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Almost everything in the modern world is somehow related to poli cs. 

A single policy, law, incident, or scandal can send the public into a 

frenzy. The elec on of a leader can draw a&en on around the globe.

Most people only associate communist poli cs with countries under the 

rule of a communist party and believe that even those countries have 

stopped prac cing communism. In fact, communism has concealed 

itself under various guises, such as socialism, neoliberalism, and 

progressivism. Upon closer examina on, it will be seen that the evil 

specter of communism governs the en re world.

Superficially, the free world appears to understand the harm wreaked 

by communism. Yet in the 170 years since the publica on of The 

Communist Manifesto, governments around the globe have been 

openly or covertly influenced by Marxist theories. In some respects, the 

free world has unexpectedly surpassed the self-avowed communist 

states when it comes to pu3ng these theories into prac ce.



America is the leader of the free world and a tradi onal bas on of an -

communism. Yet in the 2016 elec on, an openly socialist candidate 

came close to the presidency. In polls, over half of young men said they 

supported socialism. [1]

In Europe, socialism is already the prevailing poli cal force. One 

European poli cian said: “Today it’s a combina on of democracy, rule 

of law, and the welfare state, and I’d say a vast majority of Europeans 

defend this—the Bri sh Tories can’t touch the Na onal Health Service 

without being beheaded.” [2]

In communist states, the communist specter enjoys total poli cal 

power. It uses the state as an instrument to commit mass murder, 

demolish tradi onal culture, ex nguish moral values, and persecute 

prac  oners of righteous cul va on ways—with the ul mate aim of 

destroying humanity.

Communist ideology persists despite the fall of the communist regimes 

in Eastern Europe. In the wake of the Cold War, following decades of 

destruc on wrought by espionage and subversion, the specter of 

communism is running rampant across the en re con nent.

Though the communist specter failed in its a&empt to bring the 

Western world under its direct state control, it subverted the 

governance of Western na ons by advoca ng socialist policies, inci ng 

violence, undermining tradi onal morality, and causing social unrest. It 

intends to set the West down a demonic path as it goes about the 

destruc on of humankind. 
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Communist poli�cs are not restricted to the totalitarianism prac�ced in 

communist states. As we emphasize, communism is a specter of 

supernatural power. It manipulates the thoughts of evildoers and 

deceives the gullible to act as its agents in the human realm. Donning 

alterna�ve forms, the evil specter of communism has hijacked the 

poli�cal process of free na�ons in the Western world.

......

Europe is already in the grip of socialist ideology and policies. The 

United States is a special country. In the late 19th and early 20th 

centuries, when the communist movement raged across Europe, its 

impact on the United States was limited. In 1906, German scholar 

Werner Sombart wrote a book on the topic called Why Is There No 

Socialism in the United States? [3] But the situa�on has since changed 

drama�cally.



In 2016, a candidate of a major American poli�cal party openly 

promoted socialism in his campaign for the U.S. presidency. In 

communist vocabulary, socialism is just the “primary stage” of 

communism, and it was once viewed with scorn by most Americans. But 

the candidate said that he thinks there are a lot of people who get very 

nervous when they hear the word “socialist.”  This poli�cian managed 

to become one of the two leading candidates in his party.

A poll taken toward the end of the 2016 campaign showed that in one 

of the major le8ist par�es, 56 percent of people said they had a 

posi�ve opinion toward socialism, con�nuing a trend suggested in 2011 

by the Pew Research Center. [4] The Pew poll showed that 49 percent 

of U.S. ci�zens under the age of 30 viewed socialism posi�vely, but only 

47 percent were posi�ve toward capitalism. [5] This marks an overall 

ideological shi8 to the le8 as society loses its understanding of 

communism.

The illusions that many in the West hold about socialism today mirror 

the experiences of countless impressionable young people who 

embraced communism in the last century in the Soviet Union, China, 

and elsewhere. The younger genera�on lacks deep understanding of 

their own history, culture, and tradi�ons. Their resistance to socialism, 

which to them looks mild and humane, is nonexistent. The great 

communist decep�on of the 20th century is coming to repeat itself in 

the 21st.

Marx’s axiom “From each according to his ability, to each according to 

his need” is quite effec�ve in deceiving the young, who fantasize about 

a life of generous socialist welfare as seen in the Nordic countries. 



These countries’ welfare systems have caused many social problems, 

but all aCempts to bring about fundamental changes to the systems are 

stonewalled by the mul�tude of welfare recipients. The only electable 

poli�cians are those who con�nue to expand taxa�on and government 

interven�on by using an�cipated revenue.

As the economist Milton Friedman said, “A society that puts equality 

before freedom will get neither. A society that puts freedom before 

equality will get a high degree of both.” [6]

High-welfare socialism promotes the con�nuous expansion of 

government and leads people to vote away their freedoms. It is an 

important step in the communist specter’s plans for enslaving 

humanity. Once all na�ons make the transi�on to socialism, the current 

Nordic model of socialism is but a simple step from democracy to 

totalitarianism. Once the socialist “primary stage” is completed, poli�cal 

leaders will immediately implement communism. Private property and 

the democra�c process will be abolished. The welfare state will 

metamorphose into a yoke of tyranny.
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Western countries are home to longstanding democra�c tradi�ons, 

such as the American separa�on of powers. Taking control over state 

power is not as simple as in the East. To establish control in the West, 

the evil specter had to adopt various indirect means of commandeering 

government ins�tu�ons and marke�ng its treachery.

The United States is a mul�-party system dominated by two par�es. To 

enter the poli�cal mainstream, communism must infiltrate one or both 

par�es and use them to take control of congressional votes. Meanwhile, 

its candidates must take up key posi�ons in the government and courts. 

The extent to which communism has subverted U.S. poli�cs is quite 

severe.

In order to secure a stable vo�ng block, U.S. le-ist par�es have 

magnified the animosity between low- and high-income groups, while 

a.rac�ng an increasing number of immigrants and “vulnerable” groups 

such as the LGBT community, women, minori�es, and so on. Le--wing 

poli�cians do all they can to pander to their demographic by advoca�ng 

communist ideas, spurning the basic moral standards God set for 



humankind, and even shielding illegal immigrants so that they can join 

the ranks of the le-.

A billionaire with a history of suppor�ng le--wing movements has 

heavily funded le-ist candidates to run for president of the United 

States and other important posi�ons. Key among these are the 

secretaries of state, who are responsible for electoral affairs and play a 

cri�cal role in resolving disputes. The billionaire has thrown much aid 

into the campaigns for these posi�ons. [7]

Even when illegal immigrants commi.ed crimes on U.S. soil, le-ist 

authori�es turned a blind eye and set up sanctuaries to protect them 

from the government. During the administra�on of a former le-ist 

president, he a.empted to grant amnesty to five million illegal 

immigrants, but the dra- resolu�on was ul�mately shelved by the 

Supreme Court.

Le--wing par�es have fought for the vo�ng rights of illegal immigrants. 

Of course, the mo�ve isn’t necessarily to benefit the illegal immigrants 

or the general popula�on, but to bolster the Le-’s voter demographic. 

On Sept. 12, 2017, a city in an eastern U.S. state passed a bill to grant 

non-ci�zens the right to vote in local elec�ons, including residents with 

green cards, student and work visas, or even those with no 

documenta�on of legal immigra�on status. It a.racted widespread 

media a.en�on for its poten�al effects on the electoral system in other 

parts of the country. [8]   



Under the influence of the evil communist specter, American le--wing 

par�es used underhanded measures to a.ract more votes and poli�cal 

control. America’s future hangs in the balance.

......

The previous le-ist administra�on was heavily infiltrated by 

communists and socialists. Many groups that supported the former 

president had clear links to socialist organiza�ons.  

The former president is a disciple of the Neo-Marxist Saul Alinsky. 

Following his elec�on, he appointed advisors from far-le- think tanks. 

His universal health care policy fined those who refused to enroll in it. 

He passed bills to legalize marijuana and homosexuality, allowed 

transsexuals to join the army, and so on.

When the California State Assembly was controlled by the Le-, some 

representa�ves tried to abolish a law barring the Communist Party from 

par�cipa�ng in government. This a.empt failed following strong 

opposi�on from the Vietnamese-American community.

The administra�on also concocted policies that corrupted human 

rela�ons. In 2016, the “bathroom bill” signed by the siHng president 

allowed for people who iden�fy as transgender to enter bathrooms of 

their chosen gender, regardless of their physical sex—in other words, a 

man who thinks he is a woman can enter the ladies’ room. The 

bathroom bill was made effec�ve in public schools throughout the 



country. Schools that refuse to implement the bill will lose funding from 

the federal government.
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For thousands of years, the main ins�tu�on of poli�cal power was 

monarchy, which received its authority from God. Heaven endowed the 

ruler with the divine right of kings. Emperors and kings performed a 

sacred role as intermediaries between man and God.

Today, many na�ons are run by democracies. In prac�ce, democracy 

isn’t the rule of the people, but rather the rule of the representa�ve 

chosen by the people. The elec�on of a president is a democra�c 

procedure. Once in office, the president has broad powers over poli�cs, 

economics, the military, foreign rela�ons, and so on.

Democracy cannot guarantee that good people will be elected. As the 

overall moral standard of society sinks, the winning candidates may well 

be those who specialize in empty or inflammatory rhetoric or are prone 

to cronyism. The damage to society is huge when a democracy does not 

take provisions to maintain the moral standards set by gods. The 

advantages of electoral representa�on disappear and are subsumed 

into mob poli�cs that throw society into chaos and fragmenta�on.



The point is not to debate the respec�ve merits of a par�cular poli�cal 

system. We are simply sta�ng that moral values are the cornerstone of 

social stability and harmony. Democracy and the rule of law are merely 

the format by which society operates.

......

Liberalism and progressivism have now become the standard of 

“poli�cal correctness” in the West. In fact, they have been pushed to 

the point of becoming a secular religion.

Western le2ists have used different labels throughout history, 

some�mes calling themselves liberal and some�mes calling themselves 

progressive. The two concepts do not differ significantly.

The ul�mate concept of liberalism and progressivism is similar to that of 

communist ideology. Proponents advocate “freedom” and “progress” 

as absolute moral good and a6ack any dissen�ng opinion as heresy.

Similar to communism, atheism, evolu�on, and scien�sm, liberalism 

and progressivism replace the belief in God with humanist reason, 

effec�vely taking man himself to be a god.

They share the same enemies as the communists and blame social 

problems on perceived injus�ces or defects in the capitalist system, 

which they intend to subvert or overthrow.



Their methods are similar to those of communists. They think their 

cause so important that no means is off-limits to them. They can use 

violence or decep�on as called for in different situa�ons.

The quasi-religious characteris�cs of liberalism and progressivism are 

inseparable from the historical background of their origin.

Rapid scien�fic progress since the eighteenth century greatly 

strengthened humankind’s confidence in its own ability and fuelled the 

progressive intellectual trend. French philosopher Marquis de 

Condorcet, a pioneer of progressive thinking, stated in his work Sketch 

for a Historical Picture of the Progress of the Human Mind that reason 

leads people to the path of happiness and morality or goodness. 

Following this, progressivism became more aggressive and began 

pushing reason onto the altar of worship.

Progressive thinking allows one to view reason, conscience, and the 

Creator as separate, fostering the idea that man does not need the 

Creator’s salva�on: He can use his own ra�onality and conscience to 

sweep away the evils of greed, fear, jealousy, and the like; man can 

establish paradise on earth and do away with the divine.

The arrogance of progressivism is exhibited in a statement by 19th-

century French poli�cian and art cri�c Jules Castagnary: “Beside the 

divine garden from which I have been expelled, I will erect a new Eden. 

… At its entrance, I will set up Progress … and I will give a flaming sword 

into his hand and he will say to God, ‘Thou Shalt not enter here.’” [9]



Filled with this kind of thought, people entertain an illusion of 

controlling humanity’s des�ny and manipula�ng its future—that is, 

mankind wants to play the role of God—to create a utopia without God, 

a “paradise on earth,” which is the essen�al idea of communism. The 

struggle to achieve this paradise has caused a deluge of blood and 

misery.
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Classical liberalism, working from the philosophy of natural individual 

rights, advocated cons"tu"onal restric"ons on the power of royalty or 

government so as to protect personal freedom. Individual rights are 

divinely bestowed, while government is built by the ci"zens and has the 

express duty of protec"ng its people. Separa"on of church and state 

was established to prevent the government from infringing upon the 

thought and faith of the ci"zenry.

Contemporary liberalism is nothing other than the communist 

infiltra"on and betrayal of classical liberalism in the name of “freedom.” 

On one hand, it emphasizes absolute individualism, that is, extreme 

indulgence in desires and disregard for any morality and restraint. On 

the other hand, it emphasizes equality of outcome instead of equality 

of opportunity.

For instance, when discussing distribu"on of wealth, modern liberals 

focus on the needs of the recipients instead of the taxpayers’ rights. 

When it comes to policies designed to address discrimina"on, they 

focus only on those who were historically wronged and ignore the 



people who are currently becoming vic"ms under these policies. In law, 

they obstruct the need to punish crime for the ostensible purpose of 

protec"ng the innocent from unjust sentencing. In educa"on, they 

ignore the poten"al of talented students with the pretext of suppor"ng 

and helping academic low achievers and those from underprivileged 

families. They use the excuse of free speech to li1 restric"ons on 

publishing obscene content.

The focus of contemporary liberalism has silently evolved from 

advoca"ng freedom to promo"ng equality. However, it is yet unwilling 

to be termed “egalitarianism,” as this would instantly brand it as a form 

of communism.

The tolerance of classical liberalism is indeed a virtue, but the 

communist specter took advantage of contemporary liberalism and 

used tolerance as its avenue to moral corrup"on. John Locke, known as 

the Father of Liberalism, stated his viewpoint on religious tolerance and 

the separa"on of church and state in his “Le4er Concerning Tolera"on.” 

From Locke’s wri"ng, it is seen that the main aspect of tolera"on is that 

the state, which holds coercive power, should tolerate personal beliefs. 

Whether one’s belief in the path to Heaven is right or ridiculous is a 

ma4er that ought to be le1 to divine judgement. One’s soul should be 

under one’s own control; the state should not use its power to impose 

belief or disbelief.

Contemporary liberalism neglected the real purpose of tolera"on and 

transformed it into absence of judgement. It developed the poli"cal 

concept of “value-free,” that is, to make no judgement or assignment of 

value in any situa"on. In truth, value-free just means the loss of moral 



bearings and confusing good with bad and evil with virtue. It is the 

denial and subversion of universal values. It uses an a4rac"ve phrase to 

open the gates for an onslaught of demons pushing an"-morality and 

an"-tradi"on under the guise of freedom. The rainbow flag, a symbol of 

the LGBT movement, is a typical reflec"on of the value-free concept. 

When the judicial authori"es try to intervene, contemporary liberals 

a4ack them under the pretext of safeguarding individual freedom and 

equality, and figh"ng discrimina"on against the underprivileged.

Contemporary liberalism has ridiculously confused the sexes. In 2003, 

California signed into law a new bill (AB 196): Any commercial employer 

or non-profit organiza"on can face fines of up to $150,000 for refusing a 

qualified job seeker because he or she is transgender or dresses in a 

manner inconsistent with his or her gender. [10] The California Senate 

defined “gender iden"ty” as “a person’s iden"ty based on the 

individual’s stated gender iden"ty, without regard to whether the self-

iden"fied gender accords with the individual’s sex assigned at birth.” 

[11]

......

Modern-day progressivism is the direct applica"on of Darwin’s theories 

of evolu"on in social science, with the result being con"nuous devia"on 

and perversion of tradi"onal morality in the name of “progress.”

Guided by humanity’s tradi"onal values, it is normal to use our 

intelligence to improve our living condi"ons, increase wealth, and reach 

new heights of culture. In the “progressive era” of American history 



from the late nineteenth century to the early twen"eth century, 

government reforms corrected various corrupt prac"ces that arose in 

the process of economic and societal development.

But a1er communists infiltrated the United States, they hijacked terms 

as such “progress” and “progressivism” and infused them with their 

deleterious ideology. They engineered the New Deal following the 

Great Depression, and a1er that, the civil rights movement (discussed 

in Chapter Five, Part I), the counterculture movement, the feminist 

movement, the environmental movement (to be discussed in Chapter 

Sixteen), and the like, causing massive changes in American society 

star"ng in the 1960s.

The essence of modern-day progressivism is to deny the tradi"onal 

social order and divinely imparted values. From the perspec"ve of 

tradi"onal morality, the standards for judging good from evil and right 

from wrong come from God. During the progressive revolu"on, atheists 

viewed tradi"onal morality as a hindrance to progress, and demanded a 

re-evalua"on of all moral standards. They denied the existence of 

absolute moral standards, and used society, culture, history, and 

present-day condi"ons to establish their own system of rela"ve 

morality. Along with the progressive revolu"on, this moral rela"vism 

has gained influence in poli"cs, educa"on, culture, and other aspects of 

Western society.

Marxism is the archetype of moral rela"vism. It holds that whatever 

conforms to the interests of the proletariat (the ruling class, in essence) 

is moral, while whatever does not conform is immoral. Morality is not 



used to restrict the ac"ons of the proletariat, but as a weapon for the 

dictatorship of the proletariat to use against its enemies.

The fact is that communism and progressivism share dis"nct 

similari"es. It is only logical for communism to have hijacked 

progressivism, even though this happened unbeknownst to most 

people. Even today, communism con"nues its open decep"on under 

the progressive banner.

......

As explained above, liberalism and progressivism have diverged from 

the U.S. Cons"tu"on and tradi"onal moral values upon which America 

was founded. The trend is to change, and in essence destroy, all 

tradi"onal belief, moral values, and the current social ins"tu"ons of the 

West.

In The Communist Manifesto, Marx listed the ten measures by which to 

destroy capitalism. He said:

The first step in the revolu"on by the working class is to raise the 

proletariat to the posi"on of ruling class to win the ba4le of democracy.

The proletariat will use its poli"cal supremacy to wrest, by degree, all 

capital from the bourgeoisie, to centralise all instruments of produc"on 

in the hands of the State, i.e., of the proletariat organised as the ruling 

class; and to increase the total produc"ve forces as rapidly as possible.



Of course, in the beginning, this cannot be effected except by means of 

despo"c inroads on the rights of property, and on the condi"ons of 

bourgeois produc"on; by means of measures, therefore, which appear 

economically insufficient and untenable, but which, in the course of the 

movement, outstrip themselves, necessitate further inroads upon the 

old social order, and are unavoidable as a means of en"rely 

revolu"onising the mode of produc"on.

These measures will, of course, be different in different countries.

Nevertheless, in most advanced countries, the following will be pre4y 

generally applicable.

Among the ten points listed in the Manifesto, many are already being 

implemented to move the United States and other countries 

progressively to the le1, and eventually establish communist poli"cal 

control:

    Aboli"on of property in land and applica"on of all rents of land to 

public purposes.

    A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.

    Aboli"on of all rights of inheritance. [The U.S. government started to 

collect inheritance tax in 1916.]

    Confisca"on of the property of all emigrants and rebels.

    Centraliza"on of credit in the hands of the state, by means of a 

na"onal bank with state capital and an exclusive monopoly. [The U.S. 

Federal Reserve, which operates as a central bank, was established in 

1913.]



    Centraliza"on of the means of communica"on and transport in the 

hands of the state. [The United States has supervising agencies, a state-

owned postal office, and state-operated railroads.]

    Extension of factories and instruments of produc"on owned by the 

state; the bringing into cul"va"on of waste-lands, and the improvement 

of the soil generally in accordance with a common plan.

    Equal liability of all to work. Establishment of industrial armies, 

especially for agriculture. [In 1935, the United States established the 

Social Security Bureau and Labor Department. The Affirma"ve Ac"on 

Law requires that women can perform all jobs of men, including military 

posi"ons.]

    Combina"on of agriculture with manufacturing industries; gradual 

aboli"on of all the dis"nc"on between town and country by a more 

equable distribu"on of the populace over the country.

    Free educa"on for all children in public schools. Aboli"on of 

children’s factory labor in its present form. Combina"on of educa"on 

with industrial produc"on. …

On the surface, communists advocate some posi"ve things; however, 

their goal isn’t a na"on’s welfare, but rather poli"cal power.

It is not wrong for people to seek happiness and progress, but when 

certain “-isms” become poli"cal ideologies and start to replace and 

reject tradi"onal moral values and beliefs, they turn into the tools by 

which the communist specter guides people toward degeneracy and 

destruc"on.
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As expounded in the beginning of this book, communism is an evil 

specter founded on hatred. Struggle and hatred are thus an important 

part of communist poli$cs. While fomen$ng hate and division among 

people, communism corrupts human morality to usurp poli$cal power 

and erect its dictatorship. Turning people against each other is the 

primary means by which it does this.

The first chapter of the Selected Works of Mao Zedong is “An Analysis 

of Classes in Chinese Society,” wri-en in 1925. It begins with the line: 

“Who are our enemies? Who are our friends? This ques$on is the 

number one ques$on in the revolu$on.” [12] The Communist Party 

arbitrarily creates concepts of class where before none existed and then 

incites these arbitrarily divided groups to struggle against each other. 

This is a magic weapon the communists use in their rise to power.

To promote its cause, the Communist Party selects and exaggerates 

certain issues that stem from the decline in moral values. Then it claims 

that the root cause of these issues is not moral weakness, but the 

structure of society . It singles out par$cular classes as the oppressors, 



and promotes popular struggle against these classes as the solu$on to 

society’s ills.

The hatred and struggle of communist poli$cs are not limited to the 

antagonism between workers and capitalists. Cuban communist leader 

Fidel Castro said that the enemy of the Cuban people was the 

corrup$on of Fulgencio Ba$sta and his supporters, and that the 

supposed oppression by large planta$on owners was the source of 

inequality and injus$ce. By overthrowing the so-called oppressors, the 

Communist Party promises an egalitarian utopia. The communists took 

over Cuba by using this promise.

In China, Mao Zedong’s innova$on was to promise the peasants 

ownership of their land, the workers ownership of their factories, and 

the intellectuals freedom, peace, and democracy. This turned peasants 

against the landlords, workers against the capitalists, and intellectuals 

against the government, allowing the Chinese Communist Party to seize 

power.

In Algeria, communist leader Ahmed Ben Bella s$rred up hatred 

between different religions and ethnic groups: Muslims against 

Chris$ans, and Arabs against the French. This became Ben Bella’s 

springboard to communist rule. [13]

The Founding Fathers of the United States built the country based on 

the principles of the American Cons$tu$on, which must be known and 

followed by every ci$zen. Family, church, and community formed strong 

bonds across American society. This de-emphasized concepts of social 

class and made it difficult to concoct class struggle in the United States.



But the specter of communism uses whatever opportunity it can to sow 

division. Using labor unions, it magnified conflicts between employees 

and employers. It used racial divides to rally blacks, Muslims, Asians, 

and Hispanics to struggle against whites. It fomented struggle between 

the sexes by promo$ng the women’s rights movement against the 

tradi$onal social structure. It created divisions using sexual orienta$on 

and the LGBT movement; it even invented new genders to intensify the 

struggle.

It divides the believers of different religions and uses “cultural diversity” 

to challenge tradi$onal Western culture and heritage. It divides people 

of different na$onali$es by pushing for the “rights” of illegal immigrants 

and crea$ng conflicts between foreigners and ci$zens. It pits 

immigrants and the general public against law enforcement officers. As 

society becomes increasingly atomized, a single misstep can trigger a 

struggle. Social conflict has become the default state of society. The 

seed of hatred has been planted in the hearts of the masses, and this is 

precisely the sinister aim of communism.

Communism promotes division and hatred simultaneously. Lenin wrote, 

“We can and we must write in the language which sows among the 

masses hate, revulsion, scorn, and the like, toward those who disagree 

with us.” [14]

The poli$cal tac$cs used by the communist specter in the West employ 

all sorts of “social jus$ce” issues to incite hatred and intensify social 

conflict.



In the 1931 Sco-sboro Boys case, nine black boys were accused of 

raping two white women, triggering serious racial discord across the 

country. The Communist Party USA sprang into ac$on, advoca$ng 

jus$ce for black Americans and a-rac$ng many followers. Among these 

was Frank Marshall Davis, future mentor to a leG-wing president. [15]

According to Dr. Paul Kengor, the goal of the American communists in 

the Sco-sboro Boys case was not merely to boost its membership 

among the black popula$on and progressive “social jus$ce” ac$vists, 

but to vilify America as a country rife with inequality and racial 

discrimina$on. Claiming that these were the prevailing condi$ons all 

throughout the country, they promoted communism and leGist 

ideology as the only means of libera$ng Americans from this 

supposedly pathological and evil system. [16]

In 1935, a riot broke out among the black communi$es of Harlem, New 

York, following rumors that a black teen had been beaten to death 

when he was caught shopliGing. The Communist Party USA jumped at 

the chance to organize black protests, according to Leonard Pa-erson, 

the black former CPUSA member who had played a role in the incident.

Pa-erson described how communists were specifically trained in 

Leninist tac$cs on how to ins$gate and inflame conflicts. They learned 

how to transform protests into violent riots and street figh$ng, as well 

as deliberately fabrica$ng conflict where there was none to be found. 

[17]

In contemporary America, communist groups have been involved in 

every large-scale social conflict or riot. In 1992, footage showing Rodney 



King, a black resident of Los Angeles, being beaten by white police 

officers aGer he was caught for drunk driving was broadcast on 

television. AGer the verdict, just when the protesters were about to 

disperse, someone suddenly smashed a metal billboard into a passing 

car, and the protest swiGly escalated into a violent riot with burning, 

smashing, and loo$ng. [18]

When asked about the par$cipa$on of communists in the incident, Los 

Angeles County Sheriff Sherman Block said that there was no ques$on 

that they were involved in rio$ng, loo$ng, and arson. During the events, 

fliers circulated by various communist groups like the Revolu$onary 

Communist Party, the Socialist Workers Party, the Progressive Labor 

Party, and the Communist Party USA could be found all over the streets 

and throughout schools. One of the fliers had the words “Avenge the 

King verdict! … Turn the guns around! Soldiers unite with the workers! 

…” According to a police officer in the Los Angeles Police Department, 

people were already handing out fliers before the verdict was 

announced. [19]

Early on, Lenin had instructed communists that “outbreaks—

demonstra$ons—street figh$ng—units of a revolu$onary army—such 

are the stages in the development of the popular uprising.” [20]

Whatever the profusion of organiza$ons that incite riots and violence in 

Western society today may call themselves, be it “Indivisible,” “An$-

Fascist,” “Stop Patriarchy,” “Black Lives Ma-er,” or “Refuse Fascism,” 

they are all communists or proponents of communist ideas. The violent 

An$fa group consists of people of various communist leanings, such as 

anarchists, socialists, liberals, social democrats, and the like. Refuse 



Fascism is actually a leG-wing radical group founded by the president of 

the Revolu$onary Communist Party of the USA. It was behind many 

large-scale protests aiming to overturn the result of the 2016 

presiden$al elec$on. [21]

Under the guise of free speech, these groups work $relessly to provoke 

all sorts of conflicts in Western society. To understand their real 

objec$ve, one needs only to take a look at the Communist Party USA’s 

direc$ve to its members as described in the 1956 Congressional report:

Members and front organiza$ons must con$nually embarrass, discredit 

and degrade our cri$cs. … When obstruc$onists become too irrita$ng, 

label them as fascist or Nazi or an$-Semi$c. … Constantly associate 

those who oppose us with those names that already have a bad smell. 

The associa$on will, aGer enough repe$$on, become ‘fact’ in the public 

mind. [22]
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The communist evil specter is composed of the elemental force of 

hatred, and its theories are suffused with hate. It promotes class 

struggle and a$ributes the root of every problem to tradi&onal social 

structures. It talks about the rich exploi&ng the poor in order to incite 

grudges and hatred against the rich and incite revolu&on and violence. 

With the expansion of communist movements, the manipula&on, 

violence, and lies of the specter have become commonplace in the 

West and have filled society with hate and rancor.

In addi&on to communist par&es’ widespread and explicit promo&on of 

violence, various para-Marxists have also, under the control of the 

communist evil specter, advocated violence. Saul Alinsky, favored by 

the Le/ in the United States, was originally in a gang before joining the 

Le/ and becoming a poli&cal leader. He denied being a communist, but 

his poli&cal ideology and approach to conflict is iden&cal to that of 

communism.

Saul Alinsky’s Rules for Radicals is taken as a textbook by U.S. street-

movement advocates. Alinsky wrote that his book is specifically for the 

have-nots who adopt a Machiavellian view of the world and want to 



seize from the rich and give to the poor, and turn the United States into 

a communist country.

Alinsky seems to emphasize gradual infiltra&on rather than a bloody 

revolu&on — but in fact, he is a fan of violence. He is simply more 

subtle about it. The Black Panther Party, a violent revolu&onary group, 

has espoused Maoist beliefs and used the Maoist slogan “Poli&cal 

power grows out of the barrel of a gun.” Alinsky first favored the ballot 

box, however, with guns perhaps to be put to use later. His approach is 

thus similar to that taken by the Chinese Communist Party: maintaining 

a low profile and then finally striking. One of his rules encourages 

radicals to use aggressive approaches to in&midate their opponents and 

eventually achieve the goal of disrup&on and destruc&on.

David Horowitz, an author and former radical who has a deep 

understanding of Alinsky, said that Alinsky and his followers have no 

view of reforming the current system. They know very well that their 

goal is to thoroughly destroy it, and that they regard the process as a 

war. [3] Therefore, they will try every possible means to a$ain their 

goal, deciding when to employ violence, what kind of violence to use, 

and what kind of lies to tell.

In American society, some poli&cians and poli&cal opera&ves a$ack 

their enemies by unscrupulous means, like decep&on, personal a$acks, 

and the like. Like communists, they also o/en resort to violence. A 

society with a greater tendency to violence will become less stable and 

more divided. These days, the rela&onship between the major le/-wing 

party and the major right-wing party in the United States seems 

iden&cal to the confronta&on between the communist bloc and the free 



world during the Cold War. They are as incompa&ble as fire and water, 

due to irreconcilable differences.

A/er the new president was elected in 2016, le/ist extremists known as 

An&fa began engaging in violent disrup&on. An&fa ac&vists locked onto 

their target — the new president’s supporters and other conserva&ves 

— and went a/er them at rallies and elsewhere. An&fa ac&vists stopped 

Trump supporters from making statements and even directly a$acked 

them.

In recent years, an influx of immigrants from the Middle East and Africa 

have brought many social problems to European countries. Due to 

“poli&cal correctness,” the le/ist elite in these na&ons have scolded and 

verbally abused opponents of the current immigra&on policies. [4] 

In June 2017, Steve Scalise, a member of the Republican Party and the 

House of Representa&ves majority whip, was shot and gravely wounded 

at baseball prac&ce by a supporter of another party. A poli&cian on the 

Le/ even said he was “glad” that Scalise was shot. That official was soon 

removed from his post as a commi$ee chairman at the state level of his 

party.

Behind these violent conflicts are factors of the communist specter. It’s 

not that everyone wants conflict — but it only takes a few core 

communist ac&vists to s&r things up.

Under the influence of the communist specter, when certain par&es 

and poli&cians are weak, they claim that they’ll protect the rights of 

people and follow the regula&ons of a democra&c society. But when 



they get power, they use all methods to suppress dissent and arbitrarily 

deprive others of their rights. In February 2017, during a Senate session 

in a Western state in the United States, a Vietnamese-American state 

senator addressed the chamber to speak out against the praise afforded 

to Tom Hayden, a former radical and an&-Vietnam War ac&vist who 

became a senator. [5] However, her microphone was abruptly turned 

off, and she was forced out of the Senate chamber by depu&es. If things 

keep going in this direc&on, the end result will be a communist 

autocracy.

......

Communism has a terrible reputa&on in the West, so lies are the only 

way it can expand its influence.

Communist and le/-wing groups use slogans like “freedom,” 

“progress,” and “the public interest” as a pretext for winning public 

support. In fact, their goal is to carry out their plan of advancing 

socialism. Their tac&cs mirror the communist promises of “heaven on 

earth.” Some par&es promote policies that are basically communist, but 

come packaged under another name. For instance, the establishment of 

a socialized health care system isn’t called socialist, but instead 

“people’s health care,” or they jus&fy it as being based on public 

opinion. When they want to force employers to pay a minimum wage, 

they call it a “living wage.” All the while, Western governments get 

more powerful and intervene in people’s lives more and more.

Pro-communist poli&cians and interest groups make empty promises to 

get elected, something very similar to what communist par&es did to 



win approval when they were just geJng started. These poli&cians 

promise higher social welfare, or say that everyone will get a job and 

medical insurance. No one cares to talk about who will pay, or how the 

system will work out in the long term. They o/en don’t even plan to 

fulfil their promises in the first place.

Benito Bernal, a congressional candidate on the U.S. West Coast, 

formerly on the le/ side of poli&cs, recently disclosed that a poli&cal 

party once built a poli&cal organiza&on with members that included 

federal departmental secretaries, federal senators and congressmen, 

and state and city council members. He says that they came up with a 

25-year plan to manipulate different levels of government in order to 

campaign for the future of the presidency. Bernal discovered that the 

organiza&on claimed to dedicate its resources to help communi&es 

resolve problems such as gang violence, school dropouts, teenage 

pregnancy, illegal immigrants, and social injus&ce. But their goal was to 

have all these people rely on the government. Bernal described this as a 

“system of slavery,” [6] and said:

When I ques&oned people in the organiza&on, they asked me three 

ques&ons instead. “First, if all the problems were solved, what would 

the next presiden&al candidate propose to help? Second, do you have 

any idea how much capital has come into our city to solve these 

problems? Third, do you know how many jobs are created to solve 

these problems?” At the &me, I wondered if these people were clearly 

telling me to profit from people’s pain, gang violence, and children 

killing each other.



Bernal said that if someone took the &me to look at that party’s vo&ng 

record, they would realize that the party wanted people to be 

disappointed, suppressed, and impoverished, so that it could profit 

from their misfortune. This is why he later decided to leave the party.

In the 2008 U.S. presiden&al elec&on, the Associa&on of Community 

Organiza&ons for Reform Now (ACORN), a liberal group with 40 years of 

history, was found to have registered thousands of fraudulent voters. 

[7]

In 2009, the group was again involved in a na&onwide scandal. In the 

name of upholding jus&ce and figh&ng for low-income households, it 

received a large amount of government subsidies and federal bailout 

money — meant to be used to help those families with medical care 

and housing needs. Two inves&gators disguised as a pros&tute and a 

pimp went to ACORN’s offices in several major ci&es to seek advice on 

how to operate their business, while secretly videotaping the 

interviews. Their videos show ACORN employees advising them on how 

to operate a brothel with a phony company and iden&ty, and showed 

them how to launder money, hide the cash, avoid inves&ga&on, lie to 

the police, and evade taxes. [8] Though ACORN repeatedly defended 

itself, its reputa&on was devastated and its funding withdrawn, forcing 

it to shu$er a year later.

Many poli&cal pledges seem temp&ng on the surface, but once carried 

out, result in ruin for people’s future. This is known as “the Curley 

Effect,” as studied by two Harvard professors. [9]



Forbes summarizes the Curley Effect thusly: “A poli&cian or a poli&cal 

party can achieve long-term dominance by &pping the balance of votes 

in their direc&on through the implementa&on of policies that strangle 

and s&fle economic growth. Counterintui&vely, making a city poorer 

leads to poli&cal success for the engineers of that impoverishment.” 

[10]

Specifically, poli&cians use warped and redistribu&onist fiscal and tax 

policies — such as giving tax incen&ves to trade unions, government 

programs, and minority enterprises — while increasing taxes on other 

enterprises and the wealthy. The result is that the beneficiaries of those 

policies (including the poor, trade unions, and so on) become reliant on 

the poli&cians who favor them, and then support them in elec&ons. 

These “soak the rich” and high-tax policies are used to support 

governmental projects that encourages the wealthy and entrepreneurs 

(who don’t want their money taken and squandered) to leave the city, 

with the result that the opponents of the policies are fewer. Such 

poli&cians then have a stable, long-term hold on that area, and can 

build their poli&cal machine. At the same &me, the taxa&on and job 

opportuni&es in the city decrease year by year, and eventually the city 

goes bankrupt.

The Forbes ar&cle points out that the influence of the Curley Effect is 

widespread, affec&ng the top ten poorest ci&es with a popula&on of 

more than 250,000 in the United States. Today, one rich Western state, 

which has been mostly controlled by poli&cians on the Le/, is facing the 

consequences of these policies. [11]



The Le/ also changes the meaning of words. For example, for 

conserva&ves “equality” means, roughly speaking, having equal 

opportuni&es. In this way, people will be able to compete fairly, and a 

natural meritocracy is formed. For le/ists, however, the term means 

equal outcomes — meaning that whether or not people work hard, 

they receive the same outcome as others who don’t.

Conserva&ves believe that tolerance is inclusive of different beliefs and 

opinions; when personal interests are harmed, people should be broad-

minded and generous. The Le/ o/en understands tolerance to mean 

tolerance of sin. Their understanding of freedom and jus&ce differs 

quite markedly from the tradi&onal concepts. Social-engineering 

policies, like celebra&ng homosexuality, having men and women use 

the same bathroom, legalizing marijuana, and other policies that 

undermine human ethics are all dubbed “progressive,” as if they were 

somehow moral advancements. In reality, all these policies undermine 

the moral laws laid down by God for man. This is how the policies on 

the le/-wing of the poli&cal spectrum end up undermining morality. 

The communist evil specter uses this style of poli&cs for its own ends.

In the past, people believed that the United States was a truly free 

society and the last bas&on against communism. But today, people see 

clearly that high taxa&on, a highly developed welfare state, collec&vism, 

big government, social democracy, “social equality,” and the like — all 

derived in one way or another from socialist and Marxist-Leninist 

ideological DNA — are enshrined in policies and put into prac&ce. In 

par&cular, the younger genera&on simply isn’t aware of the history of 

brutality in communist countries. They yearn for and pursue an illusory 



ideal, and are deceived by the new guise that communism has taken on. 

The result is that they unknowingly walk on a road to ruin.
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When human beings follow the tradi onal values established by the 

divine, God will lead people in the further development of that culture. 

Having a culture informed by divine inspira on is an important channel 

for people to connect with the divine. Based on this culture the variety 

of methods of social organiza on that is poli cal life is derived.

God gives people free will and the ability to manage their own affairs. 

People ought to manage themselves through self-discipline, moral 

conduct, and responsibility for themselves and their families. A+er 

studying American poli cs in the nineteenth century, the French 

poli cal scien st Alexis de Tocqueville came to a great apprecia on for 

the society. He was impressed with Americans’ ability for introspec on, 

their understanding of evil, their willingness to solve problems with 

pa ence, and the general lack of violence in solving social problems. He 

thought that the greatness of the United States lies in its ability to 

correct its own mistakes. [12]

What the communist evil specter wants, on the other hand, is 

totalitarian poli cs in order to ins gate people to oppose tradi on and 

morality, and to block the path for people to incline toward goodness 



and toward the divine. People in communist countries, however, are 

transformed from being God’s people to becoming subjects of the devil, 

all without no cing it.  Gradually, they willingly obey the norms that 

accord with the devil.

In communist countries, the government monopolizes social resources, 

including the economy, the educa onal system, and the media. Thus, 

everything must be carried out by following the instruc ons of 

communist party leaders, and their methods of rule are based on lies, 

evil, and violence. Those who try to follow their conscience and incline 

toward goodness end up viola ng the party’s ideology and rules, and 

are called enemies of the party. They then become the underclass, 

forced to struggle at the bo7om of society, or they simply die.

In free socie es, the government is also moving toward 

authoritarianism, with “big government” coming to control almost 

everything. One of the characteris cs of autocra c poli cs is a strong 

central government that plans and directs the economy. At present, 

Western governments have increasingly strengthened their ability to 

intervene and control the economy to achieve government plans; they 

use the instruments of state revenue and expenditures, taxa on, and 

debt financing.

At the same  me, their sphere of management has come to encompass 

beliefs, families, educa on, the economy, culture, energy and 

resources, transporta on, communica ons, travel, and more. From the 

expansion of the central administra ve power to local governmental 

control over the lives of ci zens, numerous laws and judgements, the 

result has been an all-round expansion of governmental power and 



unprecedented societal control. For instance, the purchase of health 

insurance is mandatory, lest people be fined. In the name of the public 

interest, governments can deprive people of their property and 

personal rights.

A totalitarian government uses “poli cal correctness” as an excuse to 

deprive people of their freedom of speech and dictate what people can 

and cannot say. Those who openly denounce sinister policies are 

dismissed as engaging in “hate speech.” Those who dare to oppose 

poli cal correctness are marginalized, isolated, in some cases fired, and 

in extreme instances threatened or a7acked.

Using deviated poli cal standards to replace upright moral standards 

and enforcing them with the power of the law, regula on, and public 

a7acks, creates an atmosphere of social terror and pressure, 

suppressing people’s free will and the freedom to pursue kindness. This 

is the essence of totalitarian poli cs.

......

Today, welfare policies have become a universal phenomenon. No 

ma7er which country or party, whether conserva ve or liberal, there is 

no essen al difference. People who have lived in communist countries 

and come to the West are all impressed with the benefits: free 

educa on for children, medical insurance, and care for the elderly. They 

believe that this is what “real communism” is about.



Isn’t the welfare society of today precisely a communist set of ideas 

brought into capitalist society? The difference is that it wasn’t done 

through violent revolu on.

The pursuit of a be7er life is not fault in itself, but there are major 

problems hidden behind the large welfare states established by 

governments. There is no free lunch in this world. High levels of welfare 

are based on forced taxa on, and the welfare itself ends up crea ng 

problems.

The Bri sh jurist Dicey observed:

Now before 1908 the ques on whether a man, rich or poor, should 

insure his health, was a ma7er le+ en rely to the free discre on or 

indiscre on of each individual. His conduct no more concerned the 

State than the ques on whether he should wear a black coat or a 

brown coat. … But the Na onal Insurance Act will, in the long run, bring 

upon the State, that is, upon the taxpayers … unemployment insurance. 

… It is in fact the admission by the State of its duty to insure a man 

against the evil ensuing from his having no work. … The Na onal 

Insurance Act is in accordance with the doctrines of socialism. … [13]

The Nordic model of socialist welfare has been recognized and adopted 

by many countries. It was once considered a posi ve example of 

socialist prosperity to be imitated by the West. Yet in Northern Europe, 

the ra o of tax rate to GDP is among the highest in the world, with 

many of the countries’ tax rates hovering at around 50 percent.



Analysts have pointed out that there are six fatal problems with the 

socialist medical welfare that the government engages in: It is 

unsustainable, as people want to benefit from free services more than 

they pay into them. There are no rewards or penal es for performance, 

and medical industry prac  oners don’t assume any legal responsibility 

for what they do, but get paid no ma7er how much they work. It causes 

huge losses to the government: People steal through loopholes, abuse 

the system, and engage in underground trade. The government decides 

the life and death of the people through the medical system, and it’s 

plagued by bureaucracy. [14]

In 2010, a man named Jonas in northern Sweden had to suture his 

bleeding wounds in an emergency room. He first went to the outpa ent 

clinic, which had closed. He then waited for three hours in the 

emergency room. The wound was bleeding, but he received no aid. He 

had no choice but to a7empt to treat himself, but this led to him being 

reported by the hospital staff as having violated the law by possessing 

hospital equipment without authoriza on (he had picked up a thread 

and needle the nurses le+ out). [15] This is just one instance; the reality 

is far worse. Because everyone wants free medical care, resources are 

abused. The clash between limita ons on resources and the demand 

that things be free causes mismatches between supply and demand. 

The lack of supply means long queues, while those who really need care 

are harmed by socialized medicine.

It’s not merely a ma7er of efficiency. The greater danger is that 

everything a person needs from cradle to grave is arranged by the 

government. It may seem to be desirable, but in fact, a popula on’s 

dependence on the government is the path to an autocra c regime.



As Tocqueville wrote: “If despo sm were to be established amongst the 

democra c na ons of our days, it might assume a different character; it 

would be more extensive and more mild; it would degrade men without 

tormen ng them.” [16] The welfare state is thus best described.
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Totalitarian poli�cs undermines the freedom of individuals to exercise 

compassion, but gives space for evil. People seeking to use the law to 

stop others from doing wrong is precisely what the devil wants. In 

modern society, there are numerous complicated laws and regula�ons. 

The United States has over 70,000 tax laws; the health insurance law 

amounts to over 20,000 pages. Even judges and lawyers can’t 

comprehend all the laws, not to men�on an average person. From the 

federal level down to the state, county, and city, an average of 40,000 

new laws are passed every year. A person can break a law without even 

realizing it. Punishments range from a fine to imprisonment.

There are regula�ons on what sort of fish hook to use and on slurping 

soup too noisily in public — everything, just about, has a law or rule 

limi�ng it. California allows only flat screen televisions that meet certain 

energy-consump�on requirements; plas�c bags are banned. In some 

ci�es, building a hut in one’s backyard requires government approval.

The overu�liza�on of laws dulls the moral sense. Many laws, in fact, go 

against common-sense morality. And yet the prolifera�on of laws has 

created the social trend in which people are judged by the law and not 



their moral standards. As �me goes on, it is easy for the agents of the 

evil specter to implant the devil’s ideology into human laws.    

However good the law is, it is only an external power, and cannot 

change people’s minds. Lao Tzu said, “The more laws are promulgated, 

the more thieves and bandits there will be.” When evil is rampant, law 

is helpless. The more laws there are, the more control big government 

can exert. People ignore the fact that social problems are caused by the 

devil magnifying the evil side of man. They think that the problem is in 

the law, so they set about fixing that, forge<ng the crux of the ma=er. 

A vicious cycle is formed, and society begins its step-by-step march to 

autocracy.

......

Due to the infiltra�on of the communist specter, American society 

today is divided to an unprecedented degree, with the Le? using all its 

power to obstruct and thwart those who hold tradi�onal views in 

poli�cs. Using the term “war” to describe this situa�on is not an 

exaggera�on in the least.

In recent years, during the elec�on in America, although the rhetoric 

may have been fierce and confronta�onal, once the elec�on was over, 

the healing would start, ri?s would be mended, and poli�cs would 

return to normalcy.

During the ini�al stage of the 2016 elec�ons, however, some le?-

leaning officials within the government were already star�ng to plan 

how they would treat candidates from different par�es with different 



standards. A?er the elec�on, in order to seize back the elec�on, the 

Le? started a lawsuit. A?er the new president was inaugurated, the 

le?ist governor of Washington state said that there was a “tornado of 

support” for all-out opposi�on to the new president. Higher-ups from 

the party in opposi�on admi=ed that an incensed army of liberals 

wanted them to wage “total war” [19] against the new president, to 

obstruct him everywhere, and through this, win public support.

The Le? is currently resor�ng to all methods to achieve its goals. Le?ists 

o?en oppose new policies merely for the sake of opposi�on. Under 

normal circumstances, different par�es may hold different views on 

policies, but despite the division, they all have a common desire for the 

country to be safe. But remarkably, not only was the proposal to 

strengthen the border subject to intense a=ack, but certain states even 

passed “sanctuary city” laws. These laws prevent federal law 

enforcement officials from asking people about their immigra�on 

status, and prohibit local agencies from providing immigra�on-related 

informa�on to federal law enforcement.

Before the elec�on, the Le?-dominated mainstream media heavily 

endorsed the candidate for the le?-wing party, giving the impression 

that her victory was an inevitability — and thus many were 

dumbfounded by the result. A?er the elec�on, mainstream media 

coordinated with le?ist poli�cians to sensa�onalize all manner of 

issues, direc�ng the public’s a=en�on to a=acks and cri�cisms of the 

new president, even to the extent of manufacturing fake news to 

confuse the public. The mainstream media turned a blind eye to 

virtually all of the new president’s achievements, while not delving too 

deeply into the enormous problems inherent in the le?-wing nominee.



In a normal society, different groups or par�es may have different 

opinions, and conflicts arise. But such conflicts ought to be temporary 

and localized, and eventually both sides should try to resolve the 

problem peacefully. It’s only when one group is possessed by the class-

struggle mentality of the communist specter that poli�cal disputes get 

elevated to waging war, with the belief that coopera�on or peaceful 

reconcilia�on is impossible and that one must totally defeat the 

opponent and completely demolish the exis�ng system.

This comprehensive warfare is reflected in the overall confronta�on in 

poli�cal gamesmanship, policy formula�on, and the ba=le for public 

opinion, bringing with it deep social ruptures and an increasing number 

of extremist and violent acts. This is exactly what the communist 

specter hopes to see.

In 2016, according to the latest poll conducted by The Associated Press 

and the Center for Public Affairs Research, about 85 percent of 

respondents believe that the country is more deeply divided on poli�cs 

than in the past; 80 percent believe that Americans are heavily divided 

on important values. [20]

The unity of a country requires a common set of values and a shared 

culture. Although the doctrines of different religions are different, the 

standards for good and evil are similar. This allows ethnic groups in the 

United States to live in harmony. However, when values are divided, 

whether the country will even hang together becomes a ques�on.

......



Everyone harbors personal weaknesses and evil inside of them. The 

pursuit of power, wealth, and fame have existed since the dawn of 

mankind. The devil purposefully used the evil in human nature to create 

a system of its “agents” in each country. A country is like the human 

body, and each en�ty within it — whether an enterprise, government, 

and the like — is like a human organ. Each has its own func�on and 

performs its du�es. If the devil’s agents infiltrate a country, then it’s as 

though a foreign consciousness has replaced the human soul — or in 

other words, that the foreign consciousness is directly controlling the 

body.

If someone tries to shake a society awake from the devil’s control, this 

system is likely to resist by every means — for example by using the 

media to discredit opponents, engaging in personal a=acks, using 

misleading informa�on to confuse the public, orchestra�ng antagonism, 

ignoring government decrees, diver�ng resources to support the 

opposi�on, and dragging the en�re society into division and conflict. 

Opponents have even caused social unrest while a=emp�ng to turn 

uninformed members of the public against those who dare to confront 

the devil. Many people are both the founders, and at the same �me the 

vic�ms, of this system. Although they may have done bad things, 

they’re not really enemies of mankind.

Through control of both state and private power, and unmatched access 

and ability to marshal economic resources and intervene domes�cally 

and around the world as desired, poli�cal power can be used to create 

achievements for the benefit of all people. On the other hand, the 

misuse of poli�cal power can lead to enormous crimes. The purpose of 



this chapter has been to reveal the communist factors behind  the 

poli�cs of the world today, and thus to help people dis�nguish between 

good and evil, to see the devil’s schemes, and to return poli�cs to its 

proper domain and right path.

Former U.S. President Reagan once said: “From �me to �me we’ve 

been tempted to believe that society has become too complex to be 

managed by self-rule, that government by an elite group is superior to 

government for, by, and of the people. Well, if no one among us is 

capable of governing himself, then who among us has the capacity to 

govern someone else?” [21] Similarly, President Trump said, “In 

America, we don’t worship government, we worship God.” [22]

Poli�cal authority needs to return to the right path, based on tradi�onal 

values. Only when mankind is blessed by God will he be able to resist 

being manipulated by the devil, and thus avoid the path of enslavement 

and destruc�on. Only by returning to the tradi�ons and virtues for man 

laid down by God will humankind have a way out.
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Western countries are using many economic policies that don’t appear 

to bear any rela on to socialism either in name or form, yet they play 

the roles of restric ng, weakening, or depriving people of the right to 

private property. Others weaken the mechanics of free enterprise, 

expand government power, and lead society further down the road 

toward socialism. Methods include high taxa on, generous social 

welfare, and aggressive state interven onism.

......

An important feature of communist or socialist economics in Western 

countries is robust social welfare. Current social welfare policies make 

people who came from communist countries feel as though they have 

simply moved to another socialist state.  

Undercover Socialism



The government itself doesn’t generate value. Rather, it’s like shearing 

wool from a sheep. All social benefits are ul mately paid for by the 

people using taxes or na onal debt. A high degree of welfare itself is a 

variant form of communism, just without the violent revolu on 

prac ced by communist par es.

High taxa on is the forcible na onaliza on of private assets for 

redistribu on on a large scale. At the same  me, it is a hidden path to 

gradually phasing out the system of private ownership.

The end result of high taxa on is the same as the public ownership and 

egalitarianism imposed by communist regimes, with the only difference 

being whether na onaliza on is effected before or a0er produc on. In 

communist planned economies, produc on materials are directly 

controlled by the state. In the West, produc on is controlled privately, 

but the revenue is converted into state assets via taxes and 

redistribu on schemes. Either way, it is equivalent to robbery and 

plunder of others’ wealth. In Western countries, rather than using 

killing and violence, this was achieved legally through democracy and 

legisla on.

Some government aid is reasonable, such as social security for vic ms 

of disasters or accidents. But the posi ve aspects of welfare make it a 

convenient instrument of decep on, and it becomes the excuse needed 

to increase taxes. In this regard, generous social welfare has already 

achieved the same destruc ve consequences as communist economics 

for the people, society, and moral values. By nature, communist 

economics brings out the dark side of human nature. This is the root 

cause of why the specter is pushing communist economic values around 



the world, whether in free socie es or in those directly controlled by 

communist regimes.

High Taxa on

Social welfare in developed Western countries consumes a large por on 

of fiscal revenue, which comes from taxes transferred from private 

wealth. There is no other way to maintain this level of government 

largess.

In the United States, over half of tax revenue is spent on Social Security 

and medical care. More than 80 percent of this money comes from 

personal income taxes and social security taxes; 11 percent is from 

corporate tax. [2] Many Western countries go even further than the 

United States, given their more comprehensive welfare systems.

According to 2016 data on thirty-five market economies published by 

the Organiza on for Economic Co-opera on and Development (OECD), 

twenty-seven countries had an income tax rate of over 30 percent. The 

countries with the two highest income taxes, at 54 and 49.4 percent, 

were both in Europe. On top of this, ea ng or shopping in many parts of 

Europe comes with a value-added tax as high as 20 percent in some 

places. [3] Corporate taxes and other taxes further add to the overall 

rate.

Other data showed that in 1900, only seven of the fi0een countries for 

that year imposed an income tax, with Italy leading at a rate of 10 

percent. Australia, Japan, and New Zealand had income tax rates of 

about 5 percent. But by 1950, the average maximum tax rate across 



twenty countries was over 60 percent; today, it has slowly fallen to 

around 40 percent. [4]

High taxa on burdens not only the wealthy; the poor are also penalized 

in various ways. While the rich o0en have various legal means of 

shielding themselves from taxes, welfare benefits afforded to the poor 

disappear as their income increases beyond a certain threshold. In 

short, people are being penalized for working harder.

High Welfare

In 1942, the Bri sh economist William Beveridge advocated the welfare 

state, a plan “all-embracing in scope of persons and of needs.” In 

modern society, the high welfare system has been expanded to cover 

unemployment, medical care, pensions, occupa onal injury, housing, 

educa on, child care, and the like, far beyond tradi onal concepts of 

charity for those in immediate need of aid.

A report from the Heritage Founda on showed that in 2013, more than 

one hundred million people in the United States, or about a third of the 

popula on, received welfare benefits (excluding Social Security and 

Medicare) worth an average of $9,000 per person. [5] According to 

sta s cs collected by the U.S. Census Bureau, about 12.7 percent of the 

popula on was living under the poverty line in 2016, yet their living 

condi ons may come as a surprise to many.

According to government surveys, 96 percent of parents in 

impoverished households said that their children had never been 

hungry. Almost 50 percent of impoverished households lived in 



detached houses, and 40 percent lived in townhouses. Just 9 percent 

lived in mobile homes. Eighty percent had air condi oning and two-

fi0hs owned widescreen LCD TVs. Three-quarters of impoverished 

households owned cars. [6] The deliberate categoriza on of large 

numbers of people into the “impoverished” demographic provides 

ample excuse for the expansion of welfare.

Benefits provided by the U.S. government are below average compared 

with members of the Organiza on for Economic Co-opera on and 

Development. Most people living in Nordic countries and other Western 

European na ons enjoy far greater welfare than Americans. In 

Denmark, for example, even the wealthiest ci zens enjoy a cradle-to-

grave social safety net that includes free medical care, university 

educa on, and other generous benefits.

Prior to their country’s economic collapse, Greeks enjoyed an annual 

fourteen-month salary, re rement at the age of 61, and a pension 

equivalent to over 90 percent of their salary. Swedes are en tled to 550 

days of con nuous sick leave and other benefits.

The expansion of welfare from its tradi onal role of emergency charity 

to constant benefits for the en re popula on is, in fact, part of the 

specter’s scheme to impose a communist economy.

Social Benefits: Spreading Corrup on and Intensifying Contradic ons 

Between Rich and Poor

From an economic point of view, the essence of welfare is to take 

money from some people and transfer its value to others. However, it is 



the government that is responsible for distribu ng the wealth, thus de-

emphasizing the wisdom that one must work in order to gain. The loss 

of this moral principle is par cularly evident in Northern Europe.

Swedish scholar Nima Sanandaji demonstrated this point using data 

from the World Value Survey. In the early 1980s, 82 percent of Swedes 

and 80 percent of Norwegians agreed with the statement that “it is 

wrong to receive government benefits that you do not deserve.” By the 

 me of surveys respec vely taken in Norway and Sweden in 2005 and 

2008, only 56 percent of Norwegians and 61 percent of Swedes agreed 

with this statement. [7]

Under a generous welfare system, those who work hard receive fewer 

returns, and those who are less industrious are rewarded with benefits. 

Over  me, this subtly distorts moral tradi ons, as those who grew up 

with high government welfare lose the industriousness, independence, 

responsibility, and diligence of their forefathers. They take the system 

for granted and even consider welfare to be a human right. They have 

formed a habit of relying on the government and even holding it 

hostage for con nuous aid. Social values have changed almost 

irreversibly. Like boiling frogs slowly, communism’s use of high amounts 

of welfare erodes moral wisdom.

High government welfare also squeezes out the role of tradi onal 

chari es, depriving both the donors of the opportunity to do good 

works and the beneficiaries of the chance to feel gra tude.

In tradi onal society, charity was done by one’s own choice, either by 

directly aiding the less fortunate or by dona ng to charitable 



organiza ons such as churches. There were definite donors and 

recipients, and being able to receive assistance was a privilege, not a 

right. Recipients felt gra tude for the donors’ kindness and would be 

mo vated to use the charity to supplement their own efforts to 

improve their lot. Those who received charity and turned their lives 

around would be likely to return the favor when others confronted the 

same challenges they once faced.

French thinker Alexis de Tocqueville noted that charity combines the 

virtues of generosity and gra tude, which interact mutually to improve 

society and exert a posi ve moral influence. Meanwhile, the 

rela onship between givers and receivers func oned to ease conflicts 

and antagonism between rich and poor, as charitable behavior on the 

part of individuals connected members of different economic classes. 

[8]

The bloated system of modern welfare alienates donors and recipients 

by bureaucra zing the process of charity. The “donors” of today are 

taxpayers who are forced to give up their wealth, rather than sharing it 

voluntarily. Meanwhile, recipients of welfare have no connec on to 

their benefactors and feel no gra tude for their sacrifice.

Tocqueville believed that social welfare exacerbated conflicts between 

rich and poor. Having part of their wealth forcibly confiscated, the 

wealthy would come to resent the class of welfare recipients. 

Tocqueville said that the poor, too, would con nue to feel discontent 

since they would take their economic relief for granted: “One class s ll 

views the world with fear and loathing while the other regards its 

misfortune with despair and envy.” [9]



Bloated welfare also becomes a point of jealousy and poli cal conflict 

that communism uses to destroy people’s moral and social harmony. 

This has been observed in the Greek economic crisis: Rather than a 

conflict between rich and poor, the struggle was to be had between the 

middle and upper classes. Among the laOer, tax evasion has become a 

“na onal sport,” according to Greek officials cited by The Economist. 

[10]At the same  me, so as to not upset its cons tuents, the Greek 

government has relied on taking loans to offset diminishing tax revenue 

and maintain the same level of welfare found in other European 

countries.

In the a0ermath of the economic crisis, the Greek government 

aOempted to cut back on social welfare, only to meet with staunch 

resistance from the general popula on. The people set their sights on 

the wealthy and demanded even higher taxes be levied on them, 

crea ng a headache for the government that has yet to be resolved.

The welfare system erodes the tradi onal work ethic and makes people 

feel en tled to that which they did not earn. As industriousness is 

punished, the en re economy suffers.

In 2010, a prac cal study by Mar n Halla, Mario Lackner, and Friedrich 

G. Schneider produced data showing that social welfare disincen vizes 

hard work in the long term. And such a result will not be shown un l a 

long period of  me later. The three economists concluded that the 

dynamics of the welfare state are inimical to the health of a na on’s 

economic base. [11]
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The Culture of Poverty

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

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

low-income families living along the Appalachian Mountains in the 

Eastern United States.  

The feature described how many impoverished families gave up sending 

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

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

check for having an intellectual disability.” [12]

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

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

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

child turns 18.”

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

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



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

qualifying children were categorized as mentally challenged, but did not 

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

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

care taxpayers provide $9 billion annually. [13]

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

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

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

goal of bringing down and destroying humanity.

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

programs do not discriminate among individuals, only poverty 

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

impossible to know whether the qualified individuals are actually 

suffering from circumstances beyond their control or if their misfortune 

is of their own making. [14]

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that encourages the misuse of these benefits. The resultant regression 



in social morality and economic malaise help the communist specter 

achieve its aims.

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

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

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

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

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

launched his war on poverty, American taxpayers spent 2.2 trillion 

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

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

years. [17]

According to American economist William Arthur Niskanen, the welfare 

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

cycle of dependence on government aid, extramarital children, violent 

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

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

from increasing Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

that a  robust welfare system fosters dependence on the system and 

discourages personal responsibility.



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

poverty. In a study of historical and contemporary poverty among 

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

impoverished black children lived with teenage single mothers. The 

welfare system promotes this phenomenon, as it encourages single 

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

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

government welfare. Welfare has been instrumental in pushing single 

parenthood, causing more poverty. [19]

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

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

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

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

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

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

welfare to combat poverty by exacerba(ng it further.

The LeN’s Use of Welfare Policy to Gain Votes

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



State Interven(on

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

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

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

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

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

Western society was deeply influenced by the theories of Keynesian 

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

the economy by using finance.

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

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

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

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

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

economies.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

with its “visible hand.”



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

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

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

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

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

vulnerability for the social and economic future of many countries.

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

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

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

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

of “diminishing marginal returns.” [21]

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

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

under the control of the state.

The Consequences and Reality of Interven(onism

There are at least two major consequences of extensive state 

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

and scale. Government officials develop increasing hubris about their 

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

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

expanded powers and func(ons.

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

When the people encounter challenges, or when the free market 



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

state interven(on to sa(sfy their demands.

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

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

benefited from and grown dependent on poli(cians will increasingly 

demand that the government take responsibility for alloca(ng wealth 

and enact laws to enforce this.

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

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

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

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

convergence of these disparate forces encourages the government to 

take greater measures to intervene in the economy and interfere with 

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

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

it is the specter of communism that pulls the strings.

It can be seen that Western governments wield their public authority 

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

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

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

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

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

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

aspects of the economy and popular livelihood will come under public 

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

enslaving society and its ci(zens.



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

economic structure toward centralism, the specter is gradually leading 

humanity into full communism.   

......

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

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

socialism shares the same principal nature of planned economics, as 

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

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

government, which is allowed to play God.

As things stand, the only difference between heavy state 

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

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

the capitalist system protect human rights from total government 

control.

Friedrich Hayek, the prominent Austrian economist and philosopher, 

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

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

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

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

and North America was different from public ownership and planned 

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

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

indirect fashion. [22]



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

to their doom.


