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Why should you care about the Hegelian Dialectic? How does it affect me? The dialectical philosophy devised by Georg Hegel
underpins the entire political and social strategy of the radical left. The dialectical approach to “consensus-building” (compromise) and
“conflict resolution” (dialog) is the process with which the radical left attempts to control and manipulate outcomes.

There are several reasons why | felt compelled to write an article on the subject matter of Hegelian dialectics. First, | thought | would
take a shot at introducing the subject matter to those who are unfamiliar with it, and why it is relevant to politics today. Secondly, |
thought it “prudent at this juncture” to clearly lay out important distinctions between Hegel’'s philosophy and that of Marx’s theory of
dialectical materialism.

| have been reading and hearing the term “Hegelian Dialectic” bantered around more and more. As a matter of fact, my last article
submitted to the The Watcher’s Council, 1, once again, brought up the Hegelian dialectic in relationship to our two-party system—the
infamous left-right paradigm, as | am wont to call it. But | digress.

Hegelian dialectical theory is simply a philosophy, a way of thinking—a thought process. But when taken to its extreme, and applied by
unscrupulous characters, it is a very dangerous and lethal strategy. For it is not a new strategy or idea, but an ancient one. And it takes
many forms. Indeed, it can be difficult to expose the strategy, even by those deeply familiar with it, because the agenda is hidden, and
the predetermined ends are kept secret by those employing the strategy.

But before we get started exploring Hegelian dialecticalism (author’'s own term), let me state clearly: there are entire books written on
the subject matter of dialectical philosophy, and on the life of Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, the father of the so-called Hegelian
Dialectic. | do not consider myself an authority on Hegel. Nor do | consider myself an expert on dialectical philosophy—in all its varied
forms. | have simply researched the subject matter in some depth.
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So let’s just start with the man who is credited with devising the dialectic: Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel was a German philosopher,
and a major figure in German Idealism. Georg Hegel was born on August 27, 1770, in Stuttgart, Germany, and died on November 14,
1831, in Berlin, Germany.

Hegel developed a theory related to historicist and idealist ideas—an account of reality which eschewed the concept of absolutes—a
precursor to Continental philosophy (cf. European Union). Hegel’s philosophy and ideas greatly influenced Karl Marx and Friedrich
Engels as well, along with people like Sigmund Freud, and many others.

If you want to love you must serve, if you want
freedom you must die.

(Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel)

izquotes.com

Georg Hegel had great disdain for the concept of Individualism, and is quite popular with collectivists. He literally hated the individual.
The Hegelian dialectic is not only a strategy of outcomes, but also a strategy of psychological projection.



“A philosophy like
Hegel's is a self-
revelation of the
psychic background
and, philosophically, a
presumption.
Psychologically it
amounts to an
invasion by the
unconscious.”

- Carl G. Jung

(Credits: Screencap from YouTube/TruthNeverTold)

The idealism of Hegel’s theory also fit nicely with the Marxist notion of Utopianism, which Marxist theoreticians have promised will be
the ultimate outcome—a workers’ paradise—once a collectivist society has been permanently established worldwide—Heaven on Earth.

Today’s self-described liberals and progressives both knowingly and unknowingly promote historicism, relativism, idealism and
collectivism. Dialectical philosophy provides the foundational rationalization for the theory of Marxian socialism. The dialectical
approach is also central to modern-day “community organizing.” The “equality of outcome” often demanded by the left has its roots in
Hegel’s dialectic.

Of course, the formulaic strategy of the Hegelian dialectic is certainly nothing new. One can see its roots snaking all the way back to
Plato’s Republic, and | would suspect it goes farther back than that.



We start by a look at the founder of all socialism - Greek philosopher Plato

Greek phlisopter Plats (427 S47BC)

Plato was born at Athens in the second year of the Peloponnesian War. At age 20 he became the disciple of the pagan
Greek philosopher Socrates with whom he was a student for 8 years. Along with his mentor, Socrates, and Plato’s
foremost student, Aristotle, he largely helped lay the foundations of Western philosophy and science with the political
philosophies of Fascism and Communism that we have today.

The founding “bible” of world socialism is a book written by Plato around 380BC entitled, “The Republic”. All socialism,
whether itis called, Christian Socialism, Marxism, Communism, Fascism, Nazism, or Fabian Socialism etc. has at its
very basis the pagan Greek philosophies of Socrates, Plato and Aristotle, but more especially the writings of Plato.

“Pure” socialism based on Plato’s writing is this: Basically, Plato believed that finally all “democratic” systems of
government throughout Greece and the world would one day be abolished and replaced by a pagan, new world order
socialist republic and dictatorship ruling a supposedly “classless” society. Itwould be governed by a racial elite ruling
class called “guardians” and headed not by a hereditary constitutional monarch or even a president, but would be led
by a World Philosopher King (or Prince). This philosopher king would come from royalty, yet he would not inherit his
position like normal monarchs. Because of his devoted love of philosophy, nature, mother earth, environmentalism,
philosophical wisdom, compassion, self sacrifice for all humanity, his numerous charities, his devoted love for people
of all faiths and nations, his influence in ending all war and conflict, he would finally be “elected” to his position by the

“will” of the people of the world. He would become like a spiritual father to everybody, and would be known as the
World Teacher, World Savior, Prince of Peace and World Messiah

The first world empire to adopt many of Plato’s socialist/fascist philosophies was ancient fascist Rome, first headed by
Julius Caesar (49BC - 44BC) dictator of the Roman republic. In the Roman republic the power of the state to “at once
scourge and decapitate” was symbolized by a bundle of rods bound with the helve of an axe called the fasces. In
modern times, Hitler's Nazi fascist socialist Third Reich was based on this old Roman system of government. Hitler
deeply admired the ability of the Roman Empire for its ability to forge a strong and unified state and blamed
Christianity for its destruction

When the current Sovereign, Queen Elizabeth II, visits the City of London Corporation, she travels in her Gold State
Coach. To represent her supreme power over world maritime trade and commerce, four Tritones, sons of Neptune,
carry her seated in the cabin. To represent her global fascist power the two rear Tritones each carry the Roman fasces,
ancient symbol of fascism

Click to zoom. (Credit: Lt. Powell, Pacific Freedom Foundation)
Via Marxists.org:

Dialectics has its origins in ancient society, both among the Chinese and the Greeks, where thinkers sought to understand Nature as a
whole, and saw that everything is fluid, constantly changing, coming into being and passing away. It was only when the piecemeal
method of observing Nature in bits and pieces, practiced in Western thinking in the 17th and 18th century, had accumulated enough
positive knowledge for the interconnections, the transitions, the genesis of things to become comprehensible, that conditions became
ripe for modern dialectics to make its appearance. It was Hegel who was able to sum up this picture of universal interconnection and
mutability of things in a system of Logic which is the foundation of what we today call Dialectics.

The Marxist dialectic and Hegelian dialectic differed in the definition of the actual forces with which the dialectic operated. For Hegel, it
was ideas. For Marx, it was economic relationships to the means of production. Dialectics provides the foundation for Marx’s theory of
dialectical materialism—an outgrowth of Hegelian dialectics. This is an important distinction to make—meaning, not to confuse Hegel's
dialectics with Marx’s materialistic philosophy of dialectical materialism. Russian students attending university in the former Soviet
Union were required to take three years of materialistic philosophy.

The dialectical approach to reality was to reject the very concept of absolutes. The whole foundation behind Hegel's way of thinking is
that everything is constantly changing, and must forever adapt to the eternal change (cf. “mutability,” moral relativism). Karl Marx clearly
embraced this relativistic view. The concept of change is central to Hegelian dialectical theory and strategy. This helps explain why
leftist political strategy centers around the concept of dialectical change.
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“In the eyes of dialectical philosophy,
nothing is established for all times,
nothing is absolute or sacred.”

Karl Marx

Fred Pursley writes:

“Here we see the dialectical thought process over the didactic thinking process. In the past America and the West held to the didactic
process in which 2 + 2 = 4 and can not be otherwise. There was right/wrong, light/dark, true/false. This was the way we ran
government, education and especially the church. This is God’s way. This is shown by the commands, ‘Thou shall not.”

Hegel’s radical, young followers considered Hegel’s Argument a critical and important tool to “ruthlessly” criticize Christianity, and
religion in general. The dialectic is analogous to the argument that “everything is just shades of gray.” Hegel’s dialectical process
proposes there are only shades of gray—no black or white.

The Hegelian Formula

THESIS + ANTITHESIS = SYNTHESIS

PRO + CON = CONSENSUS (COMPROMISE)

symbolic illustration of reconciliation
of conflicting theses

thesis

e/{g. All S are P

antithesis

e.g. Only some|S are P

In ejther event, Some/S are P



http://www.atrueandfaithfulwitness.com/powersdialecticpursley.htm

Georg Hegel’s original intent was to devise a method to resolve disagreements and control outcomes. The Hegelian Formula is typically
expressed as follows: Thesis represents an idea or opinion, antithesis represents the counter-opinion or opposite idea, synthesis
represents the domain where thesis and antithesis intersect and overlap. So, in other words, dialectical synthesis can represent
consensus, i.e. “compromise.”

The interesting and powerful feature of the Hegelian dialectic is once the circular argument has reached synthesis, a new thesis can be
created and the process begins anew, incrementally and progressively moving forward toward the next predetermined outcome—a sort
of dialectic helix.

etc. Antithesis
Synthesis rnes!

Antithesis

Synthesis

Antithesis

Thesis

Applying the Hegelian strategy can be accomplished through a process of tension and resolution. A good way to illustrate the concept
of tension and resolution used in a repetitive and incremental fashion is music.

Imagine a familiar passage of music, or a short jingle from a commercial. Now imagine | played the passage of music you are thinking
of in front of you, yet | left off just one note off at very end of the musical passage. A sense of tension can be triggered because the
passage did not resolve as expected; there was no resolution because the last note was left out.

Music that might be described as spooky or scary tends to use more tension than resolution. Conversely, music that strikes a
harmonious balance between tension and resolution might be described as soothing or uplifting. The power in using tension and
resolve as a strategy in controlling groups of people is very powerful tactic indeed; it can literally create a very real mental, emotional or
physical (or all the above) response—even trigger a Pavlovian response.

The Hegelian dialectic reduced to its simplest form could be summed up as problem, reaction, solution. The “agent of change”
employing the strategy creates the problem or crisis, foments the reaction (tension), then attempt to control the outcome by providing
the solution (resolution).



PROBLEM

REACTION

SOLUTION

The Hegelian strategy requires an alchemic process of tension and resolution in order to reach a predetermined outcome. But how do
we create tension in a group and control the outcome? One way to create tension is to introduce diversity. By introducing diversity into
the group, tensions are raised, and the chances of conflict are increased. Diversity is needed for conflict, according to the Hegelian
model.

Dean Gotcher writes in his piece Dialectical Formula:

“Dialectically, how you overcome division (create consensus, i.e. create synthesis out of thesis-antithesis, i.e. ‘avoid Armageddon’) is to
establish (facilitate) an environment where person’s one, two, and three (a diverse group) can discuss (dialogue) in an ‘open ended,’
‘non-judgmental’ environment (person three’s home environment), what it is they desire (social issues) which was suppressed by higher
authority, (person one and possibly person two’s home environment). In this way person one and two are ‘helped’ in liberating their
thoughts and actions from the fear of chastening and thus are able to be shown how to ‘rationally’ liberate themselves from higher
authority itself. Being ‘freed’ to think and act for themselves in a ‘rapidly changing world’ (learning, in the crisis to consensus meeting,
how to overcome the rigidity of the past, overcoming the ‘old’ way of believing and acting which divided people, communities, nations,
i.e. the world) they can be used to negate the ‘old’ world order of righteousness....”

Detective Phil Worts describes the dialectical process in greater detail in his eye-opening article “Community (Communist) Oriented
Policing” written in 2001:

Transformational Marxists such as Kurt Lewin refined their weapon for the new battlefield: Using group dynamics to invade the culture
to affect the paradigm shift. The weapon looks like this:

A Diverse Group (“Diversity” needed for conflict)

Dialoging to Consensus (Dialectic process)

Over a Social Issue (Problem/Crisis/Issues)

In a Facilitated Meeting (Controlled environment using facilitator/change agent)
To a Predetermined Outcome (Paradigm shift)

Some have referred to the Hegelian strategy as “Soviet-style council tactics.” Every effort by the “change agent” is employed against
the “reactionaries” and the “obstructionists” to force consensus, be it vituperation, invective, marginalization, demonization, ridicule,
intimidation, isolation, personalization, and even violence—the ends justify the means in order to build consensus and achieve synthesis
within a society “growing toward socialism.”
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“SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT”
CREATING CRISIS
REINVENTING GOVERNMENT AND REMOVING RIGHTS

“SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT” IS IN MOST SIMPLE TERMS:
“A PROCESS” CREATED WITH ENGINEERED CRISIS, BEING ELEVATED THROUGH
REPEATED DECLARATIONS OF PSEUDO-FACTS, ( OFTEN INACCURATE) WITH A
“PRE-ORDAINED SOLUTION” DESIGNED FROM THE BEGINNING.

THE TERM “SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT” WAS FIRST INTRODUCED TO THE WORLD IN
THE PAGES OF A 1987 REPORT ( OUR COMMON FUTURE ) PRODUCED BY THE UNITED
NATIONS WORLD COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL AND DEVELOPMENT, AUTHORED
BY G. HARLEM BRUNDTLAND, VP OF THE WORLD SOCIALIST PARTY. THE TERM WAS
FIRST OFFERED AS OFFICIAL UN POLICY IN 1992, IN A DOCUMENT CALLED UN
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT “AGENDA 21, ISSUED AT THE UN’S EARTH SUMMIT,
TODAY REFERRED TO SIMPLY AS “AGENDA 21”.

“AGENDA 21 PROPOSES AN ARRAY OF DRACONIAN ACTIONS WHICH ARE INTENDED TO
BE IMPLEMENTED BY EVERY PERSON ON EARTH...IT CALLS FOR SPECIFIC CHANGES
IN THE ACTIVITIES OF ALL PEOPLE... EFFECTIVE EXECUTION OF AGENDA 21 WILL
REQUIRE A PROFOUND REORIENTATION OF ALL HUMANS, UNLIKE ANYTHING THE
WORLD HAS EVER EXPERIENCED... ” ~AGENDA 21: THE EARTH SUMMIT STRATEGY TO
SAVE OUR PLANET (EARTH- PRESS, 1993). EMPHASES — RP

“INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS WILL HAVE TO TAKE A BACK SEAT TO THE COLLECTIVE.” WORDS
DIRECTLY FROM SAINT-SIMON, DEWEY, AND THOSE WHO DESIRE REPRESSION IN A
QUOTE BY MR. RUVIN CURRENT AMERICAN DIRECTOR OF ICLEI.

Monday, September 16, 13

Click to zoom. (Credits: Lt. Powell, Pacific Freedom Foundation)

The Supreme Leaders of Marxist-Leninist regimes | have researched appear not to be leaders, per se, but rather change agents,
whose dialectical formula of seduction, deception and manipulation is injected into the masses to gain supremacy over all groups for
the sake of so-called “unity in diversity.” The change agent creates permanent conflict—forwarding the Marxist belief that all “progress” is
brought about by conflict.
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Obama teaching at the University of Chicago Law School. The topic is
apparently "Power Analysis,” also his topic at ACORN training. The illustration
is labeled “Relationships Built on Self Interest”

Follow the money: Barack Obama teaching students in Chicago the Alinsky Principles—specifically, Alinsky’s power analysis,
which looks at relationships built on self-interest between corporations, banks and utilities. Notice the flow chart indicating
the flow of money and power out of the private sector (‘CORP’) and into the public sector (‘MAYOR’).

Self-avowed Chicago Marxist Saul Alinsky (the godfather of “community organizing”), whose protege was none other than Barack
Obama, wrote in his radical left-wing book Rules for Radicals:

“Any revolutionary change must be preceded by a passive, affirmative, non-challenging attitude toward change among the mass of our
people. They must feel so frustrated, so defeated, so lost, so futureless in the prevailing system that they are willing to let go of the past
and change the future. This acceptance is the reformation essential to any revolution.”

Alinsky in a nutshell: issues, problems, crises, conflict. The purpose is to bring about “radical social change”’—paradigm shift,
fundamental transformation, transition, new system, etc. The disturbing aspect to Alinsky’s approach for “radical social change” is his
belief in the Marxist-Leninist method of always keeping the masses demoralized so they will demand change, or even insist the system
be abolished altogether.

ORDO AB CHAO (Order out of Chaos)

It was Vladmir I. Lenin who originally put Marxist-style revolution into practice, i.e. the “dictatorship of the proletariat,” killing millions in
the process, without mercy or compassion, and spreading Marxist-Leninism around the globe—existing to this day. Hegel and Marx
merely developed the theory. But it was Lenin, and those who followed in his footsteps, who committed genocide on an industrial scale
in the name of Marx and Hegel. Although the ideology of Hegel, Marx & Engels greatly influenced Lenin, Marx merely came up with the
theory. Lenin took action.


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Saul_Alinsky

we will take it under liberalism, unde prngr‘esswmm
under democracy. But, take it, we will."

—[luote from Alexander Trachtenberg (I885-1966) at the National Convention of
Communist Parties, Madison Square Garden, 1944

Source: Bella Dodd (1904-1966)

| can’t help but point out some striking ironies and stark contrasts regarding Hegelian and Marxist dialectics. Although the dialectics of
Hegel and Marx eschew the very concept of absolutes and the deity of a Higher Power, the systematic and formulaic approach that
Hegel and Marx use to employ their strategy requires absolutes.

For example, the Hegelian dialectic requires a thesis and an antithesis, a pro and a con. Are these not absolutes? Is not the very
concept of left and right, east and west, black and white, etc., required by the dialectic a confirmation of absolutism itself? Or is the
dialectical philosophy’s attempt to usurp right and left, pro and con, black and white—in order to control the outcome—its sinister genius?
I’'m reminded of the words of Bella Dodd, a former communist who later left the Party and became a vocal anti-communist, from her
book School of Darkness, [p. 24], my emphasis:

“... I have had many occasions to see that this cataloging of people as either ‘right’ or ‘left’ has led to more confusion in American life
than perhaps any other false concept. It sounds so simple and so right. By using this schematic device one puts the communists on the
left and then one regards them as advanced liberals — after which it is easy to regard them as the enzyme necessary for progress.
Communists usurp the position of the left, but when one examines them in the light of what they really stand for, one sees
them as the rankest kind of reactionaries and communism as the most reactionary backward leap in the long history of social
movements. It is one which seeks to obliterate in one revolutionary wave two thousand years of man’s progress.*

And returning to the theory that everything is just shades of gray—everything is relative. I'm reminded of the following passage from the
book The Philosopher’s Toolkit: A Compendium of Philosophical Concepts and Methods:

Third, it is instructive to remember that Einstein's theory of relativity itself,
like the speed of light, holds across all frames of reference. Not everything is
relative in the theory of relativity; and arguably, no relativity claim can be
absolute without undermining itself, for, if one were to claim '‘Everything is
relative’, that claim would apply to itself. But if ‘everything is relative’ is only
relatively true, then that must mean that some truths are not relative.

In conclusion, I'll leave it there.
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