
State of Mankind
How much do you know?

Excerpts from How the Specter of Communism Is Ruling Our World

(45)

The Culture of Poverty

In 2012, The New York Times ran a feature ar(cle (tled “Profi(ng From 

a Child’s Illiteracy,” in which it described the impact of welfare policy on 

low-income families living along the Appalachian Mountains in the 

Eastern United States.  

The feature described how many impoverished families gave up sending 

their children to school in order to qualify for aid: “Moms and dads fear 

that if kids learn to read, they are less likely to qualify for a monthly 

check for having an intellectual disability.” [12]

“Many people in hillside mobile homes here are poor and desperate, 

and a $698 monthly check per child from the Supplemental Security 

Income program goes a long way—and those checks con(nue un(l the 

child turns 18.”

This aid program was begun about 40 years ago with the goal of helping 

families raising physically or mentally challenged children. By the (me 



The New York Times reported on the subject, over 55 percent of 

qualifying children were categorized as mentally challenged, but did not 

have any defined condi(on. Across the United States, there are now a 

total of around 1.2 million “mentally challenged” children for whose 

care taxpayers provide $9 billion annually. [13]

Here, welfare and the flaws of human nature feed each other in a 

vicious cycle. Despite the good inten(ons of those who advocate and 

formulate welfare policy, it indirectly aided the communist specter in its 

goal of bringing down and destroying humanity.

Over a century ago, Tocqueville made the observa(on that welfare 

programs do not discriminate among individuals, only poverty 

thresholds. This makes it hard to allocate aid efficiently since it is 

impossible to know whether the qualified individuals are actually 

suffering from circumstances beyond their control or if their misfortune 

is of their own making. [14]

Welfare abuse doesn’t just (e down public finances; it also affects the 

futures of children who grow up under its system. Research conducted 

in 2009 found that two-thirds of people who received welfare as 

children con(nued to receive it into adulthood, and will possibly remain 

on welfare for the rest of their lives. [15]

As a maKer of elec(on strategy, the term “disability” is being 

con(nually refined to include an ever-expanding part of the popula(on 

in the ranks of those eligible for welfare. The criteria determining who is 

en(tled to welfare creates an atmosphere of nega(ve reinforcement 

that encourages the misuse of these benefits. The resultant regression 



in social morality and economic malaise help the communist specter 

achieve its aims.

Welfare is an emergency measure to assist those in genuine need, 

effec(ve in circumstances such as those involving occupa(onal 

accidents, epidemics, natural disasters, and so on. It shouldn’t become 

the default form of subsistence, as it is incapable of resolving the 

dilemma of poverty. As of 2014, in the 50 years since President Johnson 

launched his war on poverty, American taxpayers spent 2.2 trillion 

dollars to pay for welfare. [16] Yet, as sta(s(cs from the U.S. Census 

Bureau show, the poverty rate has remained steady for the last 40 

years. [17]

According to American economist William Arthur Niskanen, the welfare 

system spawned a culture of poverty, which in turn feeds into a vicious 

cycle of dependence on government aid, extramarital children, violent 

crime, unemployment, and abor(on. His analysis of U.S.-wide data for 

the year 1992 produced es(mates on the effects that could be expected 

from increasing Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) 

benefits by 1 percent of the average per capita income: AFDC recipients 

would increase by about 3 percent; the number of people in poverty 

would increase by about 0.8 percent; births to single mothers would 

increase by about 2.1 percent; and the number of unemployed adults 

would increase by about 0.5 percent. Abor(ons and violent crime 

would become more common as well. [18] Niskanen’s findings suggest 

that a  robust welfare system fosters dependence on the system and 

discourages personal responsibility.



The disintegra(on of families is a chief ingredient in the culture of 

poverty. In a study of historical and contemporary poverty among 

blacks, economist Walter E. Williams found that 85 percent of 

impoverished black children lived with teenage single mothers. The 

welfare system promotes this phenomenon, as it encourages single 

mothers to live without taking responsibility for their ac(ons. They can 

get subsidies, housing subsidies, food stamps, and the like from 

government welfare. Welfare has been instrumental in pushing single 

parenthood, causing more poverty. [19]

Despite the fact that welfare has been expanding in the last few 

decades, the gap between rich and poor has been con(nuously 

increasing as well: The average wage, adjusted for infla(on, increases at 

a snail’s pace while wealth flows to the most wealthy. A class of 

working poor has emerged. Armed with these societal issues, the leN 

wing pushes for a bigger government, higher taxa(on, and more 

welfare to combat poverty by exacerba(ng it further.

The LeN’s Use of Welfare Policy to Gain Votes

LeN-wing poli(cians oNen promote more welfare and higher taxes. 

Using a variety of elec(on slogans to convince voters of their noble 

intent, they portray themselves as possessing the moral high ground, 

even though these poli(cians are not the ones who will be providing 

the welfare. Their method is merely to seize the wealth of the upper 

and middle classes and distribute it among the poor. Since the system 

conceals the rela(onship between donor and recipient, the poli(cians 

nevertheless claim to have played a crucial role in the process. They 

receive the recipients’ gra(tude in the form of votes.



State Interven(on

At present, governments in the free world are already prac(cing heavy 

interven(onism in their na(onal economic systems. One cause of this 

was the welfare poli(cs, developed under the socialist influence, which 

expanded the state’s role in wealth distribu(on. Another impulse for 

this trend was the Great Depression of the 1930s. Following the crisis, 

Western society was deeply influenced by the theories of Keynesian 

economics, which advocates ac(ve state interven(on and regula(on of 

the economy by using finance.

In a normal society, the government’s role is limited. Only in 

excep(onal situa(ons should the state interfere in the economy, such 

as during (mes of natural disaster or some other crisis. But today, 

Keynesian theory has taken hold around the world. Governments of all 

countries are racing to take greater control over their respec(ve 

economies.

When the government plays an ac(ve role in the economy, each ac(on 

has a massive ripple effect on the market. New policies and laws can 

make or break en(re industries, making many businesses and investors 

reliant on the government’s decisions. The state, which tradi(onally 

only passed and enforced laws, has now become a leading par(cipant 

in the economic arena. Like a referee joining a soccer match, the state 

has become responsible for controlling and regula(ng capital in what 

used to be the privately owned economy, replacing the “invisible hand” 

with its “visible hand.”



Ac(ve financial control combined with high-welfare policies has caused 

many governments to incur huge debts. According to data from the 

OECD, more than half of its member states have government debts near 

or over 100 percent of GDP.  Some countries’ debt exceeded 200 

percent of their economic output. [20] This presents a major 

vulnerability for the social and economic future of many countries.

Nobel Prize-winning economist Ronald Coase wrote mul(ple research 

papers on the impact of government interven(on. In his work, Coase 

found that interven(onist policy almost always produces nega(ve 

results. He believes that the crisis of interven(on has reached the point 

of “diminishing marginal returns.” [21]

Despite this, the governments of all countries have only become more 

ac(ve in their manipula(on of the economy, bringing it more and more 

under the control of the state.

The Consequences and Reality of Interven(onism

There are at least two major consequences of extensive state 

interven(on. First, the power of the state expands in terms of its role 

and scale. Government officials develop increasing hubris about their 

ability to interfere with the economy and have the state play the role of 

savior. ANer handling a crisis, the government is wont to retain its 

expanded powers and func(ons.

Second, interven(onism creates more reliance on the government. 

When the people encounter challenges, or when the free market 



cannot provide the benefits they desire, they will lobby in favor of more 

state interven(on to sa(sfy their demands.

As the power of the state increases, private enterprise weakens, and 

the free market has less space in which to func(on. People who have 

benefited from and grown dependent on poli(cians will increasingly 

demand that the government take responsibility for alloca(ng wealth 

and enact laws to enforce this.

In the West, there is a strong poli(cal current pushing society toward 

the LeN. This includes followers of the original leN wing, including 

socialist and communists, as well as those not tradi(onally associated 

with the leN wing, but who have been co-opted by them. The 

convergence of these disparate forces encourages the government to 

take greater measures to intervene in the economy and interfere with 

the func(oning of private enterprises. This erosion of normal economic 

ac(vity appears to be caused by various social movements, but in fact, 

it is the specter of communism that pulls the strings.

It can be seen that Western governments wield their public authority 

under the banner of equality and other poli(cal excuses to increase 

interven(on and are even enac(ng laws to make this the permanent 

state of affairs. There is no doubt that this behavior deprives market 

economies of their principal arbiters—the free will of the people. The 

state is essen(ally expanding its authority over the free market to turn 

it into a command economy. The long-term implica(ons are that all 

aspects of the economy and popular livelihood will come under public 

control. Economic means will be used to consolidate poli(cal power, 

enslaving society and its ci(zens.



Using policy that looks benign on the surface, but progressively (lts the 

economic structure toward centralism, the specter is gradually leading 

humanity into full communism.   

......

High taxes, high welfare, and widespread state interven(on are 

manifesta(ons of socialism within the Western capitalist system. Thus, 

socialism shares the same principal nature of planned economics, as 

both use the authority of the state to manipulate the economy. The 

underlying ar(cle of faith here is in the omnipotence of the 

government, which is allowed to play God.

As things stand, the only difference between heavy state 

interven(onism in the West and the planned economies of communist 

countries is that in free countries, the law and some basic aspects of 

the capitalist system protect human rights from total government 

control.

Friedrich Hayek, the prominent Austrian economist and philosopher, 

cau(oned against state-controlled planning and wealth redistribu(on, 

saying that it would inevitably tamper with the market and lead to the 

rise of totalitarianism, regardless of whether the system was democra(c 

or not. Hayek believed that although the socialism prac(ced in Europe 

and North America was different from public ownership and planned 

economics, it would nevertheless come to the same result. People 

would lose their freedom and livelihood, just in a slower and more 

indirect fashion. [22]



As has been discussed earlier in this book, Marx, Engels, and Lenin all 

saw socialism as a mandatory step on the path to communism. A train’s 

movement toward its des(na(on will not be affected by its stopping at 

a sta(on plaSorm along the way. Likewise, the specter of communism is 

the driving force behind a country that is moving toward socialism. 

Once humanity forsakes tradi(on, whether in the economic sphere or in 

other areas, and accepts communist ideology, the pace of development 

is irrelevant. Sooner or later the des(na(on will be reached.

The des(na(on at the end of this path is not heaven on earth, but the 

destruc(on of humanity. In fact, the devil is not concerned with 

whether “heaven” is realized or not, as it is merely a bait to lure people 

to their doom.


