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How much do you know?

Excerpts from How the Specter of Communism Is Ruling Our World
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The 2016 American presiden al elec on was one of the most drama c 

in decades. Though voter turnout was a low 58 percent, the campaign 

trail was full of twists and turns that persisted even a(er the elec on. 

The winner, Republican candidate Donald Trump, found himself 

besieged by nega ve media coverage and protests in ci es around the 

na on. The demonstrators held signs emblazoned with slogans such as 

“Not My President,” declaring Trump to be racist, sexist, xenophobic, or 

a Nazi. There were demands for a recount and threats of impeachment.

Inves ga ve journalism has revealed that many of these protests were 

ins gated by certain interest groups. As shown in “America Under 

Siege: Civil War 2017,” a documentary directed by Florida-based 

researcher Trevor Loudon, a significant por on of the demonstrators 

were  “professional revolu onaries” with  es to communist regimes 

and other authoritarian states, such as North Korea, Iran, Venezuela, or 

Cuba. Loudon’s work also highlighted the role of two prominent 

American socialist organiza ons, the Stalinist Workers World Party and 

the Maoist Freedom Road Socialist Organiza on. [1]



Having researched the communist movement since the 1980s, Loudon 

determined that le(-wing organiza ons have made the United States 

their primary target for infiltra on and subversion. The fields of 

American poli cs, educa on, media, and business have increasingly 

shi(ed to the le( under the influence of well-placed individuals. Even 

as people around the globe cheered the triumph of the free world a(er 

the Cold War, communism was stealthily taking over public ins tu ons 

of Western society in prepara on for the final struggle.

America is the light of the free world and carries out the God-given 

mission of policing the globe. It was the involvement of the United 

States that determined the outcomes of the world wars. During the 

Cold War, facing the menace of nuclear holocaust, America successfully 

contained the Soviet bloc un l the disintegra on of the Soviet and 

Eastern European communist regimes.

The founding fathers of America applied their knowledge of Western 

religious and philosophical tradi ons to write the Declara on of 

Independence and the Cons tu on of the United States. These 

documents recognize as self-evident the rights bestowed upon man by 

God — star ng with the freedoms of belief and speech — and 

established separa on of powers to guarantee the republican system of 

government. While the United States fought a civil war, that war was 

for the purpose of fully realizing America’s founding principles by 

ending the ins tu on of slavery. Over 200 years, those principles have 

done an unparalleled job of promo ng “domes c tranquility” and 

securing the “general welfare,” as the preamble to the Cons tu on 

promises.



The freedom of the Western Hemisphere runs directly counter to the 

goal of communism, which is to enslave and destroy humanity. 

Masking itself with the beau ful vision of a collec ve, egalitarian 

society, communism directed its envoys in human society to carry out 

its schemes across the en re world.

While communism manifests itself in Eastern countries, such as the 

Soviet Union or China, as totalitarian governments, mass killing, and 

the destruc on of tradi onal culture, it has been silently and steadily 

gaining control over the West using subversion and disinforma on. It is 

eroding the economy, poli cal processes, social structures, and moral 

fabric of humanity to bring about its degenera on and destruc on.

Since the Communist Party does not have leadership over Western 

countries, communist supporters, wiIngly or not, disguise themselves 

by infiltra ng all sorts of organiza ons and ins tu ons. There are at 

least four major forces driving communist subversion in the West.

The first agent of subversion was the Soviet Union, which founded the 

communist Third Interna onal (Comintern) to spread revolu on 

worldwide. Star ng in the 1980s, the Chinese communists 

implemented economic reform. The Chinese Communist Party (CCP) 

established poli cal, business, and cultural exchanges that gave it an 

opportunity to infiltrate the West.

The second means of subversion was effected by local communist 

par es, which worked with the Soviet Communist Party and the 

Comintern.



Third, economic crisis and social upheaval have encouraged many 

Western governments to adopt socialist policies in the last few 

decades, resul ng in a steady shi( to the le(.

The fourth force of subversion comes from those who sympathize with 

and support the Communist Party and socialism. These fellow travelers 

serve communism as a fi(h column of “useful idiots” within Western 

society, helping to destroy its culture, sow moral degeneracy, and 

undermine legi mate government.
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The Bri sh Fabian Society, founded in 1884, a year a(er Marx’s death, 

took a different path in the struggle to impose socialism. The Fabian 

logo depicts a wolf in sheep’s clothing, and its name is a reference to 

Quintus Fabius Maximus Verrucosus, the Roman general and dictator 

famous for his delaying tac cs.

In the Fabian Review, the first pamphlet produced by the group, a note 

on the cover reads: “For the right moment you must wait, as Fabius did 

most pa ently, when warring against Hannibal, though many censured 

his delays; but when the  me comes you must strike hard, as Fabius 

did, or your wai ng will be in vain, and fruitless.” [3]



To gradually bring about socialism, the Fabian Society invented the 

policy of “permea on” to take advantage of available openings in 

poli cs, business, and civil society. The Fabian Society does not restrict 

the ac vi es of its members, but encourages them to advance socialist 

aims by joining suitable organiza ons and ingra a ng themselves with 

important figures, such as cabinet ministers, senior administra ve 

officials, industrialists, university deans, or church leaders. Sidney 

Webb, chairman of the Fabian Society, wrote:

As a Society, we welcomed the adhesion of men and women of every 

religious denomina on or of none, strongly insis ng that Socialism was 

not Secularism; and the very object and purpose of all sensible 

collec ve ac on was the development of the individual soul or 

conscience or character. … Nor did we confine our propaganda to the 

slowly emerging Labour Party, or to those who were prepared to call 

themselves Socialists, or to the manual workers or to any par cular 

class. We put our proposals, one by one, as persuasively as possible, 

before all who would listen to them — Conserva ves whenever we 

could gain access to them, the churches and chapels of all 

denomina ons, the various Universi es, and Liberals and Radicals, 

together with the other Socialist Socie es at all  mes. This we called 

‘permea on’: and it was an important discovery. [4]

Many members of the Fabian Society were young intellectuals. They 

made speeches and published books, magazines, and pamphlets across 

society. In the 20th century, the Fabian Society moved to the poli cal 

scene. Webb became the Fabian representa ve in the newly formed 

Labour Representa on CommiSee of the Labour Party.



In the Labour Party, Webb dra(ed its party cons tu on and party 

program. Taking a lead role in forming policy, Webb endeavored to 

make Fabian socialism the guiding ideology of the Party. The Fabian 

Society later acquired influence in the United States, where mul ple 

groups exist in the liberal arts facul es across many universi es.

Whether Lenin’s violent communism or the Fabian Society’s nonviolent 

communism, both are manipulated by communism’s evil specter and 

have the same ul mate aim. Lenin’s violent communism does not 

reject nonviolent means. In his book “Le(-Wing” Communism: An 

Infan le Disorder, Lenin cri cized the communist par es of Western 

Europe that refused to cooperate with what he called the “reac onary” 

labor unions or to join the “capitalist” na onal parliament.

Lenin wrote in his book: “The art of poli cs (and the Communist’s 

correct understanding of his tasks) consists in correctly gauging the 

condi ons and the moment when the vanguard of the proletariat can 

successfully assume power, when it is able—during and a(er the 

seizure of power—to win adequate support from a sufficiently broad 

strata of the working class and of the non-proletarian working masses, 

and when it is able therea(er to maintain, consolidate and extend its 

rule by educa ng, training and aSrac ng ever broader masses of the 

working people.” [5]

Lenin stressed again and again that the communists must hide their 

real inten ons. To seize power, no promise or compromise can be ruled 

out. In other words, to achieve their goals, they can be unscrupulous. 

On the road to power, both Russia’s Bolshevik Party and the CCP 

u lized violence and decep on to the utmost.



The brutality of the Soviet and Chinese communist regimes has drawn 

aSen on away from the nonviolent communism found in the West. 

Bernard Shaw, an Irish playwright and representa ve of the Fabian 

Society, once wrote: “I also made it quite clear that Socialism means 

equality of income or nothing, and that under socialism you would not 

be allowed to be poor. You would be forcibly fed, clothed, lodged, 

taught, and employed whether you like it or not. If it were discovered 

that you had not character enough to be worth all this trouble, you 

might possibly be executed in a kindly manner.” [6]

The Fabian Society specialized in disguise. It chose Shaw, a literary 

man, to cover up the true aims of nonviolent socialism with beau ful 

words. But the brutality lies below the surface. Western communist 

par es and their various front organiza ons incite young people to 

create an atmosphere of chaos. They take part in assault, vandalism, 

robbery, arson, bombings, and assassina on to harass and in midate 

their enemies.

......

Communism holds the na on to be an oppressive construc on of class 

society, and it aims to abolish na onality. In The Communist Manifesto, 

Marx and Engels proclaim that “working men have no country.” The 

manifesto ends on the note, “Workers of all countries, unite!”

Under Lenin’s leadership, the Bolsheviks founded the first socialist 

country in Russia and immediately established the Communist 



Interna onal (Comintern) to ins gate and spread socialist revolu on 

around the globe. The goal of the Soviet Union and the Comintern was 

to overthrow the legi mate regimes of every na on on earth and 

establish a socialist world dictatorship of the proletariat. In 1921, the 

Comintern’s Far East branch set up the CCP, which would take over 

China in 1949.

Apart from the CCP, communist par es around the world sought 

guidance from the Comintern and accepted its funds and training. With 

the resources of a vast empire at its disposal, the Communist Party of 

the Soviet Union (CPSU) recruited ac vists around the world and 

trained them to carry out subversive opera ons in their own countries.

Founded in 1919, the Communist Party USA (CPUSA) was one such 

organiza on that followed the Comintern and the CPSU. Though the 

CPUSA itself never became a major poli cal force, its influence on the 

United States was nevertheless significant. The CPUSA colluded with 

ac vists and ac vist organiza ons to infiltrate workers’ and student 

movements, the church, and the government.

Dr. Fred Schwartz, a pioneer of American an -communist thought, said 

in 1961: “Any aSempt to judge the influence of Communists by their 

numbers is like trying to determine the validity of the hull of a boat by 

rela ng the area of the holes to the area which is sound. One hole can 

sink the ship. Communism is the theory of the disciplined few 

controlling and direc ng the rest. One person in a sensi ve posi on 

can control and manipulate thousands of others.” [7]



It is now known that Soviet opera ves were ac ve within the U.S. 

government during World War II. Despite this and the an -communist 

efforts of Senator Joseph McCarthy, the facts were hidden or obscured 

from the public by le(ist poli cians, academics, and the le(-wing 

media.

In the 1990s, the U.S. government declassified the “Venona Files” 

decoded by American intelligence during the 1940s up to the end of 

World War II. These documents show that at least 300 Soviet spies 

were working in the U.S. government, including high-ranking officials in 

the Roosevelt administra on who had access to top-secret informa on. 

Other agents used their posi ons to influence American policymaking 

and statecra(.

Among those found to be Soviet spies were U.S. Treasury official Harry 

Dexter White, State Department official Alger Hiss, and Julius and Ethel 

Rosenberg, the couple who were executed by electric chair for 

transmiIng military secrets and atomic technologies to the Soviet 

Union.

The communica ons intercepted and decrypted by the Venona Project 

are just the  p of the iceberg; the full extent of Soviet infiltra on in the 

U.S. government remains unknown. As high-ranking American officials, 

some of the Soviet opera ves had opportuni es to influence important 

poli cal decisions.

Alger Hiss, the Soviet spy in the State Department, played a key role as 

President Franklin D. Roosevelt’s adviser during the Yalta Conference at 

the end of World War II. He helped determine postwar territorial 



arrangements, dra( the United Na ons Charter, decide prisoner 

exchanges, and the like.

Harry Dexter White, a trusted aide to Secretary of the Treasury Henry 

Morgenthau Jr., helped create the BreSon Woods interna onal 

financial agreement and was one of the major personali es behind the 

establishment of the Interna onal Monetary Fund and the World Bank.

White encouraged the Chinese Na onalist Party (Kuomintang) to enlist 

underground CCP member Yi Zhaoding in the Chinese Ministry of 

Finance. Taking up the post in 1941, Yi was the architect of disastrous 

currency reforms that damaged the Kuomintang’s reputa on and 

benefited the CCP’s rise.

Some historians argue that the influence of Soviet spies and their le(-

wing sympathizers in American foreign policy led the United States to 

end military aid to the Kuomintang during the Chinese Civil War a(er 

World War II. Mainland China was consequently lost to the CCP.

Some scholars, such as M. Stanton Evans, argue that Soviet spies were 

most successful at influencing policy. [8] WhiSaker Chambers, a Soviet 

informant and CPUSA associate who later defected and tes fied against 

other spies, said: “The agents of an enemy power were in a posi on to 

do much more than purloin documents. They were in a posi on to 

influence the na on’s foreign policy in the interest of the na on’s chief 

enemy, and not only on excep onal occasions, … but in what must 

have been the staggering sum of day to day decisions.” [9]



Yuri Bezmenov, a KGB agent who defected to the West, discussed 

Soviet methods of subversion in his wri ngs and interviews. According 

to Bezmenov, the James Bond-style spies of popular culture who blow 

up bridges or sneak around stealing secret documents couldn’t be 

further from the reality of espionage. Only 10 to 15 percent of the 

KGB’s personnel and resources were allocated to tradi onal spy 

opera ons, with the rest going to ideological subversion.

Bezmenov said that subversion comes in four stages: The first step is to 

foster the cultural decadence and demoraliza on of the enemy 

country; the second is to create social chaos; and the third to ins gate 

a crisis that would lead to either civil war, revolu on, or invasion from 

another country, culmina ng in the fourth and final stage of bringing 

the country under the control of the Communist Party. This is called 

normaliza on.

Bezmenov, alias Thomas Schumann, listed three fields of subversion: 

thought, power, and social life. Thought covers religion, educa on, the 

media, and culture. Power includes government administra on, the 

legal system, law enforcement, the armed forces, and diplomacy. Social 

life encompasses families and communi es, health, and rela ons 

between people of different races and social classes.

As an example, Bezmenov explained how the concept of equality was 

manipulated to create unrest. Agents would promote the cause of 

egalitarianism, making people feel discontent with their poli cal and 

economic circumstances. Ac vism and civil unrest would be 

accompanied by economic deadlock, further exacerba ng labor and 



capital rela ons in a worsening cycle of destabiliza on. This would 

culminate in revolu on or invasion by communist forces. [10]

Ion Mihai Pacepa, the highest-ranking intelligence official in communist 

Romania, defected to the United States in 1978. He further exposed 

how the former Soviet Union and communist regimes of Eastern 

Europe adopted strategies of psychological warfare and disinforma on 

against Western countries. According to Pacepa, the purpose of 

disinforma on was to alter people’s frame of reference. With their 

ideological values manipulated, people would be unable to understand 

or accept the truth even when presented with direct evidence. [11]

Bezmenov said the first stage of ideological subversion usually took 15 

to 20 years — that is, the  me needed for the educa on of a new 

genera on — the second stage two to five years, and the third stage 

only three to six months. In a speech he gave in 1984, Bezmenov said 

the first stage had been accomplished to a greater extent than the 

Soviet authori es had originally expected.

The accounts of many Soviet spies and intelligence officials and 

declassified documents from the Cold War suggest that infiltra on 

tac cs were the driving force behind the counterculture movement of 

the 1960s.

In 1950, McCarthy began to expose the extent of communist infiltra on 

across the U.S. government and society. But four years later, the 

Senate voted for his condemna on, and the government’s ini a ve to 

rid itself of communist influence was brought to a halt. This is one of 

the main reasons for the decline of the United States.



The threat of communist infiltra on has not lessened since the collapse 

of the Soviet Union and the end of the Cold War. As an example, 

McCarthy has been demonized by le(-wing poli cians and the media 

for ages. Today, McCarthyism is synonymous with poli cal persecu on 

— an indica on that the le( wing has successfully established 

dominance in the ideological struggle.

The decades of suppression and defama on meted out to U.S. an -

communist heroes like McCarthy indicate a general trend. As one 

conserva ve American poli cal commentator observed, an -

Americanism is a natural component of the global le(-wing movement. 

The le( wing fights tooth and nail to protect adulterers, abor onists, 

criminals, and communists, while suppor ng anarchy and opposing 

civiliza on.

(23)

On Thursday, October 24, 1929, the New York stock market crashed. 

The crisis spread from the financial sector to the en re economy, 

sparing none of the major developed na ons of the West. 

Unemployment spiked to over a quarter of the popula on, and the 

total number of unemployed exceeded 30 million. Apart from the 



Soviet Union, industrial produc on in major industrial countries 

dropped by an average of 27 percent. [12]

In early 1933, within 100 days of Roosevelt’s inaugura on, many bills 

were introduced around the theme of solving the crisis. The policies 

increased government interven on in the economy and passed major 

reforms: Congress enacted the Emergency Banking Act, Agricultural 

Adjustment Act, Na onal Industrial Recovery Act, and Social Security 

Act. Though Roosevelt’s New Deal essen ally ended by the outbreak of 

World War II, many of the ins tu ons and organiza ons that emerged 

during the period have con nued to shape American society to the 

present day.

Roosevelt issued more execu ve orders than the total number of such 

decrees hitherto issued by all presidents in the 20th century. 

Nevertheless, the American unemployment rate in the United States 

did not fall below double digits un l the war. The New Deal’s real effect 

was to set the U.S. government on a trajectory of high taxa on, big 

government, and economic interven onism.

In his 2017 book The Big Lie: Exposing the Nazi Roots of the American 

Le(, conserva ve thinker Dinesh D’Souza argued that the Na onal 

Recovery Act, which formed the centerpiece of Roosevelt’s New Deal, 

essen ally meant the end of the U.S. free market. [13]

According to FDR’s Folly, a 2003 book by historian Jim Powell, the New 

Deal prolonged the Great Depression rather than ending it: the Social 

Security Act and labor laws encouraged further unemployment, while 

high taxes encumbered healthy business, and the like. [14] Economist 



and Nobel Prize Laureate Milton Friedman praised Powell’s work, 

saying: “As Powell demonstrates without a shadow of a doubt, the New 

Deal hampered recovery from the contrac on, prolonged and added to 

unemployment, and set the stage for ever more intrusive and costly 

government.” [15]

President Lyndon Johnson, who took office a(er the assassina on of 

President Kennedy in 1963, declared a War on Poverty in his 1964 State 

of the Union address and launched the Great Society domes c 

programs. In a short period of  me, Johnson issued a series of 

execu ve orders, established new government agencies, reinforced the 

welfare state, raised taxes, and drama cally expanded the 

government’s authority.

It is interes ng to note the similari es between President Johnson’s 

administra ve measures and “A New Program of the American 

Communist Party’s New Agenda,” published in 1966. Gus Hall, general 

secretary of the CPUSA, said: “The communist aItude toward the 

Great Society can be summarized in an old saying that two men 

sleeping in the same bed can have different dreams. We communists 

support every measure of the Great Society concept because we dream 

of socialism.”

Hall’s “same bed” refers to the Great Society policies. [16] Although the 

CPUSA also supported the Great Society ini a ve, the inten on of the 

Johnson administra on was to improve the United States under the 

democra c system. The Communist Party’s inten on was to ease the 

United States into socialism step by step .



The most serious consequences of the Great Society and the War on 

Poverty are threefold: They increased dependence on welfare, 

discouraged people from working, and damaged the family structure. 

Welfare policies favored single-parent families, in turn encouraging 

divorce and extramarital children. According to sta s cs, the rate of 

children born out of wedlock in 1940 was 3.8 percent among all 

newborns; by 1965, this figure had increased to 7.7 percent. In 1990, 

25 years a(er the Great Society reform, the figure was 28 percent and 

again rose to 40 percent in 2012. [17]

The disintegra on of the family brought with it a series of widespread 

consequences, such as an increased financial burden for the 

government, a soaring crime rate, the decline of family educa on, 

families that are stuck in poverty for genera ons, and a mentality of 

en tlement, which led to a higher rate of voluntary unemployment.

A quote aSributed to ScoIsh historian and jurist Lord Alexander Fraser 

Tytler says: “A democracy cannot exist as a permanent form of 

government. It can only exist un l the voters discover that they can 

vote themselves largess from the public treasury. From that  me on, 

the majority always votes for the candidate promising the most 

benefits from the public treasury, with the results that a democracy 

always collapses over loose fiscal policy, always followed by a 

dictatorship.” [18]

As the Chinese saying goes, “From thri( to extravagance is easy, but 

the opposite is difficult.” A(er people develop a dependence on 

welfare, it becomes impossible for the government to reduce the scale 



and types of benefits. The Western welfare state has become a poli cal 

quagmire for which poli cians and officials have no solu on.

In the 1970s, the extreme Le( gave up the revolu onary terms that 

kept the American people on guard and replaced them with the more 

neutral-sounding “liberalism” and “progressivism.” Readers who lived 

in communist countries are no strangers to the laSer, as “progress” has 

been used by the Communist Party as a quasi-synonym for 

“communism.” For example, the term “progressive movement” 

referred to the “communist movement” and “progressive intellectuals” 

referred to “pro-communist individuals” or underground members of 

the Communist Party.

Liberalism, meanwhile, is not substan ally different from 

progressivism, as it carries the same connota on of high taxes; 

expansive welfare; big government; rejec on of religion, morality, and 

tradi on; the use of “social jus ce” as a poli cal weapon; “poli cal 

correctness”; and the militant promo on of feminism, homosexuality, 

sexual perversity, and the like.

We do not intend to point fingers at any poli cal figure or individual, 

for it is indeed difficult to make correct analysis and judgments in the 

midst of complex historical developments. It is clear that the specter of 

communism has been at work in both East and West since the 

beginning of the 20th century. When violent revolu on succeeded in 

the East, it spread the influence of communism to the governments 

and socie es of the West, shi(ing them ever le(ward.



Par cularly following the Great Depression and beginning with the 

conclusion of World War I, the United States has adopted increasingly 

socialist policies, such as the welfare state, as atheism and materialism 

eroded the moral fabric of American society. People grew distant from 

God and tradi onal morality, weakening their resistance to decep on.

......

The 1960s, a watershed moment of modern history, saw an 

unprecedented counterculture movement sweeping from East to West. 

In contrast to the Cultural Revolu on of the Chinese communists, the 

Western counterculture movement appeared to have mul ple focuses, 

or rather to lack any focus.

Over the decade from the 1960s to the 1970s, the mostly young 

par cipants of the counterculture movement were mo vated by 

various pursuits. Some opposed the Vietnam War, some fought for civil 

rights, some advocated for feminism and denounced patriarchy, some 

strove for homosexual rights. Topping this off was a dazzling spectacle 

of movements against tradi on and authority that advocated sexual 

freedom, hedonism, narco cs, and rock music.

The goal of this Western Cultural Revolu on is to destroy the upright 

Chris an civiliza on and its tradi onal culture. While apparently 

disordered and chao c, this interna onal cultural shi( stems from 

communism.



Youthful par cipants of the counterculture movement revered three 

idols as “the Three M’s” — Marx, Marcuse, and Mao Zedong.

Herbert Marcuse was a key member of the Frankfurt School, a group of 

Marxist intellectuals associated with the Ins tute for Social Research at 

the Goethe University in Frankfurt. First established in 1923, its 

founders used the concept of cri cal theory to aSack Western 

civiliza on and apply Marxism to the cultural sphere.

One of  the school’s founders was Hungarian Marxist György Lukács. In 

1919, he famously asked, “Who can save us from Western civiliza on?” 

[20] Elabora ng on this, he said that the West is guilty of genocidal 

crimes against every civiliza on and culture it has encountered. 

American and Western civiliza on, according to Lukács, are the world’s 

greatest repositories of racism, sexism, na vism, xenophobia, an -

Semi sm, fascism, and narcissism.

In 1935, the Frankfurt School Marxists relocated to the United States 

and became affiliated with Columbia University in New York. This gave 

them an opening to disseminate their theories on American soil. With 

the assistance of other le(ist scholars, they corrupted several 

genera ons of American youth.

Combining Marxism with Freudian pansexualism, Marcuse’s theories 

catalyzed the sexual libera on movement. Marcuse believed that 

repression of one’s nature in capitalist society is hindered libera on 

and freedom. Therefore, it was necessary to oppose all tradi onal 

religions, morality, order, and authority in order to transform society 

into a utopia of limitless and effortless pleasure.



Marcuse’s famous work Eros and Civiliza on occupies an important 

place among the vast amount of works of Frankfurt scholars, for two 

specific reasons: First, the book combines the thoughts from Marx and 

Freud and turns Marx’s cri ques on poli cs and economy into a 

cri que on culture and psychology. The book also built bridges 

between Frankfurt theorists and the young readers, enabling the 

cultural rebellion of the 1960s.

Marcuse said: “[The counterculture movement can be called] a cultural 

revolu on, since the protest is directed toward the whole cultural 

establishment, including the morality of exis ng society. … There is one 

thing we can say with complete assurance: The tradi onal idea of 

revolu on and the tradi onal strategy of revolu on has ended. These 

ideas are old-fashioned. … What we must undertake is a type of diffuse 

and dispersed disintegra on of the system.”  [21]

Few among the rebellious youths could grasp the arcane theories of 

the Frankfurt School, but Marcuse’s ideas were simple: be an -

tradi on, an -authority, and an -morality. Indulge in sex, drugs, and 

rock-and-roll without restraint. “Make love, not war.” As long as you 

say “no” to all authority and societal norms, you are counted as a 

par cipant in the “noble revolu onary cause.” It was so simple and 

easy to become a revolu onary; liSle wonder it aSracted so many 

young people at that  me.

It must be emphasized that although many of the rebellious youths 

acted of their own accord, many of the most radical student leaders in 

the forefront of the movement had been trained and manipulated by 



foreign communists. For instance, the leaders of the Students for a 

Democra c Society (SDS) were trained in Cuba.

The student protests were directly organized and ins gated by 

communist groups. The extreme-le( Weathermen fac on split off from 

the Students for a Democra c Society and announced in a 1969 

statement: “The contradic on between the revolu onary peoples of 

Asia, Africa, and La n America and the imperialists headed by the 

United States is the principal contradic on in the contemporary world. 

The development of this contradic on is promo ng the struggle of the 

people of the whole world against U.S. imperialism and its lackeys.” 

These words were wriSen by Lin Biao, then the second-most powerful 

leader of communist China, and came from his series of ar cles called 

“Long Live the Victory of People’s War!” [22]

Just as the Cultural Revolu on wrought irreversible damage upon 

Chinese tradi onal culture, the counterculture movement caused a 

 tanic upheaval in Western society. First, it normalized many 

subcultures that belonged to the lower fringes of society, or were 

deviant varia ons of mainstream culture. Sexual libera on, drugs, and 

rock-and-roll rapidly eroded the moral values of the youth and turned 

them into a dormant corrosive force that was against God, against 

tradi on, and against society.

Second, the counterculture movement set a precedent for chao c 

ac vism and fostered a wide range of an social and an -American 

ways of thinking, seIng the stage for the street revolu on that would 

come later.



Third, a(er the youth of the 1960s ended their ac vist lifestyle, they 

entered universi es and research ins tutes, completed their 

doctorates and masters, and entered the mainstream of American 

society. They brought with them the Marxist worldview and its values 

into educa on, media, poli cs, and business, furthering a nonviolent 

revolu on across the country.

Since the 1980s, the Le( has largely taken over and established 

strongholds in the mainstream media, academia, and Hollywood. The 

presidency of Ronald Reagan briefly reversed this trend, only for it to 

restart in the 1990s and reach a peak in recent years.

(24)

In George Orwell’s Nineteen Eighty-Four, one of the four main 

Oceanian ministries is the Ministry of Peace, which oversees the Party’s 

military affairs. The inverted meaning of its name actually contains 

profound meaning: When one’s strength is inferior to that of the 

enemy, the best strategy is to proclaim one’s desire for peace. 

Extending an olive branch is the best way to hide imminent war. The 

Soviet Union and other communist countries were and con nue to be 

adept prac  oners of this strategy, which is employed to infiltrate the 

West.



The World Peace Council was formed in 1948. Its first chairperson was 

French physicist Joliot-Curie, a member of the French Communist Party. 

World War II had just ended, and the United States was s ll the only 

country to have produced and tested the atomic bomb.

Having suffered huge losses in the war, the Soviet Union aggressively 

promoted world peace as a stratagem to stave off pressure from the 

West. The World Peace Council was directly controlled by the Soviet 

Peace Commission, an organiza on affiliated with the Soviet 

Communist Party. It ran a worldwide narra ve proclaiming the Soviet 

Union to be a peace-loving country and condemning the United States 

as a hegemonic warmonger.

High-ranking Soviet official and ideological leader Mikhail Suslov 

promoted a “struggle for peace” that became a fixture of Soviet 

rhetoric.

“The present an -war movement tes fies to the will and readiness of 

the broadest masses of the people to safeguard peace and to prevent 

the aggressors from plunging mankind into the abyss of another 

slaughter,” Suslov wrote in a 1950 propaganda tract. “The task now is 

to turn this will of the masses into ac ve, concrete ac ons aimed at 

foiling the plans and measures of the Anglo-American ins gators of 

war.”[23]

The Soviet Union sponsored a mul tude of organiza ons and groups 

such as the World Federa on of Trade Unions, World Youth 

Associa on, Interna onal Women’s Federa on, Interna onal 

Federa on of Journalists, World Democra c Youth Alliance, World 



Associa on of Scien sts, and the like to support the claims of the 

World Peace Council. “World peace” became one of the frontlines in 

the communist public-opinion war against the free world.

Vladimir Bukovsky, a prominent Soviet dissident, wrote in 1982 that 

“members of the older genera on can s ll remember the marches, the 

rallies, and the pe  ons of the 1950’s … It is hardly a secret now that 

the whole campaign was organized, conducted, and financed from 

Moscow, through the so-called Peace Fund and the Soviet-dominated 

World Peace Council …”[24]

Communist Party USA General Secretary Gus Hall said: “There is a need 

to expand the fight for peace, escalate it, involve more people, and 

make it the hot topic in every community, every people’s group, every 

trade union, every church, every family, every street, and every site 

where people gather. …” [25]

The Soviets pushed the “struggle for peace” movement in three waves 

during the course of the Cold War, with the first being in the 1950s. 

The second climax was the an -war movement of the 1960s and 1970s. 

According to the tes mony of Stanislav Lunev, a former officer of the 

Soviet GRU (military intelligence) who defected from Russia to the 

United States in 1992, the amount of money the Soviet Union spent on 

an -war propaganda in Western countries was double its military and 

economic support to North Vietnam. He said that “the GRU and KGB 

financed almost all an -war movements and groups in the United 

States and other countries.” [26]



Ronald Radosh, a former Marxist and ac vist during the an -Vietnam 

war movement, admiSed that “our inten on was never so much to end 

the war as to use an -war sen ment to create a new revolu onary 

socialist movement at home.” [27]

The third major an -war movement took place during the early 1980s 

when the United States deployed intermediate-range nuclear missiles 

in Europe. An -war protesters demanded that both the Soviet Union 

and the United States limit their nuclear arsenals, but the Soviet Union 

never abided by any interna onal trea es.

A study conducted by the U.S. Senate Judicial CommiSee in 1955 found 

that in the 38 years since the founding of the Soviet regime, it had 

signed nearly 1,000 bilateral or mul lateral trea es with various 

countries around the world, but breached nearly all the promises and 

agreements it made. [28] The authors of the study noted that the 

Soviet Union was probably the least trustworthy of all major na ons in 

history.

Trevor Loudon said that during the 1980s, New Zealand’s an -nuclear 

movement was covertly sponsored by the Soviet Union using trained 

special agents. As a result, New Zealand withdrew from the The 

Australia, New Zealand, United States Security Treaty (ANZUS or ANZUS 

Treaty), directly exposing this small country with a popula on of less 

than 4 million people to the threat of communism. [29]

A(er the 9/11 aSacks, there were a series of  large-scale an -war 

demonstra ons and protests in the United States. Behind these 

demonstra ons were organiza ons closely related to communists. [30]



Even the highly acclaimed American civil rights movement was 

influenced by the specter of communism. Comparing the communist 

revolu ons in China, Cuba, and Algeria, the American thinker G. 

Edward Griffin discovered that the civil rights movement in the United 

States followed the same general paSern. In the first stage, people 

were divided into different and mutually conflic ng groups. In the 

second stage, a united front was established to create an illusion of 

universal support and move against the opposi on in the third stage. 

The fourth stage was to incite violence. The fi(h stage was to launch a 

coup and seize power under the guise of revolu on. [31]

Star ng from the late 1920s, the communist Workers Party discovered 

the great poten al for revolu on among black Americans. They called 

for the establishment of a  Soviet “Negro Republic” in the middle of the 

South, which was home to many blacks. [32] A communist propaganda 

handbook published in 1934, “The Negroes in a Soviet America,” 

proposed a combined racial revolu on in the South with the overall 

proletarian revolu on. [33]

The civil rights movements in the United States in the 1960s received 

support from the Soviet and Chinese communist par es. When 

Leonard PaSerson, a black man and former member of the Communist 

Party USA who received training in Moscow, withdrew from the CPUSA, 

he tes fied that insurrec on and rio ng among American blacks 

enjoyed the Party’s strong support by the U.S. Communist Party. Both 

he and CPUSA General Secretary Gus Hall had been to Moscow to 

receive training. [34]



The intensifica on of the civil rights movement also coincides with the 

CCP’s campaign to export revolu on. In 1965, the CCP put forward the 

slogan of “interna onal revolu on,” calling upon the “broad 

countryside” of Asia, Africa, and La n America to surround the 

“interna onal ci es” of Western Europe and North America, just as the 

CCP had first taken over the countryside, then defeated the 

Kuomintang in the ci es during the Chinese Civil War.

The most violent organiza ons in the black people’s rights movement, 

such as the Revolu onary Ac on Movement and the Maoist Black 

Panthers, were all supported or directly influenced by the CCP. The 

Revolu onary Ac on Movement advocated violent revolu on and was 

considered a dangerous extremist organiza on by the mainstream 

society. It was disbanded in 1969.

From its form to its teachings, the Black Panthers looked up to the CCP 

as their role model, with slogans such as “poli cal power grows out of 

the barrel of a gun,” and “all power belongs to the people.” The 

Quota ons from Chairman Mao Zedong was a must-read for all 

members. Like the CCP, the Black Panthers advocated violent 

revolu on. One of its leaders, Eldridge Cleaver, predicted in 1968 a 

wave of terror, violence, and guerrilla warfare. At many black 

gatherings, par cipants waved the LiSle Red Book (Quota ons from 

Chairman Mao). The sea of red bore a striking resemblance to the 

scenes seen in China around the same  me. [35]

Although many of the appeals of the civil rights movement have been 

accepted by mainstream society, the radical black revolu onary 



ideology has not disappeared. It has recently resurfaced as the Black 

Lives MaSer movement. [36]

People all around the world wish for peace, and pacifism is an ancient 

ideal. In the 20th century, people of great vision and compassion 

dedicated their efforts to reduce misunderstanding and conflict among 

na ons. Due to historical circumstances, racial discrimina on does exist 

in the United States and other Western countries. People try to 

eliminate racial discrimina on through educa on, media, and protests, 

all of which are understandable.

But the specter of communism takes advantage of the ideological 

trends and social conflicts in Western countries. It sows discord, incites 

hatred, and creates violence while deceiving and manipula ng masses 

of people who ini ally harbored no ill intent.

......

When the street revolu on of Western youths was in full swing in the 

1960s, there was one who dismissed their naivety, sincerity, and 

idealism. “If the real radical finds that having long hair sets up 

psychological barriers to communica on and organiza on, he cuts his 

hair,” he said. The man was Saul Alinsky, a radical ac vist who wrote 

books, taught students, and personally oversaw the implementa on of 

his theories, eventually becoming the “para-communist” agitator with 

the most baneful influence for decades.

Aside from his worship of Lenin and Castro, Alinsky has also explicitly 

praised the devil himself. In his book Rules for Radicals, one of the 



epigraphs says: “Lest we forget at least an over-the-shoulder 

acknowledgment to the very first radical: from all our legends, 

mythology, and history (and who is to know where mythology leaves 

off and history begins—or which is which), the first radical known to 

man who rebelled against the establishment and did it so effec vely 

that he at least won his own kingdom—Lucifer.”

The reason Alinsky is best termed a “para-communist” is because 

unlike the Old Le( (poli cal le(ists) of the 1930s and the New Le( 

(cultural le(ists) of the 1960s, Alinsky refused to affirma vely describe 

his poli cal ideals.  His overall view was that world has “the haves,” 

“the have-a-liSle-want-mores,” and “the have-nots.” He called upon 

the “have-nots” to rebel against “the haves” by any means and to seize 

wealth and power in order to achieve a completely “equal” society. He 

sought to seize power through any means, while at the same  me 

destroying the exis ng social system. He has been called the Lenin of 

the post-communist Le( and its “Sun-Tzu.” [1]

In Rules for Radicals, published in 1971, Alinsky systema cally set forth 

his theory and methods of community organizing. These rules include: 

“A tac c that drags on too long becomes a drag.” “Keep the pressure 

on.” “The threat is usually more terrifying than the thing itself.” 

“Ridicule is man’s most potent weapon.” “Pick the target, freeze it, 

personalize it, and polarize it.” [2] The essence of his rules was about 

using unscrupulous means to achieve his goals and gain power.

The nature of Alinsky’s seemingly dry rules for community organiza on 

reveal their true nature when applied in the world. When the Vietnam 

War was s ll in progress in 1972, George H. W. Bush, the then U.S. 



ambassador to the United Na ons, gave a speech at Tulane University. 

An -war students sought advice from Alinsky, and he said that the 

standard protest format would likely result in them being simply 

expelled. He thus suggested that they don Ku Klux Klan garb, and 

whenever Bush defended the Vietnam War, they’d stand up with 

placards and say, “The KKK Supports Bush.” The students did so “with 

very successful, aSen on-geIng results.” [3]

Alinsky and his followers were delighted with two other protests he 

planned. In 1964, in nego a ons with Chicago city authori es, Alinsky 

concocted the plan of organizing 2,500 ac vists to occupy the toilets in 

Chicago’s O’Hare Interna onal Airport, one of the busiest in the world, 

to force its opera ons to grind to a halt. Prior to actually carrying off 

the plan, he leaked the plan, thus forcing the authori es to nego ate. 

[4]

In order to force Kodak, the major employer in Rochester, New York, to 

increase the ra o of black employees to white, Alinsky came up with a 

similar tac c. Seizing on the upcoming Rochester Philharmonic 

Orchestra, an important cultural tradi on in the city, Alinsky planned to 

purchase hundreds of  ckets for his ac vists, feeding them only baked 

beans beforehand. They would fill the theater and ruin the 

performance with flatulence. This episode didn’t come to frui on, but 

the threat of it as well as other of Alinsky’s tac cs, enhanced his 

posi on in nego a ons.

Alinsky’s book leaves the impression of a sinister, cold, and calcula ng 

individual. His use of “community organizing” was really a form of 

gradual revolu on. [5]



The differences between Alinsky and his forerunners were several. 

First, both Old and New Le(ists were at least idealis c in their rhetoric, 

while Alinsky stripped “revolu on” of its idealis c veneer and exposed 

it as a naked power struggle. When he conducted training for 

“community organiza ons,” he would rou nely ask the trainees: Why 

organize? Some would say that it was to help others, but Alinsky would 

roar back: “You want to organize for power!” [6]

In the training manual Alinky’s followers went by, it said: “We are not 

virtuous by not wan ng power. … We are really cowards for not 

wan ng power”; “power is good”; “powerlessness is evil.” [7]

Second, Alinsky didn’t think much of the rebellious youth of the ’60s 

who were publicly against the government and society. He stressed 

that whenever possible, one should enter the system, while biding  me 

for opportuni es to subvert it from within.

Third, Alinsky’s ul mate goal was to subvert and destroy, not to benefit 

any group—thus in implemen ng his plan, it was necessary to conceal 

the real purpose with localized or staged goals that were seemingly 

reasonable or harmless by themselves, to mobilize large crowds to 

ac on. When people were accustomed to being mobilized, it was 

rela vely easy to mobilize them to act toward more radical goals.

In Rules for Radicals, Alinsky said: “Any revolu onary change must be 

preceded by a passive, affirma ve, non-challenging aItude toward 

change among the mass of our people. … Remember: once you 

organize people around something as commonly agreed upon as 



pollu on, then an organized people is on the move. From there it’s a 

short and natural step to poli cal pollu on, to Pentagon pollu on.”

A leader from Students for a Democra c Society who was deeply 

influenced by Alinsky nailed the essence of radicalizing protests: “The 

issue is never the issue; the issue is always the revolu on.” The radical 

le( a(er the ’60s was deeply influenced by Alinsky, and always turned 

the response to any social issue into dissa sfac on with the status quo 

overall, as a stepping stone for advancing the revolu onary cause.

Fourth, Alinsky turned poli cs into a guerrilla war without restraint. In 

explaining his strategy for community organizing, Alinsky told his 

followers that they need to hit the enemy’s eyes, ears, and nose. As he 

writes in Rules for Radicals: “First the eyes; if you have organized a vast, 

mass-based people’s organiza on, you can parade it visibly before the 

enemy and openly show your power. Second the ears; if your 

organiza on is small in numbers, then do what Gideon did: conceal the 

members in the dark but raise a din and clamor that will make the 

listener believe that your organiza on numbers many more than it 

does. Third, the nose; if your organiza on is too  ny even for noise, 

s nk up the place.”

Fi(h, from his ac ons in poli cs, Alinsky emphasized using the most 

evil aspects of human nature, including indolence, greed, envy, and 

hatred. Some mes, par cipants in his campaigns would win peSy 

gains, but this only made them more cynical and shameless. In order, 

to subvert the poli cal system and social order of free countries, 

Alinsky was happy to lead his followers to moral bankruptcy. From this, 



it can be inferred that if he were to truly gain power, he would neither 

take care of nor pity his former comrades.

Decades later, two prominent figures in American poli cs who were 

deeply influenced by Alinsky helped to usher in the silent revolu on 

that has subverted American civiliza on, tradi ons, and values. At the 

same  me, the no-holds-barred, unrestricted guerrilla warfare-type 

protests advocated by Alinsky became popular in America from the 

1970s on. This is clear through the “vomit-in” protest in 1999 against 

the World Trade Organiza on in SeaSle (where protesters ingested a 

drug that induced vomi ng, then collec vely vomited in the Plaza and 

conference center), the Occupy Wall Street movement, the An fa 

movement, and so on.

It is salient to note that in one of the introductory pages of Rules for 

Radicals, Alinsky gave his “acknowledgment to the very first radical,” 

Lucifer. Further, in an interview with Playboy magazine shortly before 

his death, Alinsky said that when he died, he would “unreservedly 

choose to go to hell” and begin to organize the proletariat there 

because “they’re my kind of people.” [8]



(25)

It was Antonio Gramsci, a prominent Italian communist, who promoted 

the idea of carrying out a "long march through the ins tu ons.” He 

found that it’s difficult to incite people with faith to ini ate a revolu on 

to overthrow a legi mate government—and so in order to make 

revolu on, communists rely on a large number of foot soldiers who 

share their dark vision of morality, faith, and tradi ons. The revolu on 

of the proletariat, then, must begin with the subversion of religion, 

morality, and civiliza on.

A(er the failure of the street revolu ons in the 1960s, the rebels began 

entering academia. They obtained degrees, became scholars, 

professors, government officials, and journalists, and entered the 

mainstream of society to carry off the “long march through the 

ins tu ons.” Thus they infiltrated and corrupted the ins tu ons of 

Western society, which are crucial for the maintenance of morality in 

the society. This includes the church, government, the educa on 

system, legisla ve and judicial bodies, the art world, the media, and 

NGOs.

The United States a(er the 1960s is like a pa ent with an infec on, yet 

unable to iden fy the cause. Para-Marxist ideas have seeped deep into 

American society and have been metastasizing.

Among the many revolu onary theories and strategies that have been 

put forward, the “Cloward-Piven” strategy proposed by two sociologists 



of Columbia University became among the most well-known and has 

been tried out with some degree of success.

The core concept of the Cloward–Piven strategy is to use the public 

welfare system to force the government to collapse. According to U.S. 

government policy, the number of people eligible for welfare benefits 

is far greater than the number of people actually receiving benefits. As 

long as these people are encouraged or organized to take benefits, they 

will soon use up the government’s funds, so the government will be 

unable to make ends meet.

The specific implementa on of this strategy is the Na onal Welfare 

Rights Organiza on (NWRO). According to sta s cs, from 1965 to 1974, 

the number of single-parent families receiving benefits surged from 4.3 

million to 10.8 million, a more than doubling. In 1970, 28 percent of the 

annual budget of New York City was spent on welfare expenses. On 

average, of every two people who worked, one person received 

benefits. From 1960 to 1970, the number of people receiving benefits 

in New York City rose from 200,000 to 1.1 million. In 1975, New York 

City was almost bankrupt.

The Cloward–Piven strategy is intended to lead to a crisis. It can thus 

also be regarded as an implementa on of Alinsky’s theories, one of 

which is to “make the enemy live up to its own book of rules.”

Since the Bolshevik Revolu on led by Lenin, the Communist Party has 

been good at intrigue and scheming. With a very small number of 

people, it created powerful “revolu ons” and “crises” that it could then 

take advantage of. Similar things happen in American poli cs. For 



example, some of the Le(’s ideas in the United States are so radical 

that they seem incomprehensible to most people. Why, for instance, 

do lawmakers and elected officials seem to represent only the voice of 

extreme minori es (such as transgender people), but ignore the 

important issues of livelihood of the majority? The answer is simple: 

They are not represen ng real public opinion.

Lenin once said that labor unions are “the transmission belts from the 

Communist Party to the masses.” [9] The communists found that as 

long as they control the labor unions, they control a large number of 

votes. As long as they control the votes, they can make elected officials 

and lawmakers do their bidding. Therefore, communists seek to gain 

control of labor unions, thereby controlling a large number of 

parliamentarians and elected officials to turn the communists’ 

subversive poli cal program into the poli cal program of le(-wing 

poli cs.

1. Cleon Skousen wrote in his book The Naked Communist that one of 

the communists’ 45 goals is to “Capture one or both of the poli cal 

par es in the United States,” and this is achieved through such an 

opera on. In order to maintain their basic rights and interests, ordinary 

workers must join labor unions and thus become their pawns. An 

iden cal principle is at work when paying protec on fees to organized 

crime gangs.

Trevor Loudon’s analysis of how communist par es hijack democra c 

countries speaks to this point. Loudon divides the process into three 

steps:



Step One—Policy Forma on. During the Cold War, the Soviet Union 

and its allies formulated policies aimed at democra c countries. The 

purpose was to infiltrate and disintegrate these countries and 

transform them peacefully from within.

Step Two—Indoctrina on. During the Cold War, thousands of 

communists from around the world received training every year in the 

Soviet Union and Eastern socialist countries. The training focused on 

how to use labor movements, peace movements, churches, and non-

governmental groups to influence le(ist par es in their own countries.

Step Three—Implementa on. A(er the Cold War, local socialist and 

communist groups in Western countries began playing a more 

dominant role.

A(er the 1970s and 1980s, a large number of Americans influenced by 

communist ideology entered the social mainstream. They either 

engaged in poli cs, educa on, or academic research, or entered the 

media or non-governmental organiza ons. They use the experiences 

accumulated over several genera ons to transform the United States 

from within, and the United States has almost fallen into their hands.

The systems of democra c countries were originally designed for 

individuals of a certain moral disposi on and standard. For those who 

use all means to achieve evil ends, this system has many loopholes. 

There are numerous superficially legi mate ways to subvert a free 

society.



There is a saying in China: “We are not afraid of thieves stealing, we’re 

just afraid of them thinking of it.” Communists and those who 

ignorantly act on their behalf try to subvert the poli cal and social 

system of free socie es any way they can. A(er decades of planning 

and opera on, the governments and the socie es of the United States 

and Western countries have been severely eroded, as communist 

thinking and elements have entered the U.S. body poli c.

......

Communist countries prac ce strict control over speech and thought. 

However, since the 1980s, another form of speech and thought control 

has appeared in the West. These thought police use the banner of 

“poli cal correctness” to run amok in the media, society, and 

educa on system, using slogans and mass cri cism to restrain speech 

and thought. Even though many have already felt the evil power of its 

control, they have not grasped its ideological origins.

Phrases such as “poli cal correctness,” together with “progress” and 

“solidarity” are all words that have long been used by communist 

par es. Their superficial meaning is to avoid using discriminatory 

language toward minori es, women, the disabled, and others. For 

example, “black people” are to be called “African Americans”; Indians 

are to be called “na ve Americans,” illegal immigrants are to be called 

“undocumented workers,” and so on.

However, the hidden implica on behind poli cal correctness is to 

classify individuals into groups according to their vic m status. Those 



who are the most oppressed should therefore be accorded the most 

respect and courtesy. Regardless of individual conduct and talent, this 

judgment is rendered solely on one’s iden ty, and is thus called 

“iden ty poli cs.”

This style of thinking is extremely popular in the United States and 

other Western countries. According to such logic, black lesbians, who 

are oppressed along vectors of both race, sex, and sexual preference, 

are ranked at the forefront of vic mhood. On the contrary, white, 

heterosexual males are considered the most privileged and, in the logic 

of vic m poli cs, on the boSom of the totem pole.

This type of classifica on is iden cal to what goes on in communist 

countries, where individuals were classified as the “five classes of red” 

or “the five classes of black” according to their wealth and class status 

before the revolu on. The Chinese Communist Party eliminated and 

oppressed landowners and capitalists because of their wrong class 

status, aSacked intellectuals as the “S nking Old Ninth,” and chanted 

that “the poor are the smartest, the nobles the dumbest.”

For complex historical reasons, including social and individual reasons, 

some groups have a lower poli cal and socio-economic posi on, which 

cannot be simply explained as oppression.  But poli cal correctness 

draws an ar ficial boundary in people’s minds. It sets up a binary, 

posi ng that only those who agree with the claims of poli cal 

correctness are to be considered moral, while those who dissent are 

accused of being racist, sexist, homophobic, an -Islam, and so on.



Universi es, which should promote a culture of free expression, 

became prisons of the mind. The world is silenced and unable to 

openly and sincerely grapple with a number of issues in poli cs, 

economics, and culture. Under the name of poli cal correctness, some 

organiza ons further push tradi onal religion out of the public sphere. 

Furthermore, some countries have expanded the defini on of “hate 

speech,” implemented this expanded defini on in law, and thus used 

the law to force schools, media, and internet companies to conform. 

[10] This is a step toward the same strictures on speech as found in 

communist states.

A(er the 2016 U.S. elec on, the United States became further divided. 

Protest marches erupted in major ci es, and viola ons of freedom of 

speech began with frequency. In September 2017, the appearance of 

conserva ve author Ben Shapiro, invited to speak at the University of 

California–Berkeley, was derailed due to An fa’s threats to provoke 

violent conflict. Berkeley police stood ready and dispatched three 

police helicopters, and security expenses were es mated at over $600,

000 dollars [11]. A reporter asked a young student protester, “What 

about the First Amendment?” The student said it was no longer a 

relevant document. [12] Ironically, one signature event that marked the 

start of the student movement in 1964 was a fight for freedom of 

speech at Berkeley. These days, the Le( uses the right to speech in an 

aSempt to deprive others from having a legi mate outlet for their own 

voice.

In March 2017, American social scien st Charles Murray was invited to 

speak at Middlebury College in Vermont. While there, he was physically 

assaulted and an accompanying professor at the college was injured. In 



March 2018, tenured professor Amy Wax of the University of 

Pennsylvania School of Law was taken off some teaching du es a(er 

publishing a “poli cally incorrect” ar cle. [13] Other organiza ons, 

ac ng under the banner of opposing hate speech, have labeled regular 

conserva ve groups “hate groups.” In addi on, there have been cases 

of conserva ve authors and scholars being threatened regarding 

speaking at or aSending various events. [14]

The intrusion on freedom of speech by the Le( is not part of normal 

debate between people with differing ideas. Instead, it’s about the 

specter of communism using people with ill intent, provoking them to 

obscure the truth and suppress righteous, or at least normal, voices. 

Poli cal correctness, in essence, is about subs tu ng deviant poli cal 

and moral standards for righteous ones; it is the devil’s thought police.

(26)

The Socialist Interna onal grew from the Second Interna onal, 

founded by Engels in 1889. At the  me of establishment of the Second 

Interna onal, there existed over 100 poli cal par es around the world 

that were founded on Marxism. Of them, 66 were ruling par es that 

adhered to socialism in their respec ve countries. The name Socialist 

Interna onal originated in 1951 a(er World War II and consisted of 

social democra c par es from around the world.



There are socialist par es descended from the Second Interna onal 

everywhere in Europe, with many of them even becoming ruling 

par es. The early socialists included Lenin, who encouraged violent 

revolu on, and people like Kautsky and Burns, who promoted 

progressive reform. Within the Socialist Interna onal, socialist 

democracy and democra c socialism were almost iden cal. They both 

promoted the idea that socialism is the new system that will replace 

capitalism. Currently, the Socialist Interna onal consists of over 160 

organiza ons and members. It is the largest interna onal poli cal 

organiza on in the world.

The European Socialist Party, ac ve in the European Parliament, is also 

an alliance organiza on of the Socialist Interna onal. Its members are 

the social democra c par es of the EU and surrounding countries. It is 

also a poli cal party within the European Parliament, established in 

1992, whose membership comprises the majority of European 

organiza ons, including the European Parliament, the European 

Commission, and the European Council.

As of now, the European Socialist Party has 32 party members from 25 

countries of the EU and Norway, eight associate members, and five 

observers, for a total of 45 poli cal par es. It engages in an immense 

range of ac vi es. The main objec ves claimed by the European 

Socialist Party itself are to strengthen the socialist and social 

democra c movement within the EU and throughout Europe and to 

develop close coopera on between member par es, parliamentary 

groups, and the like. Essen ally, it works to vigorously promote the 

socialist cause.



The Swedish Social Democra c Party, the ruling party of Sweden, 

openly claims that it uses Marxism as its theore cal guide. During the 

several decades under its rule, it promoted the socialist ideologies of 

equality and welfare. Portraits of Marx and Engels s ll hang in the Party 

s halls today.

The guiding principles of the UK s Labor Party are based on Fabian 

Socialism. As discussed earlier, Fabian socialism is simply another 

version of Marxism, but stresses using gradual methods to effect the 

transi on from socialism to communism. It also advocates high taxes, 

high welfare benefits, and other socialist ideas. The Labor Party 

became the ruling party of England many  mes in recent decades and 

has always advocated Fabian socialist ideas.

The Bri sh Communist Party has also been very ac ve in trying to 

influence Bri sh poli cs, even running its own newspaper, The 

Morning Star. The Bri sh Communist Party was established in 1920, 

and during its peak, had Party members elected into the House of 

Commons. At the start of recent elec ons in England, the Bri sh 

Communist Party suddenly announced that it intends to support the 

leading le(-wing poli cian of the Labor Party.

One important member of the Labor Party has spent 40 years 

promo ng na onaliza on of assets and socialism. In September 2015, 

he became head of the Labor Party, with an overwhelming lead of 60 

percent. This poli cian has for years been a prominent par cipant in 

LGBT events and ac vi es. When a BBC reporter enquired about his 

views on Marx, he praised Marx as a great economist and a fascina ng 



figure who observed a great deal and from whom we can learn a great 

deal.

The Socialist Party in France is France s largest center-le( poli cal party 

and a member of the Socialist Interna onal (SI) and Party of European 

Socialists (PES). Its presiden al nominee was elected President of 

France in 2012.

Italy s veteran communist Antonio Gramsci not only founded the 

Communist Party of Italy in 1921, but also served as its general 

secretary. Up un l the 1990s, the Communist Party of Italy was very 

ac ve, for a long  me maintaining its posi on as the second largest 

poli cal party. In 1991, the party was renamed the Democra c Party of 

the Le(.

Germany, the other large Western European country, is no excep on. 

Germany is the birthplace of Marx and Engels, and the home to the 

influen al Frankfurt School, another expression of Marxism.

Other European countries, like Spain, Portugal, and others all have very 

ac ve communist poli cal par es with significant influence. All of 

Europe, not only Eastern European countries, are dominated by 

communism. Non-communist countries in northern Europe, southern 

Europe, and Western Europe are all inten onally or uninten onally 

promo ng and hos ng communist ideologies and policies. To view 

Europe in enemy hands is not an exaggera on.

......



American sociologist Paul Hollander in his book Poli cal Pilgrims told 

the stories of many young intellectuals enamored with communism 

who traveled to the Soviet Union, Maoist China, and Communist Cuba. 

While horrifying abuses took place, these young poli cal pilgrims saw 

none of it and upon their return, enthusias cally wrote books glorifying 

socialist policies. [15]

Communist ideology is an ideology of the devil, and as  me has passed, 

people have seen increasingly clearly that everywhere communism 

goes, it is accompanied by violence, lies, war, famine, and dictatorship. 

The ques on is: Why are there s ll so many people who 

wholeheartedly help the devil spread its lies, even becoming its 

obedient tools?

In the United States, for example, people of different  me periods were 

aSracted to communism for different reasons. The very early 

Communist Party USA members were immigrants. Their economic 

status was low, and it was hard for them to blend into the community. 

They thus joined the Party mainly due to influences from their 

homeland (primarily Russia and Eastern European countries).

A(er the Great Depression, the influence of Marxism in the West 

drama cally increased, and almost the en re intellectual class in the 

West began a le(ward turn. Numerous intellectuals went to visit the 

Soviet Union, and a(er returning, gave speeches and wrote books 

promo ng communist ideology. Those involved included many 

influen al thinkers, writers, ar sts, and reporters.



The Baby Boomer genera on entered college during the 1960s, 

growing up in post-war affluence, yet they were misled by communist-

inflected ideologies into other countercultural stances taking the form 

of an -war, women s rights, and the like. The next genera on of 

students were taught le(-leaning material right out their textbooks 

because their teachers were the tenured radicals thus communism s 

long march through the ins tu ons had finally succeeded, beginning a 

cycle intended to reproduce and maintain itself forever.

In a book dedicated to exposing communism, Masters of Deceit, FBI 

Director J. Edgar Hoover, whose tenure ran 37 years, classified 

communist ac vists into five groups: open party members, 

underground party members, fellow travelers, opportunists (those who 

support the party for self-interest), and dupes. [16] In reality, there are 

very few extremely evil and die-hard communist ac vists; isn t it much 

more the case that the majority of Communist Party members were 

simply taken in?

American reporter John Silas Reed s Ten Days That Shook the World, 

and Edgar Snow s Red Star Over China played a major role in promo ng 

communist ideology around the world. Reed is one of three Americans 

who was buried in the Kremlin Wall Necropolis, meaning that he 

himself was a communist ac vist. His descrip on of the October 

Revolu on was not an objec ve repor ng of the actual events, but 

carefully cra(ed poli cal propaganda.

Edgar Snow was a fellow traveler of communism. In 1936, the interview 

outline he provided to a CCP member included ques ons in a dozen 

areas, including diplomacy, defense against enemy invasion, views on 



unequal trea es, foreign investment, views on Nazis (Na onal 

Socialists), and more. Later, Mao Zedong met Snow in a cave home in 

Shanbei (the northern por on of Shaanxi Province) to answer 

ques ons so that a favorable impression of the CCP could be created. 

The young and naive Snow was used as a tool by the treacherous CCP 

to broadcast its carefully cra(ed lies to the world.

Yuri Bezmenov, a former KGB spy, recalled his experience of receiving 

foreign friends when he worked as a spy. Their schedule was par ally 

arranged by the Foreign Intelligence Service of the Russian Federa on. 

Their visits to churches, schools, hospitals, kindergartens, factories, and 

more were prearranged. Those involved were communists or poli cally 

trustworthy and had undergone training to make sure they would 

speak with one voice. He cited as an example the  me when Look, a 

major American magazine in the 1960s, sent journalists to the Soviet 

Union and ended up prin ng materials prepared by Soviet security 

forces, including photos and print copy.

Thus, Soviet propaganda went out into the public under the name of a 

U.S. magazine, misleading Americans. Yuri Bezmenov said that many 

journalists, actors, and star athletes can be excused for being blinded to 

the reali es while visi ng the Soviet Union, but that the behavior of 

many Western poli cians was unforgivable. They wove lies and sought 

coopera on with Soviet communists for their own reputa on and 

profit, he said, calling them morally corrupt. [17]

In the book You Can S ll Trust the Communists to Be Communists, Dr. 

Fred Schwartz analyzed why some young men from wealthy families 

became fond of communism. He listed four reasons: First, 



disenchantment with capitalism; second, belief in a materialist 

philosophy of life; third, intellectual hubris; fourth, an unfulfilled 

religious need. Intellectual hubris refers to the experience of young 

people at the age of about 18 20 who easily fall prey to communist 

propaganda due to their par al understanding of history, their an -

authoritarian resentment, and their desire to rebel against tradi on, 

authority, and the ethnic culture they grew up in.

Unfulfilled religious needs refers to the fact that everyone has a kind of 

religious impulse inside them, driving them to transcend themselves. 

However, atheism and the theory of evolu on ins lled by their 

educa on make them unable to derive sa sfac on from tradi onal 

religion. The communist fantasy of libera ng mankind takes advantage 

of this latent human need and serves as their ersatz religion. [18]

Intellectuals tended to be fooled by radical ideologies. Such a 

phenomenon has drawn the aSen on of scholars. In his book The 

Opium of the Intellectuals, Raymond Aron strongly pointed out that on 

one hand, 20th-century intellectuals severely cri cized the tradi onal 

poli cal system, but on the other hand, generously tolerated or even 

turned a blind eye to the dictatorship and slaughter in communist 

states. He saw the le(-wing intellectuals who turned their ideology into 

a secular religion as hypocri cal, arbitrary, and fana cal.

In his book Intellectuals: From Marx and Tolstoy to Sartre and Chomsky, 

Paul Johnson, a Bri sh historian, analyzed the lives and radical poli cal 

views of Rousseau and a dozen intellectuals who followed him. He 

found that they shared the fatal weakness of arrogance and 

egocentrism. [19]



In his book Intellectuals and Society, the American scholar Thomas 

Sowell also gave extensive illustra on of the extraordinary arrogance of 

these intellectuals.

These scholars have based their analysis of communist intellectuals on 

careful judgment and analysis, but we wish to bring aSen on to 

another reason, which they have not covered, that explains why 

intellectuals can be so easily fooled. Communism is a demonic ideology 

that does not belong to any tradi onal culture in human society. Since 

it militates against human nature, it can never be organically developed 

by man, but must be enforced and ins lled from the outside. Under the 

influence of atheism and materialism, contemporary academia and 

educa on has abandoned belief in gods. Blind belief in science and the 

worship of so-called human reason make it possible for people to 

become slaves of this demonic ideology.

Since the 1960s, communism has engaged in a large-scale invasion of 

American educa on. Even worse, many young people bombarded by 

le(-wing media and given a simplified educa on indulge in television, 

computer games, the internet, and social media. They get turned into 

snowflakes,

people who lack knowledge, a global perspec ve, a sense of 

responsibility, a sense of history, and the ability to cope with 

challenges. With communist or communist-derived ideologies ins lled 

in them by their parents genera on, they become indoctrinated and 

henceforth use a warped framework for evalua ng the new facts they 



see and hear. That is, communist lies have formed a film around them, 

preven ng them from a genuine vision of reality.

To deceive people, the demon has extensively exploited the human 

weaknesses of stupidity, ignorance, selfishness, greed, and credulity. 

Meanwhile, idealism and roman c fantasies of a beau ful life have also 

been taken advantage of. This is the saddest of all. In fact, a communist 

state is nothing like the roman c fantasies of communist true believers. 

If they actually lived under a communist regime, instead of simply 

visi ng on a pleasant tour, they might realize this.

*****

The communist specter infiltrated the West in disguise. Only when we 

transcend concrete phenomena and put ourselves on a higher plane 

can we truly see the face and goals of the specter.

The real reason the specter could aSain its goal is because humans 

abandoned their belief in gods and relaxed their moral standards. Only 

by revivifying our belief in gods, purifying our minds, and eleva ng our 

morality can we rid ourselves of demonic influence and control. If all of 

human society returned to tradi on, the specter would have no place 

to hide.

 



(27)

Almost all peoples of the world have their own ancient myths and 

legends that discuss man s crea on by their gods, in the image of God, 

and which lay the founda on of morality and culture for that people. 

These tradi ons leave a path of return to Heaven for those who believe 

in their gods. In the East and West, there are records and legends 

about how N wa and Jehovah created their people.

Gods admonish man to follow the commandments of gods or be 

punished by them. In  mes of widespread moral decay, gods destroy 

man in order to preserve the purity of the universe. Many races in the 

world have legends about how great floods destroyed civiliza ons. 

Some were recorded in detail.

In order to maintain the morality of human beings, there are  mes 

when enlightened beings or prophets reincarnate in the human world 

to rec fy people s hearts, to stop them from being destroyed, and to 

lead those civiliza ons to develop and mature. Such individuals include 

Moses and Jesus in the West, Laozi in the East, Sakyamuni in India, and 

Socrates in ancient Greece.

Human history and culture help people understand what Buddhas, 

Taos, and gods are; what it means to believe in God; and how to 

prac ce cul va on. The different schools of prac ce teach what is 

righteous and what is evil, how to dis nguish truth from falsehood and 

good from evil, and finally they teach man to await the Creator s return 



to Earth before the end of the world in order to be saved and return to 

Heaven.

Once people sever their connec on with the god that created them, 

their morality will quickly deteriorate. Some races thus disappeared, 

such as the legendary Atlan s civiliza on, which was buried in the sea 

overnight.

In the East, especially in China, beliefs are rooted in the hearts of 

people through tradi onal culture. Therefore, it is difficult to deceive 

the Chinese people into accep ng atheism with simple lies. In order to 

uproot the 5,000 years of beliefs and culture, the communist evil 

specter used large-scale violence to slaughter the elites who had 

inherited tradi onal culture and then used lies to deceive young people 

from genera on to genera on.

In the West and other parts of the world, religions and beliefs are the 

main forms of maintaining contact between man and gods, and are 

also important cornerstones for maintaining moral standards. Although 

the communist evil specter failed to establish communist tyranny in 

these countries, it achieved its goal of destroying orthodox religions 

and corrup ng human beings by decep on, deviance, and infiltra on.

......

The devil of communism also made systema c arrangements for 

aSacking religious believers in non-communist countries. Through the 

Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the CCP, it used money and 



spies to infiltrate the religious ins tu ons of other countries, under the 

pretext of religious exchange, to warp righteous beliefs or to directly 

aSack them and introduce socialist and communist ideologies into 

religion. This then led to believers con nuing to worship and prac ce in 

religions that had been changed by communist ideology.

a. Infiltra ng Religion

Cur s Bowers, producer of the documentary Agenda Grinding Down 

America, revealed that he found tes mony before Congress in 1953 

given by Manning Johnson, a high-level Communist Party member. 

Johnson said:

Once the tac c of infiltra ng religious organiza ons was set by the 

Kremlin, the actual mechanics of implemen ng the new line was a 

ques on of following the general experiences of the living church 

movement in Russia where the Communists discovered that the 

destruc on of religion could proceed much faster through infiltra on of 

the church by Communist agents opera ng within the church itself.

In general, the idea was to divert the emphasis of clerical thinking from 

the spiritual to the material and poli cal by poli cal, of course, is 

meant poli cs based on the Communist doctrine of conquest of power. 

Instead of emphasis towards the spiritual and maSers of the soul, the 

new and heavy emphasis was to deal with those maSers which, in the 

main, led toward the Communist program of immediate demands. 

These social demands, of course, were of such a nature that to fight for 

them would tend to weaken our present society and prepare it for final 

conquest by Communist forces.



The devil of communism indeed acted this way. For example, some 

Marxists disguised themselves and infiltrated Chris an churches in the 

United States. They started to enter the seminaries in the 1980s and 

1990s and miseducated genera on a(er genera on of priests and 

pastors who then went on to influence religion in the United States.

The Bulgarian historian Momchil Metodiev, a(er extensive research in 

Cold War-era Bulgarian Communist Party archives, exposed the fact 

that the Eastern European communist intelligence network closely 

collaborated with the Party religious commiSees to influence and 

infiltrate interna onal religious organiza ons. [5]

On a global scale, one organiza on that was significantly infiltrated by 

communism in Eastern Europe was the World Council of Churches 

(WCC). Established in 1948, the WCC is a worldwide inter-church 

Chris an organiza on. Its members include churches of various 

mainline forms of Chris anity, represen ng around 590 million people 

from 150 different countries. The WCC is thus a major force in world 

religious circles.

However, the WCC was the first interna onal religious organiza on to 

accept communist countries (including the Soviet Union and its 

subordinate states) as members during the Cold War and to accept 

financial support from communist countries.

The communist infiltra on of the WCC included important victories, 

such as the elec on of the Russian Orthodox metropolitan bishop of 

Leningrad, Nikodim, as president of the WCC in 1975. Another victory 

was the decades-long role played by Bulgarian communist spy Todor 



Sabev, who served as deputy general secretary of the WCC between 

1979 and 1993. Historian Momchil Metodiev notes that in the 1970s, 

Nikodim led the infiltra on under direc ons from the KGB, with 

support from bishops and agents in Bulgaria. [6]

Based on a released KGB file from 1969, historian and Cambridge 

University professor Christopher Andrew writes that during the Cold 

War, important Russian Orthodox Church representa ves in the WCC 

secretly worked for the KGB, exer ng covert influence on the WCC s 

policies and opera ons. A released KGB file from 1989 shows that 

these KGB-controlled Russian Orthodox Church representa ves 

successfully inserted their agenda into the WCC s public 

communica ons. [7]

If we understand how the Eastern European communists infiltrated and 

manipulated the churches, it is not difficult to understand why the WCC 

disregarded the opposi on of its members and insisted on funding the 

Zimbabwe African Na onal Union-Patrio c Front (ZANU-PF) in January 

1980. The ZANU-PF was a notorious group of communist guerrillas who 

were known to murder missionaries and shoot down commercial 

flights.

The WCC was also infiltrated by the CCP through the Chinese Chris an 

Council, a Party tool to control religion. The Council is the only official 

representa ve of communist China in the WCC, and due to monetary 

and other influences, the WCC has for years gone along with CCP 

interests.



The general secretary of the WCC officially visited China in the 

beginning of 2018 and met with several Party-controlled Chris an 

organiza ons, including the Chinese Chris an Council, the Na onal 

CommiSee of Three-Self Patrio c Movement of the Protestant 

Churches in China, and the State Administra on for Religious Affairs. In 

China, the number of members of non-official Chris an groups 

(underground churches) is far greater than the official ones; yet WCC 

delegates didn t arrange to meet with any non-official Chris an groups 

in order to avoid fric on with Beijing.

b. Restric ng Religion

The infiltra on of the communist specter in the West is omnipresent, 

and religion has been buffeted by ideologies and behavior that vilify 

God. Ideas like separa on of church and state and poli cal correctness 

stemming from communism have been used to marginalize and 

sabotage righteous, orthodox religions.

The United States was built as one na on under God. All U.S. 

presidents, when sworn in, put their hand on the Bible and ask God to 

bless America. Nowadays, when religious people cri cize behaviors, 

ideas, and policies that depart from gods, or speak out against abor on 

or homosexuality, which are forbidden by God, communists in the 

United States, or the militant Le(, go on the offensive. They use 

separa on of church and state to say that religion should have nothing 

to do with poli cs, and so seek to restrict the will of God, and the 

admonishments and limita ons on human behavior laid down by gods.

For thousands of years, gods have made themselves known to those 

who have faith. Faithful people with righteous beliefs accounted for the 



majority of society in the past and had a tremendous posi ve influence 

on social morality. Today, people can only talk about God s will within 

church. Outside of church, they can t cri cize or resist the aSempts to 

undermine God s parameters for human conduct. Religion has almost 

lost its func on in maintaining the morality of society, and as a result, 

morality in the United States has collapsed like a landslide.

In recent years, poli cal correctness has been promoted to new highs, 

to the point that people are hesitant to say Merry Christmas in a 

country that was founded on Chris anity. This happens only because 

some claim that it s poli cally incorrect and hurts the feelings of non-

Chris ans. Similarly, when people openly speak of their belief in God or 

pray to God, some claim this to be discriminatory against people with 

other beliefs, including nonbelievers. The fact is, all people are allowed 

to express their beliefs, including respect for their gods, in their own 

ways, and it has nothing to do with discrimina on.

In schools now, classes that involve righteous beliefs and tradi onal 

values are not allowed to be taught. Teachers are not to speak of 

Crea on, for the reason that science has yet to prove the existence of 

God. Science has also yet to prove atheism and evolu on but these 

theories are taught as truth in schools. Speech that aSacks, rejects, and 

vilifies gods, on the other hand, is all protected and glorified under the 

banner of freedom of speech.

The communist specter s infiltra on of society and restraints against 

and manipula on of religion, culture, educa on, the arts, and law is an 

exceedingly complex and systemic issue. We will discuss it in detail in 

future chapters.



......

In the past century, various distorted theologies gained currency as 

communist thought swept through the religious world, subver ng 

clergy and infiltra ng and subtly corrup ng orthodox religions. Clergy 

shamelessly interpreted the scriptures according to their whims, 

distor ng the righteous teachings le( by enlightened beings from 

orthodox religions. Especially in the 1960s, revolu onary theology, 

theology of hope, poli cal theology, and other distorted theologies 

saturated in Marxist thought sowed chaos in the religious world.

Many priests in La n America were educated in European seminaries in 

the last century and were deeply influenced by the new theological 

theories that had been altered by communist trends. Libera on 

theology was ac ve in La n America in the 20th century during the 

1960 80s. Its main representa ve was the Peruvian priest Gustavo Gu  

rrez.

This theology introduces class struggle and Marxian thought directly 

into religion, and interpreted God s compassion for humanity to mean 

that the poor should be liberated so religious believers should take part 

in class warfare in order for the poor to aSain equal status. This school 

of thought used the Lord s instruc on for Moses to lead the Jews out of 

Egypt as the theore cal basis for the belief that Chris anity should 

liberate the poor.



This emerging theology, which emphasizes class warfare and the 

establishment of socialism, was greatly praised by Fidel Castro, the 

leader of the Communist Party of Cuba. Although the tradi onal 

Catholic Church has resisted the prolifera on of these so-called 

emerging theologies, the new Pope, appointed in 2013, invited the 

representa ve of liberal theology, Gu  rrez, to aSend a press 

conference in the Va can on May 12, 2015, as the main guest, thus 

showing the present-day Catholic Church s tacit acquiescence and 

support of libera on theology.

Libera on theology first spread through South America and then 

through the world. In various parts of the world, many emerging 

theologies similar to libera on theology have appeared, such as black 

theology, women s theology, Death of God theology, liberal theology, 

and even queer theology. These distorted theologies have greatly 

disrupted Catholic, Chris an, and other orthodox beliefs around the 

world.

During the 1970s, in the United States, the leader of the infamous 

Peoples Temple of the Disciples of Christ ( Peoples Temple in short), 

who called himself the reincarna on of Lenin, was a Marxist believer 

and set the original teachings of Marxism-Leninism and Mao Zedong 

Thought as the doctrine of the Peoples Temple. He claimed that he was 

prosely zing in the United States in order to achieve his communist 

ideals.

A(er killing American congressman Leo Ryan, who was inves ga ng 

allega ons against the cult, he knew that it would be difficult for him to 

escape, so he cruelly forced his followers to commit mass suicide. He 



even killed those who were unwilling to commit suicide with him. In 

the end, more than 900 people commiSed suicide or were killed. This 

cult tarnished the reputa on of religion and adversely affected the 

righteous faith people had in orthodox religions. Thus it had a serious 

nega ve impact on people in general.

......

The book The Naked Communist, published in 1958, lists 45 targets in 

the United States for communism to destroy. Astonishingly, most of the 

goals have already become reali es. Number 27 in the list is: Infiltrate 

the churches and replace revealed religion with social religion. 

Discredit the Bible. [8]

In the religious sector today, the three original orthodox religions in 

par cular Chris anity, Catholicism, and Judaism (together referred to 

as the revealed religions) have been demonically altered and controlled 

by the communist specter, and have lost the func ons they had in their 

original forms. New denomina ons established or demonically altered 

with communist principles and concepts have become even more 

direct promulga ons of communist ideology. Religions were important 

cornerstones in maintaining the smooth and normal opera ons of the 

Western world, yet they have been deformed beyond recogni on by 

the communist specter.

In the churches of various religions nowadays, many bishops and 

priests simultaneously promulgate deviated theologies, while also 

corrup ng and consor ng with their followers in a non-stop series of 



scandals. Many believers go to church because they think it s a civilized 

thing to do or even a form of entertainment or social life, but they re 

not genuinely commiSed to cul va ng their character.

Religions have been corrupted from within. The result is that people 

lose their confidence in religions and their righteous beliefs in Buddhas, 

Daos, and gods. Consequently, they end up abandoning their beliefs. If 

man does not believe in the divine, God will not protect him, and 

ul mately humankind will be destroyed.

On June 29, 2017, the Victoria Police Department in Australia hosted a 

brief press conference to announce that because of charges made by 

mul ple plain ffs, the Australian Cardinal George Pell would confront 

allega ons related to sexual offences. Pell became the archbishop of 

Melbourne in 1996 and cardinal in 2003. In July 2014, under 

assignment by Pope Francis, Pell took responsibility for supervising all 

financial transac ons in the Va can. He wielded enormous power and 

was the No. 3 person at the Va can.

The 2002 Spotlight column in the Boston Globe carried a series of 

reports on Catholic priests sexual molesta on of children in the United 

States. The reporters inves ga on revealed that over the past several 

decades, there were close to 250 Boston priests who had molested 

children, and that the church, in an aSempt at cover-up, shi(ed clergy 

around from one area to another, rather than informing the police. The 

priests con nued to molest children in the new areas, thus crea ng 

more vic ms.



Similar events quickly spread across the United States. The revela ons 

extended to priests in other countries with Catholic presence, including 

Ireland, Australia, and others. Other religious groups began to publicly 

denounce the corrup on of the Catholic church.

Eventually, under public pressure, Saint John Paul II was compelled to 

hold a conference in the Va can for U.S. Catholic cardinals, at which 

the Va can admiSed that the sexual molesta on of children is a crime 

and that the administra ve structure of the church would be reformed. 

Further, the church would expel priests who had sexually offended 

children, and the criminals would be jailed. The church paid over $2 

billion in seSlements for the abuses.

Skimming money off believers in the name of religion has also been a 

common occurrence. For example, in China, various religions have 

rampantly embezzled money by taking advantage of believers faith in 

Buddhas, Daos, and gods, effec vely turning religion into a business. 

Money is charged for religious ceremonies and for worshipping by 

burning incense, with fees some mes running up to 100,000 yuan 

($15,000).

More churches and temples have been built, looking all the more 

splendid on the surface, while righteous belief in God diminishes. 

Disciples who genuinely cul vate are fewer and fewer. Many temples 

and churches have become gathering places for evil spirits and ghosts, 

and temples in China have turned into commercialized tourist sites 

where monks earn salaries, and Buddhist and Daoist abbots preside as 

CEOs.



During the so-called wave of studying the Report of the Chinese 

Communist Party s 19th Congress, the deputy chairman of China s 

Buddhist Associa on claimed at a Training Program for the Spirit of the 

19th Congress, The 19th Congress Report is the contemporary Buddhist 

scripture, and I have hand-copied it three  mes. He also stated, The 

Chinese Communist Party is today s Buddha and BodhisaSva, and the 

19th Congress Report is contemporary Buddhist scripture in China, and 

it shines with the glowing rays of the Communist Party s belief.

There were also people who called upon Buddhist believers to follow 

his example and apply the method of hand-copying scriptures to hand-

copy the 19th Congress Report with a devout heart so that they could 

experience enlightenment. When this news report was published in the 

Nanhai Buddhist Ins tute in Hainan Province, it led to enormous 

controversy and was ul mately deleted. The report nevertheless 

spread widely on the internet. This incident shows that official 

Buddhism in China is full of poli cian-monks, and is fundamentally not 

a cul va on community. Instead, China s official Buddhism has become 

a tool used by the Chinese Communist Party for its United Front work.

For more than a thousand years, bishops around the world were 

directly appointed or recognized by the Va can. The 30 or so bishops 

previously recognized by the Va can in the Chinese region have not 

been acknowledged by the CCP. Likewise, the Va can and the Catholics 

loyal to it in China (par cularly the underground believers) have not 

acknowledged the Communist Party-appointed bishops. However, 

under constant coercion and en cement by the CCP, the new Pope has 

recently begun conversa ons with the CCP that appear set to provide 



Va can recogni on for the CCP-appointed bishops. Thus, bishops 

previously appointed by the Va can would be sidelined.

The church is a faith community whose purpose is to enable believers 

to cul vate, upli( their morality, and ul mately return to Heaven. 

When deals are done in the human world with an evil spirit in revolt 

against God, where the communist specter is allowed to arrange and 

appoint bishops and thus take charge of maSers concerning the belief 

of tens of millions of Catholics in China, how would God look at the 

maSer? What will the future hold for the tens of millions of Catholics in 

China?

In China, a country with a rich tradi onal culture, the specter of 

communism painstakingly arranged a system that violently destroyed 

tradi onal culture, demolished orthodox religions, and annihilated 

people s physical bodies, while simultaneously demoralizing society 

and severing the connec on between man and gods all with the 

purpose of completely destroying people.

In the West and other parts of the world, the specter used decep on 

and infiltra on to demonize orthodox religions, and to confuse and 

mislead people so as to have them give up orthodox beliefs. They thus 

dri( further away from gods un l they face total destruc on. No 

maSer what means were used by the specter, the ul mate goal is the 

same to destroy humankind.



(28)

Since the 1960s, a variety of an -tradi onal movements, including 

modern feminism, sexual libera on, and gay rights have risen to 

prominence in the West. The ins tu on of the family has been hit the 

hardest. In the United States, the Family Law Reform Act of 1969 gave a 

green light to unilateral divorce. Other countries soon rolled out similar 

laws.

In the United States, the divorce-to-marriage ra o more than doubled 

from the 1960s to the 1980s. In the 1950s, about 11 percent of the 

children born in a married family saw their parents divorced, and in 

1970, the ra o soared to 50 percent. [1] According to the U.S. Centers 

for Disease Control and Preven on (CDC), more than 40 percent of 

newborn infants in the United States in 2016 were born out of wedlock. 

In 1956, this figure was less than 5 percent. [2]

In tradi onal socie es in the East and the West, chas ty in rela ons 

between men and women was seen as a virtue. Today, it s thought to 

be quaint and even ridiculous. The same-sex marriage movement, 

accompanied by the feminist movement, has sought to legally redefine 

the family and marriage. A law professor who is currently a member of 

the U.S. Federal Equal Employment Opportunity Commission ini ated a 

declara on in 2006 called Beyond Same-Sex Marriage: A New Strategic 

Vision for All Our Families and Rela onships. It advocated that people 

form any sort of new family, according to whatever desires they may 

have (including polygamous marriages, joint homosexual-couple 



families, and so on). The professor also argued that the tradi onal 

marriage and family should not enjoy more legal rights than any other 

form of family. [3]

In public schools, premarital sex and homosexuality, which were 

regarded as shameful for thousands of years in tradi onal society, have 

not only been ins lled as normal, but in some schools, they are even 

tacitly or explicitly encouraged. In this view, a child s sexual orienta on 

should be freely developed and chosen, with the obvious result of an 

increase in homosexuality, bisexuality, transgenderism, and so on. For 

example, in 2012 the Rhode Island School District banned a school s 

tradi on of holding father-daughter dances and mother-son baseball 

games, saying that public schools have no right to ins ll in children 

ideas such as that girls like to dance or that boys like baseball. [4]

The trend toward gradual destruc on of the tradi onal family is now 

obvious. The elimina on of the family advocated by communism will 

become a reality before the long-promised elimina on of class 

differences.

In Western socie es, there are many aspects to the destruc on of the 

family. This includes the impact not only of feminism, sexual libera on, 

and the homosexual movement, but also the broader social backdrop 

of le(-wing advocacy, progressivism, and the like, all of which are 

claimed to be under the banners of freedom, fairness, rights, and 

libera on. These ideas are buSressed explicitly and implicitly by laws, 

legal interpreta ons, and economic policies supported by fellow 

ideologues. All of it has the effect of inducing people to abandon and 

transform the concept of the tradi onal marriage and family.



These ideologies originate from the beginning of the 19th century and 

are deeply infused with communist factors. The evil specter of 

communism excels at con nuous muta on and decep on, which has 

led to constant confusion about what exactly people are suppor ng 

when they endorse these policies and ideologies. The result is 

immersion in a worldview whose parameters were set by communist 

ideas. The tragic situa on today the degrada on of the tradi onal 

family and people s confusion about the true nature of this trend is the 

result of the me culous planning and gradual implementa on of the 

spirit of communism over the past two hundred years.

The consequence is that not only is the family eliminated as a basic unit 

of social stability, but tradi onal morality established by God is also 

destroyed, and the role the family plays in passing on and nurturing the 

next genera on in a framework of tradi onal beliefs is also lost. Thus 

the younger genera on is unconstrained by tradi onal ideas and 

beliefs, and become playthings for ideological possession by the 

communist specter.

(29)

In the tradi onal cultures of the East and West, marriage was 

established by gods and is considered to be arranged by Heaven. Once 

formed, the bond of marriage cannot be broken. Both men and women 



were created by gods according to their own images, and they are all 

equal before gods. At the same  me, gods also made men and women 

different physically, and established respec ve roles for them. In the 

Western tradi on, women are the bone of men s bones and flesh of 

their flesh. [5] A man must love his wife as though she were part of his 

own body, and if necessary, sacrifice himself to protect his wife.

In turn, a woman should cooperate with and help her husband, making 

the couple an integral whole. Men are responsible for working hard 

and making a living to support the family, while women suffer in 

childbirth. All this stems from the different original sins people carry.

Similarly, in Eastern tradi onal culture, men are associated with the 

yang of yin and yang, which is symbolically connected with the sun and 

the sky, and which thus demands that they con nuously strive to make 

progress and shoulder the responsibility of taking care of the family 

through hard  mes. Women belong to the yin principle, symbolically 

connected to the earth, which means they bear and nurture everything 

with great virtue. They should be yielding and considerate of others, 

and have the duty to support their husbands and educate their 

children. Only when men and women work well in their own roles can 

the yin and the yang be harmonized and children grow and develop in 

a healthy manner.

Tradi onal families play the role of transmiIng beliefs, morality, and 

maintaining the stability of society. The family is the cradle of belief 

and the bond for the transmission of values. Parents are the first 

teachers in children s lives. If children can learn tradi onal virtues such 



as selflessness, humility, gra tude, endurance, and more from their 

parents words and deeds, they will benefit for the rest of their lives.

Tradi onal married life also helps men and women grow together in 

morality. It requires husbands and wives to treat their emo ons and 

desires with a new aItude and to be considerate and tolerant of each 

other. This is fundamentally different from the idea of cohabita on. 

Human emo ons are fickle. If the couple are together because they like 

to be together and break up because they don t like to anymore, the 

rela onship is not much different from a common friendship 

unbounded by marriage. Marx ul mately hoped for widespread 

unconstrained sexual intercourse, [6] which of course is about 

dissolving the tradi onal marriage and thus in the end elimina ng the 

ins tu on of the family.

......

Communism believes that the family is a form of private ownership. To 

eliminate private ownership, therefore, it follows that the family should 

also be eliminated. The original principle of communism regards 

economic factors to be key in determining the kind of family 

rela onships formed. Contemporary Marxian-Freudianism regards 

sexual desire as the key to ques ons associated with the family. The 

common characteris c of these two ideologies is their cas ng aside of 

basic human morality, their worship of materialism, desire, and 

pragma c interests. All of this simply turns humans into beasts. It is a 

twisted ideology that has the effect of destroying the family by 

corrup ng thought.



The fantas c delusion that sits at the heart of communism is the 

doctrine of the libera on of mankind. This manifests not merely as 

supposed libera on in an economic sense, but also the libera on of 

mankind itself. The opposite of libera on, of course, is oppression. So 

where does the oppression that must be resisted come from? 

Communism s answer is that the oppression comes from people s own 

no ons, which are imposed by tradi onal social morality: The 

patriarchy of the tradi onal family structure oppresses women; 

tradi onal sexual morality oppressed human nature, and so on.

The feminism and homosexual rights movements of later genera ons 

inherited and then expanded upon this communist-inspired theory of 

libera on. It leads to a full baSery of concepts in opposi on to 

tradi onal marriage and family, as well as sexual libera on, 

homosexuality, and the like. All of these ideas have become tools used 

by the devil to undermine and destroy the family. Communism sets 

itself against and wishes to overthrow all tradi onal moral values, as 

clearly stated in The Communist Manifesto.

 

(30)

The evil spirit s ideological trends find their origins in the 19th century. 

A(er a century of transforma on and evolu on in the West, they 

finally came to the fore in the United States in the 1960s.



In the 1960s, influenced and encouraged by neo-Marxism and various 

other radical ideologies, social and cultural movements manipulated by 

the evil spirit appeared. These include the hippie counterculture, the 

radical New Le(, the feminist movement, and the sexual revolu on. 

The turbulence of these social movements was a fierce aSack against 

America s poli cal system, tradi onal value system, and social fabric.

The movements quickly spread to Europe, rapidly altering the way the 

mainstream thought about society, the family, sex, and cultural values. 

While this was going on, the gay rights movement was also rising. The 

confluence of these forces led to the weakening of tradi onal Western 

family values and the decline of the ins tu on of the tradi onal family 

and its centrality in social life. At the same  me, social turmoil triggered 

a series of problems, including the prolifera on of pornography, the 

spread of drug abuse, the collapse of sexual morality, the rise of the 

juvenile crime rate, and the expansion of groups depending on social 

welfare.

......

Sexual libera on (also known as the sexual revolu on) originated in the 

United States in the 1960s. Its subsequent rapid spread through the 

world dealt a devasta ng blow to tradi onal moral values, in par cular 

tradi onal family values and sexual morality.

The evil spirit made ample prepara ons for using sexual libera on 

against Western socie es. The free love movement paved the way to 

gradually erode and disintegrate tradi onal family values. The concept 

of free love violates tradi onal sexual morality, and argues that sexual 



ac vity of all forms should be free from social regula on. In this view, 

individual sexual ac vi es, including marriage, abor on, and adultery, 

should not be restricted by the government or law, nor subject to social 

sanc on.

The followers of Charles Fourier and the Chris an Socialist John 

Humphrey Noyes were the first to coin the term free love.

In recent  mes, the main promoters of free love ideas are almost all 

socialists or people deeply influenced by socialist thought. For example, 

among those pioneering the free love movement in Britain was 

socialist philosopher Edward Carpenter, who was also an early ac vist 

for gay rights. The gay rights movement s most famous advocate, 

Bri sh philosopher Bertrand Russell, was an avowed socialist and a 

member of the Fabian Society. He claimed that morality should not 

limit humanity s ins nc ve drive toward pleasure and advocated 

premarital and extramarital sex.

The main forerunner of the free love movement in France was mile 

Armand, in his early days, an anarcho-communist who later built on 

Fourier s utopian communism, founded French individualist anarchism 

(which falls under the broader category of socialism), and advocated 

promiscuity, homosexuality, and bisexuality. The pioneer of the free 

love movement in Australia was Chummy Fleming, an anarchist 

(another socialist offshoot).

The free love movement in America bore important fruit Playboy, the 

ero c magazine founded in 1953. The magazine made use of coated 

paper to create the impression that it was ar s c and not seedy. It also 

used expensive color prin ng, with the result that pornographic 



content typically regarded as low-class and vulgar swi(ly entered the 

mainstream, and Playboy became a high-class leisure magazine. For 

more than half a century, it has spread the toxin of sexual freedom to 

people around the world and has laid siege to tradi onal morals and 

percep ons regarding sex.

In the middle of the 20th century, with hippie culture increasing in 

popularity and free love gaining widespread acceptance, the sexual 

revolu on (also known as sexual libera on) made its official debut. The 

term sexual revolu on was coined by Wilhelm Reich, the founder of 

communist psychoanalysis and a German communist. He combined 

Marxism with Freudian psychoanalysis, and believed that the former 

liberated people from economic oppression, while the laSer liberated 

people from sexual repression.

Another founder of sexual libera on theory was Herbert Marcuse of 

the Frankfurt School. During the Western counterculture movement of 

the 1960s, his slogan make love, not war embedded the no on of 

sexual libera on deep within people s hearts.

Since then, with the publica on of Alfred Kinsey s Sexual Behavior in 

the Human Male and Sexual Behavior in the Human Female, and the 

widespread use of oral contracep ves, the no on of sexual libera on 

swept through the West. It is worth men oning that contemporary 

scholars have discovered distorted sta s cal data in Kinsey s work, as 

well as exaggera on, over-simplifica on, and other fallacies driven by 

his poli cal and ideological commitments. Kinsey set out to show that 

extramarital sex, homosexual sex, and so on were common, and thus to 



direct society to accept the normaliza on of these phenomena, a task 

at which he was largely successful. [22]

All at once, being sexually liberated became fashionable. Among young 

people, promiscuity came to be considered normal. Teens who 

admiSed to being virgins were ridiculed by their peers. Data show that 

of those who turned 15 years of age between 1954 to 1963 (the 60s 

genera on), 82 percent had premarital sex before the age of 30. [24] In 

the 2010s, new brides who were s ll virgins before they married 

numbered only 5 percent, while 18 percent of brides had previously 

had 10 or more sexual partners before marriage. [25] The cultural 

mainstream has become saturated with sex, including in literature, film, 

adver sing, and television.

(31)

The feminist movement is another tool the communist specter has 

used to destroy the family. When it began in the 18th century, the 

feminist movement (also known as first-wave feminism) started in 

Europe and advocated that women should be accorded the same 

treatment as men in educa on, employment, and poli cs. The center 



of the feminist movement shi(ed from Europe to the United States in 

the mid-19th century.

When first-wave feminism started, the no on of the tradi onal family 

s ll had a strong founda on in society, and the feminist movement did 

not advocate directly challenging the tradi onal family. The influen al 

feminists at that  me, such as Mary Wollstonecra( of 18-century 

England, Margaret Fuller of 19-century America, and John Stuart Mill of 

19th-century England, all advocated that in general women should 

priori ze the family a(er marriage, that the poten al of women should 

be developed within the domain of the family, and that women should 

enrich themselves for the sake of the family (such as educa ng the 

children, managing the family, and so on). They thought, however, that 

some special women who are par cularly talented should not be 

constrained by society, and should be free to u lize their talents, even 

to the extent of compe ng with men.

A(er the 1920s, when the right for women to vote was wriSen into law 

in many countries, the first wave of women s rights movements 

gradually receded. In the following years, with the impact of the Great 

Depression and World War II, the feminist movement essen ally laid 

down its flag.

At the same  me, the communist specter began to sow the seeds of 

destruc on for tradi onal marriage and sexual ethics. The early 

utopian socialists in the 19th century laid the direc on for modern 

radical feminist movements. Fran ois Marie Charles Fourier, called the 

father of feminism, declared that marriage turns women into private 

property. Robert Owen cursed marriage as evil. The ideas of these 

utopian socialists were inherited and developed by later feminists, 



including, for example, Frances Wright, who in the 19th century, 

inherited the ideas of Fourier and advocated sexual freedom for 

women.

The Bri sh feminist ac vist Anna Wheeler inherited Owen s ideas, 

fiercely condemning marriage for supposedly turning women into 

slaves. Socialist feminist ac vists were also an important part of the 

feminist movement in the 19th century. At that  me, among the most 

influen al feminist publica ons in France were La Voix des Femmes, 

the very first feminist publica on in France, and Free Women (La 

Femme Libre, later renamed La Tribune des Femmes), as well as La 

Poli que des Femmes, among others. The founders of these 

publica ons were either followers of Fourier or of Henri de Saint-

Simon, the advocate of modernity. Because of the close connec on 

between feminism and socialism, the authori es scru nized feminism.

When the first wave of women s rights movements proceeded in full 

swing, the devil of communism also made arrangements to introduce a 

variety of radical thoughts to aSack tradi onal concepts of family and 

marriage, paving the way for the more radical feminist movement that 

followed.

The second wave of feminist movements began in the United States in 

the late 1960s, then spread to Western and Northern Europe, and 

quickly expanded to the en re Western world. American society in the 

late 1960s went through a period of turmoil, with the civil rights 

movement, an -Vietnam War movement, and various radical social 

trends. Feminism, taking advantage of this unique set of circumstances, 

emerged in a more radical strain and became popular.



The cornerstone of this wave of feminist movements was the book The 

Feminine Mys que by BeSy Friedan, published in 1963, as well as the 

Na onal Organiza on for Women (NOW), which she founded. Using 

the perspec ve of a suburban middle-class housewife, Friedan fiercely 

cri cized the tradi onal family role of women, and argued that the 

tradi onal image of a happy, content, joyful housewife is a myth forged 

by a patriarchal society. She argued that middle-class suburban families 

are a comfortable concentra on camp for American women, and that 

modern educated women should reject the sense of accomplishment 

aSained through suppor ng their husbands and educa ng their 

children, but instead realize their worth outside the family. [26]

A few years later, more radical feminists dominated the Na onal 

Women s Organiza on, inheri ng and developing Friedan s ideas. They 

said that women had been oppressed by patriarchy since ancient  mes 

and aSributed the root cause of women s oppression to the family. In 

response, they came to advocate the complete transforma on of the 

social system and tradi onal culture, and struggle in all aspects of 

human affairs the economy, educa on, culture, and the family to 

achieve female equality.

Classifying a society into the oppressor and the oppressed to advocate 

for struggle, libera on, and equality is exactly what communism is all 

about. Tradi onal Marxism classifies groups according to their 

economic statuses, while neo-feminist movements divide people based 

on gender.



BeSy Friedan, the author of The Feminine Mys que, was not, as her 

book described, a middle class suburban housewife bored with her 

housework. Daniel Horowitz, a professor at Smith College, wrote a 

biography of Friedan in 1998  tled BeSy Friedan and the Making of The 

Feminine Mys que. His research reveals that Friedan, under her 

maiden name BeSy Goldstein, had been a radical socialist ac vist since 

her college years up to the 1950s. At different  mes, she was a 

professional journalist, or propagandist to be accurate, for several 

radical labor unions in the orbit of the Communist Party USA.

David Horowitz, a former le(ist and no rela on to Daniel Horowitz, 

reviewed her published ar cles to understand the development of her 

views. [27] She was a member of the Young Communist League while in 

UC Berkeley. Friedan even requested twice, at different  mes, to join 

the CPUSA. Judith Hennesee, her authorized biographer, also indicates 

she was a Marxist. [28]

Kate Weigand, an American scholar, points out in her book Red 

Feminism that feminism in fact did not stay quiet in the United States 

from the early 20th century to the 1960s. During that period, a large 

group of red feminist writers with communist backgrounds paved the 

way for the subsequent second-wave feminist movement. These 

include Susan Anthony, Eleanor Flex, Gerda Lerner, Eve Merriam, and 

the like. As early as 1946, Anthony applied the Marxist analy cal 

method to draw an analogy between the white oppressing the black, 

and the male oppressing the female. However, due to the McCarthyism 

of the period, such writers no longer talked about their red 

background. [29]



In Europe, French writer Simone de Beauvoir s iconic work The Second 

Sex ushered in the craze for the second wave of feminism. De Beauvoir 

used to be a socialist. In 1941, together with communist philosopher 

Jean-Paul Sartre and other writers, she created Socialiste et Libert , a 

French underground socialist organiza on. With the rise of her 

reputa on for feminism in the 1960s, de Beauvoir declared that she no 

longer believed in socialism, and claimed that she was only a feminist.

She said, One is not born, but rather becomes, a woman. She 

advocated that though sex is determined by physiological 

characteris cs, gender is a self-perceived psychological concept formed 

under the influence of human sociality. She argued that the 

temperaments of obedience, submissiveness, affec on, and maternity 

are all derived from the myth carefully designed by the patriarchy for 

its oppression of women, and advocated that women break through 

tradi onal no ons and realize their unrestrained selves.

This mentality in fact lies at the heart of the damaging no ons of 

homosexuality, bisexuality, transgenderism, and the like. Since then, 

various feminist thoughts have emerged in a constant stream, all 

looking at the world through the lens of women being oppressed by a 

patriarchy, which is realized through the ins tu on of the tradi onal 

family making the family, then, an obstacle to the realiza on of female 

equality. [30]

De Beauvoir held that women are restrained by their husbands due to 

marriage, and called marriage as disgus ng as pros tu on. She refused 

to get married and maintained an open rela onship with Sartre. By the 

same token, Sartre also engaged in sexual encounters with other 



women. Her view on marriage is the standard among contemporary 

radical feminists. Such chao c sexual liaisons and rela onships are 

precisely the system of communal wives envisioned by Charles Fourier, 

forerunner of utopian communism in the 19th century.

(32)

Feminism is now prevalent in all sec ons of society. According to a 

public survey conducted by Harvard in 2016, about 59 percent of 

women expressed support for feminist views.

One major asser on of contemporary feminism is that apart from the 

physiological differences in male and female reproduc ve organs, all 

other physical and psychological differences between men and women, 

including divergences in behavior and personality, are social and 

cultural constructs. By this logic, men and women should be completely 

equal in all aspects of life and society, and all manifesta ons of 

inequality between men and women are the result of a culture and 

society that is oppressive and sexist.

For example, the number of men working as execu ves in large 

companies, high-level academics in elite universi es, and senior 

government officials far outstrips the propor on of women in similar 

posi ons. Many feminists believe this is mainly caused by sexism, when 

in fact a fair comparison between the sexes can be made only when 



considering factors such as ability, hours, work ethic, and the like. 

Success in high-level posi ons o(en requires long-term, high-intensity 

over me work the sacrifice of weekends and evenings, sudden 

emergency mee ngs, frequent business travel, and so on.

Giving birth tends to interrupt a woman s career, and women are 

inclined to reserve  me to spend with their families and children 

instead of dedica ng themselves completely to their work. In addi on, 

people with the ap tude to fill high-level posi ons tend to possess 

strong personali es, whereas women tend to be gentler and more 

agreeable. These are the main reasons why females fill such a small 

propor on of high-level posi ons. However, feminists regard women s 

tendencies to be gentle and to orient themselves around family and 

children as traits imposed upon them by a sexist society. According to 

feminism, these differences should be corrected by services such as 

public daycare and other forms of welfare. [1]

Contemporary feminism cannot tolerate any explana on of inequality 

between men and women that bases its argument on natural 

physiological and psychological differences between men and women. 

All blame must be laid at the feet of social condi oning and tradi onal 

morality.

In 2005, Lawrence Summers, president of Harvard University, spoke at 

an academic conference to discuss why women are less likely than men 

to teach in the scien fic and mathema cs fields of top universi es. In 

addi on to the 80-some hours per week required for these posi ons, 

and their unpredictable work schedules ( me most women would 

reserve for family), Summers proposed that men and women may 



simply differ in their competence when it comes to advanced science 

and math. Despite suppor ng his statements with relevant studies, 

Summers became the target of protests by the feminist organiza on 

NOW. The group accused him of sexism and demanded his removal. 

Summers was roundly cri cized in the media and forced to make a 

public apology for his statements. He then dedicated $50 million to 

increase the diversity of the Harvard faculty. [2]

In 1980, Science Magazine published a study showing that male and 

female middle school students had significant differences in their 

mathema cal reasoning ability, with boys performing beSer than girls. 

[3] A subsequent study that compared SAT math test scores for males 

and females found male examinees were four  mes as likely to achieve 

a score of more than 600, as compared with females. This gap became 

even more extreme at the 700-point threshold, where 13  mes more 

male test-takers reached this score than did females. [4]

The same research team did another study in the year 2000, finding 

that both male and female SAT examinees who demonstrated 

mathema cal genius on their SAT scores tended to obtain advanced 

degrees in science and math-related fields, and were sa sfied with 

their achievements. Lawrence Summers s arguments were backed up 

by scien fic data.  

Some reports noted that Summers s treatment following the 2005 

conference mirrors the re-educa on policies used by communist 

regimes to suppress dissidents. Even as the causes of inequality had yet 

to be determined, equality of outcome was enforced by encouraging 



diversity that is, ensuring a larger number of female instructors in the 

math and scien fic fields.  

It is simple to see the links between feminism and socialism. The 

nineteenth-century French diplomat and poli cal scien st Alexis de 

Tocqueville said: Democracy and socialism have nothing in common but 

one word, equality. But no ce the difference: While democracy seeks 

equality in liberty, socialism seeks equality in restraint and servitude. 

[5]

None of this is meant to prove that men are superior to women in 

intelligence or ability, as men s and women s talents manifest 

themselves in different competencies. Deliberate aSempts to eliminate 

differences between the sexes run counter to common sense and 

prevent both men and women from fulfilling their poten al.

While the reasons for psychological and intellectual dispari es between 

men and women may not be immediately obvious, denying their 

physical and reproduc ve differences flies in the face of fact. In the 

tradi onal view of both the East and the West, men are protec ve 

figures. It s normal that firefighters are overwhelming male. However, 

feminists, believing in absolute equality between men and women, 

demand that women take on tradi onally male du es, with 

unexpected results.

In 2005, the New York Fire Department allowed a woman to become a 

firefighter without passing the physical trials, which typically include 

comple ng tasks while wearing oxygen tanks and other equipment 

weighing 50 pounds. Other firefighters expressed concerns about this, 



saying that colleagues who couldn t meet the standards would 

inevitably create burdens and danger for the rest of the team and for 

the public.

The fire department eventually hired the woman so as to avoid a 

lawsuit: Feminist groups had long blamed NYFD s high physical 

standards for the low propor on of women entering the firefigh ng 

force. [6] The Chicago fire department faced similar challenges and was 

forced to lower the standard in order to increase the number of female 

firefighters.

In Australia, many city fire departments have implemented gender 

quotas. For each male applicant hired, a woman has to be hired as well. 

In order to meet this requirement, vastly different physical standards 

have been set for men and women despite their applying for the same 

dangerous, high-stress job.

This illogical campaign for equality of outcome didn t stop there. The 

quotas created fric on between male and female firefighters, who 

reported that their male coworkers blamed them for being unqualified 

and incompetent. Feminist groups latched onto this as bullying and 

psychological pressure. [7] The situa on created yet another baSle for 

feminists to fight in their ostensible crusade for equality.

But this absurdity is a deliberate step in the plans of the communist 

specter: By challenging the supposed patriarchy that is, tradi onal 

society feminism undermines the tradi onal family the same way that 

class struggle is used to undermine the capitalist system.



In a tradi onal culture, it is taken for granted that men should be 

masculine and women should be feminine. Men shoulder responsibility 

for their families and communi es by protec ng women and children 

the very patriarchal structure that feminism challenges on the grounds 

that it confers unfair advantages to men while restraining women. 

Feminism has no place for the tradi onal spirit of chivalry or 

gentlemanly behavior. In a feminist world, the men aboard the sinking 

Titanic would not have sacrificed their places in the lifeboats so that 

the female passengers could have a beSer chance at survival.

Feminism s crusade against patriarchy has also entered the realm of 

educa on. In 1975, a Pennsylvania court ruling on a lawsuit against the 

Pennsylvania Intercollegiate Athle c Federa on ordered that schools 

must include both male and female students in all physical ac vi es, 

including wrestling and American football. Girls were not allowed to 

abstain on the basis of their gender alone. [8]

In her 2013 book The War Against Boys: How Feminism Is Harming Our 

Young Men,   American scholar Chris na Hoff Sommers argued that 

masculinity is coming under aSack. [9] She showcased the example of 

Avia on High School in Queens, New York, which primarily accepts 

students from low-income families. The school raised these children to 

high standards of academic achievement and was ranked as one of the 

best high schools in America by US News and World Report.

The school specializes in teaching its students via hands-on projects 

such as construc ng electrical mechanical aircra(, and unsurprisingly, 

the class body is overwhelmingly male. Girls, while forming a smaller 



percentage of students, also perform remarkably and earn the respect 

of their peers and instructors.

Nevertheless, Avia on High School faced increasing cri cism and 

threats of lawsuit from feminist organiza ons demanding that more 

female students be admiSed. Speaking at the White House in 2010, the 

founder of the Na onal Women s Law Center took specific aim at 

Avia on High School as a case of gender isola on and said, We are 

hardly going to rest on our laurels un l we have absolute equality, and 

we are not there yet.

For feminists, raising boys to pursue masculine traits of independence 

and adventure, and encouraging girls to be gentle, considerate, and 

family-oriented amounts to nothing more than oppression and sexist 

inequality.

Modern feminism is forcing society into a gender-free future by 

aSacking the psychological characteris cs of men and women that 

characterize their respec ve sex. This has par cularly severe 

implica ons for children and young people who are in their forma ve 

years and among whom increasing numbers are expected to become 

homosexual, bisexual, or transgender.

This is already underway in some European countries, where more and 

more children report feeling that they were born in the wrong body. In 

2009, the Gender Iden ty Development Service (GIDS), based at the 

Tavistock and Portman NHS Founda on Trust in London, received 97 

referrals for sex transi oning. By 2017, GIDS was receiving over 2,500 

such referrals annually. [10]



Tradi onal society regards childbirth and the educa on of children to 

be the sacred duty of women, ordained by God or Heaven. In the 

annals of both East and West, behind every great hero is a great 

mother. Feminism discards this tradi on as patriarchal oppression, and 

holds that expec ng women to be responsible for raising their children 

is a key example of this oppression.

Contemporary feminist literature is replete with denuncia ons of 

motherhood and married life as being monotonous, boring, and 

unfulfilling. The bias of this dim view is apparent when considering the 

personal lives of well-known feminists. Nearly all of them suffer from 

broken rela onships or failed marriages, or they are childless.

Feminism has opened the door to all kinds of ridiculous no ons. There 

are those who insist that the personal is poli cal and see domes c 

conflicts as gender wars. Some consider men parasites who enslave 

women s minds and bodies. Others describe children as a hindrance to 

women looking to reach their full poten al, and claim that the roots of 

oppression are in the family structure.

Modern feminism openly proclaims that its aim is to destroy the 

tradi onal family. Typical statements include the following: The 

precondi on for women s libera on is an end to the marriage system. 

[11] The choice to serve and be protected and plan towards being a 

family-maker is a choice that shouldn t be. [12] We can t destroy the 

inequi es between men and women un l we destroy marriage. [13]



Feminist movements resolved supposed social problems by promo ng 

moral degeneracy and destroying human rela ons in the name of 

libera on. According to Sylvia Ann HewleS, an American economist 

and gender specialist, modern feminism is the major contribu ng 

factor to a large number of single-mother households, while no-fault 

divorce actually provides a convenient means for men to abandon their 

responsibili es. Ironically, feminism s assault on the exis ng family 

structure works to destroy the haven that ensures the happiness and 

security of most women.

Easy divorce did not emancipate women. Studies found that 27 percent 

of divorced women were living below the poverty line, a percentage 

three  mes higher than that of divorced men. [14] The specter of 

communism cares nothing about women s rights. Feminism is merely 

its tool to destroy families and corrupt humankind.

(33)

The lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender (LGBT) movement has been 

closely associated with communism ever since the first utopians began 

tou ng homosexuality as a human right. Since the communist 

movement claims to emancipate people from the bondage of 

tradi onal morality, its ideology naturally calls for supposed LGBT rights 

as a part of its program of sexual libera on. Many proponents of sexual 



libera on who staunchly support homosexuality are communists or 

share their views.

The world s first major LGBT movement was started by senior figures of 

Germany s Social Democra c Party (SDP) during the 1890s. Led by 

Magnus Hirschfeld, this group promoted homosexuality as being 

natural and moral. In 1897, the Scien fic-Humanitarian CommiSee, 

known in German as the Wissenscha(lich-humanit res Komitee (WhK), 

was founded by Hirschfeld to advocate for LGBT causes and began their 

first public campaign that year.

In 1895, when Bri sh writer Oscar Wilde was inves gated for his sexual 

rela onship with another man, the SDP was the only group that stood 

up in his defense. SDP leader Eduard Bernstein proposed a bill to 

overturn the law banning sodomy.

One of the most radical examples of sexual libera on in the era came 

following the Bolsheviks October Revolu on in Russia. Soviet sexual 

policies, which were discussed earlier in this chapter, abolished legal 

prohibi ons on homosexual rela onships, making the Soviet Union the 

most liberal country on earth by le(ist standards.

In 1997, the African Na onal Congress (ANC) of South Africa passed the 

world s first cons tu on that recognized homosexuality as a human 

right. The ANC, a member of the Socialist Interna onal (formerly a 

branch of the now-defunct Second Interna onal), has consistently 

supported homosexuality.



Inspired by Hirschfeld s WhK, in 1924, Henry Gerber founded the 

Society for Human Rights (SHR), the first American LGBT rights 

organiza on. SHR was short-lived, as several of its members were 

arrested soon a(er its establishment. In 1950, American communist 

Harry Hay founded the MaSachine Society in his Los Angeles residency. 

The organiza on was the first influen al LGBT group in the United 

States. It expanded to other areas and released its own publica ons.

In 1957, zoologist Evelyn Hooker claimed in her research that there was 

no mental difference between homosexual and heterosexual men. Her 

work then became the main scien fic basis used to jus fy 

homosexuality. Hooker had links to a member of the MaSachine 

Society, who persuaded her to support homosexuality. Her study has 

been cri cized for picking all its subjects from the ranks of the 

MaSachine Society. [15]

In the 1960s, accompanying the wave of sexual liberaliza on and the 

hippie movement, the homosexual cause went public. In 1971, the 

Na onal Organiza on for Women (NOW), a major American feminist 

organiza on, stated its support for homosexual rights.

In 1974, the American Psychiatric Associa on (APA) cited Evelyn Hooker 

s research as the main evidence for taking homosexuality off the list of 

mental disorders. But in the actual vote, this decision was opposed by 

39 percent of the APA s members. In other words, the research was far 

from unanimously convincing.

Hooker and her follow-up researchers chose the so-called adjustment 

test results as a measure for the psychological status of homosexuals. 



To put it plainly, if a person can adapt to society, maintain self-esteem 

and good interpersonal rela onships, and has no psychological barriers 

in his or her regular social life, he or she can be considered a 

psychologically normal person.

In 2015, Dr. Robert L. Kinney III published an ar cle in the medical 

journal Lincore that discussed the flaws in the standard Hooker used to 

determine the presence or lack of mental disorder.

An an example, there is a type of mental illness called xenomelia, which 

creates in its sufferers a strong desire to cut off their own healthy, 

func oning limbs. Similar to how some homosexuals are convinced 

they were born with the wrong sex organs, xenomelia pa ents strongly 

believe that one or more of their body parts do not belong to them. 

This kind of pa ent is fully capable of adap ng to society, maintaining 

self-esteem and good interpersonal rela onships, and has no 

psychological barriers to func oning in society. Pa ents experience 

sa sfac on when the offending limb is amputated and report that it 

improves their lives. [16]

Kinney s report cited other mental illnesses. For instance, people with a 

certain type of psychological disorder enjoy ea ng plas c. Nonsuicidal 

vic ms of another illness have a strong desire to hurt themselves 

physically, and so on. They o(en have good social adjustment, 

evidenced by such qualifiers as having earned college degrees. All 

these condi ons are nevertheless psychological abnormali es as 

recognized by the scien fic community. [17]



Many studies confirm that homosexuals have significantly higher rates 

of contrac ng AIDS, commiIng suicide, and abusing drugs than the 

general popula on, [18] even in countries such as Denmark, where 

same-sex marriages have long been legal and des gma zed. [19] The 

prevalence of AIDS and syphilis among homosexuals is between 38 and 

109  mes that of the normal popula on. [20] Before the 

breakthroughs in AIDS treatment made in the 1990s, the average 

lifespan of homosexuals was eight to twenty years lower than the 

average popula on. [21] These facts do not suggest that homosexuality 

is normal or healthy.  

As the LGBT movement con nues to grow, the poli cally correct label 

of homophobia is used to aSack those opposed to homosexuality, and 

experts who present findings that homosexuality is a mental illness are 

marginalized. A considerable number of homosexuals have obtained 

degrees in psychology and psychiatry and have become experts in 

queer studies.

The supposedly scien fic evidence widely quoted today to support 

homosexuality as normal behavior is the Report of the Task Force on 

Appropriate Therapeu c Responses to Sexual Orienta on, wriSen by a 

working group appointed by the APA in 2009. Kinney has noted that 

out of the seven members of the working group, six, including the 

chairman, were homosexual or bisexual. The study cannot be 

considered scien fically neutral.

Joseph Nicolosi, late president of the Na onal Ins tute of Gay and 

Lesbian Studies, disclosed that at the  me, the most qualified experts 

applied to join the working group, but because they belonged to the 



academic school that supported the use of treatment to correct 

homosexuality, none were accepted. [22] Nicholas Cummings, a former 

APA president, said in a public statement that poli cs trumps science in 

the Associa on, which has been taken over by advocates of 

homosexual rights. [23]

Today, the adjustment standard supported by queer-studies experts 

and proponents of the homosexual movement is also widely used by 

the APA to measure other sexual-psychological abnormali es, such as 

pedophilia. According to the APA, a pedophile is defined as an adult 

who feels intensely aroused or has sexual fantasies upon seeing a child, 

regardless of whether these impulses are acted upon or not. But as 

long as he or she is capable of demonstra ng adjustment, then the 

pedophile s sexual orienta on should be considered normal. Rather, 

only when pedophiles feel shame, inner conflict, or other types of 

debilita ng psychological pressure does it count as a disorder.

This standard of diagnosis runs completely counter to normal human 

values: According to the APA, a person who feels shame and guilt for 

having unacceptable impulses is mentally ill, but someone who is 

comfortable with these impulses is supposedly healthy. Homosexual 

marriage was legalized following this logic, and acceptance of 

pedophilia cannot be long in coming.

David Thorstad, a Trotskyite and member of the American Communist 

Party, founded the North American Man/Boy Love Associa on 

(NAMBLA). Another important figure in the American LGBT movement 

and a promoter of pedophilia is Allen Ginsberg, a communist, and 

admirer of Fidel Castro. Aside from NAMBLA, another major pedophile 



organiza on is the Childhood Sensuality Circle, founded in California in 

1971 by disciples of the German communist and pioneer of sexual 

libera on Wilhelm Reich.

Pandora s box has been thrown wide open. According to the 

adjustment standard of today s psychology, various perverted sexual 

freedoms advocated by the utopian socialist Charles Fourier, including 

incest, group marriage, and bes ality, can also be considered normal 

psychological states. The divine union of husband and wife has been 

distorted to include same-sex couples. It follows that incestuous 

families and marriage between humans and animals can be legalized. 

The devil is reducing man to a beast, without standards or morals, so 

that he will be eventually destroyed.

The LGBT movement, sex libera on, and feminism have put the family 

structure and human morality under total siege. It is a betrayal of the 

tradi onal marriage that God arranged for mankind.

To treat homosexuals as fellow human beings is kind and good, but the 

devil has manipulated this kindness to deceive and destroy people who 

have forgoSen that gods created men and women in their image and 

set the condi ons for being human. When man is no longer man, and 

woman is no longer woman, when people abandon divine moral codes 

and side with the devil for the sake of their desires, then there is no 

escape from the abyss of damna on.

We may kindheartedly say we respect your choice to those who have 

gone astray and wandered to the edge of the abyss, but this serves 

only to push them closer to danger. True compassion is to tell those 



who are misguided to dis nguish between right and wrong, to lead 

them back to the upright path, and help them avoid doom even if it 

means being resented or misunderstood.

(34)

Before 1969, state divorce laws across the United States were based in 

tradi onal religious values. In order for a divorce to be considered, it 

required a legi mate claim of fault from one or both of the spouses. 

Western religion teaches that marriage was established by God. A 

stable family is beneficial to the husband, wife, children, and all of 

society. For this reason, the church and U.S. state laws all stressed the 

importance of preserving marriages except in extenua ng 

circumstances. But in the 1960s, the ideology of the Frankfurt School 

had radiated out to society. Tradi onal marriage came under aSack, 

and the most damage was done by liberalism and feminism.

Liberalism rejected the divine nature of marriage by reducing its 

defini on to a social contract between two people, while feminism 

views the tradi onal family as a patriarchal instrument in the 

suppression of woman. Divorce was promoted as a woman's libera on 

from the oppression of an unhappy marriage, or her path to a thrilling 

life of adventure. This mindset led to the legaliza on of no-fault 

divorce, allowing either spouse to disband a marriage as irreconcilable 

for any reason.



The U.S. divorce rate grew rapidly in the 1970s. For the first  me in 

American history, more marriages were being ended not by death, but 

by disagreement. Of all newlywed couples in the 1970s, nearly half 

would divorce.

Divorce has deep and long-las ng effects on children. Michael Reagan, 

the adopted son of former President Ronald Reagan, described the 

separa on of his parents: Divorce is where two adults take everything 

that maSers to a child the child s home, family, security, and sense of 

being loved and protected and they smash it all up, leave it in ruins on 

the floor, then walk out and leave the child to clean up the mess. [24]

Promo ng the right to abor on is another one of the methods the 

devil uses to destroy people. Ini ally, the discussion on legalized 

abor on was restricted to specific circumstances such as rape, incest, 

or the debilita ng health of the mother.

Advocates of sexual libera on believe that sex should not be limited to 

the confines of marriage, but unwanted pregnancy presents a natural 

obstacle to this sort of lifestyle. Contracep ves may fail, so the 

promoters of unrestricted sex took up the cause of legalized abor on 

rights. At the 1994 United Na ons Interna onal Conference on 

Popula on and Development in Cairo, it was openly s pulated that 

reproduc ve rights are a natural human right, including the right to a 

sa sfying and safe sex life, which covers abor on on demand. [25]

At the same  me, feminists introduced my body, my rights to argue 

that women have the right to give to or kill their unborn children. The 



debate expanded from allowing abor on in special circumstances to 

giving women the power to unilaterally end human life.

While temp ng people to give in to their desire, the devil uses 

feminism and sexual freedom to promote the massacre of the unborn. 

Not only have people been led to commit monstrous crimes, they have 

also abandoned the tradi onal understanding that life is sacred.

......

In 1965, just 5 percent of children were born to unmarried mothers. 

[26] In that  me, it was taken for granted that children grew up 

knowing their biological fathers.

By the 2010s, however, unwed mothers accounted for 40 percent of 

births. [27] From 1965 to 2012, the number of single-parent families in 

America shot from 3.3 million to 13 million. [28] Though some fathers 

stayed, through cohabita on or later marriage, the majority of children 

born to these single mothers grew up without their fathers.

Fathers serve as role models to their sons by teaching them how to be 

men, and show their daughters what it feels like to be respected in the 

way women deserve.

Children suffer greatly from the absence of a father. Research shows 

that children who grew up without fathers o(en suffer from low self-

esteem. They are likely to skip classes and drop out of school at a rate 



as high as 71 percent. Many do drugs, join gangs, and commit crimes: 

85 percent of jailed youths and 90 percent of vagrants were raised in 

fatherless households. Early sexual experience, teen pregnancy, and 

promiscuity are common. People who grew up without their fathers 

are 40  mes more likely to commit sex offenses compared with the rest 

of the popula on. [29]

The Brookings Ins tute offered three key pieces of advice for young 

people looking to escape poverty: Graduate from high school, get a 

full- me job, and wait un l age 21 to marry and have children. 

Sta s cally speaking, only 2 percent of Americans who meet these 

condi ons live in poverty, and 75 percent are considered middle class. 

[30] In other words, comple ng educa on, finding employment, 

marrying at a suitable age, and having children in the confines of 

marriage is the most reliable way to become a responsible adult living a 

healthy, produc ve life.

Most single mothers rely on government charity. A report published by 

the Heritage Founda on used detailed sta s cal data to show that the 

welfare policy so strongly advocated by feminists actually encourages 

the crea on of single-mother households, even to the point of 

penalizing couples from marrying since they would receive fewer 

benefits. [31] The government has effec vely replaced the father with 

welfare.  

Welfare policies have not helped families living in poverty. Instead, 

they have simply supported the ever-increasing number of single-

parent families. With the children of such households themselves 

prone to poverty, the result is a vicious cycle of expanding reliance on 



state aid. This is exactly what the specter of communism aims to 

achieve: control over every aspect of the individual s life through high 

taxa on and omnipresent government.

......

The Wall Street Journal published a report quo ng the U.S. Census 

Bureau finding that in 2000, 55 percent of people between the ages of 

25 and 34 were married, and 34 percent had never been married. By 

2015, these figures had changed to 40 percent and 53 percent 

respec vely. Young people in the United States are avoiding marriage 

because in today s culture, sex and marriage are completely separated. 

What do they need to get married for? [32]

In this degenerate environment, the trend is toward casual, no-strings-

aSached hookups. Sex has nothing to do with affec on, not to men on 

commitment and responsibility. Even more frightening is the profusion 

of myriad sexual orienta ons. Facebook s user profile op ons provide 

sixty different types of sexual orienta ons. If young people can t even 

tell if they are male or female, how will they view marriage? The evil 

specter has used the law and society to completely rework these God-

given concepts.

Homosexuality and other degenerate sexual behavior was originally 

referred to as sodomy in English. Sodomy is a Biblical reference to the 

city of Sodom, wiped out in God s wrath for people s prac ce of sexual 

degeneracy. The word sodomy serves as a warning to humankind that 

disastrous consequences will occur if people stray from divine 



principles. The gay rights movement worked very hard to appropriate 

the term gay, a word with an originally posi ve meaning, and lead 

people to further sin.

Adultery used to be a nega ve term referring to immoral sexual habits. 

Today, it has been watered down to extramarital sexual rela ons or 

cohabita on. In The Scarlet LeSer, by Nathaniel Hawthorne, Hester 

Prynne commiSed adultery and struggled to remake herself through 

repentance, but in today s society, repentance is not necessary: 

Adulterers can enjoy life holding their heads high and proud. Chas ty 

used to be a virtue in both Eastern and Western cultures. Today it is an 

anachronis c joke.

Passing judgment on homosexuality and sexual morality is forbidden in 

the dictatorship of poli cal correctness. The only acceptable stance is 

to respect others free choice. This is true not only in everyday life, but 

throughout academia, where morality is divorced from prac cal reality. 

Deviated and degenerated things have been normalized. Those who 

indulge in their desires feel no pressure or guilt. The devil s plot for 

humanity s damna on is well underway.

Western people under the age of fi(y can barely remember the culture 

that used to exist in society. At that  me, almost all children grew up 

with the presence of their biological fathers. Gay meant happy. White 

wedding gowns represented chas ty. Pornographic content was 

banned from TV and radio. But that was undone in just sixty years, as 

the devil completely overturned the tradi onal way of life.



......

Marx and other communists advocated the aboli on of the family by 

poin ng out and exaggera ng the existence of phenomena such as 

adultery, pros tu on, and illegi mate children, despite the fact that 

the communists themselves were also guilty of these things.

The gradual degenera on of morality that occurred in the Victorian era 

eroded the sacred ins tu on of marriage and brought people further 

from divine teachings. The communists urged women to violate their 

marital oaths for the sake of their supposed personal happiness. But 

the result was the opposite, like drinking sea water as a remedy for 

thirst.

The communist specter s solu on for oppression and inequality 

amounts to nothing more than dragging down the standards of human 

morality to hellish depths. It made behavior once universally 

condemned as ugly and unforgivable into the new norm. In the 

equality of communism, all are marching to the same fate of 

destruc on.

The communist specter created the mistaken belief that sin is not 

caused by the degenera on of morality, but by social oppression. It led 

people to find a way out by turning their backs on tradi on and moving 

away from God. It used the beau ful rhetoric of freedom and libera on 

to advocate feminism, homosexuality, and sexual perversion. Women 

have been stripped of their dignity, men have been robbed of their 

responsibility, and the sanc ty of family has been trampled upon, 

turning the children of today into the devil s playthings. 


