tradition is a tacit admission of lack of vision. 

The past shows that mankind failed to create polities that 

can endure. The fruits of civilization have been bittersweet, 

with an elite sucking most the sweetness to be had. 

An underclass discriminated against has been a historical 

constant. This remains the status quo today. 

Few still believe the purpose of government is to protect us 
from the destructive activities of corporations. Most of us under-
stand that the opposite is true: that the primary purpose of gov-
ernment is to protect those who run the economy from the 
outrage of injured citizens. ~ Derrick Jensen 

Capitalism wrought inequity. Plutocracy secured the glit-

ter of materialism as poisoned candy. Only by eliminating 

profit can equity have a chance to take root. 

The fallibility of the Collective is profound. It might have 

been of more modest consequence with political leaders who 

had their wits about them. 

Democracy has proved no bulwark; to the contrary. 

Whereas the consequences of industrialization demanded ex-

ercise of long-term vision, democracy reduced politicians into 

short-sighted panderers. 
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The oppressed are allowed once every few years to decide 
which particular representatives of the oppressing class are to 
represent and repress them. ~ Karl Marx 

Democracy fostered a dangerous illusion of collective wis-

dom, which simply does not exist when the effort is not really 

collective: just an aggregation of individual choices between 

competitors, as democratic elections always are.  

Good governance is dependent on a moral people. Repre-
sentative governance is only as good as the people in it. The 
vote can be twisted to whatever we desire. And when we vote 
simply for our desires, the results are rarely beneficial. ~ Amer-
ican author Kerry Nietz 

As practiced in its corrupted form, democracy is the sink-

ing of a society to its lowest common denominator. But then, 

regardless of regime, the one unassailable fact is that hu-

mans have chronically failed at decently governing them-

selves. Brief exceptions prove the rule. 

If the people cannot trust their government to do the job for 
which it exists – to protect them and to promote their common 
welfare – all else is lost. ~ Barack Obama 

The unmitigated failure of humanity to wisely organize 

itself on a mass scale has led to a mass extinction event. The 

generator of this event was economics, but the hand on the 

rudder was politics. 

The rule of men approaches its dismal conclusion. Even 

with abundant evidence of folly, no correction course has 

been plotted, let alone attempted. Whatever ad hoc response 

may be had toward the finale will be pathetic and wholly in-

adequate: a product of ill-founded optimism cobbled with ig-

norance – much the same concoction that created the 

debacles of humanity's rise and demise. 

 

Spokes of the Wheel concludes with Book 8: The Hub of 

Being.  



 

 Glossary  

# 

1st Baron's War (1215–1216): a civil war against King John I by 

major landowners (barons) (who were backed by France) for 

John's refusal to abide by the Magna Carta. 

2-round voting system (aka 2nd ballot, runoff voting, ballotage): 

a voting method to elect a person via ballot votes. If no can-

didate receives the requisite vote count in the 1st round, the 

top 2 vote-getters face off in a runoff election round. The 2-

round system is used worldwide for electing members of leg-

islative bodies and directly elected presidents. 

3-age system: an archeological sequential periodization of hu-

man prehistory and early history, comprising the Stone Age, 

Bronze Age, and Iron Age. 

4th estate: the news media, particularly in regard to political 

coverage. Historically, the 3 groups, or estates, that had po-

litical representation were: the nobility, the clergy and com-

moners. The 4th estate, coined by Edmund Burke in 1787, 

meant those without an official voice, but with influence on 

public affairs. In the 19th century, the term came to exclu-

sively refer to the press. It now refers to all forms of news 

media. 

7 Years' War (1756–1763): the largest-scale European war since 

the 30 Years' War in the 17th century, involving every great 

power of the time except the Ottoman Empire. There were 2 

coalitions: one led by Great Britain, the other France. France 

lost, and thereby Britain gained the bulk of French colonies 

in the New World, as well as colonies in Africa, and superior 

trading outposts on the Indian subcontinent. 

12 Tables (~450 BCE): the legislation that served as the founda-

tion of Roman law. The Romans venerated the 12 Tables. 

30 Years' War (1618–1648): a war begun between various 

Protestant and Catholic states in the fragmented Holy Ro-

man Empire which evolved into a general conflict involving 

the great European powers of the time, with the rivalry be-

tween the Kingdom of France and House of Hapsburg a focal 
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struggle. The war abetted a major outbreak of witchcraft per-

secutions. 

9/11: the aerial suicide bombing, via commercial airliners, by 

Saudi Arabians on September 11, 2001 of select US targets, 

including the twin World Trade Center towers in New York 

City (demolished), the Pentagon (damaged), and the White 

House (unscathed). 

100 Years' War (1337–1453): an intermittent series of conflicts 

between England and France for control of France. The 

struggle involved several generations of English and French 

claimants to the crown of France. 

A 

a fortiori: certainly; all the more (reason). 

accountable: answerable to responsibility. 

Achaemenid Empire (aka 1st Persian Empire) (550–330 BCE): an 

empire in western Asia, centered in Iran. The empire at its 

peak (~480 BCE) ruled 50 million people, then 44% of the 

world population; the greatest percentage for any empire in 

history. 

ACLU (American Civil Liberties Union): an American organiza-

tion whose stated purpose is to uphold constitutional rights 

and liberties. 

adversarial system (aka adversary system): a judicial system 

where advocates (lawyers) represent their parties' position in 

a case before the court. Contrast inquisitorial system. 

Afghanistan: a landlocked country in south-central Asia, bor-

dered by Iran to the west and Pakistan to the southeast. Af-

ghanistan had some of the world's earliest farming 

communities. 

Age of Enlightenment (aka Age of Reason): a cultural and intel-

lectual movement in Western Europe during the last half of 

the 17th century through the 18th century that emphasized 

reason and individualism. The Age of Enlightenment was 

sparked in the late 17th century by various philosophers, in-

cluding Spinoza, Locke, and Voltaire, along with Newton, 

whose musings promoting rationality met a receptive audi-

ence in some European rulers, who strove for enlightened ab-

solutism. For one, Reason lessened the grip of the church on 
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the body politic. The Scientific Revolution was engendered 

concomitant with Enlightenment. The reaction to the Age of 

Reason was Romanticism. 

Akkadian Empire (2334–2154): the empire in Mesopotamia that, 

for a time, supplanted the Sumerian civilization. 

al-Qaeda (translation: The Foundation) (1988–): a global mili-

tant Islamist organization founded by Osama bin Laden. 

Algeria: a country in the Maghreb region; the largest country in 

Africa. 

Allāh: the Islamic God. 

American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU): an American organiza-

tion whose stated purpose is to uphold constitutional rights 

and liberties. 

American Revolutionary War (aka American War of Independ-

ence) (1775–1783): The war by the confederation of states 

(now the United States) that successfully rebelled against its 

colonial master, Great Britain, thanks to intervention by 

France, which was smarting for revenge after its defeat in 

the 7 Years' War. 

Amnesty International (1961–): London-based international hu-

man rights non-governmental organization. 

Anabaptism: a Christian movement that originated during the 

Radical Reformation in the 16th century. Anabaptists believe 

in delaying baptism until a person declares one's faith. 

anarchism: a political philosophy advocating stateless society. 

anarchy: a society or state lacking effective legal authority. 

Anarchy (1135–1154): the English civil war of succession after 

Henry I's only legitimate heir died in the accidental sinking 

of the White Ship in 1120. 

Angevin Empire: a hegemony held by English kings (Henry II, 

Richard the Lionheart, John) in the 12th and early 13th cen-

turies. 

Anglo-French war (1202–1214): a war between King John of 

England and King Philip II of France, with John trying to 

retain domination of his ancestral lands in Normandy. Philip 

defeated John, ending John's aspirational Angevin Empire. 

Antebellum: before the US Civil War (1861). 

anthrax: an infection caused by Bacillus anthracis. 
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anthropoid: a monkey or ape. Compare hominid. 

apparatchik: Russian colloquialism for a Soviet bureaucrat or 

lower-level party functionary. 

AR-15 rifle: a selective-fire rifle; the predecessor to the US mili-

tary M16 rifle. Selective-fire rifles may be used in semi-auto-

matic, multi-short burst, and/or automatic firing modes. 

arbitration: a process for resolving disputes involving a presum-

ably impartial 3rd party. 

Arthashastra (2nd–3rd century BCE): an influential Hindu text 

on societal organization, ethics, and economics. 

Assize of Clarendon (1166): a set of ordinances that modernized 

criminal law procedures, issued by Henry II during a convo-

cation of lords at the royal hunting lodge at Clarendon. 

Assyria (~25th century BCE–~599 BCE): a kingdom in the Near 

East and Levant, with its greatest extent ~750–612 BCE. 

atheism: the rejection of belief in deities. 

atomism: the philosophy that Nature consists of 2 fundamental 

aspects: atom and void. Atomism developed in both ancient 

Indian and Greek traditions. 

atrazine (C8H14ClN5): an herbicide commonly found in American 

and Australian drinking water, owing to its widespread use. 

To mammals, atrazine is a hormone disrupter, known to en-

gender birth defects in the offspring of pregnant women ex-

posed to the chemical. 

Australia: a continent and country in the southern Pacific, first 

inhabited by humans ~50,000 years ago.  

Australasia: a region of Oceania comprising New Guinea, Aus-

tralia, New Zealand, and neighboring islands. 

authoritarianism: governance via a strong central power, with 

citizens having curtailed civil rights. Authoritarianism may 

appear irrespective of government structure. 

autocracy: an absolutist government ruled by a single person. 

B 

Babylonia: an ancient civilization in central-southern Mesopo-

tamia, centered in the lower Euphrates valley; beginning as 
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a small provincial town in the 24th century BCE, greatly ex-

panding during the reign of Hammurabi in the 1st half of the 

18th century BCE, declining and reverting to a small kingdom 

for several centuries thereafter. In 539 BCE, the legendary 

Persian King Cyrus the Great conquered Babylon. 

background extinction: extinction limited to relatively few spe-

cies. Contrast mass extinction. 

Bahrain: an island country in the Persian Gulf, famed since an-

tiquity for its pearl fisheries. A former British protectorate, 

Bahrain became an independent kingdom in 2002. 

Battle of Actium (2 September 31 BCE): the decisive confrontation 

– a naval battle – between Octavian and the combined forces 

of Mark Antony & Cleopatra, on the Ionian Sea, near the 

promontory of Actium, on the coast of Greece. Octavian's vic-

tory enabled him to take power and initiate the Roman Em-

pire. 

Bay of Pigs (mid-April 1960): a CIA-sponsored failed invasion of 

Cuba. 

BCE (acronym for Before the Common Era): the era before the 

supposed birth of Jesus of Nazareth. Year zero is unused. 

Dates before 1 CE (common era) are indicated as BCE. CE 

dates are typically not denoted. 

bench (legal): a reference to judges or the judiciary. 

Benelux (1944–): the politico-economic union of 3 neighboring 

nations in central-western Europe: Belgium, the Nether-

lands, and Luxembourg. The Benelux Union began with a 

1944 customs agreement and progressed with subsequent 

treaties. 

Berber: the indigenous people of the Maghreb region in North 

Africa. 

Bible, The: a collection of texts held sacred in Judaism and 

Christianity. 

bicameral (politics): a legislature of 2 bodies. Contrast unicam-

eral. 

Bill of Rights (American politics): the collective name for the 1st 

10 amendments to the United States Constitution, added to 

guarantee personal freedoms and rights, and provide clear 

limitations to government power. The Bill of Rights draws on 



634 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

several antecedents, including earlier declarations by indi-

vidual states, and the 1689 English Bill of Rights, whose con-

cepts date to the 1215 Magna Carta. 

bishop (religion): a clergyman who supervises a number of 

churches or a diocese (an ecclesiastical district). 

black (sociology): a dark-skinned person; in the US, typically a 

person of African descent (owing to the country's slavery tra-

dition). Contrast white. 

Black Death: a devastating plague in Europe in the mid-14th 

century caused by the airborne bacterium Yersinia pestis. 

bliss: tranquil contentment. 

Bosnia (formally Bosnia & Herzegovina): a country in south-

eastern Europe; formerly part of Yugoslavia.  

Boston Tea Party (16 December 1773): a political protest by 

American colonists against British taxation without compen-

satory political representation. In defiance of the 10 May 

1773 Tea Act, which imposed a tax on tea, protesters de-

stroyed a shipment of tea sent by the British East India Com-

pany. 

bourgeoisie: upper middle class. 

Britain: see United Kingdom. 

Bronze Age (~3300–1300 BCE): the middle period of the 3-age 

system, noted for the metallurgical production of bronze; the 

Stone Age preceded, the Iron Age followed. 

bureaucracy: a conceptual model of departmentalized responsi-

bilities and functions within an organization; coined by 

Jacques Claude de Gournay in the mid-18th century as a pe-

jorative. Within a century, bureaucracy was being used in a 

neutral sense.  

Byzantine Empire (aka the Eastern Roman Empire) (330–1453): 

the predominantly Greek-speaking continuation of the 

eastern Roman Empire until annexed by the Ottomans in 

1453. 

C 

canon (law): ecclesiastical rule or law. 

cant (adjective): lively, vigorous. 
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capital: wealth that can be employed to produce more wealth. 

carceral: pertaining to prisons. 

Carolingian (aka Carlovingians, Carolingus, Carolings, 

Karlings) (751–1120): a Frankish dynasty founded by Charles 

Martel, named after the medieval Latinized version of his 

name. 

CE (acronym of Common Era): denoted years after the birth of 

Jesus of Nazareth. See BCE. 

Ceres: the Roman goddess of agriculture, fertility, and motherly 

relationships; originally the central deity for Roman plebe-

ians. 

CEO (chief operating officer): the leader of a corporation. Com-

pare COO. 

China: the largest country in east Asia, with the world's greatest 

population: 1.42 billion people in 2019. Over 90% of China's 

people live in the eastern half of the country, which has most 

of the major cities and nearly all arable land. 

China has one of the oldest extant civilizations. In only 

the relatively briefest of durations has the country been any-

thing but run autocratically, usually dynastically. Over the 

course of more than 2 millennia, ersatz democracy existed for 

only a few decades in the early 20th century, while spans of 

widescale civil strife lasted, in toto, for a few centuries. Since 

1949, China has been ruled by a dynasty that calls itself com-

munist but is instead a privileged oligarchic dictatorship. 

cholera: an infection of the small intestine by the bacterium Vib-

rio cholera. 

CIA (Central Intelligence Agency) (1949–): American secret ser-

vice for foreign intelligence. Compare FBI. 

civil law (aka civilian law, Roman law): a judicial system largely 

reliant upon legal codes. Compare common law. 

Civil Rights Movement (1954–1968): a US social movement to 

end racial segregation and discrimination. 

Civil War (US) (1861–1865): the civil war between southern and 

northern states in the United States over the issue of slavery. 

civilization: a culture which characterizes a society. 

clan: a group of families or people of common descent. Compare 

tribe. 
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classical antiquity (aka classical age/era/period): a broad term 

for the cultural historical period of the intertwined civiliza-

tions of ancient Greece and Rome, collectively called the 

Greco-Roman world. 

classicism: the cultural principles and styles of ancient Greece 

and Rome. 

Cod Wars (1958–1976): a series of conflicts between Iceland and 

Britain over Iceland's desire to extend its marine jurisdiction 

to 200 miles, providing an exclusive fishery zone. Iceland 

won. 

Code of Hammurabi: Babylonian law dating to 1754 BCE, under 

King Hammurabi. 

Code of Ur-Nammu (~2050 BCE): the earliest known codes of 

law, from the 3rd Sumerian dynasty. The prologue decreed 

"equity in the land." 

Cold War (1947–1991): the political and military tension after 

World War 2 between the United States (and its allies) and 

the Soviet Union (and its minion nations). 

Collective: the great mass of humanity. The Collective are psy-

chologically and behaviorally defined by their beliefs. Politi-

cally, the Collective believe that their abstractions represent 

the actual world: a wellspring of self-delusion that has driven 

polity from the birth of civilization to present day. 

collectivism: an outlook that emphasizes the interdependence of 

humanity. 

colonialism: the practice of population subjugation. Compare 

imperialism. 

common law (aka case law): a judicial system that extensively 

relies upon precedential court decisions. Compare civil law. 

See natural law. 

communism: a theory advocating eliminating private ownership 

of property and capital. Historically, politicians have touted 

communism but never delivered, producing instead totalitar-

ian regimes enforcing an estate system. Compare socialism. 

compurgation: an early common law trial method in which a de-

fendant could be acquitted via sworn oath of innocence en-

dorsed by a required number of people, typically 12. 

Comstock Act (aka the Act for the Suppression of Trade in, and 

Circulation of, Obscene Literature and Articles of Immoral 
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Use): an 1873 US federal law prohibiting distributing sex-

ually oriented information or materials through the US mail; 

named after its chief proponent, US Postal Inspector An-

thony Comstock. 

Concert of Europe (aka Congress System, after the Congress of 

Vienna, which met from November 1814 to June 1815) (1815–

1914): a negotiated balance of European power from the end 

of the Napoleonic Wars to the outbreak of the 1st World War. 

consequentialism: a class of normative ethics theories holding 

that consequences are the ultimate basis to judge moral acts. 

Conservative Party (aka Tories): the dominant centre-right 

party in the UK. Contrast Labour. 

conservatism (politics): views, beliefs, and principles that gener-

ally favor the status quo, with modest tinkering at most. 

Compare radicalism, liberalism, reactionism. 

constitutionalism: the idea that the authority of government 

derives from a fundamental body of law. 

consumerism: a socioeconomic order engendering material 

acquisition; the idea that an ever-expanding consumption of 

goods is good for the economy. 

In modern civilized communities, the members of each stra-
tum accept as their ideal of decency the scheme of life in vogue 
in the next higher stratum. ~ Thorstein Veblen 

COO (chief operating officer): corporate executive responsibility 

for daily operation of a company. Compare CEO. 

Corn Laws (1815–1846): a British trade system to restrict grain 

imports and impose tariffs on imported grain to keep grain 

prices high and favor domestic producers. The politics behind 

the corn laws was their imposition by landowners, who were 

heavily over-represented in Parliament, against the eco-

nomic interest of urban workers, who were grossly un-

derrepresented. Only in the face of severe famine in Ireland 

and food shortage in Britain were the laws repealed. 

corporatism (aka corporativism): the sociopolitical organization 

of a society via interest groups. 

Corpus Juris Civilis (Body of Civil Law): 4 books of civil law 

compiled under Byzantine emperor Justinian I that origi-

nally issued 529–534: Codex Constitutionum – a 10-volume 
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collection of Roman ordinances; Digesta (Pandectae) – a col-

lation of case law from authorized jurists; Institutiones – a 

textbook of legal institutions, intended for 1st-year law stu-

dents; and Novellae Constitutiones Post Codicem – new ordi-

nances issued by Justinian himself 534–565, after 

publication of the Codex. 

corruption: impairment of virtue, integrity, or moral principle; 

depravity. 

Court of the Hundred: a judicial assembly of local villagers un-

der Salic Law. 

credentialism (aka credential creep): an increasing demand by 

employers for educational degrees for specific occupations. 

Crusades: a series of medieval military campaigns sanctioned 

by the Catholic Church for control of the Holy Land (the Le-

vant). 

Cuba: an island south of Florida, where the Gulf of Mexico, At-

lantic Ocean, and Caribbean Sea meet. 

cultural materialism: an anthropological perspective which pos-

its that the best way to understand human culture is through 

examination of material conditions, such as food supply, sur-

plus distribution, geography, and climate. The term and con-

cept were coined by American anthropologist Marvin Harris 

in 1968. 

custom (political economics): monies collected via tariffs. 

cynicism: an ancient Greek school of philosophy which proposed 

that the purpose of life is to live virtuously, in harmony with 

Nature. 

D 

Dark Ages: the 5th–10th centuries in Europe; the early Middle 

Ages following the decline of the Roman Empire. The term 

Dark Ages is generally disparaged by contemporary histori-

ans, owing to its critical overtone. Yet the aptness of its cul-

tural attribution cannot be denied. Italian scholar Francesco 

Petrarch coined the metaphor in the 1330s, when writing of 

the previous historical period: 

Amid the errors there shone forth men of genius; no less keen 
were their eyes, although they were surrounded by darkness 
and dense gloom. 
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DDT (dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (C14H9Cl5)): a crystalline 

organochlorine which acts as a potent insecticide. 

de facto: in fact. Compare de jure. 

de jure: by right; according to law. Compare de facto. 

Deep South: states in the southern US dependent on plantation 

agriculture and slavery in the pre-Civil War era: Georgia, Al-

abama, South Carolina, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas. 

deism: the religious belief that God is a non-intervening part of 

Nature. 

democracy: a state having government by its people. 

Democratic Party: the dominant moderate-conservative party in 

the US. Contrast Republican Party. 

demagogue: a politician who seeks to gain power by exploiting 

popular prejudices and making false or extravagant claims 

and promises. 

deontology (philosophy): measuring morality by inherent good-

ness, not result. See moral absolutism. 

descriptive ethics: the study of people's beliefs about morality. 

See normative ethics. 

despotism: the exercise of absolute political authority; dictator-

ship. Compare monarchy. 

devolution (legal): a statutory grant of power by a sovereign 

state to a subordinate level of government; a form of govern-

mental decentralization. 

dialectic (aka dialectical method): logical argumentation based 

upon the interaction of juxtaposed ideas, aimed at affirma-

tion of one and refutation of the others; determination via 

conceptual contrasts. The Socratic method, advocated by Soc-

rates, is one form of dialectic. 

diocese: an ecclesiastical district under the jurisdiction of a 

bishop. 

direct democracy: a form of democracy where citizens directly 

decide policies. Compare representative democracy. 

Dissolution of the Monasteries (aka Suppression of the Monas-

teries) (1536–1541): a series of edicts by Henry VIII which dis-

banded monasteries, priories, convents, and frairies in 

England, Wales, and Ireland, and robbed the church of its 
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assets and income. Henry's dissolution was one of the most 

revolutionary events in English history and was unpopular. 

ducking stool: a chair in which an offender is tied and plunged 

into water. 

dynasty: a sequence of rulers from the same family or clan. 

E 

East India Company (EIC) (1600–1708): a British company es-

tablished to pursue trade with the East Indies, but which 

ended up dealing mainly on the Indian subcontinent and 

with the Qing dynasty in China. 

East Indies: a historical term for the lands of south and south-

east Asia, from India to Malaysia. Late 15th-century Portu-

guese began using the term Indies to refer to what was later 

called the East Indies, as contrasted to the West Indies (the 

Americas). 

Eastern Orthodox Church (aka Orthodox Catholic Church, Or-

thodox Church, Orthodoxy): the Catholic church established 

in Constantinople when the city was founded in 324. The Or-

thodoxy split from the Roman Catholic church in ~1054. The 

Orthodoxy does not have a pope. It has instead ecumenical 

councils to interpret the scriptures, with a patriarch as 1st 

among equals. 

econometrics: problem solving via statistical and mathematical 

techniques. 

economics: the study of production, distribution, and consump-

tion of goods and services, and the material well-being of hu-

mans. 

Economist, The (1843–): a British weekly news magazine, 

started by Scottish businessman James Wilson, to advocate 

free trade, particularly the repeal of the Corn Laws.  

egalitarianism: belief in the equality of all people, especially in 

the political, social, and/or economic spheres. 

Egypt: a Mediterranean country in Northeastern Africa with a 

semi-presidential political system established after a revolu-

tion in 2011. 

Egyptian (civilization) (3150–30 BCE): an ancient civilization in 

Northeastern Africa, concentrated along the lower Nile.  
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electoral college: a set of electors who elect a candidate to a po-

litical office. Electoral colleges originated with early Ger-

manic law, for election of the German king, and with the 

Catholic Church. The US employs an electoral college to in-

directly elect its president, with electors representing the 50 

states and the federal District of Columbia, roughly based 

upon popular vote. 

eminent domain: the power of the state to take private property 

for public use, commonly with compensation to the owner. 

empiricism (epistemology) (aka verificationism): the presump-

tion that knowledge derives solely from sensory experience. 

See neopositivism. 

empiricism (philosophy of science): the belief that Nature may 

be entirely explained by physical forces. 

England: a country in the British Isles until 1707, now part of 

the United Kingdom. 

English Civil War (1642–1651): a series of armed conflicts 

between factions respectively advocating despotism and 

parliamentary government. The monarchy survived, albeit 

checked by parliament. 

enlightened absolutism: a form of monarchy inspired by the En-

lightenment, whereby despots declared a fondness for ration-

ality, which tended to translate into religious toleration, 

relatively free speech (albeit not against the monarchy), pri-

vate property rights, and fostering education, the arts, and 

science. The controversial concept was delineated by German 

historian Wilhelm Roscher in 1847. Reflecting current polit-

ical thought, enlightened absolutists held that royal power 

derived not by divine right, but from social contract theory 

which obliged a ruler to govern wisely. Several 18th century 

European rulers are associated with the notion, including 

Frederick II of Prussia; Louis XVI of France; Catherine II of 

Russia; Joseph I of Portugal; Carlos III of Spain; Frederick 

VI of Denmark; Joseph II, Holy Roman Emperor of Austria; 

Gustav III of Sweden; and Maria Theresa, ruler of the Habs-

burg domains (Austria, Hungary, Croatia, et cetera). 

enlightenment (aka quietude or quiet consciousness): the state of 

consciousness with abiding connection to the unicity of 

Nature, albeit not its realization. 

Enlightenment (cultural period): see Age of Enlightenment. 
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entail (legal): limiting the inheritance of real estate to a specific 

line of heirs. 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA): the US federal govern-

ment agency responsible for protecting human health and 

the environment from the externalities of corporate excess. 

The EPA was created by President Richard Nixon in 1970 by 

executive order. 

EPA: see Environmental Protection Agency. 

Epicureanism: the philosophy of Epicurus–that pleasure and 

pain are the metrics of good and evil. 

equity (sociology, politics): fairness. 

estate system: an economic and political system of control of so-

cietal resources by an elite group. 

ethics (aka moral philosophy): a branch of philosophy concern-

ing systemizing distinction between right and wrong action; 

a system of moral principles. 

Etruscan civilization: the culture of ancient Italy in the regions 

roughly corresponding to Tuscany, western Umbria, and 

northern Lazio, from 800 BCE until Roman times. 

eugenics: beliefs and practices aimed at improving the genetic 

quality of humans. 

Eurasia: the continental landmass of Europe and Asia, includ-

ing Borneo and other nearby islands. Compare Australasia. 

European Coal and Steel Community (1952–2002): a European 

supranational organization ostensibly aimed at sharing re-

sources for steelmaking, but ultimately aimed at European 

union. 

eusocialism: a totalitarian, egalitarian polity. 

exogamy: the custom of marrying outside the immediate social 

group. 

externality (economics): an unintended byproduct of making 

something. Waste and pollution are exemplary externalities. 

F 

false flag: a covert operation designed to deceive as to who 

carried out an attack. The term originated in naval warfare, 
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where a belligerent would use a flag that was false to its true 

allegiance. 

fascism: a form of radical authoritarian nationalism that came 

to prominence in early 20th-century Europe, originating in 

Italy during World War 1. Economically, fascists favor state 

control of capitalism, with policies designed to achieve 

autarky (self-sufficiency). 

FBI (Federal Bureau of Investigation) (1908–): the US domestic 

intelligence and security service. 

FDA (Food and Drug Administration) (1906–): the US federal 

agency responsible for the health and safety of ingestible 

products sold in the country. The FDA was established with 

the 1906 Pure Food and Drugs Act. Its mandate expanded as 

processed foods with additives became more the norm, and 

as the food system became more consolidated and globalized. 

In its performance, the FDA is exemplary of (perhaps) well-

intentioned government incompetence. 

federalism: a federal system, where a nation is a union of states 

under a central government that is distinct from state 

governments. 

feudalism: a societal system prevalent in medieval Europe, of 

socioeconomic hierarchy based upon land holding. Feudalism 

usually emerged from decentralization or disintegration of 

an empire. 

Fidesz (1988–): a right-wing populist party which has dominated 

Hungarian politics since its landslide victory in 2010. 

first-past-the-post (election): a voting system in which the candi-

date who receives the most votes among a plurality wins. 

folkway: a traditional behavior that is a norm. Compare more. 

Fox News (1996–): an American right-wing news television chan-

nel created by Rupert Murdoch. 

France: a nation in Western Europe that emerged as a political 

power in the Late Middle Ages. France has had an outsized 

influence on Western culture. 

Francia (aka Kingdom of the Franks): the territory of the Franks 

from Late Antiquity into the Early Middle Ages; the 

geopolitical realm roughly corresponding to modern-day 

France. 
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Franconia: the region in south-central Germany where the 

Franks settled in the 6th century. 

frankpledge: a pledge by someone out of jail that he would be 

responsible for producing someone in jail to the court for 

trial, so that the accused may be released. 

Franks: a confederation of Germanic tribes that occupied the 

Lower and Middle Rhine river valleys during the 3rd cen-

tury. Some Frankish tribes raided Roman territory, while 

others joined Roman troops in Gaul. 

French and Indian War (aka 7 Years' War (the term used by 

Canadians and Europeans)) (1754–1763): the North 

American theater of the larger 7 Years' War, where the 

British fought the French and various native (Indian) tribes.  

(French) Wars of Religion (1562–1598): a series of 7 religiously-

fueled wars that killed 2–4 million and resulted in granting 

the Huguenots a degree of political freedom. 

French Revolution (1789–1799): a decade of social and political 

upheaval in France. Widely regarded as one of the most 

important political events in political history, the French 

Revolution triggered the decline of theocracies and absolute 

monarchies around the world. 

functional psychology (aka functionalism): the psychological 

philosophy that cognition and behavior afford adaptation to 

circumstances. Historically, functionalism was a response to 

structuralism, which considered the mind as components 

which could be understood via introspection. 

G 

G20 (Group of 20): a forum for the European Union and 19 coun-

tries: Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Canada, China, France, 

Germany, India, Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Mexico, Russia, 

Saudi Arabia, South Africa, South Korea, Turkey, the UK, 

and the US. Spain is a permanent guest invitee.  

game theory: the study of strategic interaction between rational 

decision-makers; specifically, theorization of outcomes and 

dynamics in situations involving parties with conflicting in-

terests. Modern game theory was developed in the early 

1940s and further evolved in the 1950s. Compare decision 

theory. 
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Gaul: a region of western Europe inhabited by Celtic tribes dur-

ing the Iron Age, including modern-day France, Belgium, 

Luxembourg, most of Switzerland, and parts of northern It-

aly. Gaul was ruled by the Romans 103 BCE to 486 CE, when 

it fell to the Franks, becoming Francia. 

GDP (gross domestic product): a distorted monetary measure of 

the value of all final goods and services produced in an econ-

omy for some period (usually yearly or quarterly). GDP 

measures are wildly off, as they fail to measure much eco-

nomic activity. (gross domestic product): a distorted mone-

tary measure of the value of all final goods and services 

produced in an economy for some period (usually yearly or 

quarterly). GDP measures are wildly off, as they fail to meas-

ure much economic activity. 

General Strike of 1926: a nationwide strike throughout Britain 

4–13 May 1926. 

Georgism: an economic philosophy holding that the natural re-

sources should be belong equally to everyone in a community, 

but that the value people add belongs to them. Named after 

its proponent, Henry George. 

German Peasants' War (1524–1525): a widespread revolt in Ger-

man-speaking areas of central Europe, provoked by popular 

desire for political influence and greater liberty, as con-

trasted to the serfdom suffered. The aristocracy ended the 

revolt with a bloodbath, slaughtering ~100,000 of the 300,000 

uppity, poorly armed farmers and peasants.  

Germany: a nation in northern central western Europe that has 

shaped European politics since the fall of the western Roman 

Empire. Germany has 82.2 million people (2018). 

gerrymander (US): the dividing of an electoral district so as to 

give one political party majority power while concentrating 

the voting strength of other parties in as few districts as pos-

sible, so as to give them as little power as possible. 

glasswort: an annual halophyte. 

Glorious Revolution (1688): the overthrow of King James II of 

England by Dutch stadtholder William of Orange, who was 

invited by English Parliamentarians to dispose of the king. 

England's ruling class was Anglican. Parliament had the dire 

concern that continued rule of James, a Catholic, could lead 

to a Roman Catholic dynasty aligned with France. This 
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would, it was feared, eviscerate Parliament's power. Wil-

liam's invasion of England led to his ascending of the English 

throne as William III of England, jointly with his wife, Mary 

II of England, in accordance with the 1689 Bill of Rights, 

which was an act of Parliament that set the limits of monar-

chial rule. 

God: the myth of an immortal supreme being who is omniscient 

and typically omnipotent, albeit often inexplicably reserved 

in exercising such power in moral ways comprehensible to 

mere mortals. 

government: a group which has the power to make and enforce 

laws for an area or country. See state. 

grand jury: a legal body empowered to investigate accusation of 

criminal conduct and determine whether charges should be 

brought. 

grapheme: the smallest unit (such as a letter) of a writing sys-

tem. 

Great Depression (1929–1939): the longest and most severe eco-

nomic downturn experienced in the industrialized world 

prior to the 21st century. The financial shock that sparked 

the depression originated in the United States. Its contagion 

quickly spread to Europe. 

Great Recession (2009): a sharp, severe worldwide economic 

downturn caused by financial speculation, especially in real 

estate. While official statistics define the recession as global 

for only a single year, the recession in many countries begin 

in 2008 and lasted into 2011 or later. 

Green Party of the United States (GPUS) (2001–): American left-

wing party favoring social equity, democracy, and environ-

mentalism. 

Grenada: an island country in the southeastern Caribbean Sea, 

northeast of Venezuela. Grenada is a leading exporter of the 

spices nutmeg and mace. 

gross domestic product: see GDP. 

group (sociology): an association of people with some degree of 

affinity bonding. 

Guardian, The (1821–): a British national newspaper, known 

until 1959 as the Manchester Guardian. 
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Gupta Empire (India): the 2nd successful attempt to create an 

empire in India, after the Mauryan Empire (322–185 BCE). 

H 

habeas corpus: a legal recourse against unlawful imprisonment. 

halophyte: a plant that thrives in saline environments, such as 

seacoasts and salt marshes. 

hard news: media coverage of current events. Contrast soft 

news. 

Haymarket riot (4 May 1866): a riot in Chicago incited by police 

during a labor demonstration. 

Hebrews: early Israelites, especially in pre-monarchic times, 

when they were still nomadic. 

hegemony: influence exercised by one nation over others. 

heliocentrism: the theory that the Sun is the center of the solar 

system around which planets orbit, including Earth. 

Hellenistic period (323–31 BCE): a period in ancient Greek history 

between the death of Alexander the Great and the emergence 

of the Roman Empire, signified by the Battle of Actium. 

hemlock (Conium maculatum): a poisonous plant in the parsley 

family, with purple-spotted stems, finely divided leaves, and 

umbels of small white flowers; a powerful sedative when used 

medicinally. 

heuristic (psychology): a simple, efficient rule employed to form 

judgments or make decisions. 

HIV/AIDS (human immunodeficiency virus / acquired immune 

deficiency syndrome): an enveloped RNA retrovirus disease, 

termed for the immune system deterioration it causes, lead-

ing to AIDS, which is progressive immune system failure, al-

lowing opportunistic infections and cancers to thrive. HIV is 

primarily transmitted via unprotected sex and blood trans-

fers, such as contaminated transfusions and sharing hypo-

dermic needles during drug abuse. 

Holocaust (1941–1945): the genocide of Jews (6 million) (and oth-

ers (5 million)) by the German Nazi regime during the 2nd 

World War. 

Homeland Security: the US federal agencies responsible for 

fighting terrorism. 
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hominin: the hypothesized clade that descended into humans. 

hominid: an ape descendant, some of which became hominin. 

Compare anthropoid. 

honor: integrity in one's beliefs and actions; concern for a posi-

tive reputation about adhering to mores, notably honesty and 

fairness. 

House of Plantagenet: a royal British house which originated in 

the lands of Anjou, in northwestern France. The family held 

the English throne from 1154. Its reign planted the seeds of 

democracy that evolved in England, beginning with royal 

charters, notably the Magna Carta. 

Hugenot: a 16th–18th century French Protestant inspired by the 

writings of John Calvin (Calvinism). 

Human Rights Watch (1978–): an international non-governmen-

tal organization dedicated to human rights under sway of 

natural law principles. 

humanism: an ethical stance emphasizing the value of human 

beings. The meaning of the term has fluctuated. In modern 

times, humanism is associated with secularism. 

Hundred Years' War: see 100 Years' War. 

Hungary: a central European country, run as a parliamentary 

democracy. 

Hutterites: a religious group of Anabaptists that practiced so-

cialism and pacifism, founded by Jacob Hutter. 

hydrochloric acid (HCl): a clear, colorless, highly pungent solu-

tion that is highly corrosive. Hydrochloric acid has many in-

dustrial uses. 

I 

ideology (politics): a doctrinal sociopolitical belief system about 

an ideal social order and how to attain it. 

ignorance: a state of unknowing. There are 2 types of ignorance: 

fact-ignorance (fignorance) and perspective-ignorance (pig-

norance). Fignorance is not knowing the salient facts of a 

subject. Pignorance arises from incognizance of reality. 

imperialism: a state acquiring the territory of another nation. 

Compare colonialism. 
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in-group: a group generally viewed positively. Contrast out-

group. 

India: the 7th-largest country (3.3 million km2), with 1.3 billion 

people (2018); on its own subcontinent in central southern 

Asia. India is an ancient civilization that once was a font of 

spiritual wisdom that has since gone dry, at least where gov-

ernance is concerned. India has a rapidly growing population 

matched by a rapidly deteriorating natural environment. The 

former won't last long but the latter will linger for centuries. 

Indies: a historical term for the lands of south and southeast 

Asia, from India to Malaysia. Late-15th-century Portuguese 

began using the term Indies to refer to what was later called 

the East Indies, as contrasted to the West Indies (the Ameri-

cas). The New World was discovered by accident. Columbus 

was looking for a shortcut to the East Indies and insisted he 

had found it–hence the West Indies.  

individualism: an ideology that emphasizes the moral worth of 

individuals. 

Indus Valley Civilization (aka Harappan civilization) (~7,000–

~1500 BCE): a peaceful, prosperous civilization that flourished 

in the basins of the monsoon-fed Indus River, extending from 

northeast Afghanistan to northwest India. At its peak, the 

civilization may have had a population of over 5 million. 

Industrial Revolution: the era of industrialization that began in 

England in the mid-18th century. English economic historian 

Arnold Toynbee popularized the term in describing Eng-

land's economic development from 1760 to 1840. Industriali-

zation engendered 3 complementary social dynamics: 1) 

rapid urbanization, 2) a population boom, and 3) the destruc-

tion of the existing social hierarchy headed by landed aristoc-

racy, which was gradually replaced by a dominant social 

class of wealth inherited or made from manufacture, finance, 

and/or trade. 

industrialism: a societal economic organization built largely on 

mechanized industry rather than agriculture and craftsman-

ship. 

infidel: non-believer. 

inquisitorial system: a judicial system where the court actively 

investigates the facts of cases. Contrast adversarial system. 
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intellectual property: granted governmental protection to cer-

tain abstractions, notably creative works (copyright), com-

mercial brand names (trademark) and technical inventions 

(patents). 

Internal Revenue Service (IRS): US federal tax collection agency. 

International Monetary Fund (IMF) (1944–): an international or-

ganization tasked with goals oriented toward stable capital-

ist economic growth. The IMF was ironically born from the 

understanding that capitalism is inherently instable. 

Funded by member contributions through a proportionate 

quota system, the IMF acts as a lender of last resort to coun-

tries in dire straits. Most countries in the world belong to the 

IMF, though relations are sometimes touchy: Argentina, for 

example, refuses to let the IMF monitor its finances. Non-

members include Andorra, Columbia, Cuba, Liechtenstein, 

Monaco, Nauru, North Korea, Taiwan, and Venezuela. 

International Office of Public Health (1907–1948): a Paris-based 

European public health organization, absorbed into the 

World Health Organization when it was founded. 

internationalism: the principle of inclination toward interna-

tional cooperation as promoting the common good, irrespec-

tive of nationality. Contrast nationalism. 

Internet (1983–): a global public computer network. 

Investiture Controversy: a conflict between church and state in 

medieval Europe during the 11th–12th centuries; began be-

tween Emperor Henry IV and Pope Gregory VII; ended in 

1122 (the Concordat of Worms), when Emperor Henry V and 

Pope Calixtus II agreed to a Gelasian compromise on whom 

bishops owed their allegiance to. 

Iran: an oligarchic Shiite Islamic state in the Middle East with 

a rich historic legacy. 

Iraq: the Western cradle of civilization (from ~10,000 BCE), now 

a failed state in the Middle East. 

Iron Age (roughly 1300–500 BCE): the last principal period of the 

three-age system; noted for widespread use of iron, and the 

development of steel. See Stone Age, Bronze Age. 

Islam (religion): the religion founded by Muhammad and in-

formed by the Koran, with the basic principle of absolute sub-

mission to the god Allāh. 
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Islam (sociology): the societies predominantly practicing Islamic 

religion. 

Islamic State (IS): an extremist Islamic terrorist group. 

Islamism: an ideology embracing the Islamic religion and em-

phasizing implementation of Sharia (Islamic law). 

Israel: the Jewish-led nation in the Levant, founded in 1948 by 

Jewish takeover of land specified by the United Nations in 

1947 for both an Arab and a Jewish state. Israel is a thin slice 

of a country, 21 thousand km2, with 8.4 million people (2018). 

J 

Japan: an island nation off the eastern coast of China, compris-

ing 6,852 islands. 

Jew: an adherent of Judaism. 

jihad: an Arabic word meaning struggle or striving, especially 

toward a praiseworthy goal. Jihad has had many nuances in 

an Islamic context. In classical Islamic law, jihad meant 

armed struggle against unbelievers. 

Jim Crow laws: legislation in the Southern United States fol-

lowing the Civil War designed to segregate and subjugate the 

black population. Jim Crow laws stayed on the books until 

Federal legislation overruled them in 1964 (Civil Rights 

Act)–1965 (Voting Rights Act), though it took decades after 

that to unravel institutional discrimination. Northerners did 

not bother with Jim Crow laws. Segregation there was 

achieved through various private socioeconomic mecha-

nisms, including job discrimination and bank lending prac-

tices. 

Jordan: an Arab kingdom on the east bank of the Jordan River. 

Judaism: the monotheist religion of the Jews. 

judiciary: a country's judicial/court system. 

July Revolution (aka French Revolution of 1830): a popular re-

volt 27–29 July 1830 which overthrew King Charles X over 

attempted repression of the press and established a constitu-

tional monarchy. Though an anti-monarchist rebellion by Pa-

risians in June 1832 (the June Rebellion) was suppressed, 

the Parisian 1848 Revolution succeeded in overthrowing the 

monarchy and establishing the 2nd Republic. 
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jurist: a person educated in the law (e.g., lawyer), though typi-

cally used to indicate a judge, sometimes a legal scholar. 

justice: retribution for wrongdoing. 

K 

kleptocracy: government conducted by those who chiefly seek 

status and personal gain at the expense of the governed. 

Koran (aka Qur'an): the holy book of Islam, analogous to the 

Judeo-Christian Bible. Muslims consider the Koran unique 

in being directly written by the God Allāh, through the 

prophet Muhammad. 

Korean War (1950–1953): a war that started when North Korea, 

backed by the Soviet Union and China, invaded South Korea. 

Within 2 months South Korea was on the verge of defeat. The 

US provided 88% of the military personnel and almost all of 

the armaments in the UN-sponsored fight against North Ko-

rea. The war ended in a territorial stalemate, with an armi-

stice signed, but to this day no peace treaty. 

Ku Klux Klan (aka KKK): a US white supremacy organization 

that flourished in the Old South in the 1860s, dying out in 

the early 1870s, but reviving in the early 1920s in the Mid-

west and West. The KKK are opposed to immigration, Jews, 

and Catholics. The 3rd incarnation of the KKK arose in the 

1950s as unconnected groups which opposed the civil rights 

movement. 

Kuwait: a tiny state on the northeastern edge of the Arabian 

peninsula, on the Persian Gulf. Oil reserves discovered there 

in 1938 led to economic modernization while maintaining the 

typical Arabian monarchial rule, with the population bought 

off from democracy by oil wealth. An attempted annexation 

by Iraq in August 1990 was seen off by American-led forces 

in the brief Persian Gulf War. 

L 

Labour Party: the dominant centre-left party in the UK. Con-

trast Conservative Party. 

laissez-faire: the doctrine that government should not interfere 

in commercial affairs. 
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Late Antiquity (284–650): the transition period from classical an-

tiquity to the Middle Ages, applicable to both mainland Eu-

rope and the Mediterranean region. 

law (polity): a legally codified norm or proscription against a ta-

boo; state codification aimed at administering justice and the 

affairs of the state to which the law pertains. 

League of Nations (1920–1946): a supranational organization be-

tween the 1st and 2nd World War; ineffective for lack of sup-

port by member nations, and especially by the failure of the 

United States to join. 

left wing: a political philosophy supporting social equality and 

egalitarianism, typically opposed to social stratification. Con-

trast right wing. 

Lesotho: a mountainous country enclaved by South Africa. 

Levant: the geographical region encompassing modern-day Jor-

dan, Israel, Lebanon, and Syria. The term Levant first ap-

peared in English in 1497, originally meaning "the East." The 

Levant has been characterized as the "crossroads of western 

Asia, the eastern Mediterranean, and northeast Africa." 

liberalism: historically, a political philosophy advocating the 

freedom of individuals, albeit with some concern for social 

equality. Classical liberalism stressed liberty (libertarian-

ism), whereas later social liberalism sought a balance be-

tween liberty and social justice. The term neoliberalism 

refers to a strain of laissez-faire economic liberalism that 

arose in the 1970s. In Spokes, liberal or liberalism is used in 

the classical sense (in historical context), but when discuss-

ing modern ideologies, social liberalism is intended, with its 

principle concern of societal equity. Compare radicalism, 

conservatism, reactionism. 

Libertarian Party (United States) (1971–): American political 

party favoring minimal government and laissez-faire capital-

ism. 

libertarianism (historically classical liberalism): a political 

philosophy that places individual liberty as its principle 

objective. 

Libya: a country in the Maghreb. 
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Low Countries: the coastal region of northwestern Europe, 

where much of the land is below sea level. The Low Countries 

comprised Belgium, the Netherlands, and Luxembourg. 

M 

Maat: the ancient Egyptian holistic concept of universal har-

mony. Maat's polar opposite was Isfet: lies, chaos, and vio-

lence. 

Maghreb (previously known as Barbary Coast): a region of west-

ern north Africa comprising the Arab countries of Maurita-

nia, Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia, and Libya. The Maghreb was 

originally inhabited by the Berbers. 

Magna Carta (Latin for great charter) (1215): a negotiated char-

ter between King John I of England and his barony, who were 

at the point of revolt–and did so the next year in the 1st 

Baron's War. The myth of the Magna Carta as a declaration 

of inalienable civil rights grew from later misinterpretation. 

Mānava-Dharmaśāstra (aka Manusmriti, Manu Smriti, Laws of 

Manu) (~200 BCE): an influential Hindu text on ethical gov-

ernance. 

manifest destiny: the widely held belief by American settlers in 

the 19th century that they were destined to expand across 

North America. 

manorialism: an agrarian estate feudal structure. 

Marbury v. Madison (1803): a landmark supreme court decision 

that established the principle of judicial review in the US, a 

power not clearly granted by the constitution. 

mass extinction: the indiscriminate extinction of many species 

during an extinction event. Contrast background extinction. 

materialism (psychology, economics): a worldview valuing ma-

terial consumption and possessions. 

matterism (aka (philosophical) materialism): the monistic belief 

that reality is made of matter. Matterism supposes that the 

mind is a figment of something substantial. 

Mauryan Empire (India) (322–185 BCE): an empire centered in 

northwestern India, founded by Chandragupta Maurya. One 

of the largest and most populous (~55 million) empire of its 

time, and the 1st political unification of India. 
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Medicaid (US): a US national health insurance program for the 

poor. 

Medicare: (US): a US national health insurance program for 

those 65 and older, and the disabled. 

Medieval period: the Middle Ages. 

Meiji era (aka Meiji period) (1868–1912): the period in Japan im-

mediately following the end of the Tokugawa Shogunate (Edo 

Period). The emperor was restored preeminence while the 

country modernized economically in the wake of threat of for-

eign incursion, especially by the United States. Japan be-

came the 1st industrialized Asian nation. 

Melanesia: a region of Oceania, extending from the western end 

of the Pacific Ocean to the Arafura Sea, and eastward to Fiji. 

Melanesia including the countries of Papua New Guinea, Sol-

omon Islands, Vanuatu, and Fiji. 

mercantilism: the economic theory and praxis dominant in Eu-

rope in the 16th–18th centuries, promoting governmental 

regulation of the economy so as to augment state power. To-

day's vestiges of mercantilism are termed economic national-

ism. 

Merovingian (~450–751): a Salian Frank dynasty. 

Middle Ages (aka Medieval period) (~467–1400): the period of 

European history between the 5th and 15th centuries, begin-

ning with the collapse of the Roman Empire and the onset of 

the Dark Ages. 

Middle East: a region of western Asia, albeit including Egypt. 

Migration Period (aka Völkerwanderung) (376–800): a period of 

intensified human migration in Europe. 

militarism: subordination of civil society to the military as a vir-

tuous ideal. 

monarchy: absolute sovereignty by an individual. Compare des-

potism, autocracy. 

monetarism (economics): the school of thought that emphasizes 

a government role in controlling the amount of money in cir-

culation. 

monopoly (economics): a market condition where there is only 1 

seller, with the power to set price and supply. Compare 

oligopoly. 
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moral absolutism: the principle that acts are intrinsically right 

or wrong. See deontology. 

morals: principles or habits relating to virtuous versus wicked 

conduct. 

morality: a branch of philosophy focused on differentiation be-

tween right and wrong as a code of conduct; a doctrine or sys-

tem of morals. See ethics. 

more (sociology): a folkway of central importance. 

Mormonism: a Protestant Christian sect, founded by Joseph 

Smith in western New York in the 1820s. The term Mormon 

is derived from Smith's Book of Mormon, which he claimed to 

have translated from golden plates with divine assistance. 

Unlike most other Christian denominations, Mormons have 

several canonical texts other than The Bible. Mormons con-

sider polygyny favorably and believe in exaltation: eternal 

life in God's presence, continuing to live as families (eternal 

marriage). 

Morocco: a monarchy at the northwestern tip of Africa. 

Mosaic Law (aka Law of Moses): ancient Jewish law, spelt out 

in the first 5 books of the Jewish Bible (Old Testament). 

mujahedeen (singular and plural): a Muslim guerrilla fighter, 

especially in Afghanistan and Iran. 

mustard gas (sulfur mustard; (ClCH2CH2)2S): a cytotoxic and 

vesicant chemical warfare agent developed by Germany in 

1916. 

N 

NAACP (National Association for the Advancement of Colored 

People): a United States civil rights organization supporting 

equity for ethnic minorities. 

nanny state: British idiom for a government with protective pol-

icies that interfere in personal choices. Conservative British 

MP Iain Macleod referred to the nanny state in 1965. 

Napoleonic Wars (1803–1815): a series of conflicts between the 

French Empire, led by Napoléon Bonaparte, and other Euro-

pean powers in various coalitions. The wars were a continu-

ation of the Revolutionary Wars which broke out in 1792, 

during the French Revolution. Owing to mass conscription, 
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battles were on an unprecedented scale: a warm-up for the 

total world wars of the 20th century. French dominion in Eu-

rope was finally extinguished with the ill-fated invasion of 

Russia in 1812. 

narcissism: an inordinate fascination with oneself; vanity. 

Nassau (Duchy of) (1806–1866): an independent Germanic state 

in the Rhineland. 

nation: a political territory. Compare state. See nation-state. 

nation-state: the government (state) of a nation; the concept of a 

nation and its governance as integral. 

nationalism: devotion and loyalty to one's own country; patriot-

ism. Contrast internationalism. 

NATO (North Atlantic Treaty Organization) (1949–): a Europe-

oriented intergovernmental military alliance, though NATO 

also includes the US and Canada. 

natural law: a philosophy of law premised upon the belief that 

there a universal morality associated with fairness. 

natural philosophy: the precursor of natural sciences. 

natural science: natural philosophy coupled to the scientific 

method. 

Nature: the exhibition of existence. 

Near East: a geographical area of southwest Asia and northeast 

Africa. The term has generally been applied as being the area 

of the Ottoman Empire at its apogee in the mid-1500s. Since 

the mid-1900s, the terms Near East and Middle East have 

been approximated as synonymous. 

neocon (neoconservative): a conservative that advocates pushing 

Anglo-American values and institutions onto foreign nations. 

Neolithic (aka New Stone Age) (10,200 BCE–[4500–2000] BCE): a 

technological era in human prehistory marked by the devel-

opment of metal tools and by the domestication of crops and 

animals. 

New Deal (1933–1939): the domestic policy of US President 

Franklin Roosevelt to pull the nation out of the Great De-

pression through government economic activities. The New 

Deal embraced the concept of a government-regulated econ-

omy. 
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New World: the Western Hemisphere, specifically the Americas 

and nearby islands; sometimes Oceania is included. The term 

originated in the early 16th century by European explorers 

expanding their worldly horizons. Contrast Old World. 

New York Times, The (NYT, nicknamed The Gray Lady) (1851–

): American daily newspaper published in New York City. 

The print edition of NYT has the 2nd-largest circulation in 

the US, behind The Wall Street Journal, another New York 

City newspaper. 

Nicaragua: the largest country in the Central American isth-

mus, bordered by Honduras to the north and Costa Rica to 

the south. Nicaragua has had a rocky political history. 

nitrate (NO¯3): a polyatomic ion used in fertilizers and explo-

sives. 

norm: a behavioral practice conforming with culture. See folk-

way, more, taboo. 

Norman conquest (1066–1072): the 11th-century invasion and 

occupation of England by the Normans (French), led by Wil-

liam the Conqueror. 

Normandy: a region on the northern coast of France. 

Normans: the people of northern France, descended from Viking 

conquerors, mixed with the native Merovingian culture. 

Their distinct identity emerged in the 1st half of the 10th 

century. 

normative ethics: the study of ethical action. See descriptive eth-

ics. 

Nuremberg trials (1945–1946): a series of military tribunals held 

by Allied forces following the 2nd World War to purge the 

leadership of Nazi Germany. 

O 

obiter dictum: an incidental, collateral opinion. 

Oceania: a region centered on the islands in the tropical Pacific 

Ocean, including Australasia. 

Old South (aka Dixieland): the rural, pre-Civil War society of 

the southern United States. 
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Old World: Africa, Europe, and Asia; the part of the world 

known to Europeans prior to their sojourns to the Americas. 

Contrast New World. 

oligarchy: a form of government where power is vested in a rel-

ative few. 

oligopoly (economics): a market condition where there are few 

sellers, giving them the power to set price and other market 

factors. Compare monopoly. 

Oman: an Arab absolute monarchy on the southeastern rim of 

the Arabian Peninsula. 

Opium Wars (1839–1842, 1856–1860): 2 wars waged by Britain 

against China to allow it to continue to import and sell opium 

in China so as to reduce its balance of trade deficit. France 

joined in the 2nd war, and the United States engaged into 

some incidents. China lost both wars and was thereby forced 

to accede to foreign demands to open trade. In the Treaty of 

Nanking (1942) that concluded the 1st Opium War, China 

ceded Hong Kong to the UK in perpetuity. 

organochloride: an organic compound with at least 1 covalently 

bonded chlorine atom that provides a dominant functionality. 

OSS (Office of Strategic Services) (1942–1945): American mili-

tary intelligence organization during World War 2. 

Ottoman Empire (1299–1922): a contiguous Euro-Asian trans-

continental empire, first established as a state in northwest 

Anatolia (Turkey) by Turkish tribes led by Osman I. The 

state ascended to empire with the conquest of Constantinople 

in 1453. The Ottoman Empire attained its apex in the mid-

16th century under the reign of Suleiman the Magnificent: 

controlling much of western Asia, north Africa, and south-

east Europe. The Empire lasted through threats, stagnation, 

and decline until its dissolution as an aftermath of the 1st 

World War. Ottoman Empire Turks had an exaggerated rep-

utation for violent rapacity in Europe. They were instead ra-

ther benign toward their subjects, as long tax revenues rolled 

in, and the populace was subdued. No wholesale attempts on 

Christians were made to convert to Islam. Jews were toler-

ated, to the extent that when Jews were forced to convert to 

Christianity or face banishment from Spain in 1492, many 

skilled artisans and educated professionals happily accepted 

service under the sultan. 
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Ottoman Turks: the Turkish-speaking population of the Otto-

man Empire who were the base of the state's military and 

ruling classes. 

out-group: a group generally viewed negatively. Contrast in-

group. 

overclass: the highest social stratum in a society, having the 

most prestige, influence, and wealth. Compare underclass. 

overcriminalization: the misuse of the criminal sanction. 

Oxfam International (1942–): a British-founded international or-

ganization interested in human rights and equity. 

P 

Pahlavi dynasty (1925–1979): the secular ruling house of Iran, 

founded by Reza Shah Pahlavi, who deposed the previous 

Shah of Iran. In 1941, he was succeeded by his son, Moham-

mad Reza Shah Pahlavi, who was overthrown by an Islamic 

revolution in February 1979. 

Pakistan: a nation created via partition from India in 1947; po-

litically secular, though with Islam as the state religion. 

Palestine: a geographic region in the Levant, centered in the na-

tion of Israel. 

Pan American Sanitary Bureau (1902–): an international public 

health agency for the Americas which morphed into a re-

gional sub-agency of the World Health Organization in 1949. 

Panic of 1857: a US financial panic from an over-expanded do-

mestic economy and declining international trade. 

Papal Schism (aka Western Schism) (1378–1417): a political dis-

cord in the Catholic church, whereupon several men simulta-

neously claimed to be the pope. 

papalism: the papal system. 

papalist: a supporter of papalism. 

paraquat ([(C6H7N)2]Cl2): a toxic organic compound classified as 

a viologen because of its ability to reversibly change color 

upon reduction and oxidation. 

pathos: a quality evoking pity. 

patrilocal: the custom of a female going to live with her hus-

band's family. 
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Patriot Act (2001): a US law granting the government broad au-

thoritarian powers to combat terrorism and surveil anyone. 

patriotism: passion for one's own country. See nationalism.  

Peloponnesian War (431–404 BCE): the war between Athens and 

its empire against the Peloponnesian League, which was a 

confederation in southern Greece led by Sparta. 

penury: severe poverty. 

Permanent Court of Arbitration (1989–): a supranational arbi-

tral tribunal. 

Persia (the Achaemenid Empire; 1st Persian Empire): an ancient 

empire in west and southwest Asia founded by Cyrus the 

Great, with its greatest extent 550–330 BCE. There were 2 

other ancient Persian empires, Parthian (247 BCE–224 CE) 

and Sasanian (224–651), but reference herein is to the 1st 

Persian Empire. 

Philippines: an archipelagic country in Oceania comprising 

~7,641 islands, run as a republic, with a presidential system 

similar to the United States. 

philology: the study of language in written historical sources. 

philosophy: a rational investigation into the facts and principles 

of reality. 

phonics: a method of teaching reading via learning the phonetics 

of letters and syllables. 

Pinocchio: the protagonist of the children's novel The Adven-

tures of Pinocchio (1883) by the Italian author Carlo Collodi. 

Pinocchio was a wooden puppet that dreamt of becoming a 

real boy. Pinocchio was prone to fabricating stories and tell-

ing lies for various reasons. 

plenary (politics): attended by all members. 

plutocracy: political rule by the wealthy. 

polis (plural: poleis): an ancient Greek city-state. 

political economy: the macroeconomic study of the economies of 

polities. Political economy evolved from moral philosophy, 

evolving in the 18th century into the study of the economic 

dynamics of nation-states. In the late 19th century, the term 

simplified to economics; an effect of the influential textbook 

Principles of Economics (1890) by Alfred Marshall. The term 
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political economy is still used to specifically indicate the ef-

fects of governments on economies. 

politics: theories of government and the practice of governance. 

polity: a particular form of government. 

polygyny: a mating system where a male mates with 2 or more 

females. 

Pontifical Academy of Sciences (1936–): the scientific academy of 

the Vatican City, sponsored by the Papacy of the Catholic 

Church. 

Pope: the worldwide leader of the Catholic Church. The primacy 

of the Bishop of Rome derives from his role as the traditional 

successor to Saint Peter, to whom Jesus mythically gave the 

keys of Heaven, and the powers of "binding and loosing," 

naming Peter, and ostensibly his successors, as the "rock" 

upon which the church would be built. 

potash: potassium carbonate (K2CO3), a water-soluble potas-

sium salt. 

predeterminism (aka fatalism): the idea that events are deter-

mined in advance. 

prima facie: on first appearance. 

primogeniture: the system of succession by the firstborn son. 

prisoner's dilemma: a game theory situation where 2 individu-

als acting in their own self-interest do not produce an optimal 

outcome compared to cooperation; originally conceived by 

Merrill Flood and Melvin Dresher in 1950. 

Profumo affair: a 1962 British political sex scandal involving the 

politician John Prufumo. 

Progressive Era (1890S–1920S): a period of widespread social ac-

tivism in the United States aimed at political reform, partic-

ularly corruption. 

prohibition (legal): the legal act of prohibiting alcoholic bever-

ages. 

Prohibition (US) (1920–1933): the outlawing of alcoholic bever-

ages in the United States as a result of a successful campaign 

by the temperance movement. Prohibition was initially man-

dated on a state-by-state basis before the adoption of the 18th 

Amendment to the constitution, and the passage of the Na-

tional Prohibition Act, informally known as the Volstead Act. 
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Prohibition did not stop the imbibing of booze. Instead, it 

stimulated the business of bootlegging, much of which was 

run by organized gangs. This was ironic, in that an adver-

tised aim of the temperance movement was to reduce crime. 

The rise of spectacular gangland killings impelled the re-

peal of Prohibition. The 21st Amendment ended America's 

experiment with ridding society of the scourge of alcoholic 

beverage. 

proletariat: the struggling working class, especially those who 

earn their living by manual labor, or are dependent upon cas-

ual employment. 

Prometheus: Greek Titan (2nd-order deity) who made man out 

of mud, whereupon Athena breathed life into his clay figure. 

Athena was the goddess of wisdom and war, as well as of con-

structive crafts. Prometheus defied Zeus by giving mankind 

the gift of fire, for which he was tortured. 

proportional representation: an electoral system which reflects 

regional population differences among political districts. 

Protestant Reformation (1517–1648): a doctrinal schism from the 

Catholic Church initiated by Martin Luther. 

psychopathy: a mental disorder characterized by impaired em-

pathy, lack of remorse, and bold, disinhibited egotism. 

Puritan Revolution: see English Civil War. 

Q 

Qin dynasty (221–206 BCE): the 1st imperial dynasty in China, 

named after its heartland of Qin (modern-day Gansu and 

Shaanxi provinces). Qin state power was augmented by le-

galist reforms in 4th century BCE, during the Warring States 

period. Qin unified the country by conquest, whereupon it 

sought to create an authoritarian imperial state, fueled by a 

stable economy able to support a large military. The Qin cen-

tral government minimized aristocratic power, gaining direct 

control of the mass population of peasants. This afforded am-

bitious projects, including a wall on its northern border, now 

known as the Great Wall of China. 

Quakers: an evangelical Protestant group which believes in the 

innate goodness of humanity, and the personal ability to con-

tact God. The Quakers first arose in England during the mid-
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17th century. Frugal and plainly dressed, Quakers privately 

pursue a direct religious experience with divinity. Their fas-

tidious discipline makes them "natural capitalists," as the 

BBC opined. Quakers founded several English financial in-

stitutions, including Barclays, Lloyds, and Friends Provi-

dent. Those with a sweet tooth established what are now the 

big 3 British confectioners: Cadbury, Rowntree, and Fry's. 

quitrent: rent paid by a freeholder in lieu of performing required 

services. 

R 

Radical Reformation: a Protestant movement in the 16th cen-

tury, reacting against the perceived corruption in the Catho-

lic Church and the Magisterial Protestant movement led by 

Martin Luther and others. Magisterial Protestants essen-

tially wanted to substitute their elite for those in the Catholic 

Church. Radical Reformists rejected this institutionalized 

authority in favor of egalitarianism. Most of the Radical Re-

formers were Anabaptists. 

radicalism (politics): belief in extreme views or principles. Com-

pare liberalism, conservatism, reactionism. 

random competence: the common characteristic of the Collective 

in being able to nominally perform adequately but challenged 

into random results by unusual situations. Contrast random 

incompetence. 

random incompetence: those uncommon characters who manage 

to perform at least decently even in unusual or stressful sit-

uations. Statistically, those of random incompetence occupy 

the shiny tail on the bell curve of practicable intelligence 

among humanity. Contrast random competence. 

rational (psychology): agreeable to reason, good sense, and 

sound judgment. 

rationalism: the epistemology that knowledge is attained deduc-

tively; an epistemology that regards reason as the source and 

test of knowledge. Rationalists believe that reality has an in-

trinsically logical structure. Hence, rationalists contend cer-

tain truths exist and the intellect can directly grasp these 

truths. 
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reactionism (aka reactionaryism, reactionarism) (politics): belief 

in extremely conservative views or principles; favoring re-

gressive change and opposing progressive change. Compare 

radicalism, liberalism, conservatism. 

Reconstruction Era (1865–1877): the political period in the 

United States of policies designed to engender reintegration 

of the southern states back into civil union with the North. 

Most historians consider the endeavor a failure: the south re-

mained an agricultural, poverty-stricken backwater, where 

whites reestablished dominance over blacks via violence and 

Jim Crow laws. 

Reformation (aka Protestant Reformation) (16th century): a 

Christian reform movement that spawned the schism be-

tween Catholicism and Protestantism.  

Renaissance (14th–17th centuries): the European intellectual 

and cultural movement from the mid-14th century (after the 

Black Death) into the 17th century, characterized by collec-

tive nostalgia for classical antiquity, though it ended up with 

skepticism toward traditional thought. The Renaissance af-

fected the arts, religion, politics, philosophy, and science. 

representative democracy: a form of democracy where citizens 

elect representatives to decide government policies. Compare 

direct democracy. 

republic: a state which reflects the will of its citizenry. 

Republican Party: the dominant conservative-reactionary party 

in the US. Contrast Democratic Party. 

republicanism: the ideology of governing a state or society as a 

republic, where citizens hold popular sovereignty. 

right wing: the political philosophy that certain stratified social 

orders are natural, desirable, or inevitable; typically associ-

ated with conservatism and socioeconomic inequality. Con-

trast left wing. 

Roman Curia: the Roman Catholic Church's administrative or-

gan. 

Roman Empire (27 BCE–395 (undivided)/476 (Western)/1453 

(Eastern)): the ancient Roman civilization after the Republic. 

Theodosius I was the last Roman emperor to rule an undi-

vided Empire. The Western Roman Empire fell when Romu-

lus Augustulus was deposed by Flavius Odoacer in 476. The 
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Eastern Roman (Byzantine) Empire crumbled into feudal 

kingdoms before finally falling to the onslaught of the Otto-

man Turks in 1453. See Byzantine Empire. 

Roman Kingdom (753–509 BCE): the monarchial period of an-

cient Rome, before the Roman Republic. 

Roman Republic (509–27 BCE): the period of ancient Roman civ-

ilization that began with the overthrow of the Roman King-

dom and ended with the establishment of the Roman Empire 

under Octavian. 

Romans: the citizens of the ancient Roman Republic or Empire. 

Romanticism (aka Romantic Era): the intellectual and aesthetic 

movement which originated in Europe at the end of the 18th 

century and was the strong intellectual current there until 

1850. Romanticism emphasized the subjective emotions be-

hind the aesthetic experiences of life. Romanticism revolted 

against the aristocratic norms of the day, as well as taking a 

swipe at the scientific rationalization of the natural world, in 

favor of admiring the beauty and power of Nature. Romanti-

cism weaved a complex set of effects; politically, it fostered 

nationalism. See Age of Enlightenment. 

Russia: the world's largest country (17.1 million km2), with 146 

million people (2019); a late economic developer with a his-

tory of thuggish governance. 

Rwanda: an agrarian nation-state in central east Africa; a for-

mer German colony (1884–1962); one of the smallest coun-

tries on the African mainland (26,338 km2), with one of the 

highest population densities (11 million in 2015). 

S 

Salafism (aka Salafi movement or Salafist movement): a revival-

ist branch of the Sunni that emerged in late 19th-century 

Egypt as a response to European imperialism. The Salafist 

doctrine is reactionary: looking back to 12th-century Islam. 

Salic Law: ancient Germanic legal code used by the Frankish 

kings during the Old Frankish Period in the early Middle 

Ages. Salic Law was a confluence of Germanic tribal justice 

traditions and Roman law. Salic Law included statutes for 

both criminal and civil law. 
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Sandinista (Sandinista National Liberation Front): an ostensi-

bly democratic socialist political party in Nicaragua with an 

authoritarian bent. 

Saudi Arabia: the largest Arab state in western Asia; a Sunni 

monarchy; into the early 21st century, the largest exporter of 

oil in the world.  

Scholasticism: the theological and philosophical teaching meth-

ods in Christian universities from the 12th century through 

the 16th. 

SCOTUS: Supreme Court of the United States. 

secret service: an intelligence organization. 

secularism: the principle of separation between religious and 

governmental institutions. 

self-organized criticality: a property of dynamic systems where 

a critical threshold (tipping point) exists that, when passed, 

sets off a substantial reaction. 

separation of powers: a model for governance that divides the 

functions of the state into branches. 

Sharia: a body of Islamic law based upon the Koran. 

Shia: a doctrinal branch of Islam which holds that Muhammad 

designated Ali as his successor. Contrast Sunni. 

Shogun (1192–1867): Japanese samurai dictator. 

Slavs: an Indo-European ethic group, native to Eurasia. 

smog: lingering foul air; a portmanteau of smoke and fog. 

social contract: a theory granting rightful authority of the state 

over individuals, based on the idea that states are formed by 

the collective will of its citizens. 

social security: the idea, enshrined in the UN Universal Decla-

ration of Human Rights (1948), that humans are entitled to 

freely mature in their particular cultural milieu. 

Everyone, as a member of society, has the right to social se-
curity and is entitled to realization, through national effort and 
international cooperation and in accordance with the organiza-
tion and resources of each State, of the economic, social and 
cultural rights indispensable for his dignity and the free devel-
opment of his personality. ~ Article 22 of the UN Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights (1948) 
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Social Security (US): a federal program for basic income upon 

retirement age, funded by worker contributions; 1st enacted 

in 1935. 20% of elderly Americans are kept from poverty via 

this program. In 2016, US social security consumed 24% of 

the federal budget. 

socialism: a doctrine advocating that wealth be shared among 

the community; a societal and economic system of sharing, 

typically characterized by public ownership of enterprises. 

sociopathy: antisocial psychopathy; antisocial behavior stem-

ming from a lack of morality or social conscience. 

soda ash (aka washing soda, soda crystals): sodium carbonate 

(Na2CO3), a water-soluble sodium salt of carbonic acid. 

soft news: media coverage of human-interest stories or back-

ground information. Contrast hard news. 

solipsism: the irrefutable argument that only the self can be 

proven to exist; universally ignored. 

Solomon Islands: an island nation in Oceania, east of Indonesia, 

comprising 6 major islands and over 900 smaller islands. 

Sons of Liberty (1765–1783): an American terrorist group during 

the American Revolution. 

sovereign: a person or group with supreme authority or power. 

Soviet Union (aka Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR)) 

(1922–1991): a union of subnational Soviet republics formed 

from the former Russian Empire (1721–1917), governed by 

the Russian Communist Party, with Moscow as its capital. 

Spanish Inquisition (formally: Tribunal of the Holy Office of the 

Inquisition) (1478–1834): an institution established by the 

Spain's monarchs Ferdinand II and Isabella I to maintain 

Catholic orthodoxy in their kingdom, and, in its origination, 

to replace the Medieval Inquisition, which had been under 

Papal control. Jews and Muslims were ordered to convert or 

leave. The most intense period of persecution was 1480–

1530. All told, about 150,000 people were charged and tor-

tured, and ~3,000 executed. An untold number of Muslim and 

Jewish subjects were exiled. The Spanish Inquisition with-

standing, Spain had more political freedom than other con-

temporaneous European absolute monarchies. 

Spanish-American War (1898): a short conflict between the US 

and Spain, in which the US won possession to Puerto Rico, 
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Guam, the Philippines, and other islands, and temporary 

control of Cuba. American involvement was assured after 

sensationalist journalism agitated for war against Spain af-

ter the sinking of the USS Maine in Havana Harbor. 

stare decisis (Latin for "to stand by things decided"): the legal 

doctrine of following principles or rules previously ordained 

unless they contravene justice. 

state (politics): an abiding political institution represented by a 

government. Compare nation. 

statism: the belief that a strong centralized government is the 

best way to organize society. 

statute: an established law, typically by a legislative body. 

Stoicism: a Hellenistic philosophy emphasizing self-control as a 

means for a virtuous life. 

Stone Age (roughly 3.4 MYA–3300 BCE): the 1st principal period 

of the three-age system; noted for use of stone tools, prior to 

the advent of metalworking. See Bronze Age, Iron Age. 

Stuart (Stewart in Scottish contexts), House of: a European 

royal house of 9 sequential monarchs that ruled Scotland 

from 1371 until 1603. 

suffrage: the right to vote. 

Sumer (~5000–1900 BCE): an ancient civilization of at least 12 

city-states in southern Mesopotamia. Sumer was first settled 

by a non-Semitic people. The later-arriving Sumerians 

(~3300 BCE), immigrants from Anatolia, referred to them-

selves as the "black-headed people." 

Sunni: a doctrinal branch of Islam which holds that Muhammad 

did not designate a successor. Contrast Shia. 

supply-side economics: a political-economic theory which posits 

that economic growth is most effectively generated by lais-

sez-faire and low tax rates, which supposedly actually in-

creases government revenues via economic growth. Supply-

side economics developed in the 1970s in response to Keynes-

ian economic policy, which had predominated since the Great 

Depression. Ronald Reagan touted supply-side economics. 

His economic policy became known as Reaganomics. 

supranational: free of or extending beyond the political limita-

tions of nation-states. 



670 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

syndicalism: an alternative economic system to capitalism, 

where workers own the industries. 

Syria: a nation in the Levant. The 1st civilization in Syria was 

established in the 3rd millennium BCE. From March 2011, 

Syria descended into a civil war which devastated the coun-

try. 

T 

taboo: a behavior contrary to mores. 

Taliban: an Islamic fundamentalist political movement in Af-

ghanistan, noted for its strict interpretation of Islamic law 

and brutalization of women. 

talionic: the retaliation principle of "an eye for an eye"; from the 

Latin lex talionis (law of the talion). The English term talion 

refers to retaliation authorized by law, where the punish-

ment corresponds in kind and degree to the injury. 

Talmud: an ancient compendium of Jewish ethics and law, phi-

losophy, history, customs, and lore, with the 1st portion com-

piled 200 CE. 

The Talmud is a conglomerate of law, legend, and philoso-
phy, a blend of unique logic and shrewd pragmatism, of history 
and science, anecdotes, and humor. It is a collection of para-
doxes: its framework is orderly and logical, every word and 
term subjected to meticulous editing, completed centuries after 
the actual work of composition came to an end; yet it is still 
based on free association, on a harnessing together of diverse 
ideas reminiscent of the modern stream-of-consciousness 
novel. ~ Talmudic scholar Adin Steinsaltz 

taqlid: an Islamic term for conforming to accepted religious law, 

and thereby stifling innovation via conservatism; a stricture 

increasingly enforced from the 16th century on. 

tariff: a governmental tax on imports or exports. 

taser (aka tasar): an electronic weapon designed to painfully in-

capacitate someone; developed by Taser International (hence 

the name).  

Teddy Boy: a 1950s British subculture of young men wearing 

clothes inspired by the style of dandies in the Edwardian pe-

riod. Savile Row tailors re-introduced this style after World 



 Glossary  671 
 

War 2. There were also Teddy Girls: working-class women 

wearing elegant styles which rejected post-war austerity. 

temperance: a social movement against drinking alcoholic bev-

erages. 

theocon (theological conservative): a conservative who advocates 

a Christian ideology and government. 

theocracy (aka ecclesiocracy): a polity in which a deity is the sup-

posed source from which political authority arises. 

theology: the study of religious faith and practice; a theological 

theory or system. 

Thomism: the philosophic school that arose as a legacy of 

Thomas Aquinas. 

three-age system: see 3-age system. 

tipping point: the critical threshold of a self-organized critical-

ity. 

Toryism: a British conservative ideology, advocating traditional 

values (traditionalism), including natural law. 

totalitarian: dictatorial; autocratic; relating to a centralized gov-

ernment that does not tolerate dissent and exercises control 

over many aspects of life. 

tragedy of the commons: an economic theory about the inevita-

bility of a shared, nonrenewable resource, where individual 

users, acting in their own self-interest, behave contrary to 

the common weal by depleting that resource. The term was 

coined by American Garrett Hardin in 1968, who warned of 

the dangers of overpopulation. 

Transportation Security Administration (2001–): US agency re-

sponsible for the security of the traveling public. 

tribe: a social group with a shared culture. Compare clan. 

Tunisia: a small country in the Maghreb region. Tunisia was 

home of the Berbers in ancient times, before Phoenician im-

migration in the 12th century BCE and the founding of Car-

thage. The country became a major mercantile power and 

military rival to the Roman Republic, which defeated and oc-

cupied Tunisia in 146 BCE. Arabs conquered Tunisia in the 

1st wave of Islamic expansion (7th century). The Ottomans 

took over in the mid-16th century and held sway for over 3 
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centuries. Colonial French conquered in 1881, holding on un-

til 1957. Tunisia then became a republic with a repressive 

regime. In 2011, revolution resulted in a parliamentary de-

mocracy. 

tyranny: unrestrained exercise of power; despotic abuse of au-

thority. 

U 

underclass: the lowest social stratum in a society, usually com-

prising disadvantaged minority groups. Compare overclass. 

unicameral: a legislative assembly with a single chamber. Con-

trast bicameral. 

UNICEF (United Nations Children's Emergency Fund) (1947–): 

a United Nations humanitarian program. 

United Kingdom (UK; aka Britain): a European island nation, 

northwest of the continental mainland, comprising the 4 

countries in the British Isles: England, Scotland, Wales, and 

Northern Ireland; sans Ireland, which is a separate nation. 

The UK is a constitutional monarchy with a parliamentary 

governance system. 

United Nations (1945–): an intergovernmental organization pro-

moting international cooperation. The UN replaced the inef-

fective League of Nations, which the United States refused 

to join (hence the League's ineffectiveness). 

United States (US; aka America): a federal republic of 50 states 

founded constitutionally in 1787 after gaining independence 

from Great Britain in 1983, following a war of independence 

(1776–1783). 

U.S. News & World Report (1948–): American media company 

publishing news, opinion, and consumer information. United 

States News (1933–) and World Report (1946–), both by con-

servative newspaperman David Lawrence, were merged to 

become U.S. News & World Report. 

usufruct: the right of enjoying something without destroying or 

degrading it. 

usury: lending at an exorbitant interest rate. 

utilitarianism: a normative ethics theory, that right action is 

the one that maximizes utility – either in bringing happiness 
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or reducing suffering. According to utilitarianism, the moral 

worth of an act is solely determined by its outcome. Utilitar-

ianism is essentially statistical hedonism. Contrast moral 

absolutism. 

utility (economics, psychology): satisfaction; usefulness. 

V 

Vedas, The: a collection of hymns and other Sanskrit spiritual 

texts written 1500–300 BCE; the earliest literary record of the 

Indo-Aryan civilization. The Vedas become the canon of Hin-

duism. 

Venezuela: a country on the northern coast of South America; 

politically, a presidential, federal republic with a rocky his-

tory. 

Vichy (1940–1944): the common name for the French state under 

German occupation during the 2nd World War. Vichy is the 

town in central France where the provisional government re-

sided. 

Victorian era (1837–1901): British history during the reign of 

Queen Victoria (1819–1901). Britain had a long spell of peace 

(Pax Britannica), prosperity, refined moral sensibilities, and 

national self-confidence during the Victorian era. Cultural 

movement was away from the rationalism of the Georgian 

era (1714–1830), and toward romanticism and mysticism. 

Vietnam War (aka the American War (to the Vietnamese)) 

(1955–1973): a continuation of the Indochina War (1946–

1954), with the US stepping in when the French failed. Like 

the Korean War, the fight was to prevent communist North 

Vietnam from taking over non-communist South Vietnam. 

North Vietnam won, routing the Americans. 

vizier: a high-ranking political minister or advisor. 

voir dire: the trial-within-a-trial of selecting members of a jury. 

W 

Wall Street Journal, The (WSJ) (1889–): a pro-business New 

York City-based international daily newspaper, with an em-

phasis on corporate doings. By circulation, WSJ is the largest 

newspaper in the US. 
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War of 1812 (1812–1815): a war between the US and Britain over 

British violation of US maritime rights. The US declared war 

for several reasons, including trade restrictions and British 

support to Indian tribes fighting encroachment by American 

settlers on the frontier. The war ended in a stalemate (Treaty 

of Ghent). 

War of the Pacific (1879–1884): a war between Chile and an alli-

ance of Bolivia and Peru for possession of the nitrate-rich 

Atacama desert. Chile won and gained the disputed territory. 

Wars of the Roses (1455–1487): a series of dynastic wars for the 

throne of England, between 2 rival branches of the royal 

House of Plantagenet: the Houses of Lancaster and York. 

Watergate scandal (1972): a major political scandal resulting 

from the 17 June 1972 break-in of the Democratic National 

Committee headquarters at the Watergate office complex in 

Washington, DC by Republican operatives. 

President Nixon had authorized various "dirty tricks" 

against political opponents, including harassment and wire-

tapping. Nixon did not hesitate to abuse his power of office. 

The attempted cover-up of the Watergate break-in by the 

administration was compromised by the discovery of Nixon 

having taped his White House Oval Office conversations. The 

tapes provided smoking-gun evidence of Nixon's culpability. 

Nixon resigned on 9 August 1974 rather than face certain 

impeachment. 

welfare state: policies where the state plays an active role in pro-

moting the well-being of its citizens; coined by Anglican Arch-

bishop William Temple in 1942. 

welfarism: a school of thought based on the premise that policies 

and acts should be evaluated on the basis of their conse-

quences. 

Westphalia: a region in northwestern Germany. 

white (sociology): a light-skinned Caucasian. Contrast black. 

White House: the official residence and principal workplace of 

the US President since John Adams in 1800–1600 Pennsyl-

vania Avenue NW in Washington, DC. 

White Ship: a newly refitted vessel that sank in the English 

Channel after dusk on 25 November 1120 after striking a 
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submerged rock called Quillebœuf. Onboard was Henry I's 

only legitimate heir, William Adelin.  

There were only 2 survivors of the sinking, both of whom 

survived the night by clinging to Quillebœuf. Adelin was not 

one of them. According to one chronicle, the ship's captain 

surfaced after the sinking, but, upon hearing that Adelin had 

not survived, let himself drown rather than face the king. 

World Court (International Court of Justice) (1946–): the judicial 

branch of the United Nations. The earlier World Court (1922–

1946) was attached to the League of Nations.  

World Health Organization (WHO) (1948–): the public health 

agency of the United Nations. 

World War 1 (aka WWI, 1st World War, Great War) (1914–1918): 

a war fought in Europe between 2 nation-state alliances: 

Great Britain, France, and the Russian Empire (Allies) ver-

sus Germany and Austria-Hungary (Central Powers). The 

war was over simmering territorial disputes and was trig-

gered by the assassination of Austrian Archduke Franz Fer-

dinand on 28 June 2014. As the war wore on, Italy, Japan, 

and United States joined the Allies, while the Ottoman Em-

pire and Bulgaria joined the Central Powers. Over 9.7 million 

combatants and 10 million civilians died from the war. 

World War 2 (aka WWI, WW2, 2nd World War) (1939–1945): a 

global war between 2 opposing alliances – the Allies and the 

Axis – that involved over 30 nations. The primary Allies were 

Great Britain, the United States and Russia. Germany, Italy, 

and Japan were the Axis powers. ~85 million people per-

ished. Germany and the United States indulged in genocidal 

actions: on Jews by Germany, and on the Japanese and Ger-

mans by the US. The Allies prevailed; hence the Germans 

and Japanese were tried for war crimes, but the Americans 

were not. 

writ of mandamus: a judicial remedy in the form of a superior 

court order. 

Wyatt's rebellion (1554): a popular uprising in England by 

Protestants against Queen Mary I's determination to marry 

Catholic Philip II of Spain. 
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Y 

Yamnaya (~3300–~2600 BCE): a people of hunter-gatherers and 

nomadic herders, native to the steppes north of the Caucasus 

Mountains and Caspian Sea. 

yellow journalism: a type of journalism that presents little or no 

well-researched news, instead using eye-catching headlines 

to sell more newspapers. Yellow journalism predominates 

media worldwide. The famous American journalism prize – 

the Pulitzer (1917–) – emanates from an endowment by yel-

low journalist Joseph Pulitzer. 

Yemen: an Arab country on the southwestern rim of the Arabian 

Peninsula. Yemen's strategic location as a sea border be-

queathed a rich political history, exemplary of man's avarice 

and pettiness. In the 2110s, Yemen was racked by a pro-

longed civil war, sponsored as a proxy war between a Saudi-

led coalition and Iran (between Sunni and Shia Arabs). The 

toll on the Yemeni population has been horrendous. 

Yugoslavia (1918–late 1980s): a 20th-century country in south-

eastern Europe that began as a monarchy before becoming a 

communist state in 1946 under Josip Broz Tito, who was pop-

ular both internally and abroad. Tito was widely viewed as a 

benevolent dictator. The breakup of Yugoslavia along the 

lines of its 5 former states led to ruthless ethnic conflicts (the 

Yugoslav Wars (1991–2001)) featuring ubiquitous rapes and 

genocide. 

Z 

Zimbabwe: a landlocked country in southern Africa with a pres-

idential polity. 



 

 People  
Aaron, Henry J.: American economist and public policy analyst. 

Abby, Edward (1927–1989): American author. 

Abrams, Stacey Y. (1973–): American politician (Democrat). 

Acemoglu, Daron: Turkish American economist. 

Acheson, Dean G. (1893–1971): American lawyer and diplomat. 

Acheson persuaded President Harry Truman to intervene in 

the Korean War in June 1950, and also persuaded Truman 

to dispatch assistance to French forces fighting in Indochina. 

Truman's acquiescence to Acheson's militarism would cost 

the US dearly in the decades that followed. 

Adams, Ansel (1902–1984): American photographer and environ-

mentalist. 

Adams, John (1735–1826): American politician (Federalist); 1st 

US Vice President (1789–1797); 2nd US President (1797–

1801).  

Adams, John Quincy (1767–1848): American politician and dip-

lomat; 6th US President (1825–1829). 

Adams, Samuel (1722–1803): American politician and political 

philosopher. 

Adelin, William (1103–1120): English royalty; Henry I's only le-

gitimate heir, who drowned when the White Ship sank. 

Agnew, Spiro T. (1918–1996): American politician (Republican); 

39th US Vice President (1969–1973). 

Ailes, Roger (1940–): American media consultant and television 

business executive. Founder and head of Fox News until he 

resigned in July 2016 when his chronic sexual harassment of 

female employees became public. 

Albert I of Germany (Hapsburg) (1255–1308): King of Germany 

from 1298 until being assassinated by his nephew, Duke 

John, whom Albert had deprived of his inheritance. 

Alexander the Great (Alexander III of Macedonia) (356–323 BCE): 

King of Macedonia (Macedon) (336–323 BCE); wildly enthusi-

astic military adventurist. Born in Pella in northern Greece, 

Alexander was tutored by Aristotle until he was 16 years old. 
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He succeeded his father, Philip II, to the throne of the Mace-

don kingdom after Philip's assassination. Inheriting a strong 

kingdom and army, Alexander began a series of military 

campaigns that within a decade created one of the largest 

empires of the ancient world. Alexander was undefeated in 

battle and is regarded as one of history's greatest warlords. 

Alfred the Great (849–899): King of Wessex (871–899). Alfred suc-

cessfully defended his kingdom against an attempted Viking 

conquest, and by his death had become the dominant ruler in 

England. The only other English monarch to be awarded the 

epithet "the Great" was the Scandinavian Cnut the Great 

(995–1035), who was King of Denmark, England, and Nor-

way, which was called the North Sea Empire. 

Ali (601–661): a Muslim, born in Mecca, who was the 4th caliph 

(656–661) of Islam. Ali was the cousin and son-in-law of Mu-

hammad. 

Ali, Zine El Abidine Ben (1936–): Tunisian military leader 

(1987–2011) who reneged on his early promises of democratic 

reform and was eventually overthrown. 

Alighieri, Dante (known simply as Dante) (1265–1321): Italian 

poet. Dante's Divine Comedy is the most important poem of 

the Middle Ages. 

Alito, Samuel A. (1950–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice (2006–

). 

Allbaugh, Todd: American Republican political operative. 

Allende, Salvador (1908–1973): Chilean physician and politi-

cian; the first Marxist to become president of a Latin Ameri-

can country through open elections (1970). Deposed by a CIA-

sponsored coup in 1973. 

Amar, Akhil Reed (1958–): American legal scholar and constitu-

tional law expert. 

Amash, Justin (1980–): American politician (libertarian Repub-

lican). 

Anacharsis (6th century BCE): Scythian philosopher who traveled 

to Athens and made quite an impression as an outspoken 

"barbarian"; a forerunner of the Cynics. 

Anastasius I (431–518): Byzantine Emperor (491–518). 

Anderson, Benedict (1936–2015): Anglo Irish American historian 

and political scientist, best known for his book Imagined 



 People  679 
 

Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Na-

tionalism (1983). 

Anderson, Carol (1959–): American political scientist, interested 

in race, justice, and social equality. 

Anderson, Darrell: American political essayist. 

Anderson, Gerard F.: American health policy maven and profes-

sor of medicine. 

Anderson, Margaret L.: American sociologist. 

Anderson, Perry (1938–): English historian. 

Annan, Kofi A. (1938–): Ghanaian diplomat who was Secretary-

General of the UN (1997–2006). 

Anne, Queen of Great Britain (1665–1714): Queen of England, 

Scotland, and Ireland from 1702, with the union of England 

and Scotland into a single sovereign state in 1707. Anne was 

plagued by ill health throughout her life. She became lame 

and increasingly obese from her 30s on. Despite 17 pregnan-

cies by her husband, Prince George Denmark, Anne died with 

no surviving children, and so was the last monarch of the 

House of Stuart, which had ruled England from 1603, after 

the death of Queen Elizabeth I. 

Anthony, Susan B. (1815–1902): American social reformer and 

egalitarian who played a seminal role in promoting women's 

civil rights. 

Antony, Mark (aka Marcus Antonius) (83–30 BCE): Roman gen-

eral and politician who played a key role in the transfor-

mation of the Roman Republic from an oligarchy into the 

autocratic Roman Empire. 

Aquinas, Thomas (1225–1274): Italian theologian and philoso-

pher. 

Arendt, Johanna (Hannah) (1906–1975): German-born Jewish 

American philosopher. 

Aristotle (384–322 BCE): Greek philosopher, logician, and scien-

tist. 

Aron, Raymond (1905–1983): French political scientist, sociolo-

gist, journalist, and philosopher. Aron is best known for his 

book The Opium of the Intellectuals (1955). The title inverted 

Karl Marx's claim that religion was the opium of the masses. 

Aron argued that in post-war France, Marxism was the 



680 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

opium of the intellectuals. Aron chastised French intellectu-

als for their harsh criticism of capitalism and democracy 

while defending Marxist intolerance, oppression, and atroci-

ties. Basically, Aron got it all wrong. 

Artaxerxes II: King of Persia (404–358 BCE) until his death. A 

randy ruler, Artaxerxes II reputedly had 350 wives, who bore 

him over 115 sons – daughters did not count. 

Ascham, Roger (1515–1568): English scholar and educator. 

Astell, Mary (1666–1731): English writer. 

Athelstan (aka Æthelstan) (894–939): King of the Anglo-Saxons 

(924–927) and King of the English (927–939). 

Atlee, Clement (1883–1967): English politician (Labour). 

Attenborough, David (1926–): English naturalist and broad-

caster; famous for his BBC TV Nature programs. 

Augustine of Hippo (354–430): Algerian Latin theologian and 

prolific author. Augustine influenced the evolution of Euro-

pean Christian thought. 

Augustulus, Romulus (460–507?): emperor who ruled the West-

ern Roman Empire October 475–September 476. Augustulus 

was a usurper not recognized as a legitimate ruler by the 

Eastern emperor. Augustulus was deposed by the Germanic 

King Odoacer. Though he adopted the name Augustus upon 

his accession, he is remembered by the derisive nickname 

Augustulus, which means "little Augustus." To men, size 

matters. 

Augustus (born Gaius Octavius) (63 BCE–14 CE): founder of the 

Roman Empire and its 1st emperor (27 BCE–14 CE). 

Aurelius, Marcus (151–180): Roman Emperor (161–180) and 

Stoic philosopher; last of the so-called Five Good Emperors. 

Axelrod, Robert (1943–): American political scientist. 

Aziz, Abdul (aka Ibn Saud) (1875–1953): founder and king of 

Saudi Arabia (1932–1953). Aziz sired almost 100 children. 

Bacon, Francis (1561–1626): English philosopher, scientist, and 

statesman. 

Baird, Katherine: American economist. 

Bakr, Abu (aka The Truthful) (573–634): father-in-law and sen-

ior companion to Muhammad, who ruled over the Rashidun 

Caliphate (632–634) following Muhammad's death. 
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Baldwin, Stanley (1867–1947): English Conservative politician; 

UK Prime Minister (1923–1924, 1924–1929, 1935–1937). 

Ball, Alan R.: English political scientist. 

Bamford, V. James (1946–): American author and journalist, in-

terested in US national security. 

Baradat, Leon P.: American political scientist. 

Barker, Ernest (1874–1960): English political scientist. 

Batista, Fulgencio (1901–1973): Cuban military leader and poli-

tician; ruled Cuba 1933–1944 and 1952–1958. 

Baudrillard, Jean (1929–2007): French political commentator, 

sociologist, and philosopher. 

Baum, Philip: English security consultant. 

Baylor, Christopher (Chris): American political scientist. 

Beccaria, Cesare (1738–1794): Italian criminologist, jurist, poli-

tician, and philosopher. 

Bell, Daniel (1919–2011): American sociologist. 

Bellinger, John B. III: American lawyer who was legal advisor 

to the President George W. Bush. 

Bentham, Jeremy (1748–1832): English philosopher, economist, 

and theoretical jurist who founded utilitarianism. 

Berger, Joel (1944–): American civil rights lawyer; former NYC 

government lawyer (1988–1996). 

Berger, Peter L. (1929–): Austrian-born American sociologist. 

Berkeley, George (1685–1753): Irish philosopher and Anglican 

bishop. 

Berle, Adolf (1895–1971): American lawyer, educator, diplomat, 

and author. 

Berlin, Isaiah (1909–1197): Russian British Jewish sociopolitical 

theorist, philosopher, and historian. 

Bernstein, Carl (1944–): American journalist, known for his role 

in helping to uncover the Watergate scandal. 

Bernstein, Jared (1955–): American political economist. 

Besant, Annie (1847–1933): English women's rights activist, so-

cialist, and advocate of Indian and Irish self-rule. 

Bevel, James (1936–2008): American civil rights leader. 
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Beveridge, William Henry (1879–1963): English economist and 

social reformer, best known for his proposal which served as 

the basis for the post-World War 2 British welfare state, en-

acted in 1945. 

Bhutto, Benazir (1953–2007): Pakistani politician; a scion of a 

politically powerful family, Benazir was the 1st woman to 

lead an Islamic state. 

Bidwell, Anya: American civil rights attorney. 

Biffen, John (1930–2007): English politician (Conservative). 

bin Laden, Osama (1957–2011): Saudi Arabian who founded the 

terrorist organization al-Qaeda. 

bin Salman, Mohammad (1985–): Saudi Arabian royalty. 

Bitler, Marianne P.: American economist, interested in labor. 

Blackmun, Harry A. (1906–1997): American jurist; SCOTUS Jus-

tice (1970–1994). 

Blackstone, William (1723–1780): English jurist whose 4-volume 

Commentaries on the Laws of England (1765–1969) became a 

foundation of legal education in England and North America. 

Blair, Tony (1953–): Scottish politician (Labour); UK Prime Min-

ister (1997–2007). 

Blanc, Louis Jean Joseph Charles (1811–1882): French politician 

(socialist) and historian. 

Bloomfield, Maxwell: American law historian and law professor. 

Bodin, Jean (1530–1596): French jurist and political philoso-

pher. 

Boleyn, Anne (1501–1536): 2nd wife of King Henry VIII, mother 

of Queen Elizabeth I. Beheaded at the behest of the king 

upon conviction of false charges of adultery and incest. 

Boleyn, Mary (1500–1543): sister to Anne Boleyn. 

Bonaparte, Jérôme (1784–1860): French politician; youngest 

brother of Napoléon I; King of Westphalia (1807–1813). 

Bonaparte, Napoléon (1769–1821): French military and political 

leader who rose to prominence during the French Revolution 

and led several successful campaigns during the Revolution-

ary Wars. Napoléon engineered a coup in 1799 that led to him 

becoming Emperor (1804–1815). Napoléon dominated Europe 

and retarded its political development until his defeat and 
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exile on the island of Saint Helena, off the west coast of Af-

rica, in 1815. 

Borden, Lisa W.: American lawyer, interested in civil rights and 

ending abusive practices in the American justice system. 

Bosco, David L.: American international relations journalist 

and academic. 

Bradlaugh, Charles (1833–1891): English political activist; one 

of the most famous English atheists of the 19th century. 

Brailsford, Philip: American police officer. 

Brandeis, Louis D. (1856–1941): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(1916–1939). 

Brandt, Willy (1913–1992): German politician (Social Democrat); 

German Chancellor (1969–1974) (the 1st Social Democrat 

chancellor since 1930). Brandt won the Nobel Peace Prize in 

1971 for his efforts to strengthen European cooperation. 

Braun, Jack: American software developer, interested in soft-

ware security. 

Brennan, William J. (1856–1941): American jurist; SCOTUS Jus-

tice (1956–1990). 

Breyer, Stephen G. (1938–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(1994–). 

Brin, Sergey (1973–): Russian American computer scientist and 

Internet entrepreneur who co-founded Google. 

Brown, Henry Billings (1836–1913): American jurist; SCOTUS 

Justice (1891–1906). 

Brunelleschi, Filippo (1377–1446): Italian engineer; one of the 

founding fathers of the Renaissance. 

Bucci, Steve: American military officer, national defense and se-

curity specialist. 

Bullock, Scott: American attorney, interested in social justice. 

Burke, Edmund (1729–1797): Irish politician. 

Burman, Leonard E. (Len) (1953–): American economist and tax 

policy maven. 

Burns, George (born Nathan Birnbaum) (1896–1996): American 

comedian, actor, singer, and writer. 

Burr, Richard (1955–): American politician (Republican). 
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Bush, George H. W. (1924–): American politician (Republican); 

41rd US President (1981–1989). 

Bush, George W. (1946–): American politician (Republican) and 

businessman; 43rd US President (2001–2009); son of George 

H.W. Bush. Criticized for deceiving the American people into 

war with Iraq, and his inept handling of the aftermath of the 

devastating Hurricane Katrina, among other failures. Bush 

was the 1st President elected by the supreme court (in 2000) 

in the face of losing the popular vote. 

Bush, John E. (Jeb) Sr. (1953–): American politician (Republi-

can) and businessman; younger brother of George W. Bush. 

Butler, Paul: American law professor. 

Cahn, Edgar S.: American law professor and political scientist. 

Cameron, David (1966–): British politician (Conservative); UK 

Prime Minister (2010–2016). 

Campbell, Chad: American politician (Democrat). 

Campbell, Troy H.: American business scholar. 

Campbell, William J. (1905–1988): American jurist. 

Carl, John D.: American criminologist. 

Carson, Rachel (1907–1964): American marine biologist, famous 

for Silent Spring (1962), which chronicled the environmental 

devastation caused by synthetic pesticides, especially DDT. 

American chemical companies were incensed by the book. 

Carter, Ashton B. (Ash) (1954–): American physicist, historian, 

and bureaucrat; US Secretary of Defense (2015–2018). 

Carter, Jimmy (1924–): 39th US President (1977–1981). As Pres-

ident, Carter had all kinds of bad luck which obscured his 

decency. 

Carvin, Michael A.: American attorney. 

Castro, Fidel (1926–): Cuban communist revolutionary and 

dictator (1959–2008). 

Catherine of Aragon (1485–1536): Spanish royalty; 1st wife of 

English King Henry VIII. 

Cates, Brad: American attorney. 

Chait, Jonathan (1972–): American journalist. 

Chamberlain, Neville (1869–1940): English politician 

(Conservative); UK Prime Minister (1937–1940). 
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Chanakya (350–275 BCE): Indian political scientist, economist, 

jurist, and royal advisor. 

Chang, Ha-Joon: South Korean institutional economist. 

Chang Wanquan (1949–): Chinese soldier; Minister of Defense 

(2013–). 

Charlemagne (aka Charles the Great, Charles I) (742–814): King 

of the Franks who united most of Western Europe and 

became the 1st Holy Roman Emperor in 800. 

Charles I of England (1600–1649): monarch of England, 

Scotland, and Ireland from 1625 until his execution in 1649, 

following his defeat in the English Civil War in 1645. 

Charles II of England (1630–1685): son of Charles I; King of 

England, Scotland, and Ireland from 1660 until his death. 

Charles V (1500–1558): ruler of the Holy Roman Empire from 

1519 and, as Charles I, of the Spanish Empire from 1516 

until his voluntary abdication in in 1556, in favor of his 

younger brother Ferdinand I for Holy Roman Emperor and 

his son Philip II as King of Spain. 

Charles X (1757–1836): (Bourbon) King of France (1824–1830). 

Charlier, Joseph (1816–1896): Belgian writer, jurist, accountant, 

and merchant. 

Cheney, Dick (1941–): American politician (Republican) and 

businessman; 46th US Vice President (2001–2009). 

Chirac, Jacques (1932–): French politician; President (1995–

2007). 

Chomsky, Noam (1928–): American linguist, philosopher, cogni-

tive scientist, historian, social critic, and leftist political ac-

tivist. 

Churchill, Clementine (née Hozier) (1885–1977): English 

noblewomen; wife of Winston Churchill. Her paternity is 

unsettled, as her mother, Lady Blanche Hozier, was well 

known for infidelity. (Her legal father, Henry Hozier, was 

also fond of playing the field.) 

Churchill, Winston (1874–1965): English politician (Labour); UK 

Prime Minister (1940–1945, 1951–1955). 

Cicero (Marcus Tullius Cicero) (106–43 BCE): Roman philoso-

pher, political theorist, poet, orator, lawyer, politician, con-

sul, and constitutionalist. 
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Cimpian, Andrei: American psychologist. 

Clark, Ramsey (1927–): American lawyer and federal justice de-

partment official. 

Clarke, Richard A. (1950–): American counter-terrorism expert. 

Clarridge, Duane (Dewey) (1932–2016): American spy. 

Clay, Henry (1777–1852): American politician, lawyer, planter, 

and statesman, known as "The Great Compromiser." 

Clear, Todd R.: American criminologist. 

Cleveland, Grover (1837–1908): American politician (Democrat); 

22nd & 24th US President (1885–1889; 1893–1897). 

Cleopatra VII Philopator (69–30 BCE): queen of Egypt, diplomat, 

naval commander, linguist, and medical author. 

Clinton, Bill (1946–): American politician (Democrat); 42nd US 

President (1993–2001): 

Clinton, DeWitt (1769–1828): American politician (Federalist 

and Democratic-Republican) and naturalist. Clinton was 

largely responsible for the construction of the Erie Canal dur-

ing his term as governor of New York (1817–1828). 

Clinton, Hillary (1947–): American politician (Democrat); US 

senator for New York (2001–2009); spouse of former US pres-

ident Bill Clinton. 

Clovis I (~466–511): 1st King of the Franks, uniting all the 

Frankish tribes in Francia. 

Cobbett, William (1763–1835): English political radical anti-au-

thoritarian, pamphleteer, farmer, and journalist. 

Cohen, Morris Raphael (1880–1947): American political 

philosopher, lawyer, and legal scholar. 

Cole, George D.H. (1889–1959): English political theorist, econo-

mist and historian who was a libertarian socialist; a pacifist 

until 1938, whereupon "Hitler cured me of pacifism." 

Collodi, Carlo (1826–1890): pen name of Italian author Carlo Lo-

renzini, best known for his fairy-tale novel The Adventures of 

Pinocchio (1881). 

Columbus, Christopher (1451–1506): Genoese explorer, known 

for his attempt to reach the East Indies by sailing westward 

and unintentionally landing in the Bahamas; a supposed 

shortcut to sailing around the cape of Africa. Sponsored by 

the Spanish crown, his goal was to gain the upper hand over 
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rival powers in the lucrative spice trade based in Asia. In-

stead of reaching Japan as intended, Columbus wound up in 

the Bahamas. Unwilling to admit his mistake, Columbus 

called the indigenes he found indios (Spanish for Indians). 

Comey, James B. (1960–): American lawyer; FBI Director (2013–

2017). 

Comstock, Anthony (1844–1915): American postal inspector and 

politician, dedicated to Victorian morality. 

Confucius (born Kong Qui; posthumous title Kong Fuzi (which 

was Latinized to Confucius)) (551–479 BCE): Chinese moral 

and political philosopher. 

Do not do to others what you do not want done to yourself. 
~ Confucius 

Connelly, Harry S.: American attorney. 

Connelly, William F., Jr.: American political scientist. 

Constantine I (aka Constantine the Great) (272–337): Roman 

Emperor (306–337) who won a series of civil wars to become 

sole ruler of both the eastern and western Roman empire. 

Constantine enacted many reforms that strengthened the 

empire. To combat inflation, he introduced a new gold coin, 

the solidus. It became the standard for Byzantine and Euro-

pean currencies for over a millennium. Constantine was the 

1st Roman emperor to embrace Christianity, and so fur-

thered its adoption. 

Coolidge, Calvin (1872–1933): American politician (Republican); 

30th US President (1923–1929). 

Corbett, Julia B.: American journalist. 

Curie, Janet: Canadian economist, interested in public health 

and poverty policy in the US. 

Curtis, Benjamin R. (1809–1874): American jurist; SCOTUS Jus-

tice (1851–1857). Curtis was the 1st justice to have a formal 

law degree, and the only justice to resign from the court as a 

matter of principle. One of the 2 dissenters in Dred Scott v. 

Standford (1857), Curtis rightly noted that since the majority 

ruled that Standford lacked standing, the Court had no 

power to rule on the merits of the case as it had. Disgusted 

with his bench colleagues, leading to mutual distrust, Curtis 

was also temperamentally estranged by his disinclination to 

work with others (not a team player), and tired of riding the 
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circuit (extensive travel) for low pay, as required of justices 

at the time. Curtis went into private practice in Boston after 

his resignation and made out quite well. Curtis successfully 

served as chief counsel for President Andrew Johnson during 

Johnson's impeachment trial, which was a political ploy with 

no constitutional basis. 

Cyrus (King Cyrus II of Persia, aka Cyrus the Great, Cyrus the 

Elder) (576–530 BCE): the founder of the 1st Persian 

(Achaemenid) Empire. 

da Verranzano, Giovanni (also spelled Verranzzano): Italian ex-

plorer of North America; the first to explore the Atlantic coast 

(in 1524). 

Dal Lago, Alessandro: Italian anthropologist. 

Damond, Justine (Justine Maia Ruszcyk) (1977–2017): 

Australian meditation instructor and spiritual healer. 

Daniels, Anthony (1949–): English writer and psychiatrist. 

Dante (Dante Alighieri) (1265–1321): Italian poet. 

Davies, William: English sociologist and political economist. 

de Blasio, Bill (1961–): American politician (Democrat); mayor 

of New York City (2014–). 

de Condorcet, Nicolas (aka Marie Jean Antoine Nicolas de Cari-

tat, Marquis de Condorcet) (1743–1794): French philosopher, 

mathematician, and political scientist. 

de Gaulle, Charles (1890–1970): French army officer and 

politician; France's President (1958–1969); a nationalist who 

set back European integration. 

de Gournay, Jacques Claude Marie Vincent (1712–1759): French 

economist who coined laissez-faire and bureaucracy. 

de las Casas, Bartolomé (1484–1566): Spanish colonist, histo-

rian, social reformer, and Dominican friar. Casas was one of 

the first Spanish (and European) settlers in the New World. 

de las Casas participated in and then turned against the 

atrocities committed against Native Americans by Spanish 

colonists. His humanity evolved from advocating African 

slaves instead of local labor to opposing slavery altogether. 

Las Casas became one of the first advocates for universal hu-

man rights. 
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de Montbrial, Thierry: French economist and international rela-

tions researcher. 

de Sepúlveda, Juan Ginés (1494–1573): Spanish Renaissance 

humanist, Catholic theologian, philosopher, and proponent of 

colonial slavery. 

de Tocqueville, Alex (1805–1859): French political scientist, 

historian, and politician. 

de Tracy, Antoine Destutt (1754–1836): French aristocrat and 

philosopher who coined ideology in 1806. 

de Vattel, Emer (1714–1767): Swiss philosopher and legal theo-

rist. 

de Vitoria, Francisco (aka Francisco de Victoria) (1483–1546): 

Spanish Catholic theologian, philosopher, and jurist. 

Deaton, Angus (1945–): Scottish American economist. 

Democritus (~460–370 BCE): Greek rationalist philosopher who 

formulated an atomic theory for the cosmos and believed in 

predeterminism. 

Demosthenes (384–322 BCE): Athenian statesman and orator who 

worked as a professional speechwriter (logographer) and 

lawyer, writing arguments for use in civil suits. 

Deng Xiaoping (1904–1997): Chinese revolutionary who ruled 

China (1978–1992). 

Dewey, John (1869–1948): American philosopher, psychologist, 

Georgist, and progressive social reformer. 

Diamond, Jared (1937–): American anthropologist, ecologist, 

geographer, and biologist. 

Diamond, Shari S.: American lawyer, psychologist, and jury 

maven. 

Dickens, Charles (1812–1870): English writer and social critic. 

We forge the chains we wear in life. ~ Charles Dickens 

Diderot, Denis (1713–1784): French philosopher. 

Dillard, Irving: American legal scholar. 

Dirksen, Everett (1896–1969): American politician (Republican); 

US Senator from Illinois (1951–1969). 

Disraeli, Benjamin (1804–1881): English politician (Conserva-

tive) and writer. 

Dornford, Josiah (1764–1797): English lawyer and civic activist. 
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Douglas-Home, Alec (1903–1995): English politician (Conserva-

tive); UK Prime Minister (1963–1964). 

Draco (7th century): Greek legislator who wrote the first West-

ern laws. 

Dresher, Melvin (1911–1992): Polish-born American mathemati-

cian, interested in game theory. 

Drucker, Ernest: American penologist. 

Dryden, John (1631–1700): English poet and playwright. 

DuCane, Edmund F. (1830–1903): English soldier and prison ad-

ministrator who advocated hard labor. 

Dudley, Robert (1532–1588): English nobleman; close friend of 

Elizabeth I. 

Duffy, Kevin T. (1933–): American lawyer and jurist. 

Dunant, Henri (born Jean-Henri, aka Henry) (1828–1910): Swiss 

businessman and social activist who inspired the Interna-

tional Red Cross and the 1st (1864) Geneva Convention. 

Duterte, Rodrigo (aka Digong, Rody) (1945–): Filipino lawyer 

and politician; 16th Philippine president (2016–). 

Dwight, Theodore: American lawyer and educator. 

Dynarski, Susan: American public policy, education, and 

economics scholar. 

Earnest, Josh R.H. (1975–): American political journalist. 

Ebenstein, Alan O. (1959–): American political scientist. 

Ebenstein, William (1910–1976): Austrian political scientist. 

Edsall, Thomas B. (1941–): American political journalist. 

Edward I (aka Edward Longshanks (owing to his commanding 

height), Hammer of the Scots (owing to his brutality toward 

rebellious Scots)) (1239–1307): King of England (1272–1307). 

Edward spent much of his reign reforming royal administra-

tion and common law. In 1290, Edward expelled the Jews 

from England; an edict that remained in effect for the rest of 

the Middle Ages; overturned by Oliver Cromwell in 1656. 

Edward VI (1537–1553): King of England from age 10 to 15 

(1547–1553). 

Eisenhower, Dwight D. (1890–1969): American army general; 

Supreme Commander of the Allied Forces in Europe during 
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World War 2; politician (Republican) whose entry-level posi-

tion was 34th US President (1953–1961). 

Eisenhower, Milton S. (1899–1985): American educational ad-

ministrator; younger brother of Dwight Eisenhower. 

El-Agraa, Ali M. (1941–): Sudanese-British economist. 

el-Sisi, Abdel Fattah (1954–): Egyptian military commander who 

took power in a 2013 military coup. 

Elagabalus (aka Heliogabalus) (203–222): Roman Emperor 

(218–222), taking the name Marcus Aurelius Antoninus Au-

gustus, and called Elagabalus only after his death. Elagaba-

lus' eccentricity, debauchery, and unorthodox zealotry led to 

his assassination at the ripe old age of 18. Elagabalus is re-

membered as one of the worst Roman emperors. 

Elias, Norbert (1897–1990): German sociologist, known for his 

theory of civilizing (and decivilizing) processes. 

Eliason, Randall D.: American criminal law professor & jour-

nalist. 

Elizabeth I (1533–1603): Queen of England (1558–1603). 

Elizabeth II (1926–): Queen of England (1952–). 

Elkind, Sarah S.: American historian. 

Elwell, Frank W.: American sociologist. 

Emerson, Ralph Waldo (1803–1882): American essayist, lec-

turer, and poet. Emerson championed individualism. 

Epictetus (55–135): Turkish Hellenistic Stoic philosopher. 

Epicurus (341–270 BCE): Greek philosopher who held that pleas-

ure and pain are the metrics of good and evil. 

Erdogan, Recep T. (1954–): Turkish politician; Turkey's Presi-

dent (2014–), with a decided autocratic bent. 

Eronen, Jussi: Finnish environmental ecologist. 

Etzioni, Amitai (1929–): Israeli American sociologist. 

Exiguus, Dionysius (470–544): Christian monk and scholar. 

Falk, Richard A. (1930–): American law professor and author. 

Fanon, Franz (1925–1961): Martinique-born Afro-Caribbean 

psychiatrist, political philosopher, and revolutionary. 

Farmer, Brian R. (1959–): American humanities scholar and ed-

ucator. 
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Farmer, John Jr. (1957–): American lawyer, politician, and ju-

rist. Farmer acted as senior counsel to the 9/11 commission 

and disbelieved what it produced. 

Federico, Christopher M.: American political psychologist. 

Feinstein, Dianne (1933–): American politician (Democrat); US 

Senator from California (1992–). 

Ferdinand II of Aragón (1453–1516): King of Sicily from 1468 

and King of Aragón from 1479 until his death. Ferdinand and 

Isabella I are best known for instigating the Spanish Inqui-

sition, and for sponsoring Christopher Columbus to find a 

way to India without going south, around Africa. Columbus 

headed west across the Atlantic Ocean and discovered a New 

World. 

Ferdinand, Franz (1863–1914): Austrian royalty. Ferdinand was 

an avid trophy hunter, to considerable excess: he killed 

~300,000 specimens, including 5,000 deer. Ferdinand him-

self became a trophy: shot dead on 28 June 2014 by an assas-

sin in the Black Hand, a Serbian secret military society that 

aimed at uniting all Slavic territories. 

Ferenczi, Thomas: French author and journalist. 

Field, Stephen J. (1816–1899): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(1863–1897). 

Fisher, Max: American political analyst and journalist. 

Fleischer, Victor: American tax law professor. 

Fleming, Ian (1908–1964): English author, known for his James 

Bond spy novels. 

Flood, Merrill M. (1908–1991): American mathematician, 

interested in game theory. 

Florence, J. Antonio: American defense attorney. 

Ford, Gerald (1913–2006): American politician (Republican); 

38th US President (1974–1977). 

Ford, Henry (1863–1947): American industrialist who founded 

the Ford Motor Company and developed the technique of 

mass production via the assembly line.  

Fosdick, Harry Emerson (1878–1969): American clergyman. 

Fourier, Charles (1772–1837): French philosopher and utopian 

socialist. 
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Francis II (1768–1835): last Holy Roman Emperor (1792–1806), 

who dissolved the empire after suffering a decisive defeat 

from Napoléon. He founded the Austrian Empire in 1804, 

which he ruled until his death. 

The alliance that defeated Napoléon – Austria, Prussia, 

Russia, and the United Kingdom – formed the Concert of Eu-

rope. France later became a member. This congress repre-

sented the balance of power that prevailed from the end of 

the Napoleonic Wars (1815) to the outbreak of World War 1 

(1914). As the Concert largely resisted the nascent liberal and 

nationalist movements of the time, Francis II became viewed 

as a reactionary toward the end of his reign. 

Francis, Pope (born Jorge Mario Bergoglio) (1936–): Argentinian 

Catholic priest; 266th Pope of the Catholic Church. 

Franklin, Benjamin (1706–1790): American author, publisher, 

politician, scientist, and inventor. 

Frederick the Great (Frederick II) (1712–1786): King of Prussia 

(1740–1786), proponent of enlightened absolutism, and mili-

tary aggressor against neighboring countries. Frederick 

modernized his bureaucracy and reform the judicial system. 

Long glorified by German historians, and by the Nazis, which 

rubbed the shine off his reputation post-war. 

Freud, Sigmund (1856–1939): Austrian neurologist who created 

psychoanalysis. 

Friedman, Lawrence M. (1930–): law professor and historian. 

Friedman, Milton (1912–2006): American statistician and econ-

omist who advocated laissez-faire capitalism and monetar-

ism to guide economic policy. 

Frost, Natasha A.: American criminologist. 

Fukuyama, Francis (1952–): American political scientist and po-

litical economist. 

Funiciello, Theresa: American social worker. 

Futterman, Craig B.: American civil rights lawyer, sociologist, 

and economist. 

Gaddafi, Muammar (1942–2011): Libyan political theorist, rev-

olutionary, and dictator (1969–2011). 

Gage, Matilda Joslyn (1826–1898): American civil rights activ-

ist. 
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Gaines, Larry K.: American criminal justice scholar. 

Galbraith, John Kenneth (1908–2006): Canadian American po-

litical economist and public servant. 

Gallan, Patricia: English police chief. 

Gandhi, Mahatma (1869–1948): Indian political leader who led 

India to independence from British colonialism through non-

violent demonstration. 

Gardner, Matthew: American tax analyst. 

Garfield, James A. (1831–1881): American politician (Republi-

can); 20th US President (1881). Garfield was gunned down by 

a disgruntled office-seeker. Lincoln's assassination less than 

2 decades earlier was deemed a fluke. Garfield, like most peo-

ple at the time, saw no reason why the President should be 

guarded. His plans and movements were often printed in the 

newspapers. 

Gasset, José Ortega y (1883–1955): Spanish philosopher and es-

sayist. Gasset felt that philosophy has a critical duty to ques-

tion beliefs so as to better explain reality. 

Gates, William H. III (Bill) (1955–): American programmer who 

co-founded Microsoft. 

Gelasius I (?–496): North African bishop who became Pope (492–

496). 

Gençsü, Ipek: English political theorist, economist, and environ-

mentalist. 

George, Henry (1839–1897): American political economist, jour-

nalist, and philosopher. 

George, Ronald M.: American jurist. 

Gervers, Victor: Dutch software security expert. 

Gibson, Sloan B. (1951–): American public service bureaucrat. 

Ginsburg, Ruth Bader (1933–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(1993–). 

Gladstone, William E. (1809–1898): English Liberal politician; 

UK Prime Minister 4 times (1868–1874, 1880–1885, Febru-

ary–July 1886 & 1892– 1994); widely regarded as one of Brit-

ain's greatest Prime Ministers. 

Glied, Sherry A.: American economist. 
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Godwin, William (1756–1836): English social philosopher, nov-

elist, and religious dissenter. Godwin was the father of Mary 

Shelley (1797–1851), the author of Frankenstein (1818). 

Goldin, Ian: English political economist. 

Gorbachev, Mikhail (1931–): Ukrainian-Russian Soviet politi-

cian; last leader of the Soviet Union (1985–1991). 

Gore, Al (1948–): American politician (Democrat); 45th US Vice 

President (1993–2001). 

Göring, Hermann (1893–1946): German political and military 

leader; one of the top Nazis. 

Gorsuch, Neil M. (1967–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(2017–). 

Grachev, Andrei: Russian politician; last head of intelligence in 

the Soviet Union. 

Grandpre, Lawrence: American public policy scholar. 

Gregory VII (born Hildebrand of Sovana) (~1015–1085): Italian 

clergyman who became Pope (1073–1085). 

Gregory XI (born Pierre Roger de Beaufort) (1329–1378): French 

clergyman, nephew of Pope Clement VI, and Pope (1370–

1378). Gregory confiscated the property and burned at the 

stake those who criticized the Catholic Church. (The Lollardy 

was the English pre-Protestant reform movement extant 

during Gregory's papacy.) 

Grey, Lady Jane (aka Lady Jane Dudley) (1536–1554): English 

noblewoman and 9-day queen of England (10 July 1553–19 

July 1553). 

Grinter, Alison: American criminal defense attorney. 

Grotius, Hugo (1583–1645): Dutch jurist. 

Gupta, Vanita: American civil rights attorney. 

Hadrian (born Publius Aelius Hadrianus) (76–138): Roman Em-

peror (117–138). 

Hagan, John L.: American sociologist, interested in criminology. 

Hajnal, Zoltan L.: American political scientist. 

Haley, Nikki (1972–): American politician (Republican) and dip-

lomat. 

Halifax, Lord (aka Edward Frederick Lindley Wood) (1881–

1959): English Conservative politician who served as Viceroy 



696 Spokes 7: The Pathos of Politics  

of India (1925–1929), leader of the House of Lords (1935–

1938), Foreign Secretary (1938–1940), and British ambassa-

dor to the United States (1941–1946). Wood inherited the title 

of Viscount Halifax from his father. 

Hall, Samuel Read (1795–1877): American educator. 

Hames, Tim: English philosopher, political scientist, writer, and 

venture capitalist. 

Hamilton, Alexander (1755–1804): American politician (Federal-

ist) and lawyer. 

Hammurabi (1810–1750 BCE): 6th king of the 1st Babylonian 

Dynasty (1792–1750 BCE), known for his laws: the Code of 

Hammurabi. 

Han Fei Zi (280–233 BCE): Chinese political philosopher. 

Hanfstaengl, Ernst (nickname: Putzi) (1887–1985): German 

businessman who was a close associate of Adolf Hitler from 

the early 1920s before falling out and defecting in 1937. 

Hankel, Wilhelm (1929–2014): German political economist. 

Hanks, Angela: American political activist, interested in em-

ployment. 

Hansel, Cary J.: American attorney. 

Hardin, Garrett J. (1915–2003): American ecologist and philoso-

pher who coined tragedy of the commons in 1968. 

Harding, Warren G. (1865–1923): American politician (Republi-

can); 29th US President (1921–1923). Harding was one of the 

most popular Presidents while in office, but scandals that 

took place under him, which came to light only after his 

death, thereby marking him (by historians) as among the 

worst Presidents. 

Harlan, John Marshall (1899–1971): American jurist; SCOTUS 

Justice (1955–1971). 

Harman, Jane (1945–): American politician (Democrat) and se-

curity analyst. 

Harrington, James (1511–1592): English public servant. 

The law is but words and paper without the hands of swords 
of men. ~ James Harrington 

Harris, Marvin (1927–2001): American anthropologist, influen-

tial in the development of cultural materialism. 
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Harrison, Benjamin (1833–1901): American politician (Republi-

can) and lawyer; 23rd US President (1889–1893); grandson of 

William Henry Harrison. 

Harrison, William Henry (1773–1841): American soldier and pol-

itician (Whig); 9th US President (1841). Harrison was 68 

years old when elected; the 1st to die in office, from pneumo-

nia complications, after 32 days in office. Harrison first 

gained national fame for fighting American Indians, specifi-

cally in the 1811 Battle of Tippecanoe. 

Hart, B.H. Liddell (1895–1970): English military historian. 

Havel, Vaclav (1936–2011): Czech writer, playwright, political 

philosopher, and politician; last President of Czechoslovakia 

(1989–1992), before its dissolution into the Czech Republic 

and Slovakia. 

Hayek, Friedrich August von (1899–1992): influential Austrian-

born British economist who had religious faith in the good-

ness of capitalism. 

Hayes, Rutherford B. (1822–1893): American politician (Repub-

lican); 19th US President (1877–1881). Hayes lost the popular 

vote for President to his opponent but won an intensely dis-

puted electoral college vote after a Congressional commission 

awarded him 20 contested electoral votes. There had been 

voter fraud by both parties, making the outcome in the con-

tested states uncertain. Hayes took office only via a quid pro 

quo with Democrats to essentially end post-civil war Recon-

struction in the south. 

Heath, Edward (aka Ted Heath) (1916–2005): English Conserva-

tive politician; UK Prime Minister (1970–1974). 

Hegel, Georg Wilhelm Friedrich (1770–1831): German philoso-

pher. 

Heinlein, Robert A. (1907–1988): American science fiction writer. 

Henry I (1068–1135): King of England (1100–1135); the 4th son 

of William the Conqueror. 

Henry II (1133–1189): King of England (1154–1189); founder of 

the short-lived Angevin Empire, comprising the British Isles 

and parts of western France. 

Henry III (aka Henry of Winchester) (1207–1272): King of 

England (1216–1272); a pious man who assumed the throne 

when he as 9 years old. Henry's attempt to reclaim his 
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family's lands in France was an expensive debacle that led to 

his unpopularity. 

Henry IV (1050–1106): King of the Germans from age 7 (1057); 

Holy Roman Emperor (1084–1105). 

Henry V (1086–1125): King of Germany (1099–1125) and Holy 

Roman Emperor (1111–1125). 

Henry VIII (1491–1547): King of England (1509–1547), best 

known for having 6 wives. Henry made radical changes to the 

constitution, and greatly expanded royal prerogative. Attrac-

tive and charismatic as a young man, Henry indulged himself 

into obesity, ill health, and ill temper. Historians character-

ize Henry in later life as lustful, insecure, egotistical, and 

harsh. 

Henry of Bracton (aka Henry de Bracton) (1210–1268): English 

cleric and jurist; famous for his writings on law, particularly 

criminal intent. Bracton brought motive to the fore in helping 

determine the perpetrator of a criminal act. 

Henry, Jessica S.: American public defender and criminologist. 

Henry, Patrick (1736–1799): American attorney, planter, and 

politician. 

Herodotus (484–425 BCE): Greek historian. 

Herzen, Alexander Ivanovich (1812–1870): Russian revolution-

ary theorist, known as the "father of Russian socialism." 

Herzog, Roman (1934–): German politician (Christian Demo-

cratic Union); President (1994–1999). 

Hesiod (~700 BCE): Greek poet. 

Hetherington, Marc J. (1968–): American political scientist. 

Heywood, Andrew: English political scientist. 

Hirohito (1901–1989): Japanese Emperor (1926–1989). 

Hitler, Adolf (1889–1945): Austrian-born German politician who 

led the Nazi party, and his country, into the disastrous mad-

ness known as World War 2. 

Hobbes, Thomas (1588–1679): English sociologist and political 

philosopher who established social contract theory and 

advocated despotism. 

Hobson, John A. (aka J.A. Hobson) (1858–1940): English 

economist and social scientist who criticized imperialism. 
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Holder, Eric H. (1951–): American lawyer; US Attorney General 

(2009–2015). 

Holloway, Kali: American social activist and journalist. 

Holmes, Oliver Wendell, Jr. (1841–1935): American jurist; 

SCOTUS Justice (1902–1932). 

Holt, Ronald: American sociologist. 

Homer (~850 BCE): legendary Greek poet and author, best known 

for the epic poems Iliad and Odyssey, both about the Myce-

naean civilization. 

Hooper, Ibrahim: Canadian American Islamic convert, spokes-

man for the Council on American-Islamic Relations, a Wash-

ington DC-based Muslim civil rights organization. 

Hoover, Herbert (1874–1964): American politician (Republican), 

businessman, and mining engineer who became President 

with no elected office experience; 31st President of the United 

States (1929–1933). When the Wall Street crash of 1929 

struck, Hoover attempted ineffective corrective measures 

that would be mimicked by his successor, Franklin Roosevelt, 

to the same result. Besides his failure to prevent or correct 

the Great Depression, Hoover became unpopular for support-

ing prohibition. Most folk figured that if the world was going 

to hell, you might as well have a drink. 

Howard, John (1726–1790): English sheriff who became a prison 

reformer. 

Howe, Geoffrey (1926–2015): Welsh Conservative politician. 

Howe, William (1729–1814): British army officer who became 

commander-in-chief of British forces during the American 

Revolutionary War. 

Hoynes, Hilary: American economist, interested in welfare pro-

grams. 

Hsu, Stephen S.: American investigative journalist. 

Huddy, Leonie: American political psychologist. 

Hughes, Charles Evans Sr. (1862–1948): American politician 

(progressive Republican) and jurist. 

Hugo, Victor (1802–1885): French poet, novelist, and dramatist. 

Humphrey, Hubert H. (1911–1978): American politician (Demo-

crat); US Vice President (1965–1969); US Senator from Min-

nesota (1949–1964, 1971–1978). 
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Hussak, Larisa J.: American psychologist. 

Hussein, Saddam (1937–2006): Iraqi revolutionary; dictator of 

Iraq (1979–2003). Executed for crimes against humanity. 

Hutter, Jacob (1500–1536): Austrian Anabaptist religious leader 

who founded the Hutterites. 

Hyde-Smith, Cindy (1959–): American politician (Republican); 

US Senator from Mississippi (2018–). 

Icke, David V. (1952–): English writer. 

Ijeoma, Justus: Nigerian human rights activist. 

Inge, William Ralph (aka Dean Inge) (1860–1954): English An-

glican priest and author. 

Innocent IV, Pope (1195–1554): the Pope (1243–1254) who ini-

tially followed predecessor Pope Gregory IX's order to burn 

all copies of the Talmud throughout European Christendom, 

but in 1247 relented and simply censored the Talmud, having 

bought the argument that the previous policy negated the 

Church's traditional tolerance of Judaism. Innocent IV’s pos-

ture was continued by subsequent popes. Innocent IV is also 

remembered for issuing the papal bull Ad extirpanda (15 May 

1252), which authorized torture by the Inquisition to elicit 

confessions from heretics, and property confiscation, a por-

tion of which was conceded to the state, which assumed the 

burden of executing the bull in persecuting accused heretics. 

Ioanitou, Angeliki: Greek home keeper. 

Irdell, James (1751–1799): American jurist. 

Isabella I of Castile (1451–1504): queen of Castile who married 

Ferdinand II, her 2nd cousin, in 1469, thus providing the ba-

sis for political unification of Spain under Holy Roman Em-

peror Charles V. 

Isocrates (436–338 BCE): Greek rhetorician. 

Ivanov, Yevgeny (1926–1994): Soviet naval attaché and spy at 

the Soviet Embassy in London in the early 1960s. Caught up 

in the Profumo affair, Ivanov was ordered back to the Soviet 

Union. His wife Maya left him because of his affair with 

Christine Keeler. Ivanov found what solace he could in 

vodka. He was found dead in his Moscow flat at age 68. 

Jackson, Andrew (1767–1845): American soldier, politician 

(founder of the Democratic Party), and statesman; 7th US 
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President (1829–1837). Jackson won the most popular and 

electoral votes of the 3 major candidates in the 1824 presi-

dential contest but lost to John Quincy Adams in the House 

of Representatives vote that decided the election. Jackson 

survived the 1st assassination attempt on a sitting president. 

As president, Jackson succored the "common man" against 

the "corrupt aristocracy." 

James II (1633–1701): King of England (1685–1688), best known 

for his struggles with parliament, and his attempts to create 

religious liberty against the will of the Anglican establish-

ment. 

Järvensivu, Paavo: Finnish economist. 

Jay, John (1745–1829): American politician (Federalist) and ju-

rist. 

Jefferson, Thomas (1743–1826): American farmer, slave owner, 

and politician (Democratic-Republican); principal author of 

the of the Declaration of Independence (1776); outspoken pro-

ponent of democracy; 3rd US President (1801–1809); consist-

ently considered as one of the greatest US Presidents. 

Jesus (of Nazareth) (aka Jesus Christ) (7–2 BCE–30–33 CE): Is-

raeli Jewish carpenter and preacher who is regarded by 

Christians to have been the awaited Messiah (or Christ) re-

ferred to in the Old Testament. Jesus was crucified by Roman 

authorities for challenging societal order. (Crucifixion was 

reserved for crimes against the state by the lower classes, or 

for slaves who attacked their masters.) Though presumed lit-

erate, Jesus left no writings. 

Jewell, John (1522–1571): English bishop who helped establish 

the legitimacy of the Anglican Church. 

Joan of Arc (1412–1431): French visionary who supported 

Charles VII in his attempt to recover France from English 

domination late in the Hundred Years' War. Captured by a 

faction allied with the English, she was found guilty of false 

charges and burned at the stake on 30 May 1431. 

Jobs, Steve (1955–2011): American computer marketeer. 

John I (1166–1216): King of England (1199–1216). John I's 1215 

charter with England's barony – the Magna Carta – became 

a seminal document in the history of civil rights, and an early 

step in the evolution of constitutions. 
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John XXII, Pope (born Jacques Duèze) (1244–1334): an activist 

Pope (1316–1334) that involved himself in the politics of 

many European countries in order to advance the interests 

of the Church. John centralized power and income in the 

papacy and lived a princely lifestyle. His opposition to the 

policies of Holy Roman Emperor Louis IV prompted Louis to 

invade Italy and set up an antipope (Nicholas V). John 

opposed the Franciscan understanding that Jesus and his 

apostles lived in poverty, owning nothing. To accept the 

proposition would condemn the Church's right to property (as 

it would be righteous to follow Christ's example). 

John of Salisbury (1120–1180): English author, clergyman, and 

diplomat. 

Johnson, Andrew (1808–1875): American politician (Democrat) 

who ran with Abraham Lincoln in 1864 on a national union 

ticket and became President upon Lincoln's assassination; 

17th US President (1865–1869), and the 1st to face an im-

peachment trial on unmerited political charges, for which he 

was acquitted. 

Johnson, Lyndon B. (LBJ) (1908–1973): American politician 

(Democrat); 36th US President (1963–1969). 

Johnson, Robert Everett: American civil rights attorney. 

Johnson, Samuel (1709–1784): English writer. 

Johnston, Christopher: American political scientist. 

Jones, Alex S.: American news media maven. 

Judt, Tony (1948–2010): English historian. 

Jung, Carl (1875–1961): Swiss psychiatrist. 

Juppé, Alain (1945–): French politician (Republican); French 

Prime Minister (1995–1997). While prime minister, Juppé 

faced labor strikes which paralyzed the country, costing 

Juppé his job. 

Justinian I (Flavius Justinianus, born Petrus Sabbatius) (482–

565): Byzantine emperor (527–565), best remembered for his 

codification of civil laws (Corpus Juris Civilis). 

Kagan, Elena (1960–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice (2010–). 

Kamras, Jason: American public education administrator. 
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Kangxi, Emperor (born Xuanye) (1654–1722): Chinese emperor; 

one of the longest-reigning rulers in history (61 years) and 

considered one of China's greatest emperors. 

Kant, Immanuel (1724–1804): German philosopher. 

Kappeler, Victor E.: American criminal justice scholar. 

Kateb, George: American political scientist.  

Katz, Michael B. (1939–2014): American historian and social 

theorist. 

Kavanaugh, Brett M. (1965–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(2018–). Kavanaugh was part of the legal team that worked 

to stop the ballot recount in Florida in the 2000 presidential 

election, in which SCOTUS unconstitutionally selected George 

W. Bush as president. 

Keeler, Christine (1942–): English model and showgirl whose 

claim to fame was being the femme fatale in the Profumo af-

fair. 

Keller, Helen (1880–1968): American author who was blind and 

deaf through illness at 19 months old. 

Kennedy, John F. (JFK) (1917–1963): American politician (Dem-

ocrat); 35th US President (1961–1963). Kennedy was killed 

by sniper fire while riding at 11 mph in a motorcade in down-

town Dallas, Texas. In 1979, a US House committee con-

cluded that Kennedy was assassinated from a conspiracy. 

Kennedy, Paul M. (1945–): English historian, interested in inter-

national relations and economic power. 

Keynes, John Maynard (1883–1946): English macroeconomist 

who opposed Britain's return to the gold standard after 

World War 1 (in 1925), and who proposed that governments 

spend their way out of the Great Depression by printing 

money to stimulate demand. 

Khomeini, Ruhollah Moosavi (1902–1989): Iranian revolution-

ary and politician who ruled Iran as Ayatollah after the 1979 

revolution until his death. 

Khrushchev, Nikita (1984–1971): erratic Russian-born Soviet 

politician; leader of the Soviet Union (1958–1964). 

Kipling, Rudyard (1865–1936): British poet and writer. 

Kirkpatrick, Jeane J. (1926–2006): American diplomat and 

ardent anti-communist. 
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Kissinger, Henry (1923–): American diplomat. 

Kitzhaber, John (1947–): American physician and politician 

(Democrat); Governor of Oregon (1995–2003, 2011–2015). 

Kiyomori, Taira (1118–1181): 1st Japanese samurai dictator 

(1160–1181). 

Klein, Linda: American lawyer. 

Kliff, Sarah: American journalist, interested in public health 

care. 

Knowles, Eric: American social psychologist. 

Knowlton, Charles (1800–1850): American physician and writer. 

Koga, Mineichi (1885–1944): Japanese naval commander. 

Kotz, David M.: American economist. 

Kozinski, Alex (1950–): American jurist. 

Kraska, Peter B.: American criminologist. 

Kraus, Michael W.: American sociologist. 

Kubic, Micah W.: American civil rights activist. 

La Follette Jr., Robert M. (1895–1953): American politician (Re-

publican); US Senator from Wisconsin (1925–1947). 

Lafayette, Marquis de (Marie-Joseph Paul Yves Roch Gilbert du 

Motier de Lafayette) (1757–1834): liberal French aristocrat 

and military officer. 

Lähde, Ville: Finnish environmentalist. 

Lajevardi, Nazita: American political scientist and lawyer. 

Lakoff, George (1941–): American linguist and philosopher, in-

terested in how metaphors affect worldview. 

Landes, David S. (1924–2013): American historian and econo-

mist. 

Lange, Halvard M.: Norwegian diplomat and politician. 

Laustsen, Lasse: Danish political scientist. 

Law, (Andrew) Bonar (1858–1923): Scottish politician (Con-

servative); Prime Minister just 211 days (November 1922–

May 1923); the only prime minister to have been born outside 

the British Isles. 

Lawrence, David (1888–1973): American newspaperman. 

Le Guin, Ursula K. (1929–): American author. 

Lebow, Richard Ned: American psychologist. 
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Lee, Robert E. (1807–1870): American Confederate general dur-

ing the Civil War. 

Leetaru, Kalev H.: American internet entrepreneur and aca-

demic. 

Lenin, Vladimir (Vladimir Ulyanov) (1870–1924): Russian polit-

ical theorist, communist revolutionary, and ruler of Soviet 

Russia and the Soviet Union (1917–1924). 

Levin, Carl (1934–): American politician (Democrat); US Sena-

tor from Michigan (1979–2015). 

Lewis, Sinclair (aka Harry Sinclair Lewis) (1885–1951): Ameri-

can novelist, writer, and playwright. 

Li, Jennifer: American environmentalist. 

Lincoln, Abraham (1809–1865): American politician (Republi-

can); 16th US President (1860–1865). Lincoln's election as 

president prompted the secession movement in the Old South 

that led to the Civil War. Just after the war ended, on 14 

April 1865, Lincoln was shot in the head at point-black range 

by John Wilkes Boothe, a well-known actor from the south 

who had been a Confederate spy during the war. Lincoln was 

attending the theater for a play. Lincoln's bodyguard left him 

during intermission to go drink at the saloon next door, 

whereupon Boothe did his dirty deed. Lincoln has consist-

ently been considered one of the 3 greatest US presidents, by 

scholars and the public alike. 

Lippmann, Walter (1889–1974): American journalist and politi-

cal commentator. 

Little, Kim: American, history professor. 

Locke, John (1632–1704): English philosopher and physician. 

Long, Russell B. (1918–2003): American politician (Democrat); 

US Senator from Louisiana (1948–1987). 

Looman Mary D.: American criminologist. 

Louis IV (aka the Bavarian) (1282–1347): German-born royalty; 

Holy Roman Emperor (1328–1347). 

Louis XIV (Louis Dieudonné, aka Louis the Great, Sun King) 

(1638–1715): King of France (1643–1715). An inveterate war-

monger, Louis was an adherent of the divine right of kings. 
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Louis XVI (born Louis-Auguste) (1754–1793): King of France 

(1774–1791) until being overthrown by the French Revolu-

tion. 

Luther, Martin (1483–1546): German friar and Catholic priest 

who initiated the Protestant Reformation. 

Lynch, Loretta E. (1959–): American attorney; US Attorney Gen-

eral (1999–2001; 2010–2017). 

MacArthur, Douglas (1880–1964): American military leader. 

MacGregor, Neil: English art historian. 

Machiavelli, Niccolò (1469–1527): Italian historian, politician, 

diplomat, and philosopher; one of the founders of modern po-

litical science. 

Macleod, Iain (1913–1970): English politician (Conservative). 

Madison, James Jr. (1751–1836): American political theorist; 

4th US President (1809–1817). 

Maduro, Nicolás M. (1962–): Venezuelan politician; President 

(2013–). 

Maharaj, Nisargadatta (born Maruti Shivrampant Kambli) 

(1897–1981): insightful Indian guru. 

Majava, Antti: Finnish environmentalist. 

Major, John (1943–): English politician (Conservative); Prime 

Minister (1990–1997). 

Malthus, Thomas Robert (1766–1834): English parson who fret-

ted that human population growth would eventually be 

checked by famine, disease and "vice." 

Mann, Thomas (1875–1955): German writer and social critic. 

Mao Zedong (aka Mao Tse-tung) (1893–1976): Chinese revolu-

tionary and dictator (1949–1976). 

Marbury, William (1762–1835): American businessman and one 

of the "Midnight Judges" appointed by outgoing President 

John Adams; the plaintiff in Marbury v. Madison. 

Marcum, Anthony: American attorney and political scientist. 

Marlowe, Christopher (1564–1593): English playwright. 

Marsh, George Perkins (1801–1882): American diplomat, philol-

ogist, and conservationist. 

Marshall, Alfred (1842–1924): English economist. 
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Marshall, John (1755–1835): American jurist; 4th SCOTUS Chief 

Justice (1801–1835). 

Marshall, Thurgood (1908–1993): American jurist; SCOTUS Jus-

tice (1967–1991). 

Marsilio of Padua (aka Marsiglio de Padova, Marsilius of 

Padua, born Marsilio Mainardini) (1275–1342): Italian 

scholar who promoted unlimited monarchial power. 

Martel, Charles (688–741): Frankish military leader and ruler of 

Francia (718–741). 

Marti, Mollie Weighner: American psychologist. 

Martineau, Harriet (1802–1876): English sociologist. 

Marx, Karl (1818–1883): Prussian German historian, sociologist, 

and economist, known as a proponent of scientific socialism: 

social ownership and cooperative economic management. 

Marz, Robert E.: American physician. 

Mason, George (1725–1792): American delegate to the Constitu-

tional Convention who suggested that the constitution 

should have a bill of rights and refused to sign the document 

when it did not. 

Mason, Lilliana: American political scientist. 

Mather, Cotton (1663–1728): New England Puritan minister and 

prolific author (over 450 books and pamphlets), best known 

for his involvement in the Salem witch trials. 

Mauer, Marc: American criminal justice advocate. 

Maurya, Chandragupta (340–298 BCE): founder of the Mauryan 

Empire. 

May, Theresa (1956–): English politician (Conservative); UK 

Prime Minister (2016–2019). 

Mayer, Matt A.: American government bureaucrat. 

McCain, John (1936–2018): American politician (Republican); 

US Senator from Arizona (1987–2018). 

McCarthy, Cormac (1933–): American writer. 

McClellan, George (1826–1885): American soldier, civil engineer, 

railroad executive and politician (Democrat). McClellan's 

poor performance as a battlefield general set back the North's 
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effort during the 1st phase of the Civil War. McClellan un-

successfully ran for President against Abraham Lincoln in 

1864. 

McConville, Seán: English penologist. 

McDonnell, Robert F. (Bob) (1954–): American politician (Repub-

lican), let off the hook for bribery by SCOTUS in 2016. 

McGovern, James P. (Jim) (1959–): American politician (Demo-

crat). 

McKinley, William (1843–1901): American politician (Republi-

can); 25th US President (1987–1901). McKinley was shot 

twice in the gut by an anarchist. He rallied for a few days, 

but the attending doctor was unable to find and remove the 

2nd bullet. Gangrene in the stomach did McKinley in. 

Meade, James (1907–1995): English economist, interested in in-

ternational trade. 

Means, Gardiner (1896–1988): American economist. 

Meiji (1852–1912): Japanese Emperor (1867–1912). 

Mekouar, Merouan: Canadian sociologist, interested in authori-

tarianism and democratization. 

Menarndt, Aubrey: American international elections monitor. 

Mencken, H.L. (1880–1956): American satirist and scholar. 

Merkel, Angela (1954–): German politician (Christian Demo-

cratic Union) with a disciplined and patient leadership style; 

the longest-serving Chancellor (2005–2020) and de facto 

leader of the European Union. 

Mica, John L. (1943–): American businessman and politician 

(Republican). 

Miles, Rosalind (1943–): English author. 

Mill, John Stuart (1806–1873): English philosopher, politician, 

and political economist. 

Milton, John (1608–1674): English polemicist, man of letters, 

civil servant, and poet. 

No man who knows aught, can be so stupid to deny that all 
men naturally were born free. ~ John Milton 

Miranda, Ernesto A. (1941–1976): American manual laborer and 

chronic criminal. 

Mohammed VI (1952–): King of Morocco (1999–). 
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Monnet, Jean (1888–1979): French political economist and diplo-

mat who was an influential supporter of European unity; 

considered one of the founding fathers of the European Un-

ion. 

Montesquieu (aka Charles-Louis de Secondat, Baron de La 

Brède et de Montesquieu) (1689–1755): French lawyer and po-

litical philosopher who advocated a separation of powers in 

government. 

No kingdom has shed more blood than the kingdom of Christ. 
~ Montesquieu 

More, Thomas (1478–1535): English humanist, lawyer, politi-

cian, social philosopher, and author. 

Morris, Ian (1960–): English historian. 

Morris, Norval (1923–2004): New Zealander criminologist and 

law professor. 

Morris, William (1834–1896): English textile designer, poet, nov-

elist, translator (Greek, Icelandic, Danish, French), and so-

cialist activist, interested in environmentalism. 

Mosman, Michael W. (1956–): American jurist. 

Moyo, Dambisa (1969–): Zambian-born American economist. 

MuBarack, Hosni (1928–): Egyptian military and political leader 

who ruled Egypt (1981–2011). 

Mueller, Robert (1944–): American lawyer; FBI director (2001–

2013). 

Mugabe, Robert (1924–): Zimbabwean politician; Prime Minister 

(1980–1987), President (1987–2017). 

Muhammad (570–632): Arabian religious and political leader 

who founded the Islamic religion; believed by Muslims to be 

the prophet of Allāh. 

Muir, John (1838–1914): Scottish American naturalist who 

wanted to nature preserves. 

Murdoch, Rupert (1931–): Australian media mogul. 

Murrow, Edward R. (1908 – 1965): American broadcast journal-

ist and war correspondent. 

Murphy, Mike: American Republican political strategist. 

Murphy, William Francis (Frank) (1890–1949): American politi-

cian and jurist. 
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Muscat, Joseph (1974–): Maltese politician; Prime Minister of 

Malta (2013–). 

Mussolini, Benito (1883–1945): Italian politician and journalist; 

prime minister from 1922 to 1943, when ousted. Mussolini 

ruled constitutionally until 1925, when he established his 

dictatorship. Known as Il Duce (the leader), Mussolini was a 

leading practitioner of fascism. 

Mutch, Robert E.: American political election researcher. 

Myrdal, K. Gunnar (1898–1987): Swedish economist, sociologist, 

and politician. 

Nader, Ralph (1934–): American lawyer and political activist; 

best known for his work in the 1950s–1960s exposing the un-

safe cars built by American manufacturers. 

Nagpaul, Chaand: English physician. 

Nanavati, Kawas Manekshaw (1916–2003): Indian naval com-

mander. 

Nehru, Jawaharlal (1889–1964): Indian politician; India's 1st 

prime minister (1947–1964). 

Nero (37–68): Roman Emperor from 54 to 68. Not in line for as-

cension, Nero climbed to his position, and maintained his 

grip on power, by repeated assassinations, including his own 

mother. Nero was a murderous megalomaniacal sociopath. 

He had Christians captured and burned in his garden for il-

lumination. 

Newman, Katherine S.: American sociologist and educator. 

Nicholas II of Russia (Nikolai Alexandrovich Romanov) (1868–

1918): last Emperor of Russia (Tsar), Grand Duke of Finland, 

and titular King of Poland. Nicknamed Nicholas the Bloody 

because of his ruthless elimination of political opponents and 

pursuit of military campaigns on an unprecedented scale. 

Nicholas V (1397–1455): Italian clergyman and Pope (1447–

1455). Constantinople fell to the Ottoman Turks during the 

pontificate of Nicholas, as well as the end of the Hundred 

Years War. Nicholas issued decrees which effectively sanc-

tioned slavery. 

Nielson, Lindsay: American political scientist. 

Nietz, Kerry: American author. 
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Nietzsche, Friedrich (1844–1900): German philosopher and 

scholar. 

Nixon, Richard (1913–1994): American politician (Republican); 

37th US President (1969–1974); the only President to resign 

from office, over a scandal involving illicit surveillance of po-

litical opponents (the Watergate scandal). 

Nolan, Tom: American criminologist. 

Nordhaus, Ted: American political consultant. 

Noriega, Manuel (1934–): Panamanian politician and soldier; 

military dictator of Panama (1983–1989). 

Nozick, Robert (1938–2002): American philosopher. 

O'Brien, Rourke L.: American sociologist. 

O’Donnell, Eugene: American policing scholar; former police-

man. 

Obama, Barack H. (1961–): American politician (Democrat); 

44th US President (2009–2016). 

Octavian (aka Augustus) (63 BCE–14 CE): Roman military leader 

and 1st Roman Emperor. 

Odoacer, Flavius (433–493) (aka Odovacar): a soldier who be-

came the 1st King of Italy (476–793). His reign marked the 

end of the Western Roman Empire. 

Odom, Gary (1955–): American economist, technologist, soft-

ware developer, inventor, polymath, painter, and graphic art-

ist. 

Ogletree, Charles (1952–): American law professor and legal 

scholar. 

Olson, Nina E.: American tax maven. 

Orbán, Viktor (1963–): Hungarian politician (Fidesz); Hungary 

Prime Minister (2010–). 

Orwell, George (pseudonym of Eric Arthur Blair) (1903–1950): 

English novelist, best known for the allegorical novella Ani-

mal Farm (1945) and the dystopian political novel 1984 

(1949). Orwell was keenly aware of social injustice, commit-

ted to democratic socialism, and opposed to totalitarianism. 

Oxenstierna, Axel Gustafsson (1583–1654): Swedish statesman; 

widely considered one of the most influential men in Swedish 

history. 
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Padover, Saul K. (1905–1981): American historian. 

Paine, Thomas (1737–1809): English American political theorist 

and activist; called by American historian Saul Padover "a 

corsetmaker by trade, a journalist by profession, and a 

propagandist by inclination." 

Palidda, Salvatore: Italian anthropologist. 

Papandreou, George (1952–): Greek politician; Prime Minister of 

Greece (2009–2011). 

Parker, Julie: American police apologist. 

Parr, Catherine (1512–1548): English noblewoman; 6th and last 

wife of King Henry VIII. 

Pascal, Blaise (1623–1662): French mathematician, physicist, 

inventor, and Christian philosopher. 

Paul, Rand (1963–): American politician (Republican) and oph-

thalmologist; US Senator from Kentucky (2011–). 

Paxton, Robert (1932–): American political scientist and histo-

rian, especially interested in Europe during the 2nd World 

War. 

Perry, Matthew (1794 –1858): American naval commander who 

led an expedition to Japan (1852–1854) to force open Japa-

nese ports to American trade. 

Peter, Laurence J. (1919–1990): Canadian educator. 

Peter, Simon (aka Saint Peter, Simōn) (30–64/68 CE): Galilean 

fisherman; one of Jesus' 12 apostles. According to Christian 

legend, Peter was crucified upside-down in Rome under the 

aegis of Emperor Nero. Peter requested that he be crucified 

upside-down, as he saw himself unworthy to be crucified in 

the same way as Jesus. 

Peters, B. Guy: American political scientist. 

Petrarch (Petrarca), Francesco (1304–1374): Italian poet and 

scholar who coined the term Dark Ages; one of the earliest 

humanists. 

Petrie, Cameron A.: English archeologist. 

Pettus-Davis, Carrie: American criminal justice professor. 

Philip II (Philip Augustus) (1165–1223): King of France (1180–

1223). Philip's predecessors had been known as kings of the 

Franks; but from 1190 onward, Philip styled himself King of 

France. 
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Piccareta, Michael: American criminal defense attorney. 

Pickering, Charles W. (1937–): American jurist. 

Pierson, Victoria: American educator. 

Pinchot, Gifford (1865–1946): American forester and politician. 

Pinchot wanted Nature conservation to serve the needs of hu-

man exploitation. 

Pinker, Steven (1954–): Canadian psychologist. 

Pinkerton, Allen (1819–1884): Scottish American detective and 

spy, best known for creating a namesake detective agency 

which became notorious after Pinkerton's death for thuggery 

against the nascent labor union movement in the US and 

Canada. 

Pinochet, Augusto (1915–2006): Chilean military leader who 

took political power in a 1973 coup; dictator of Chile (1973–

1990). Pinochet is remembered for torturing and killing tens 

of thousands of perceived political opponents. 

Pinter, Harold (1930–2008): English dramatist, movie director, 

and actor.  

Pius, Antoninus (86–151): Roman Emperor (138–151); 4th of 5 

good emperors who guided the empire through an 84-year pe-

riod of peace and prosperity. 

Plato (427–347 BCE): Greek philosopher and mathematician. 

Polybius (200–118 BCE): Greek historian who studied the insti-

tutional dynamics of Roman polity. 

Powers, Francis Gary (1929–1977): American pilot whose U-2 

spy plane was shot down while overflying the Soviet Union 

on 1 May 1960. 

Pratto, Felicia: American social psychologist. 

Price, David E. (1940–): American politician (Democrat) and po-

litical scientist. 

Prigozhin, Yevgeniy Viktorovich: Russian propagandist. 

Profumo, John (1915–2006): English politician (Conservative). 

Proudhon, Pierre-Joseph (1809–1865): French philosopher who 

was politically a libertarian socialist. 

Ptahhotep (2414–2375): Egyptian vizier, remembered for author-

ing the Maxims of Ptahhotep, which was moral and practical 
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advice on human relations, ostensibly directed to Ptahhotep's 

son. 

Pucheu, Pierre (1899–1944): French industrialist, fascist, and 

member of the Vichy government. 

Puleston, William D. (1881–1968): American naval officer and 

author. 

Pulitzer, Joseph (1847–1911): American Hungarian newspaper 

publisher who introduced yellow journalism to the newspa-

pers he acquired. 

Putin, Vladimir V. (1952–): Russian spy and politician; Russian 

President (2000–2008, 2012–). 

Pythagoras (570–495 BCE): Greek mathematician and philoso-

pher. 

Quayle, Dan (1944–): American politician (Republican); 44th 

Vice President (1989–1993); US Senator from Indiana (1981–

1989). 

Rader, Randall R. (1949–): disgraced American jurist; chief 

judge of the CAFC who resigned over a scandal involving 

bias. 

Ramadan, Tariq (1962–): Swiss academic and philosopher. 

Rand, Ayn (1905–1982): Russian-born American novelist and 

philosopher. 

Rawls, John (1921–2002): American moral and political philoso-

pher. 

Reagan, Ronald (1911–2004): American actor and politician 

(Republican); 40th US President (1981–1989). 

Rehnquist, William H. (1924–2005): American jurist; SCOTUS 

Chief Justice (1994–2005). 

Reinhardt, Stephen R. (1931–2018): American jurist. 

Relman, Arnold S. (1923–2014): American internist and 

professor of medicine. 

Ren Xianliang: Chinese bureaucrat. 

Ribicoff, Abraham (1910–1998): British-born American politi-

cian (Democrat); US Senator from Connecticut (1963–1981). 

Roberts, John G., Jr. (1955–): American jurist; SCOTUS Chief 

Justice (2005–). 

Roberts, John M. (1928–2003): English historian. 
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Robertson, William (1721–1793): Scottish historian, minister, 

and educator. 

Robespierre, Maximilien (1758–1794): French lawyer and politi-

cian. 

Robinson, James A.: English political scientist and economist. 

Rockström, Johan: Swedish environmentalist. 

Roediger, Brendan: American civil rights lawyer. 

Rogers, Mike (1963–): American politician (Republican). 

Rogers, Will (1879–1935): American entertainer. 

Rohn, Jennifer L. (Jenny): American British scientist, inter-

ested in cytology and infectious diseases. 

Romulus (?–753 BCE): the mythical founder of Rome. According 

to legend, twin brothers, Romulus and Remus, were borne by 

Rhea Silvia, daughter of Numitor, King of Alba Longa.  

Before the brothers' conception, Numitor's brother Amu-

lius seized power. Amulius slaughtered Numitor's male heirs 

and forced Rhea Silvia to become a Vestal Virgin, sworn to 

chastity. 

Mars (the god) fathered the twins which Rhea Silvia con-

ceived. Once born, Amulius had them tossed into the Tiber 

river to die. The twins survived through a series of miracu-

lous interventions: the river portered them to safety; a she-

wolf discovered and suckled them; and a woodpecker fed 

them. 

A shepherd and his wife found the twins and fostered 

them to manhood. Ignorant of their origin, they became sim-

ple shepherds. But they were natural leaders, acquiring 

many followers.  

Upon discovering their birthright, the brothers killed Am-

ulius and restored Numitor to the throne. Rather than wait 

to inherit Alba Longa, they chose to found a new city. 

The brothers agreed to determine the city's site through 

augury. They quarreled about the outcome, and Romulus 

killed Remus; whereupon Romulus founded the new city, 

naming it Rome after himself. 

Rome grew rapidly, swelling with landless refugees. As 

most of these were male and unmarried, Romulus arranged 

the abduction of women from the neighboring Sabines tribe.  
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The ensuing war ended with the Sabines joining the Ro-

mans as one people. Rome became a dominant regional force 

while Romulus grew increasingly autocratic. The circum-

stances of Romulus' death remain a mystery. 

Roosevelt, Franklin Delano (FDR) (1882–1945): American politi-

cian (Democrat); 32nd US President (1932–1945), winning a 

record 4 elections for the office; a central figure in world 

events during the mid-20th century, leading the US during 

the Great Depression and World War 2. 

Roosevelt, Theodore (1858–1919): American politician (Republi-

can); 26th US President (1901–1909). 

Roscher, Wilhelm (1817–1894): German historian. 

Rotberg, Robert I. (1935–): American historian and political sci-

entist. 

Rothman, David J.: American social historian, interested in 

health care. 

Rotman, Edgardo: Argentinian criminologist and lawyer. 

Rousseau, Jean-Jacques (1712–1778): Genevan philosopher and 

composer. 

Rush, Benjamin (1746–1813): American physician, politician, so-

cial reformer, educator, civic leader, and humanitarian; a 

signer of the Declaration of Independence. 

Ruskin, John (1819–1900): leading English art critic of the 

Victorian era, also interested in environmentalism. 

Russell, Bertrand (1872–1970): English philosopher, logician, 

mathematician, historian, social critic, and political activist. 

Rutledge, John (1739–1800): American politician and jurist. 

Ryan, Alan (1940–): English political theorist and historian of 

political thought. 

Ryan, Paul D. (1970–): American politician (Republican). 

Sahgal, Gita (1956–): Indian journalist. 

Saks, Michael J.: American lawyer and psychologist. 

Samson (aka Sampson, Shamshoun): legendary Biblical figure, 

given supernatural strength by God to combat his enemies, 

and incidentally perform heroic feats. Samson had 2 weak-

nesses: attraction to untrustworthy women, and his hair, 

without which he was powerless. These vulnerabilities ulti-

mately proved fatal. 
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Sanders, Joseph: American lawyer and legal scholar. 

Sanger, Margaret (1879–1966): American social reformer and 

birth control activist. 

Sapatakis, Stefanos: Greek environmentalist. 

Sata, Michael (1937–2014): Zambian politician (Patriotic Front); 

Zambia President (2011–2014). 

Saxe, John Godfrey (1816–1887): mercurial American poet. 

Scahill, Jeremy (1974–): American national security scholar and 

journalist. 

Scalia, Antonin (1936–2016): conservative American jurist; 

SCOTUS Justice (1986–2016). 

Scarman, Leslie (1911–2004): English judge and barrister. 

Scheindlin, Shira A.: American jurist. 

Schiavo, Mary F.: American attorney, interested in airline flight 

safety; Inspector General of the US Department of Transpor-

tation (1990–1997). 

Schmaderer, Todd: American police chief of Omaha, Nebraska. 

Schneier, Bruce (1963–): American cryptographer, privacy and 

security analyst. 

Schudson, Michael (1946–): American sociologist and journalism 

scholar. 

Schumacher, E.F. (Ernst Friedrich, Fritz) (1911–1977): German-

born British economist, statistician, and humanist. 

Schuman, Robert (1866–1963): Luxembourg-born French politi-

cian (Christian Democrat); Prime Minister of France (Novem-

ber 1947–July 1948 and August–September 1948), as well as 

other ministerial roles in the French government. 

Schumpeter, Joseph (1883–1950): Austrian American economist. 

Scrope, Poulet (1797–1876): English geologist, political econo-

mist, and jurist. 

Seife, Charles: American journalist and author. 

Severus Alexander (208–235): Roman Emperor (222–235). 

Seymour, Jane (1508–1537): 3rd wife of English King Henry 

VIII. Jane was not as highly educated as Henry's 1st 2 wives 

but was more adept at household management and needle-

work – both skills that Henry prized. 
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Seymour, Thomas (1508–1549): English country gentry; brother 

of Jane Seymour, 3rd wife of Henry VIII, and husband of 

Catherine Parr, Henry VIII's 6th and last wife.  

Shah of Iran (Mohammad Reza Shah Pahlavi) (1919–1980): 

Shah (king) of Iran (1941–1979). The Shah was overthrown 

after losing the support of the Shia clergy and the working 

class, due to his policy of secular modernization, conflicts 

with the traditional merchant class, corruption, and civil 

suppression. 

Shakespeare, William (1564–1616): English playwright and 

poet. 

Shamsi, Hina: American lawyer, interested in national security. 

Sharpe, George H. (1828–1900): American lawyer, soldier, spy, 

diplomat, and civil servant. 

Shattuck, Lemuel (1793–1859): American politician, historian, 

bookseller, and publisher. 

Shaver, Daniel: American pest controller. 

Shaw, George Bernard (1856–1950): Irish playwright and polem-

icist, angered by the exploitation of the working class; an ar-

dent socialist. 

Shellenberger, Michael: American political consultant. 

Shelley, Mary (1797–1851): English writer. 

Sherman, Lawrence W.: American criminologist. 

Sherman, William Tecumseh (1820–1891): American soldier (in 

the North's Union Army), businessman, educator, and au-

thor, remembered for his total-war tactics during the Civil 

War. English military historian Liddell Hart declared Sher-

man "the first modern general." 

Shindell, Drew: American climatologist. 

Shivley, Phillips: American political scientist. 

Sidanius, Jim: English psychologist. 

Sidney, Algernon (1623–1683): English politician. 

Liberty cannot be preserved if the manners of the people are 
corrupted. ~ Algernon Sidney 

Simpson, O.J. (nicknamed the Juice) (1947–): retired American 

football player, broadcaster, actor, and convicted felon. Simp-

son managed to escape criminal, but not civil, prosecution for 

killing his wife in 1994. Owing to his sociopathy and arrogant 
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stupidity, Simpson's luck did not hold. Simpson was con-

victed in 2008 for several felonies – including armed robbery 

and kidnapping – and sentenced to 33 years in prison. 

Smith, Adam (1723–1790): Scottish moral philosopher who ad-

vocated laissez-faire capitalism. 

Smith, David: American attorney. 

Smith, Rick: American CEO of Axon (formerly Taser Interna-

tional), taser manufacturer. 

Snow, John (1913–1858): English physician; advocate of anes-

thesia and medical hygiene; considered one of the fathers of 

modern epidemiology. 

Socrates (469–399 BCE): Ancient Greek philosopher who got him-

self killed by insistently antagonizing the Athenian political 

authorities. 

Solnit, Rebecca (1961–): American writer. 

Sorel, Georges (1847–1922): French political philosopher who ad-

vocated revolutionary syndicalism. 

Soros, George (born György Schwartz) (1930–): Hungarian 

American financial speculator and political activist. 

Sotomayor, Sonia (1954–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(2009–). 

Souter, David H. (1939–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(1990–2009). 

Sowell, Thomas (1930–): American economist, social theorist, 

and political philosopher. 

Speer, Albert (1905–1981): Adolf Hitler's chief architect who ac-

cepted moral responsibility for the Nazi regime at the post-

war Nuremberg war crimes trials, though incredibly insisted 

that he was ignorant of the Holocaust. 

Spencer, Herbert (1820–1903): English philosopher, biologist, an-

thropologist, sociologist, and liberal political theorist. 

Spinoza, Baruch (1632–1677): Dutch philosopher who laid the 

groundwork for the 18th-century Enlightenment.  

Stalin, Joseph (1878–1953): Georgian-born Soviet politician; 

leader of the Soviet Union from the mid-1920s until his 

death. Stalin replaced Lenin's capitalist-oriented economic 

policy with a highly centralized command economy, geared to 

industrialization, with forced collectivism on the farm. By 
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ruthless policies that created mass starvation, along with 

outright massacres, Stalin killed 20 million of his own people, 

and imprisoned millions more in labor camps. Yet, in the 

post-Soviet era, Russian public opinion polls rank him as one 

of the greatest leaders in history. Russians don't know their 

country's history any better than Americans do. 

Steinsaltz, Adin (1937–): Talmudic scholar. 

Stenner, Karen: American political psychologist and behavioral 

economist. 

Stern, Fritz (1926–2016): German-born American historian. 

Steuart, James (1713–1780): Scottish mercantilist economist. 

Stevens, Anthony (1933–): English psychologist and psychiatrist. 

Stevens, John Paul (1920–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(1975–2010). 

Stevenson, Adlai (II) (1900–1965): thoughtful and eloquent 

American liberal politician (Democrat); 31st Governor of Illi-

nois (1949–1953). Twice defeated (1952 & 1956) in his quest 

for the US presidency by the popular war hero: Dwight D. 

Eisenhower. 

Stewart, Mark: Australian civil engineer and security analyst. 

Stewart, Martha (1941–): American businesswoman, writer, and 

TV personality. 

Stewart, Potter (1915–1985): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(1959–1981). 

Stinson, Philip: American criminologist and policing expert. 

Stirner, Max (aka Johann Kaspar Schmidt) (1806–1856): Ger-

man antistatist philosopher. Stirner is known for his book 

The Ego and Its Own (1844). 

Stopes, Marie (1880–1958): English author, palaeobotanist, eu-

genicist, and women's rights advocate, most notably as a pi-

oneer in birth control. 

Stotsky, Sandra: American educator. 

Strong, Barrett (1941–): American songwriter and singer. 

Sun Tzu (5th century BCE): legendary Chinese general, military 

strategist, and philosopher. 
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Superbus, Lucius Tarquinius (aka Tarquin the Proud) (?–495 

BCE): 7th and last King of Rome (535–509 BCE); a usurper and 

tyrant, overthrown by popular revolt. 

Superman (1938–): fictional superhero appearing in American 

comic books. 

Synder, Timothy: American historian. 

Tacitus (Publius (or Gaius) Cornelius Tacitus) (56–117): Roman 

senator and historian; by his sharp insight, considered one of 

the greatest Roman historians. 

Taney, Roger B. (177–1864): American jurist; 5th SCOTUS Chief 

Justice (1836–1864). 

Taub, Amanda: American attorney and journalist, interested in 

human rights, foreign policy, and Shetland ponies. 

Tawney, Richard Henry (R.H.) (1880–1962): English economic 

historian and social critic. 

Taylor, Frederick Winslow (1856–1915): American mechanical 

engineer, interested in improving industrial efficiency. 

Taylor, Howard F.: American sociologist. 

Taylor, Zachary (1784–1850): American military leader; 12th US 

President (1849–1850). Taylor became a national hero from 

his victories in the Mexican American War (1846–1848), al-

lowing him to win the Presidency despite his vague political 

beliefs. Taylor died of an intestinal ailment, possibly food poi-

soning, after 17 months in office. 

Teixeira, Ruy: American political and demographic analyst. 

Temple, William (1881–1944): English Anglican clergyman and 

theologist who favored socialism. 

Tetlock, Philip E.: American psychologist. 

Tetzel, Johann (1465–1519): German Catholic friar. 

Thatcher, Margaret (1925–2013): English politician (Conserva-

tive); UK Prime Minister (1975–1990). 

Theodosius I (aka Theodosius the Great) (347–395): Roman Em-

peror (379–395); the last emperor to rule over an undivided 

the Roman Empire. Theodosius made Christianity the offi-

cial state religion. 

Theoharis, Liz: American urbanologist. 
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Thomas, Clarence (1948–): American jurist; SCOTUS Justice 

(1991–). 

Thomas, Helen (1920–2013): American political reporter; famed 

White House correspondent. Thomas was the only member 

of the White House press corps to have her own seat in the 

White House briefing room. All other seats were assigned to 

media companies. 

Thomas, Pierre: American news correspondent. 

Thompson, Kenneth P.: American lawyer and district attorney. 

Thorne, Deborah: American sociologist, interested in economic 

inequality. 

Three Stooges, The (1928–1975): American vaudeville and com-

edy act. Beginning as a raucous foursome vaudeville act Ted 

Healy and His Stooges in 1928, Larry, Curly and Moe offi-

cially adopted the moniker The Three Stooges in 1934. 

Thurber, James (1894–1961): American humorist. 

Tietmeyer, Hans (1931–): German economist. 

Tilden, Samuel J. (1814–1886): American politician (Democrat); 

governor of New York (1875–1876). 

Tinbergen, Jan (1903–1994): Dutch economist. 

Tito, Josip Broz (aka Tito) (1892–1980): Yugoslav communist 

revolutionary and well-regarded dictator of Yugoslavia 

(1944–1980). 

Tobin, James (1918–2002): American economist who advocated 

government intervention to stabilize the economy, and so 

avoid recessions. 

Toivanen, Tero: Finnish political economist. 

Tōjō, Hideki (1884–1948): Japanese army leader, simultane-

ously serving as military commander-in-chief and prime min-

ister during the war with the US (1941–1944). 

Tolstoy, Leo (1828–1910): Russian author. 

Toynbee, Arnold (1852–1883): English economic historian. 

Travers, Russell E.: American spy. 

Trigger, Bruce G. (1937–2006): Canadian anthropologist and ar-

cheologist. 

Trost, Michael J.: American attorney. 
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