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TheSarbucks Socialists Parlour

by David A. Noebel

Imaginethere’sno Heaven
(Thanksto John Lennon)
It'squite easy when onetries
NoHéell below us

Aboveusonly Sky
Imaginethere’ sno Creator
Objectiveredlity, absolutetruth
It'seasy whendert

No purpose below us
Aboveusenergized dirt
Freelovefor theasking

Abortion on demand

Planned Parenthood’sasacred cow
Chrigianity’sinthecan
Takeeveryone sgunsaway
Andtosstheminthesand

Shout out for world government
TheBrother/Sisterhood of (wo)myn
Feminigsarescreaming

For shippin’ menenmass
ToMars, Venusand to the Moon

“l usedto consider ... liberalswho
praise Fidel Castro to bethe most des-
picablepeopleimaginable. That'sprob-
ably because| haveto deal with these
peopleon aregular basis. | call them
Starbucks’ Socialists. You know the
type. They spend about ten dollarsa
day to have other people make their
coffeewhilethey read the $20 deluxe
edition of The Communist Manifesto
at Barnesand Noble.... Most of them
arecollegeprofessors.”

—Mike S. Adams, Welcome to
the Ivory Tower of Babel (2004), p.
134.

So peace on earth can be acclaimed quite soon

Leshian, gay, bisexud, transgender, Q

Multiculturdistshollering“ heteronormative’ at You and You
Strange-sex affairs (LGBTQ) must beeverywhere

For social progress tobegin

“Queersfor Christ” arenow progressivetypes
“Atheistsfor Jesus’ aremarchinginlockstep

Homophobiaisamean, socia disease

LUGS, GUGS, BUGSare normal, hedthy, chic
Cross-dressersarethe new health providers

Queer Studiesareacademicfair
Thanksto culturd Marxism—
Palitical Correctnessinsgsts

Wearenolonger “ One nation, under God, indivisible’

Sincethereisnogod or nation
Worth sacrificeor trust

continued on Page 2

“Dwell on the past and you'll lose an eye; forget the past and you'll lose both eyes.” Old Russian Proverb
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Welfareand dope for thehomeless
Condomsfor thekids

Wemust not blamecriminals

For anything they did

Right and wrong are cultura determinates
There' snosuchthingassin

Who caresif theworldislost and hurtin’

It smerely soul-lesstin

Besides, weareemerging

Foamy, blue-green algae pond scum
Heading for our Socialist Paradise

Hey! Darwin’'sfishjust swalowedthe*J’ fish
No one seemstomind

Animal rightsaremost important
Sinceweareevolvingdime

Without gameplan or direction
Wind-borneparticlesarewe

Having more uncomplicated fun than usua
Sincenoonemust pay one'sfees

It'sfree, man,it'sal free

You hear it everywhere

Breakfast at noon, Lunchat four, Dinner at eight
All paidfor by the beneficent State

Man hasfinally abolished the curse of work
Reason, science, law and revelation
Areantiquehistory now

Enlightenment comesfrom nowhere

But that’samystery for sure

Vauesaretied to matter alone

Morasand ethicsaredone

Unless, of course, “relative” issnequanon
But then there’ snothing to worry about

For there's no eternal Son

Meaning to existenceisparochia

Judgment and justice are mythsof the past
Liveit upinthepresent why not haveablast
Butif by chanceyou rewrong, dead wrong
AndthereisaDesigner somewhere

A soul intact and reason on board with revelation galore
Wel, thenmy friend, my advicetoyou
Isredly quitesmpleindeed

Kissthe Son (Ps. 2) and breathe eternd life
Worship God

Turnyour lifearound andlivefor Him

With purposeand graceintow

Fearing neither Darwin or Marx

Nietzsche or Freud'sbaselessclamson your soul.

M ur derous Science
by M.D. Aeschliman

Note: This review by Boston University professor
Aeschliman centerson the book by Richard Weikart entitled
FromDarwinto Hitler.

It isan open question whether civilization will survive
Darwinism, whoseinspiration for Nazism, militarism, rac-
ism, wars of extermination, eugenics, abortion, and eutha-
nasiaisamply documented in Richard Weikart’sexcellent
new book. In preciseand careful detail Weikart narratesan
indispensable chapter of cultural andintellectua history that
had tragic consequences: the growing ascendancy in Ger-
many in the period 1860-1933 of Social Darwinist ideas
that fostered aruthless, amoral view of the human person
and of therelations between individual's, groups, nations,
and races. Though in thisperiod all “advanced Western
nations (and Japan) were affected by the Darwinian bacil-
lus, whoserevival in new and seductiveformswe seetoday,
for complex reasons Germany wasthelandinwhichit grew
strongest and had the most tragic consequences. Bismark’s
successinunifying Germany through warfareand Germany’s
growing industrial power in competition with Britain and
France gave prominence and prestigeto “blood and iron”
and ideas of ruthlessrealpolitik, which acentury earlier had
been articulated by the Machiavel lian Frederick “thegreat.”
Likedistinguished earlier scholarssuch asCarlton JH. Hayes
and his student Jacques Barzum, Weikart has no doubt that
“Darwinism undermined traditional morality andthevalue of
humanlife”

Thekey figuresin German* Darwinismus’ were Ernest
Haekel and Nietzsche, but Weikart’sbook isalsolargely con-
cerned with ahost of lesswell-known German biologists,
medical doctors, and social scientistswho promoted Dar-
winismto great effect. Much valuable documentation ap-
pearsherein Englishfor thefirst time. Darwin himself was
very pleased at the growinginfluence of histhinkingin Ger-
many. In 1868 hewroteto aGerman scholar: “The support
which | receivefrom Germany ismy chief ground for hoping
that our viewswill ultimately prevail.” Haeckd, hismostim-
portant German disciple, praised Darwinin aletter adecade
later for having “ shown man histrueplaceinnature. . .thereby
overthrowing theanthropocentricfable.” The* anthropocen-
tricfable” isthebelief inthe specia character of humanlife,
the sacredness of the human person, and the absol ute war-
rant of conscience and Christian or Kantian ethics. Many
contemporary Darwinists, such as Peter Singer and James
Rachels, areexhilarated by the Darwiniam liberation from eth-
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ics, conveniently forgetting the 1914-1945 chapter of mod-
ernmoral history that had so muchto dowith the* liberated”
cynicism, fury, and cruelty of Socid Darwinism.

Onthefirst page of hisbook Weikart quotesfromthe
samecritical 1859 letter to Darwinfrom hisCambridge men-
tor, Adam Sedgwick, that Jacques Barzun quoted frominhis
magisterial 1941 book, Darwin, Marx, Wagner: Critique
of a Heritage: “Thereisamoral or metaphysical part of
natureaswell asaphysical. A manwho deniesthisisdeegpin
themireof folly.” To break thelink betweenthe materia and
themoral, Sedgwick went on, would “damage’ and “ brutal -
iz€” humanity and* sink the human raceinto alower grade of
degradationthan any intowhichit hasfalen sinceitswritten
recordstell usof itshistory.” Thehysterical, obscenestrife,
carnage, and cruelty of the period 1914-1945 are herefore-
shadowed with prophetic power.

Infact Welkart’ sbook raiseswithout tresting—asbeing
beyond histask—one of the most painful dilemmasof con-
temporary civilization, adilemmacf which most common citi-
zensare often dimly aware but which many scientists, caught
inthegrip of curiosity (libido sciendi), thewill to power (li-
bido dominandi), and dangeroudy vague utilitarianidealism,
resolutely wishtoignoreor deny: thedestructivethreat an
omnicompetent science posesto ethics. Evenliberal com-
mentators such as Richard Hof stadter and, more recently,
Stephen Jay Gould (in Rock of Ages) havefound themselves
defending partsof William JenningsBryan'sethicd critiqueof
Darwinism, which wasthe product not only of Bryan'sChris-
tianreligiousbeliefsand democratic politica loyatiesbut dso
of hisrevulsion at the German Socia Darwinism and milita-
rismthat he believed had been amagjor cause of World War |.
Though Bryanwasnointellectual, Weikart, Hof stadter, and
Gould credit himwith powerful insight onthispoint. (Along
thesamelines, Albert Alschuler hasrecently documented—in
hisbook Law Wthout Values: TheLife, Work, and Legacy
of Justice Holmes—theAmerican Social Darwinist nihilism
of the" mature” Oliver Wendell Holmes.)

One book on the widespread participation of German
medica doctorsin Nazi human experimentation, sterilization,
euthanasia, and genocide is titled Murderous Science.
Weikart’ sbook itsalf drawson Detlev J. K. Peukert’simpor-
tant essay onthe Holocaust withthehauntingtitle, “ The Gen-
essof the*Fina Solution’ fromthe Spirit of Science.” Itwas
thelondy “knight of faith” Kierkegaard who, likehisEnglish

Christian contemporary Adam Sedgwick, warnedinthe 19"
century that “intheend, al corruption will comeabout asa
consequenceof thenatural sciences.” Theuseof thewords
“nature’” and“natura” in contemporary mora and educationa
discourse are utterly ambiguous, promiscuous, and obscu-
rantist.

Weikart’sbook displaysin detail how “the survival of
thefittest,” the purposeful extermination of theweak and vul-
nerableand of “racial enemies,” cameto seem the obvious
dictatesof “natural law” and scienceto thousands of appar-
ently well-educated German intellectual sin the period 1860-
1933, aperiod in which the German university systemwas
theenvy of theworld and themoded for other nations(such as
America). He notesthat by and large only Catholics and
some Socidistsresisted that ascendant Darwinian pictureand
the political, social, and moral ideasthat camewithit. Yet
they were easily and widely mocked asretrograde, supersti-
tious, and sentimenta “ humanitarians,” aterm connoting wesk-
nessandtimidity.

Weikart notesNietzsche'srolein promoting analuring,
amoral, post-Darwinian philosophy throughout Germany and
the educated world, helping createwhat Carlton J. H. Hayes
cdled“agenerationof materiaism.” Nietzsche'shrilliant rheto-
ric promoted “ the higher breeding of humanity, includingthe
unsparing destruction of all degeneratesand parasites’ (Ecce
Homo). Wearenot far from Darwin and hiseugenic cousin
Galton here, or from theinfluential racist Gobineau, much
admired in Germany, whom Tocqueville rebuked on Chris-
tiangrounds. Wearea so not far from Hitler.

In conclusion, Weikart treats Hitler not asan anarchic
crimina and madman, but asacharismatic but principled So-
cia Darwinist witharacigt, utilitarian worldview that wasthe
fruit of the 70 years of Darwinist thinking in Germany that
Weikart hasdocumented. Hitler’sidolatry of the Germansas
the* culture-bearing” peopleremindsusof theseductivetemp-
tations, not only in Germany or inthe past, to replacetradi-
tiond Chridianreligionand ethicswith* culture’ (oftensomuch
more exciting, bold, and novel) and science (apparently so
much more certain). Healso suggeststhat celebratory con-
temporary Darwinistssuch as Singer and Rachels—and all
who believein theomnicompetence of natural science—have
learned nothing from thetragic 20" century.

—National Review, March 28, 2005, p. 49f.

The Schwar z Report Bookshelf

To see a complete list of books recommended by the Christian Anti-Communism Crusade please check out our website at
www.schwarzreport.org. This site also has back issues of The Schwarz Report aswell as other great resources.
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Evolution: AHistorical

Narrative
by Paul McHugh

Eighty yearsago thissummer, the Scopestria upheldthe
effort of the state of Tennessee to exclude the teaching of
Darwinian evolution from Tennessee classrooms. The state
claimed Darwinism contradicted orthodox religion. But times
change, and recently afederal judge ruled that athree-sen-
tence sticker stating that “ evolution isatheory not afact”
must be removed from Georgiahigh school biology textsbe-
causeit contradicts orthodox science and representsan un-
condtitutional endorsement of religion. Bothlega mandates—
no Darwin yesterday, nothing but Darwin today—Iook less
like sciencethan exercisesin thought control.

Everyone agreesthat the Scopestria (vicioudy carica-
tured in the play and movie Inherit the Wind) was a setback
for theteaching of scientific reasoning. But the sameistrue of
the Georgiaruling, Darwinism being quite obviously abio-
logical theory and opento dispute. To claim otherwiseisto
bewoefully misinformed.

Science, ashigh school studentsneed to know, isalogi-
caly articulated structure of beliefsabout naturethat arejus-
tified by methods of reasoning one can evauate. Itiswhether
themethods passmuster that countsfor or against ascientific
opinion, not how the opinion fitsour preconceptions.

Charles Darwin proposed that random variation within
lifeforms, working together with natural selection (“thepres-
ervation of favorablevariationsand theregjection of injurious
variations’) acrossthe vast expanse of timesincethe earth
wasformed, explains® how theuniverse created intelligence,”
asFrancisBacon had stated the problem afew centuriesbe-
fore. To judge whether the matter isnow closedto al criti-
cism, suchthat Darwinism standswith scientificfactslike*the
earthisaplanet of thesun” or “theblood circulatesinthe
body,” demandswe consider Darwin’smethod of reasoning.

Theleading DarwinistinAmerica, Ernst Mayr, describes
themethod. “Evolutionary biology, in contrast with physics
and chemigry, isahigtoricd science—theevolutionist attempts
to explain eventsand processesthat have dready taken place.
L awsand experiments areinappropriate techniquesfor the
explication of such eventsand processes. Instead one con-
structsahistorical narrative, consisting of atentativerecon-
struction of the particular scenariothat led to theeventsoneis
tryingtoexplan.”

Darwin, Mayr goes on, “established a philosophy of
biology ... by showing that theoriesin evolutionary biology are
based on conceptsrather than laws.”

After noting Mayr’sfearless use of thewords* tenta-
tive,” “philosophy”, and“theory,” onesurdy isjudtifiedinre-

sponding: Nowonder Darwinism, in contrast to other scien-
tific theories, ssemsan argument without end! It’'shistory—
indeed, history captured by that creative-writing-class con-
cept narrative. If historical narrative—and the* philosophy”
it propounds—arewhat justify the Darwinian opinions, the
textbook writersof Georgiacanlegitimately damthat Darwin's
“tentative reconstruction” isnot only atheory but aspecial
kind of theory, onelacking thetelling and persuasive power
that theories built on hypothesis-generated experiment and
public prediction can garner.

Darwin himself understood that questionsrai sed about
hisnarrative had substance. In Chapter I X of OntheOrigin
of Species, he noted that thefossil record had failed to “re-
ved any...finely graduated organic chain” linking, ashepro-
posed, existing speciesto predecessors. Hecalled therecord
“imperfect” and went sofar asto say, “ This, perhaps, isthe
most obviousand gravest objectionwhich canbeurged againgt
my theory.” Darwin presumed that the problem rested onthe
“poornessof our palaentological collections’ and would be
answered when more of “the surface of the earth has been
geologicdly explored.”

Inthe same Chapter I X, Darwin a so acknowledged that
the fossil record does suggest the “ sudden appearance of
wholegroupsof allied speciesall at once.” Henotedthat if
thisfact wereto stand, and “ numerous species belonging to
thesamegeneraor familieshaveredly started intolifeall at
once,...[it] would befatd tothetheory of descent with dow
modification through natural selection.” Heforestalled that
fatal blow to histheory by asking hisreadersnot to “over-
rate the perfection of thegeological record.”

Any sympatheticreader of Darwin’shistory wouldreadily
dlow himthepoint—thet earlier lifeformsmight havedl come
and goned sawherethan wherelater formsemerged and might
have done so without leaving afossil record to demonstrate
the smooth gradation between species. But such areader
should admit, asDarwin did, that the absence of therecordis
aserious matter—especidly whenit persststothisday, nearly
acentury and ahdf after Darwin’sbook waspublished. This
imperfection of thehistorical recordwas, after dl, sufficiently
embarrassing to provoke someevol utionary biologistsnearly
100yearsagototry toimproveontherecord by manufactur-
ingthecounterfeit fossl Piltdown Man.

Evenamong committed Darwinists, theimperfection of
thefossil record has been asource of huge argument. The
Dawinianfundamentdigt Richard Dawkinsof Oxford believes
insmooth and gradual evolutionary processes. Hebecamea
vicious antagonist to Stephen Jay Gould of Harvard, who
championed “ punctuated equilibrium,” with abrupt species
generationafter millenniaof sability. Dawkinsattacked Gould
inlarge part because Gould'sideagrestly shortened thetime
evolutionary processes had to generate species.

All themorereason, then, for our sympathetic reader to
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look for other means of supporting Darwin’snarrative. Per-
hapsthe demonstrablevariationsthat occur in speciesliving
under altered circumstances might answer objections.

With thisin mind, Darwin devotesthevery first chapter
of OntheOrigin of Speciesto describing variationsin plants
and domestic animal sproduced over time by methodical se-
lective breeding by farmersand fanciers. Plainly their prac-
tice of permitting only the most choiceindividualsto repro-
duce and so* enhancethebreed” demonstrates how heredi-
tary modification of membersof agiven speciesispossble—
indeed, it displaysthe process.

Darwin, however, then makesan extrapolation. Begin-
ning with thereasonable presumptionthat the hereditary mecha
nismsinvolved in producing these enhancementsin thebarn-
yard must be availableand randomly activein nature, he pro-
posed that from such random variation can Soring new Species.
Variation—repeated ad infinitum down theages, withitsprod-
uctsculled by naturd sdectionrather than by artful humanbreed-
ing—istheprocess by which Darwinlinksup all of biologic
cregtion. Thisisthe Darwinian narrativeinitsclearest form—
history by extrapolation—andit isnot problem-free.

Many of uswere taught these Darwinian extrapol atory
linksto theevol utionary narrativein high school, usualy with
photographs of the European peppered moth (Biston
betularia), which became darker with environmental pollu-
tion and thusless conspicuousto bird predatorsinindustrial
areas. Thesameideaspringsup in discussionsof thedevel-
opment of bacterial resistanceto antibiotics, or of thetrans-
formation of the beaksof finchesunder the pressureof drought.
Weweretaught in high school that these observablebiologic
changesdisplay evolution*infront of your eyes.”

But not everyoneagreed with thisconcluson. Many criti-
cized the Darwinistsfor extrapolating too far, and now the
Darwinigtsconfessthat actua, observablevariation—whether
inthebarnyard or in nature—demonstrates only the capacity
of agpeciespopulaiontovary withinlimits. Theorigina spe-
ciespicturereappearswhen either thefarmer’sselectiveen-
terprise or the natural environmental pressure on the species
popul ation stopsand crosshreeding recurs. Thefinches' besks
never turninto pelican pouchesbut revert tother origind shape
whentherainsarrive.

No farmer or experimenta scientist hasever produced a
new species by cultivating variations. The peppered moth
didn’t becomeabuitterfly, and the closdly and repeatedly stud-
iedfruit fly, despite gazillions of generationsproducing variet-
iesinthelaboratory, dwaysremainsafruitfly. Again, Darwin
himself was more honest than hisfollowershave been. He
knew thedistinction between variationsthat coul d be observed
and those posited according to the theoretical extrapolation
that waskey to hisnarrative. For thisreason herepeatedly
notes, as in Chapter IV of On the Origin of Species, that
“natura selectionwill alwaysact very dowly, oftenonly at

long intervalsof time, and generally on only afew of thein-
habitants.” Inthisway he putsthe processof speciesgenera
tion outsidethereach of experimental demonstration.

At this point, the sympathetic reader eager to secure
Darwin’snarrative might resort to searching the* bio-chemi-
cal record.” Surely themolecular structuresof DNA, RNA,
and proteinscontain thelong-sought evidence. Again, though,
molecular biology helpsin somewaysinthat it showscom-
monalities across species—just as other aspects of anatomi-
cd dructuresshow commonalities—but againit’sthedistinc-
tions—and the means by which they are generated—rather
thanthesmilaritiesthat must beexplained to support thetheory.

If oneturnsto DNA to show how Homo sapiensgradu-
aly emerged by small and random variationsfrom predeces-
sors, onefacesanimmediate problem. Atthelevel of DNA,
humansand chimpanzeesdiffer by amere 1 percent, yet the
chimpanzeeisnot 99 percent humanin body, brain, or menta
faculties—far fromit. Weneed something morethanthe DNA
record to support anarrativelinking chimpsand men.

Perhapsit’senough for thefriendly guardian of the Dar-
winian narrativeto propose that the genesthat control the
switching on and off of other genessimply changed in some
random way, dlowing humansto branch off the primateline.
And maybethey did. But again, notice, thisisamolecular
narrative, not aproposition demonstrableby experiment. It's
agtory that fitsthe facts—but so might another.

Surely at thispoint that friendly reader might agreethat,
likeany historical account, the Darwinian narrativecanfairly
be challenged—not to say that it must bewrong, only that it
needs more supportive evidence. Perhapsthere are statisti-
cal proofsor engineering conceptsthat could befound, or
something el sethat might emerge that would be subject to
verification by thescientific method.

But our would-befriend to evol ution will soon discover
that any questioning of the Darwinian narrative, no matter how
sympathetic, isshouted down. If mathematicianstry to say
that even with theimmense span of geologicd timeavailable
for random genetic variationsto act, thereisnot timeenough
to producethe human eye, the response—typical for histori-
ans, who routinely argue backward from observation to their
causes—is, Sincethe eyeexiststhe math must bewrong.

If Michael J. Behe, the cellular biochemist who wrote
Darwin's Black Box, proposesthat the complicated molecular
mechanismssustaining theintegrity of the cell seemimpos-
sibleto explain astheresult of random variations, the presi-
dent of the National Academy of Sciencescountersby pro-
nouncing, “ Modern scientific viewsof themolecular organi-
zdion of lifeareentirely cons stent with spontaneousvariation
and naturd selection driving apowerful evolutionary process.”
That is, heaffirmsthe Darwinian narrative by restating it, not
by offering compelling proof that itistrue. Lotsof viewsare
condstent withthecell’scomplexity—including theview Behe
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explores, that anintelligent creator designed thecell towork.
But cdllular formation needsidentified generativemechanisms,
not simply aconsistent narrative, to explainit—aproblem
both for thosewho call on Darwin and thosewho call onan
“intdligent designer.”

Official scienceistoo much at easewith the Darwinian
narrative—primarily becauseit can’'t come up with anything
better. Asaresult, many scientistsaredriven by anideologi-
cal biasand by fear—the thought that any challengeto the
narrativewill plungethe republic back into somedark age.
Richard Dawkinsand hisassociate Nial Shanks predict thet,
as Shankswrote, “ discriminatory, conservative Christianva-
ues[will beimposed] on our educational, legal, social and
political indtitutions’ should the public schoolspermit any air-
ing of questionsabout the Darwinian narrative. Thisfearis
way over thetop, but it’sof long standing, and inthe past has
provoked somelossof judgment among scientists.

When the most distinguished biological scientist of the
20" century, Francis Crick, saw the same complicationsas
Michael Behe, hea so concluded that time on Earth and ran-
dom variation were not adequate to producetheviable cell.
Crick resolved thedilemma, in afascinating book cdled Life
Itsalf publishedin 1981, by suggesting that living cellsarrived
on an unmanned spaceship from another planet, perhaps sent
by intelligent beingsfacing extinction. Hecalled hisconcept
“directed panspermia’ and this strange concept (I prefer to
cdl it“lifefromKrypton”) received arespectful hearingfrom
biologists. With thisimaginativedevice Crick could keepthe
narrativealive. Heexplained life'scellular originswithout
worrying about time, kept the God he hated out of the pic-
ture, and preserved the possibility of random variation and
natural selectionworking their magic from these* seedlings’
froma“gaaxy far far avay.”

By now, it would seem that asympathetic reader of Dar-
win, if honest, could concludethefollowing. Darwinismisan
imperfect theory, based asitison ahistorical narrative, and
carrying asit doesthe remarkabl e capacity to explain any-
thing and exclude nothing. It hasgreat strengths, and it has
great evidentia lacunaethat seem no closer to resolutionthan
when Darwin himsalf called attention to them 146 yearsago.

Thebiological evidence—liferestsonthecellular orga
nization of nucleotidesand proteins—compel stheconclusion
that al thevariousformsof life on Earth derivefrom acom-
mon source, as Darwin emphasized. Lifeisnot recreated
with every new species—thisisnow undeniable. TheDar-
winian concept of descent with modification seemsthe most
plausibleway torelatelifeand itsvarieties. Modifications
within speciesare other responsesto environmenta chalenges,
andthey sustain aspecieswiththevariety of expressonsnec-
essary for it to survivethese challenges.

But when onetriesto grasp how thedistinct species, as
against varieties, are generated—by what mechanismthey

separate—a pauseto reflectiswarranted. Darwin’srandom
variation and natural selection may well offer the best avail-
able narrative, the most compelling theory. Yet something
seemsmissing—for example, any senseof what propelslife's
formstoward aprogressive complexity, rather thantoward a
smplicity of design that would guarantee survival comewhat

Thedisciplineof evolutionary biology today resembles
adrophysicswhen Galileo wasatempting to explainthe plan-
etary orbitsand the oceanic tides but lacked the concept of
theforceof gravity. Hisobservationswere accurate enough,
but explanations awaited an | seac Newton.

Evolutionary biology awaitsitsNewton. And until such
athinker emerges—to provideafuller conception of thehis-
tory of lifeand especially theforcesat play that explain how
thingshappened asthey did—thosewho would expel al chal-
lengesto the Darwinian narrative from the high school class-
roomarefasetotheir misson of teaching thescientific method.

Scientistsasthey engagein dial oguewith othersshould
abhor attemptsto close off the conversation by excessive
claimsfor any privileged accesstotruth. Scientistsshouldtell
what they actually know and how they know it, asdistinct
fromwhat they believeand aretying to advance. If al of us,
scientistsand non-scientistsalike, accepted that guiding prin-
ciple, the 80-year history of attemptsto uselaw to stiflethe
teaching of science—stretching asit doesfrom the courtrooms
of Dayton, Tennessee, to those of Cobb County, Georgia—
could perhapsfinaly bebrought to aclose.

—The Weekly Sandard, March 28, 2005, p. 23f.

TheCrimesof Kim Jong |
by Lt.Col. Gordon Cuculla

Oneof themost horrific aspects of the Nazi Holocaust
that killed upwardsof 6 million European Jewsand 5million
others(including Gypsies, Poles, Russians, theinfirm, men-
tally ill, aged, political undesirables, and anti-Nazis) wasthe
industrialization aspect that Hitler’ sregime used toimperson-
alizethemost persond of crimes. murder. The massextermi-
nation of human beingsby the German Reich seemedtobea
culmination of thedark aspectsof ancient German mythology
and thetwisted misuse of modernindustria techniquesresult-
ing in unspeakableevil. So repelled wasthecivilized world
that amajor factor in founding the United Nationswasto
enforcethepledgeof ‘never again’ whenit cameto genocide
and crimesagainst humanity.

Tragically, theUN hasfailed dismally inthat misson. We
don’'t havetolook deep into it to seewhy. An organization
composed of fataly flawed partsisincapableof rising above
theworst of itsmembers. Thefault of the UN hasbeen that
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abusive, crimind regimeshave equal standing tofreedemoc-
racies. Asaconsequence, themetonymic best of internationa
horror continuesunchecked, often unchallenged, evenignored,
down through the decadesinto the new millennium. Itisdis-
couraging to look back on acatalogue of horrorsthat were
overlooked, minimized, or rationalized. A short listincludes
millionsof state-sanctioned murdersinthe Soviet Union, the
Peoples Republic of China, Cambodia, Rwanda, Congo,
Sudan, Somdlia, Iraqg, Iran, Afghanistan, Burma, Vietnam, the
Bakans, and Cuba. Thereareothers. Incredibly, thislistis
not exhaudtive.

Oneof theworseregimesoperating againg al commonly
accepted humanitarian principlesisthat of communist North
Korea. Itisasmdl country. Population estimatesrangearound
20-22 million; thegovernment isso cloistered that real Statis-
ticsareunattainable. But small sizedoesnot precludegigantic
abuse. Conservative estimates place the number of North
Korean citizenskilled by starvation in the past decade at 2-3
million. That is10% or greater of the population. Apply that
ratio to the US or European population base and the real
horror sinksin. Paradoxically, thismass starvation occurred
during a period when the North Korean regime of Kim Jong
Il wasthelargest recipient of American food aid of any other
country. But Kim and hiscommunist party minions spread
food aid whereit would do their regime the most good: to
prop up themilitary and to sell onthe black markettoline
corrupt bureaucratic pockets. His people, the Dear L eader
arrogantly said, could * eat bark.’

Theexpression that “ one human death isatragedy; a
million, astatistic,” hasbeen varioudy attributed to Stalin,
Adolph Eichmann, and othersof their ilk. Regardlessof who
saidit, they all agreed with the core principle: theworld will
let adictator get away with massmurderer. Kim Il Sung, the
self-styled Great Leader and original dictator of North Ko-
rea, behaved accordingly. So does his son and successor,
Kim Jong Il. Thetwo imposed agrotesque personality cult
upon the people of North Koreaof such pervasivenessthat
even Josef Stalin and Mao Zedong would beenvious. They
emulated those mentors by constructing agulag of political
prison campsof the most awful sort throughout the remote
areasof North Korea. The campsare adeath machineinto
whichalleged“ enemiesof thestate,” criminals, andthe* po-
litically unreliable,” especially Christians, are condemned.
Alongwiththese“undesirables’ typically go their families,
often down to three generations because of theregime’s
stated policy to “root out the poisonousideologies.” Con-
centration camp inmateswork under brutal conditionsusu-
aly totheir deaths, are kept barely alive by meager rations,
denied medicd attention, and routinely tortured and executed.
Estimates are that 200,000-300,000 people at any given

timearelocked into theseterrible prisons.

Thisissufficient reasontoindict Kim Jong I for crimes
against humanity. But thereismore: Kim has pushed theen-
velopeof abuseagainst hiscitizensmuch farther than starva-
tion and imprisonment. Crediblewitnesses have given star-
tling testimony about the Kim regime’ sexperimentation with
useof poison gasand biologica toxinson concentration camp
inmates. These reports have been suppressed, ignored, or
excul pated by regime apologists. They have not been ac-
knowledged or investigated by any agency of the UN, includ-
ing those charged with oversight of human rightsviolations.
Worse, our own State Department and two successive South
K orean governments havetried to sweep these allegations
under the carpet. Thisactionisodiousand inexcusableand
demandsimmediaterectification.

No longer istheissue of abusein North Koreadebat-
able. Theevidence, preliminary but damning, ismorethan
sufficient to warrant aggressiveredress. Back from arecent
investigativetrip to South Korea, Abraham Cooper, dean
of the Simon Wiesenthal Center in LosAngeles, wrotea
piecefor the Washington Post on North K orean poison gas
experiments. Cooper interviewed North Korean defectors.
Herecountsin detail reportsfrom Kim’'sformer scientists
and guards, and from some of the prisonerswho survived
and escaped. Itisachilling account of themost brutal, inhu-
mane experimentation. To the reader Cooper asksthe key
question: “ So why no worldwide outrage?’ He correctly
answers. “reapolitik trumpsdistant horrors.” Theworld will
haveto answer its own conscience, but such an attitude of
indifferenceisnot acceptablefrom Americaand itsallies,
especially under the freedom policies stated by President
Bush.

No longer may the business as usual attitude of some
State Department profess ond sbe permitted to continue. They
wish—as doesthe South K orean government—to exclude
discussion of humanrightsinthe Six Party Talksand focus
solely on nuclear weaponsissues. Infact that hashistoricaly
been aflawed policy: the North Koreanscheated on al pre-
viousagreements.

Meanwhilewe propped up Kim'’sdecaying regime, and
the North Korean peopl e suffered another decade of abuse.
We now have an administration committed to stand by op-
pressed peoples around theworld who are struggling to be
free. Itislong overduefor the president to be supported in
thisworthy endeavor by hisown bureaucracy. Kim’'scrimes
demand justice and the American people must insist it be
served. The oppressed people of North Koreamust befree
now!

—FrontPageMagazine.com, March 29, 2005
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Socialism: Flawed in Theory

and Practice
by Richard Rahn

If someone advocatesan ideol ogy that has contempt for
theindividual and has caused untold economic misery and the
deaths of hundredsof millionsat the hands of their govern-
ments, what would you think of that person?

Theideology I refer tois, of course, socialism andits
numerousvariations, including theutopian socidigs, the Fabian
socidigts, theNationd Socidists, and, naturaly, the commu-
nigs. Sociadismissmply aneconomic sysemwherethegov-
ernment (or collective) ownsand controlsthe meansof pro-
duction. Giventhat thetwo centuriesof sociaists experi-
ments, whether by utopians, Marxists, or Fabians, always
ended in economicfalureand alossof persond liberty, why
are peoplearound the globetill proudly proclaiming them-
selvessociaists? Socidist partiesare still popular in partsof
Europe, LatinAmerican, andinmuch of Africa. Socidist par-
tieshave been el ected to power in both Spainand Portugd in
recent months. Many college professorsand sudentson U.S.
campusesclamtobesocidists.

The*national socialist” caused the death of tensof mil-
lionsof people. Thecommunistsin Russia, China, Cambodia
and el sewhere caused the collective desths of morethan 100
million peopleand impoverished billionsof others. (I hap-
pened to beat the Kremlinin Moscow inAugust 1992, when
theRussademographersannounced they had determined there
were 64 million*“excessdeaths’ inthe Soviet Union during
Josef Stdin'sreign—1923-53.)

TheThird World socialists have kept their countriesun-
necessarily mired in poverty for ahalf-century. Thedemo-
cratic socidistsgained control in Englandin 1945 under Clem-
ent Attlee. Asaresult, the British economy wasruninto the
ground. Hencethe British peoplevoted to reprivitatizetheir
economy under Margaret Thatcher beginningin 1979.

Other democratic socidist economieshad thesametypes
of falure, so by the 1980s privatization becamethevogueas
it wasobvioudy necessary to reignite economic growth.

Yet, the socialistskeep coming back. They deny or ig-
nore previousfailuresand say the next time*“wewill doit
right.” Socialismonly fails andwill continuetofail because
itstheory isasflawed asitspractice.

Back inthe 1920s, the eminent economist Ludwig von
Mises showed socialism it could not work becauseit could

not provideafunctiond dternativeto the price sysemto prop-
erly dlocateresources. TheNobe Prize-winning economist,
F.A. Hayek, provided the definitive proof of why socialism
could not work in hislast book, The Fatal Conceit. The
argument in essenceisthat if thewholeworld were socialist
therewould be no objectiveway to determine prices, thusno
way to dlocateresourcesefficiently.

If peopleknew thered history of al the socialist experi-
mentsanditsflawed theory, very few (other thanthedelusiona
or mean-spirited) would besocidists. Peopledo not know the
history of socidist disastersbecausethe educationd establish-
ment and much of the newsmediahaveengagedinamassive
cover-up. Thelargemgority of teachersthroughout theworld
aregovernment employeesor depend on government grants.
All too many arethusunderstandably hostileto theideagov-
ernment enterprisesdo not work asadvertised and, hence, re-
luctant to both teach and alow materia sin the classroom that
show thesociaist model neither worksin practiceor theory.
Surveysinthe U.S. and el sawhere show the overwhelming
majority of professorsand public school teachersareonthe
left Sdeof thepalitical spectrum, so oneshould not beshocked
they hesitateto teach history and theory that show their self-
interested ideology isafailure.

Much of the electronic mediain the world are either
owned or controlled by governments. IntheU.S,, National
Public Radio (NPR) provides a steady diet of the alleged
failuresof thosein the private sector, with scant mention of
theendlessfailuresof socidist undertakings, let donetherea
sons. Many NPR stationsarenow airing the BBC in part to
further propagandize Americansinthesocidist way of think-
ing. (Most Americansdo not realize the government-owned
BBCisincreasingly monopolizing the broadcast mediain Brit-
ainand, particularly, newsto the benefit of theleft.)

Theemployeesof thesesocidist mediaaredisinclinedto
bite the hand that feeds them, and many do not know any
better. Thestuationisnot muchimprovedinthe print media.
Most reporters have been fed asteady diet of |eftist and so-
cidist propagandafrom both their schoolsand from govern-
ment agencies, and too few arewilling to do theindependent
study and research to discover and, inturn, report thetruth.

PerhapstheInternet will be our salvation, becauseit en-
ables good people of conscienceto get out the facts about
the human misery caused by 200 years of socialist experi-
mentation, without first being filtered by left-leaninginforma:
tioncontrollers.

—The Washington Times, May 21, 2005, p. A 15
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