Morten Tolboll

The new feminism and the philosophy of
women’s magazines

In an article from Skeptical Inquirer, March/April 1995, the American female
philosopher Noretta Koertge, writes about her worries for the development of
feminism.

She writes that a Rip Van Winkle of feminism, who might have fallen asleep in the
1970s, would have been astounded over the opposite attitude, which is dominant
among academical feminists today. The thick-skinned and strongly armed Rosie
Riveters (reform feminism) have become replaced by moralizing Sensitive Susans
(radical feminism), who individually are trying to find new ideological splits in the
so-called ““patriarchal, racist, colonistic, eurocentric, cultural dominion discourse”.

They are in progress with a systematic undermining of the intellectual values of the
free education. Young women are being made alien towards science in many ways.
One of the strategies consists in redefining, what counts as science. Instead of for
example telling about great female researchers such as Emmy Noether, Marie and
Irene Curie and Kathleen Lonsdale and their struggles — and triumphs, the radical
feminists, in their account of the history of science, now accentuate the contributions
to it from midwifes and from the claimed arts of healing, which herbal cultivators and
witches mastered. Instead of motivating young women to prepare themselves to a line
of technical subjects by studying science, logic and mathematics, they now teach the
students in womens studies, that logic is a tool, which men use to dominate with.

These women refuse rationality and critical thinking, and claim that this is
inconsistent with “womens way of knowing”. These feminists characterize
themselves as “’subjective knowers”, who are characterized by “a passionate rejection
of science and male scientists”. These subjectivistic” women regard the methods,
which you use in logic, as “alien territory, that belongs to men” and consider “’value-
intuition as a more safe and productive path to truth.”

I claim, that all this is a part of a much more superior totalitarian ideology, which is
about to become introduced in all educations on EU plane. | call it The Matrix
Conspiracy (see my article The Matrix Conspiracy). In my article — The Sokal



Hoax - | describe the tragic consequences of the feminist postmodern intellectualism
on the universities. About the postmodern intellectualism as such: read my article
Constructivism: the postmodern intellectualism behind New Age and the self-
help industry.

And it is a tragedy to see the devastating effects, which you see in all the young
women (and a great deal of men also), who follow radical feminists” attack on
rationality and science.

Just to give an example: traditional feminists (reform feminists) often talked about
the misogynistic elements in Freud’s theorizing, and pointed out weaknesses in his
methods — the case Dora was a typical example on, how Freud was bullying his
clients in his attempts on discovering the repressed memories, which he “knew”
where there.

There is a painful irony in the fact, that our days feminists so uncritical have affiliated
the methods, which hypnotherapists and psychological counselors pretend can
uncover repressed memories from childhood about sexual abuse and more bizarre
things such as satanic rituals, cannibalistic orgies, alien abduction, past lifes etc. (see
my articles Hypnosis, hypnotherapy and the art of self-deception, The
devastating New Age turn within psychotherapy, Regression Psychotherapies
and Cathartic psychotherapies).

I know no better demonstration of, how dangerous the naive faith in subjective
attitudes and rejection of scientific methods and content can prove to be for all, who
are involved in these things.

You can mention a vast number of other crazy New Age therapies, which are taken at
their face value (see my article Six common traits of New Age that distort
spirituality). Or just try to follow an Oprah Winfrey show. These people are often
breathtaking in their combination of self-confidence and absurdity, where they with
no hesitation are bullying highly educated experts and scientists if they are critical.
Subjectivism and relativism namely opens them for the danger of magical thinking
and Ego-inflation (see my article The ego-inflation in the New Age and self-help
environment).

The worst is, that the symptom is seen within the whole of the so-called personal
development movement (the self-help industry), including the whole of the mix of
New Thought, American Humanistic Psychology, Management theory, Nonviolent
Communication, New Age, Neuro-linguistic Programming (NLP), The Law of
Attraction; all that, which | under one concept call The Matrix Conspiracy.



A long line of these theories and methods are approved on EUs list of education,
lifelong learning, and pedagogic altogether. Personally | know, that there on the
Danish social and health-educations (which traditional is an area of women) directly
Is teached and examined in Nonviolent Communication and NLP, and it is on the
whole impossible today to be trained, and have a permanent work, without being
more or less forced to work with all this. It is a philosophy, which especially many
women more or less are advocating, because it also is the main philosophy of
women’s magazines.

Subjectivism and relativism create an attitude, which says: “What people think, and
the reasons they produce, may not be the real reasons at work!” Then it is easy to
become suspicious on the motives of everyone as being individuals with
psychological problems to solve. The removal of genuine rationality from the stage
leaves open the possibility of accusations of rationalizations for ulterior motives. This
form of analysis (leading to think of groups or individuals as “what is in it for
them?”), is not only corrosive of trust in society. It is bound eventually to undermine
itself. Why are such views themselves being propagated? What are those spreading
them going to gain? — read more in my article The Hermeneutics of Suspicion (the
thought police of the self-help industry) and why | am an apostle of loafing.

Daphne Patai is a feminist scholar and author. She is a leading critic of the
politicization of education, in particular of the decline of free speech on college
campuses as programs conform to pressures from feminists and other identity groups.

After spending ten years with a joint appointment in women’s studies and in
Portuguese, Patai became highly critical of what she saw as the imposition of a
political agenda on educational program (The Matrix Conspiracy). Together with the
above-mentioned philosophy of science professor Noretta Koertge she wrote the
book Professing Feminism (1994). The book analyzes practices within women’s
studies that the authors felt were incompatible with serious education and scholarship
— above all, the explicit subservience of education to political aims.

Patai’s thesis is that a failure to defend the integrity of education, and a habit of
dismissing knowledge and research on political grounds, not only seriously hurts our
students but also leaves feminists helpless in trying to defend education against other
ideological incursions.

Prominent among Patai’s concerns are what she sees as draconian sexual harassment
regulations as implemented in the academical world. She argues that contemporary
feminism is poisoned by a strong element of “heterophobia”: a pronounced hostility
to sexual interaction between men and women and an effort to suppress it through



micromanagement of everyday relations. This thesis is developed at lenght in her
1998 book Heterophobia: Sexual Harassment and the future of feminism.

Daphe Patai is the inspiration to my thesis about the development of a new
Puritanism, where traditional religious confession-techniques have been transformed
into psychotherapy. This new Puritanism has from Christianity inherited and taken
over a very characteristic religious worldimage. Sex is sin. Sex is in the highest a
necessary evil. Therefore the destructive, the subversive, again is becoming
overlooked. But because it is such evident a fact, the radical feminists have to do
something about it. Like in Christianity they have therefore suitable handed the
destructive over to the Devil. And in this worldimage they have got the Devil, the
evil, the destructive, and the sexual weaved together (read more about this my article
The philosophy of Karen Blixen).

As mentioned there are namely a painful irony in the fact, that our days feminists so
uncritical have affiliated the methods, which hypnotherapists and psychological
counselors pretend can uncover repressed memories from childhood about sexual
abuse and more bizarre things such as satanic rituals, cannibalistic orgies, alien
abduction, past lifes etc. In this way they paradoxically come to remind about earlier
times” Christian inquisitions.

There is another aspect of this, which might seem like an opposition to the New
Puritanism of radical feminism, but which is a part of the same Matrix Conspiracy:
because those of the New Age worshippers who today call themselves witches or
sorcerers are often anti-Christian, pagan, and woman-centered, or satanic. New Age
often exalt whatever the Church condemned (such as egoism and healthy sexuality in
adults whether homosexual or not) and condemn whatever the Church exalted (such
as self-denial and the subservient role of women).

The problem is, that the reductionist aspect of The Matrix Conspiracy does, that no
one will take the responsibility for their part of the sexuality, and therefore for their
part of the destructive (see my article The pseudoscience of reductionism and the
problem of mind).

So the Ego, the desire, the violence and the power, are combined in the dark
collective primordial images and fantasies: incest, sado-masochism, homosexuality,
group sex, cannibalism, sacrifice, death-images — all these archetypes lie underneath
the common sexuality, and constitute the dark astral underground in the collective
time. Often illustrated in the Gothic tale, first by Edgar Allan Poe in his Tales of the
Grotesque and Arabesque (1839), later by for example Henry James in his The Turn
of the Screw (1898), which dealed with the corset tight Victorianism. | will also
whisper my own favorite: Karen Blixen (again: see my article The philosophy of



Karen Blixen). Today we perhaps see the works of Tim Burton as a respond to our
time”s Puritanism.

When you bind yourself in the one pole of an opposition, yes, then you create a
resistance, and therefore a force to, and a dependence of the opposite pole, which
causes, that the mind, the sexuality, is becoming anchored in, and determined by
these basic mechanisms. And finally the energy will swing over in its opposition, the
evil, the wrong, in order to balance an imbalance. Compensatory karma.

An effect of this is that we perhaps now see a direct suppression of boys in the school
system. So believes the editor-in-chief for the Danish newspaper Weekendavisen,
Anne Knudsen. She directly speaks about the outragerous condition of boys in a
school system, which appreciates, promotes, praises, expects and rewards a
behaviour, which corresponds fine with the special identity markers of girls, and in
return with hard hand fights behaviour, which marks the typical boy.

This systematical discrimination has grown in the later years without any actual
opposition. In 1993 it was only every third boy, who continued in the school after the
public school. And already in 1996, 70 percent of the new students in the
gymnasiums (senior high schools) were girls. Now 14 years later the girls have
educations and jobs, while the boys are fighting with unemployment.

And the tendency becomes worse and worse, without any changes.

As Anne Knudsen says, then it is obvious that the boys escape from a system where
they shall pretend they don’t compete, while competition in reality just happens after
rules, which not are formulated; where they shall lay bare their feelings on the
slightest occasion, and where they in the name of equality shall tolerate collective
bullying under the head line “’typical boys!”

The school system is arranged, so that it is a handicap to be a boy, and this handicap
is even understood as a self-inflicted, moral defect; therefore the system don’t need to
take this social problem into consideration.

What they have introduced in the pedagogy is namely the so-called Nonviolent
Communication, which follows The Matrix pedagogy about, that cognition and moral
not only have to become psychologized and subjectified, but also emotionalized,
since it is the individual’s feelings, which determines the moral quality of something.
Moreover that the moral has to be therapized, so that it can be considered to be a
personal defect, and not a social problem, if you don’t do precisely as the pedagogy
says (see my article Nonviolent Communication is an instrument of psychic
terror).



This pedagogy claims about itself to be a “loving, tolerant, nonjudgmental,
therapeutic permission to be different.” Peculiarly, since boys precisely not are
allowed to be different. The problem is that “’the theory” (which in reality is hard
bitten ideology — in lack of better I call it The Matrix Conspiracy) in extreme black
and white way directly has made lists about what is good and bad behaviour, and in
the schools they arrange so-called giraffe-language groups, where the children get
hats on, either as giraffes or wolves. And guess who is sitting with the wolves-hats?

In this way stupidity goes its triumphal progress in the schools of today, and no one
dares to protest in fear of collective bullying.

The German philosopher Jurgen Habermas claims, that an instrumental reason
(technical reason) today has conquered territory from a communicative reason (a
philosophical/spiritual reason). An aspect of this consists in, that we in connection
with human problems treat each other as means or as items, which have come on the
wrong course (the treatment society).

It is interesting, that New Age, which actually should be a spiritual alternative to this,
and be an advocate for a communicative reason, on the contrary is one of the most
aggressive advocates for the instrumental reason. This is due to their psychologizing
of philosophy. They are possessed with all kind of self-invented forms of treatment,
and with pseudoscientifical attempts to justify them as science. Often they
manipulative use instrumental/scientifical inspired terms about their methods, but
which are without any scientifical meaning at all. It is just a rhetorical trick to
persuade people to pay the fee.

It is also interesting to compare the characteristic traits of New Age with Aldous
Huxley’s novel Brave New World. This novel foresees the end of democracy in a
pseudoscientifical, technological fixated meritocracy. The novel is about a totalitarian
state, which keeps psychological and genetic control with everybody, so that they
surrender to the claimed “blessings” of the progress of the instrumental or technical
reason; that is: through the reductionisms of psychologism and biologism.

Everything, also humans, and human problems, are treated instrumental or technical.
Psychology and genetics are controlling people down to the smallest details, children
are being born and “growed” on bottles, brains are being trimmed, characters are
being converted after the needs of the dominant state. (Notice the similarities with the
New Age product called NLP - see my article Neuro-linguistic programming
(NLP) and Large Group Awareness Training (LGAT)), which are about
programming your brain so that you can become a success in society; that is: so that
you work in favour of Consumer Capitalism.



The people in this meritocracy are considered as being happy. If they experience
some kind of negativity, they are in large quantities supplied with the drug Soma,
which makes them “happy” again. All religion, philosophy, literature and art have
been removed. Science is strictly political controlled. The entertainment is so-called
sensitivity-entertainment. You can go to sensitivity-parties, or you can watch
sensitivity-movies, etc. Everywhere the people are meeting sensitivity-influences.

Somewhere in the novel there is a discussion between the main character Johannes
and the President about the lack of truth and beauty in this society. The President
argues that it might very well be that there isn’t any truth and beauty, but the people
are happy. Johannes objects, and says that the whole society is completely
meaningless. The President continues: “Yes, but the people are happy!”

When | read this novel | remember the quote from a nonviolent communication
coach, whom I had a discussion with: “Would you rather be right, than happy?”

The politicians in Denmark — which is one of the most secularized, management-
oriented and coaching-controlled countries in the world — have had scientists to make
an investigation, that shows that the Danes are the most happy people in the world. A
bit of a paradox, because other investigations also show, that they are the largest
consumers of Prozac in the world. Prozac is in Danish called “lykkepiller”, which
directly translated to English means Happiness-pills.

The fact is that every society always is runned by some kind of ideology. An
ideology is a malfunction in the human mind, which function with the implied
instrumental assumption, that the end justifies the means (Machiavelli’s notorious
assumption), and where the means to get there is to make people into slaves for this
goal. Today people undoubtedly are being made into empty consumer machines.
There are no doubt either, that we are being supplied with some kind of virtual reality
through psychological theories, that seems to justify Machiavelli’s famous and
notorious assumption — for instance through elimination of critical thinking.

It is a fact, that we today see an ideology behind the democracy, where true
spirituality, philosophy and science systematical are seeked destroyed; that is: the
destruction of the best tools Man has in his love for wisdom, and quest for truth.

The main theory of this ideology is relativism. There both exists an individual version
of relativism, and a collective version. The individual version is called subjectivism.
This version is often connected with a right-wing liberalism. The other version is a
collective relativism, cultural relativism, which often is connected to a left-wing
socialism. However both are common in distorting both science and human rights.



Both are demanding “alternative” views of science, and for example also human
rights. And both are introducing intellectual apartheid in different ways, by seeking to
eliminate critical thinking.

Both subjectivism and relativism claim, that there doesn’t exist any objective truth.
Truth is something we create ourself, either as individuals or as cultures, and since
there doesn’t exist any objective truth, there doesn’t exist any objective scale of truth.
Therewith they also say, that we live in a Matrix, a dream, a kind of virtual reality,
we have created ourselves, and that there is no chance of getting out of this.
Therefore the best is to be interested in finding ways of getting on in this world,
rather than being interested in finding ways of discovering the truth.

To teach people this, is the main job of what | call the Sophists of the Matrix
Conspiracy: Management theorists, New Age coaches, Nonviolent Communicators,
Neuro-linguistic Programmers, Law of Attraction gurus.

In the following | will examine some consequences of the two versions of relativism
separately, and end the article by showing how a combination of them is beginning to
develop into a new kind of global accepted fascism.

The individual version of relativism: subjectivism

Human rights are ethical tools. In ethics you focus on, what co-operation and
conversation require of you in order to, that you at all can exist: that you speak true
(don’t lie), that you are prepared to reach mutual understanding and agreement (don’t
manipulate), don’t make an exception of yourself (but treat others as equals). From
this rises the eternal moral values (as for instance that it is wrong to lie), and
generally our ideas of right and justice: the so-called human rights, the idea about the
individual person’s autonomy and dignity: you shall treat the other not as a means,
but as a goal.

The society-ideology of today doesn’t live up to this, because it increasingly makes
people into means for the constant production of consumption in the future. And this
despite, that it believes, that it is an advocate for freedom, peace and human rights,
yes, that it even can use war under those slogans. So the communicative
(philosophical) aspect of human rights (treat the other not as a means, but as a goal),
has been turned into an instrumental (ideological) way of treating humans as means
for own goals (Machiavelli’s notorious words: “The end justifies the means™).

Today we especially see this in the use of the freedom of speech as a justification for
insulting other people, and as a way of promoting own (un-intelligent) viewpoints, or
(un-talented) goals as a person or an artist. We have seen it in the controversy with



The Jyllands Posten Muhammed Cartoons. And it has become so “natural”, that
talented artists, and other, more intelligent, people, or institutions, who do not want to
use their freedom of speech precisely in this way, are being collective bullied, even
from highest political levels. They are for instance called cowards.

The reason is that human rights today have been turned upside down by The Matrix
ideology and pedagogy. They have not only become psychologized and subjectified,
but also emotionalized, since it is the individual’s feelings, which determines the
moral quality of something. Moreover has this moral been therapized, so that you
think you can become whatever you desire.

Human rights have also been submitted the reductionist aspect of The Matrix
Conspiracy, so that no one can be said to have responsibility for anything they do
(neither Muhammed cartoon publishers or terrorists). All this causes, that you can use
human rights as a weapon in any ideology. And ideologies always think black and
white. They are a psychic disease.

The cultural editor on Jyllands Posten, Flemming Rose, has recently published a book
about the controversy with The Jyllands Posten Muhammed Cartoons, The Tyranny
of Silence (Tavshedens Tyranni). Here he once again has published the cartoons, and
thereby he has intensified the risk of terror on you and me.

Flemming Rose says, that he can’t understand why people are so focused on the
Cartoons, since they only form a small part of the book. Well, maybe because the
book was published precisely on the fifth anniversary day of the first publishing of
the cartoons? But that is maybe only a coincidence?

Flemming Rose won’t take any responsibility for his actions (as no one will in the
reductionist ideology). On the contrary he is seeing himself, and one of the cartoon
drawers, Kurt Westergaard, as great fighters for freedom, and all critics as silenced
victims of anxiety. He compares himself and Kurt Westergaard with the great Danish
cultural critic Poul Henningsen, and with the death-sentenced author Salman
Rushdie. But the art of these people is precisely not ideological controlled — and that
Is a quite central difference. Contrary to Flemming Rose they are critics of ideology
as such; that is: their art is not controlled by any ideology, religious or political,
Christian or Islamistic, left or right wing.

We can discuss the difference in intelligence and talent, but why is the militant priest
Terry Jones - who recently was about to perform an “Art Happening”, by burning 200
Korans on the ninth anniversary of the terror attacks on USA 11-9 - being suppressed
by everyone, who obviously are silenced victims of anxiety? Why should he not be
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honoured with a Freedom prize (as Kurt Westergaard recently has been)? Why
should he not be admired as a new Salman Rushdie?

Who is to judge, when you have removed philosophy from the stage of debate, and
replaced it with political and religious ideologies?

Flemming Rose says: “In a society where the fundamentalism of offence has been put
on the agenda can any expression in principle be criminalized, if just those in power
state that it is an offender. It is therefore, that it in a democracy is so important to
insist on the right to offend.”

Besides that Flemming Rose’s statement, in his fight for the freedom of speech, is
self-contradictory, because it also implies the right to offend the freedom of speech,
then it is also wrong. Among those in power is namely Flemming Rose himself. It is,
among other like-minded, Flemming Rose, who puts on the agenda.

In the Mass Media they have closed down the professional editorial offices, where
there were people with knowledge about their areas. In the Mass Media the level of
entertainment is higher valued than objectivity, so that all points of views are seen as
equally good, and the contempt for professionalism goes from top to bottom.

In his New Years speech the then Danish Prime Minister Anders Fogh Rasmussen
(current Secretary General of Nato) thus said, that you shall not believe in experts,
and today the public debate is characterized by coarseness and vulgarity from people
without education, knowledge or experiences, who nonetheless uncontrolled express
themselves about everything from quantum mechanics to medicine.

The result is that any professional, who dares to express himself in public shall be
prepared for collective bullying. We don’t see any dialogue anymore. Any attempt on
reply are looked at through the eyes of the hermeneutics of suspicion (for example
Flemming Rose), where the thoughts you think, and the reasons you produce, can’t
be taken seriously, because there must be some other real reasons at work, reasons
which the Matrix Conspiracy itself have produced. Knowledge is stamped as snotty.
Prejudice is confused with liberalism.

There is a need for a dialogue from where there can be talked with authority. Such a
dialogue has been removed. The platform, from where the public debate is being
lead, is controlled by the Matrix Conspiracy.

As already mentioned: In a true dialogue you focus on, what cooperation and
conversation require of you in order to that you at all can exist: that you speak true
(dont lie), that you are prepared to reach mutual understanding and agreement (don’t
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manipulate), don’t make an exception of yourself (but treat others as equals). From
this rises the eternal moral values (as for example that it is wrong to lie), and
generally our ideas of right and justice: the so-called human rights, the idea about the
individual person’s autonomy and dignity: you shall treat the other not only as a
mean, but also as a goal.

In such a dialogue you use objective argumentation. Objective argumentation is an
ethical way to convince others about your views, because it in reel sense shows what
IS appropriate or inappropriate about a case. Objective argumentation contains some
of the following elements: summary or abstract, informations, description, reason,
concrete choice of words, nuanced objective statement. You use critical thinking in
order to explore, re-structure and change thought distortions.

But this dialogue has been replaced by a culture of debate (débat, from débattre,
struggle, quarrel). The culture of debate is the common used form of communication
in the whole of society today. Just try to follow the American Fox News, the new
feminist Sarah Palin and the Tea Party movement.

In debate people all the time work against each other and are seeking to show each
other's flaws. They often only listen to each other in order to find flaws and defend
their arguments. They more and more harden their own perspectives, because they
are so busy judging the positions of others. They defend their own positions as the
best solutions and eliminate others™ solutions. They fundamentally seen have a closed
attitude, which is due to a fixed decision to be right. They wholehearted invest in
their own conceptions, and they therefore calculate others™ positions, without being
aware of feelings or relations, yes, they even often happen to play down and offend
the other person.

This debating attitude is unethical, and leads to violence and war. Why? Because it is
based on subjectice argumentation. Subjective argumentation is an unethical way to
convince others about your views, because it doesn't show, what in reel sense is
appropriate or inappropriate about a case, but manipulates with it.

Subjective argumentation contains some of the following elements: innuendoes,
distortions, generalizations, over-/understatements, sarcasm, satire, irony, postulates,
emotional affections, coloured choice of words, choices and exclusions, subjective
style.

People who use subjective argumentation don’t hesitate using thought distortions in
order to manipulate, for example using adhominem moves, hermeneutic of suspicion,
Giraffe language, setting up a strawman, etc., etc. (see my book A dictionary of
thought distortions). Personally | have stopped having face to face discussions with
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this kind of people, and I am withdrawing as soon as | sense this kind of
communication. In my article The Sokal Hoax, you can read about the kinds of
abuses | personally have faced. | also really feel sorry for the husbands/boyfriends of
the numerous number of women, who have adopted the whole of this philosophy of
women’s magazines/the Matrix Conspiracy (read more about the philosophy of
women’s magazines in my article Self-help and the Mythology of Authenticity).

The collective version of relativism: Cultural relativism

It have to be repeated, that | don’t discriminate between individual oriented
subjectivists, or cultural oriented relativists, or between biologism and sociologism
(right-wing or left-wing). | think the heredity and environment ideology as a whole is
our main problem today, because it removes philosophy (rationality) from the culture
of debate, and justifies any ideology (again: see my article The pseudoscience of
reductionism and the problem of mind).

In the following | will therefore show how left-wing radical feminists, and other
cultural oriented relativists, for example support extreme Islamists, and therefore can
be seen as a part of the threat against freedom of speech, and the rise of terror.

These relativists are fighting against Western science and human rights, which they
consider as an expression of a patriarchal, racist, colonialistic, Eurocentric, cultural
dominion-discourse. Why? Because subjectivism and relativism claim, that there
doesn’t exist any objective truth. Truth is something we create ourself, either as
individuals or as cultures, and since there doesn’t exist any objective truth, there
doesn’t exist any objective scale of truth. All truths are therefore equally true and
equally valid, and if one person’s truth, or one culture’s truth, try to intervene in the
truths of other individuals or cultures, then this is considered as an aggression.

This ideology is penetrating everything. Today, after the celebration of the 100 year
of womens” day it is interesting to see how this ideology also has penetrated Western
feminism, which must be considered as playing a leading role in the Matrix
Conspiracy.

Political freedom (the right to vote, to run as candidate for election, and to express
yourself freely), economical freedom (the right to education and paid work) and
sexual freedom (womens” right to conduct the privacy they want) are the conquests,
which traditional feminism achieved for the women of the Western worlds. This kind
of feminism could, as mentioned, be called reform feminism. The conquests were
achieved rather quickly in the previous century.
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But the progress, which the large majority of women in the West enjoy, is standing in
glaring contrast to the different reality, which women without the West live in. In the
Arabic-Muslim world most women are refused access to an education. The figures
for womens” reading ability are depressing low. Their sexuality is controlled by a
patriarchal system, and they have only limited possibilities for achieving economical
independence.

Many places in Asia the prejudices against girl children still flourish, and the result is
that embryos of girls are miscaried, or that small new-born girls are put out.
Moreover Asian girls and women in disproportionate degree are suffering under the
discusting sex traffic with women — the modern kind of slavery.

Poverty and civil wars affect girls and women in Africa in ways, which men are
spared from, because mass rapes lead to unwanted pregnancies and infections with
hiv and aids. Moreover a shocking large number of girls die under births, because
their bodies not yet are mature enough to give birth, or because disfiguration of their
genitals causes, that they die of a birth fistula, one of the most painful ways to die in,
that you can imagine.

Here there seems to be a giant task for Western feminists. Unfortunately there is
completely silence, because the Matrix Conspiracy (both through education and the
propaganda of women’s magazines) has programmed them what to think. They have
now, as mentioned, become what you could call radical feminists. Reform feminists
have become replaced by moralizing Sensitive Susans, who individually are fighting
against Western science and human rights, which they, as mentioned, consider as an
expression of a patriarchal, racist, colonialistic, eurocentric, cultural dominion-
discourse.

The radical feminists (for instance Sandra Harding — but also New Age worshippers
of all kinds) see themselves as liberal givers of charity to their non-western
sisters/non-initiates. They see their charity towards their sisters/non-initiates as a
loving, tolerant, nonjudgmental, therapeutic “permission to be different”. They try to
“decolonize” the minds of their sisters by trying to make them repudiate Western
science and human rights. But their invitation to be different is in reality an
expression of intellectual apartheid, and a justification of intellectual apartheid. They
dehumanize their sisters by denying them their ability to critical thinking, and this
has, as expected, already contributed to a rather uncritical adoration of the nation and
its traditions in many parts of the Third World.

Scenario 1, India: Frederique Apffel Marglin has recently declared that the eradiction
of smallpox from India using the modern cowpox-based vaccine is an affront to the
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local custom of variolation, which includes inoculation with human smallpox
accompanied by prayers to the goddess of smallpox, Sitala Devi.

Ashis Nandy has branded those who protested a recent incidence of widow
iImmolation (sati), as modernized Westernized elites who denigrate authentic folk
practices. Not surprisingly this has found a sympathetic audience among right-wing
Hindu fundamentalist parties.

Scenario 2, Pakistan: Though the Matrix Conspiracy systematical is trying to
eliminate critical thinking and science, then it, in its manipulation, is extremely
scientifical, technological and instrumental fixated. As it says, then modern science
must be replaced with so-called ““alternative” sciences. This has caused a boom in all
kinds of pseudoscientifical theories; what I call the “Illuminati” aspect of the Matrix
Conspiracy. One of these “sciences” is for instance the “investigations” of the
biology of Western Men; investigations, which sounds like Fascism (read more
below). And so-called “investigations” have concluded, that womens pain under birth
Is a social construction created by Western Men, and that it thereby is necessary to
eliminate this construction.

In Pakistan and other Islamic countries, notably Egypt and Saudi Arabia, we now see
the state-sponsored movement of “Islamic Science” (for instance around Ziauddin
Sardar, a Pakistani émigreé living in Britain, and Munavar Ahmad Anees, a US-based
biologist and Islamist).

This movement tries to “Islamicize” science, and create a new universal science in
which the facts of nature would be different, derived solely from the conceptual and
ethical categories of Islam. They find attempts by modern science to bring modern
science to bear on specific values and problems of Muslims as misguided, if not
actually a crime against Islam. Explicitly they are citing the work of Western radical
feminists.

In turn, Sandra Harding cites Sardar and associates among the “progressive”
postcolonial critics of science.

Recently, demands for specifically Islamic (and also Hindu, Confucian, and African)
conceptions of human rights have also been put forth.

Scenario 3: China: The protesters at Tiananmen Square demanded democracy, human
rights and science together. Tragical for the dissidents, the Chinese government saw
it differently and sent in the tanks. The Deng regime, though anxious to cultivate
modern science and technology for economical development, treated any attempt to
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relate scientific ethos to antiauthoritarian politics as a sign of the “spiritual pollution”
of China’s socialist values — using the same phrases as the Matrix Conspiracy.

Especially China is gradually adopting this rhetoric (which could be taken out of
George Orwell’s novel 1984), and are demanding special Chinese interpretations of
science and human rights, where scientists and advocates of human rights must be
civil obedient; that is: state sponsored. For instance we already see some special state
sponsored versions of NGOs. And when China discover how the “spiritual”
education-instruments of the Matrix Conspiracy are supporting their ideas, we will
probably also see a state-sponsored kind of “New Age-spirituality”, which will cause
a boom in followers. But all kinds of civil disobedience will still be eliminated.

Add to this, that China now has adopted Consumer Capitalism into its own ideology
(Communism), whereby it has created a curious hybrid, you could call The Matrix
Hybrid. In the Matrix Hybrid the two ideologies have economical interests in
common, and therefore we might gradually see how the West more and more is
allowing China to violate human rights.

The future scenario is that Consumer Capitalism and Communism are melting
together. The West might gradually be more and more fascinated by China’s growing
consumer culture (right now especially seen in Shanghai), and might adopt it more
and more. And then we have the Illuminati scenario: a “New World Order” where all
countries are led by a global government, which will try to create a world with no
class barriers and religions.

With this Matrix Hybrid we have something, which could develop into Aldous
Huxley’s Brave New World.

The fascism of the Matrix Conspiracy

My concept of Illuminati is, as mentioned, based on the rise of pseudoscience. As
suggested, there are especially two kinds of pseudoscience: 1) the pseudoscience of
New Age, which demands “alternative” sciences with spiritual content. 2) The
pseudoscience of reductionism, which connect their “sciences” with certain atheistic
and/or political views (see my article The pseudoscience of New Age and
reductionism).

It is unfortunate that the reductionisms are so accepted, because it is them that have
created distinctions such as “Jewish” and “Aryan” physics; “bourgois” and “socialist”
biology; 1Q tests; Personality typing systems; etc., and a lot of other political
inferences from science that have had catastrophical consequences.
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Where New Age pseudoscience typically is based on occult and religious viewpoints,
then the pseudoscience of reductionism typically is based on atheistic and/or political
viewpoints.

Both are a part of The Matrix Conspiracy because they both support subjectivism and
relativism, which are a fundamental philosophy of this ideology.

What can be a serious problem in the future, is that a new kind of pseudoscience is
trying to unite New Age pseudosciences with some of the pseudosciences of
reductionism.

When you today ask: what is a human being? Then most people answer, that Man “is
a product of heredity and environment”. This has become a whole ideology in the
Western world, and a fundamental part of the Illuminati aspect of The Matrix
Conspiracy. It is actually a kind of sociobiology, or social Darwinism.

Social biology became notorious in 1975, when the American biologist Edward O.
Wilson published a major treatise on the subject: Sociobiology: The New Synthesis.
Accusations of sexism and racism were leveled because Wilson suggested that
Western social systems are biologically innate, and that in some respects males are
stronger, more aggressive, more naturally promiscuous than females. Critics argued
that all social biology is in fact a manifestation of Social Darwinism, a nineteenth-
century philosophy owing more to the English philosopher Herbert Spencer, than to
Charles Darwin, supposedly legitimating extreme laissez-faire economics and an
unbridled societal struggle for existence.

But the search for a synthesis of the heredity and environment split, a holism, is
common in the pseudoscience of New Age and reductionism.

The main problem with all the above theories, are that they, in different ways, reduce
consciousness to heredity and environment.

If Man only is a product of heredity and environment, then he has no longer any
responsibility for his actions. Even the murderer, who is standing accused in court, is
able to defend himself with, that he basically can’t help, that he has committed a
murder. Firstly he was born with some unfortunate genes, which made, that he wasn’t
all too clever. Therefore he was bullied in the school, and thereby he was developed
to become aggressive and hot tempered. All this caused, that he in a certain situation
committed a murder, but this he could not help. Heredity and environment led him
precisely to this situation. Guilty? No, many people would say today, he is no more
guilty, than a person is to blame, that he came to cough in a place filled with smoke.
No, on the whole it is society and environment, which are to blame for the murder.
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When you are advocating a reductionism and are claiming, that Man is nothing else
than for example a product of heredity and environment, then concepts such as
responsibility, guilt and duty loose all meaning. And it becomes meaningless to talk
about human ideals. Why admire people, who have achieved something great? They
have only good genes and a beneficially environment. Why condemn people, who
spoil and break down society? They can’t help it.

Typical enough (foolish enough), then heredity and environment also are being used
as a political tool. Often with followers on the respective sides of the extremities. In
the dispute between heredity and environment it is for example considered political
progressively (”left wing”) to think, that the environment is more or less the sole
decisive factor. The environment (upbringing, social conditions) is people themselves
in the principle able to control and change through political actions. This is also
background for, that Lamarckism in the form of Lysenkoism — which almost
completely refuses the biological genetic meaning — got monopoly on engaging
themselves with heredity in Soviet.

About how these thoughts today are continued in the left-wing feminist/postmodern
intellectualism, see my article The Sokal Hoax.

Similar it is regarded as political reactionary (“right wing”), if you believe, that the
hereditament (genes) of the individual is the most important factor, which determines
its actual development. Ideological this is connected with, that in that case a social
reformatory policy is not for a lot of benefit: the biological inheritance has so far been
a destiny, which you have to tolerate. Right wing politicians have for example
claimed, that aggression or competition is inborn in the biological nature of man.
Therewith the assertion can be used to justify, that specific social conditions, for
example warfare or the capitalistic, economical system, is “natural”. Evolutionism
“proves” that the unlimited competition is as natural, as the survival of the best fitted.
Moreover we know Nazism’s use of biological theories.

In Hitler's Germany in the 1930s there were developed a so-called Aryan physics,
represented by, among others, Philip Lenard and Johannes Stark, which was set up as
an opposition to Jewish physics, which main representative was Einstein. Einstein’s
theories were consequently condemned and taken out of the physics curriculum on
the universities. The deeper reason was, that the genes of the Aryans (the true
Germans) and of the Jews were different, and that the thinking and perception in the
two “races” therefore also had to be different, but that the Aryan race was the true.
The radical feminists of today claim something, which fundamentally seen is the
same. Since women have two x-chromosomes, where men have one x- and one y-
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chromosome, then the female perception, thinking and picture of the world et cetera,
are different from, and truer, than the masculine. A pure example of feminist fascism.

As mentioned, the combination of the two extremeties — the heredity and
environment ideology — looks like a kind of social Darwinism. Before we go further
it is important to mention, that evolutionism — also in its most modern Neodarwinistic
version — is a natural historical report, and not a natural scientifical theory.
Neodarwinism can — as all other historical sciences — only retrospective explain the
development up to now in a rational way. This appears clearly from the fact, that it
can’t give any scientific well-founded prediction of the future development. It is not
possible with any reasonable precision to predict the future biological development
on the background of the theoretical foundation of evolutionism.

Until today Man has not been able to do anything in order to change his genes. This
has been changed with the modern genetic engineering, which already in principle
has made it possible to change the genes of our gametes. In the future the problem
about conscious changing peoples” genes in order to improve certain characteristics is
not any technical difficulty. It is in turn a serious ethical and political problem about
setting limits and about, where these limits have to be set.

As mentioned in my article The fascism of theosophy, then the reductionism of
Theosophy is due to the attempt of synthesizing spirituality and science. Theosophy
is especially inspired by Darwinism, and its theories about human evolution. And the
idea continues today in New Age and Ufology, where spirituality, apart from
Darwinism, furthermore is sought synthesized with new developments within
psychology, psychotherapy, natural science, especially biology and quantum
mechanics. The whole thing is presented as an ideology with a lot of attempts to
predict the future evolution of Man, often connected with eugenics: the applied
“science” or the bio-social movement (social Darwinism) which advocates the use of
practises aimed at improving the genetic composition of people, usually referring to
human populations.

Although Fascism is considered to have first emerged in France in the 1880s, its
influences have been considered to go back as far as Julius Caesar. Thomas Hobbes,
Niccol6 Machiavelli, and Hegel have also been considered as influential, as well as
contemporary ideas such as the syndicalism of Georges Soral, the futurism of Filippo
Tommaso Marinetti, the nationalist and authoritarian philosophy of Oswald Spengler
and the conservatism and Social Darwinism of Enrico Corradini.

The synthesizing of authority, hierarchy, race, eugenics, purity, unity, spirit, within
these influences, is shared by Theosophy, where reductionisms such as biologism,
psychologism, sociologism and historism go hand in hand. And the tendency
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continues in New Age and Ufology, heavily influenced by the works of Fritjof Capra
and Ken Wilber. The newest example of clear fascism within the UFO religions, is
the so-called WingMakers story.

Fascism is often mischaracterized as “extreme right”, although writers have found
placing Fascism on a conventional left-right political spectrum difficult. There is a
scholarly consensus that Fascism was influenced by both left and right. Some fascists
have themselves promoted their ideology as a “third way” between Capitalism and
Communism.

And here we precisely have the heredity and environment ideology, which includes
reductionisms, that support respectively right-wing and left-wing political point of
views. And combined with New Age, and especially the UFO religions, we have a
new kind of Fascism.

As mentioned: the danger of the Matrix Conspiracy is the scene, where Western
Consumer Capitalism, and Chinese Communism, might melt together in a new
totalitarian ideology, which will be the end of democracy and human rights;
something that reminds about Aldous Huxley’s novel Brave New World. The whole
thing will be supported by this new fascism of the Matrix Conspiracy, which
gradually will be more and more integrated and accepted.

Latest news!

Strasbourg, April 7, 2011. The 47 Member States of the Council of Europe are close
to finalizing a new convention that defines “gender” as Social Construct.

So, a quite certain trend within a quite certain single branch of science (Sociology),
shall from now on define what a human being is. This trend is called social
constructivism (or social contructionism), and is the latest craze in reductionism; that
Is: a pseudoscientifical point of view with a political agenda. It belongs on the left-
wing environment side of the heredity and environment ideology (read more about
this reductionism in my articles Constructivism: the postmodern intellectualism
behind New Age and the self-help industry and The Sokal Hoax).

So, we see, that my theory about the Matrix Conspiracy is very well alive and in
progress.
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