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			How can Satan drive out Satan? If a kingdom is divided against itself, that kingdom cannot stand. If a house is divided against itself, that house cannot stand. And if Satan opposes himself and is divided, he cannot stand; his end has come.

			Mark 3:23–26
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			Chapter One

			Asking a Woke Girl Out For a Drink

			Love your enemies, bless them that curse you . . .1

			If you are reading this, then you may well identify as politically conservative, as a nationalist, as traditionally religious or as two or even all three of these. You may well intensely dislike the “Great Awokening,”2 which began in about 2015, and the “Woke” activists behind it. However, once you have finished reading, we hope you will feel rather better disposed towards the next blue-haired young girl with a rainbow handbag who crosses your path. You may even walk up to Eliza (or whatever her upper-middle class name may be) and say:

			“Look, I’m a conservative, I’m religious, I’m a nationalist, and I just want to say, ‘I really appreciate what you’re doing to ensure the future of our people.’ Can I buy you a drink?”

			“No,” she’ll say, “I don’t accept drinks from racists and homophobes and eugenicists. Leave me alone.”

			“Brilliant!” you’ll say, “You haven’t gone out of character at all! I genuinely believe that you actually are Woke and that you aren’t part of an evolutionary process to save our people from destruction. You really are superb! But, listen, time’s getting on, so can I buy you that drink? We can go to The Royal Oak. It’s  just down the road.”

			“No!” Eliza will say, this time rather more aggressively. “Seriously, you’re, like, making me feel, like, literally unsafe! I mean it! Go away now, you racist!”

			“Ah, I know you don’t mean it!” you’ll reply. “We both want the same thing. I love you too. So, what do you want? A Gin and Tonic? A White Rum and Coke?” 

			“Get away from me!” she’ll shout, pushing you hard and retrieving her phone from her rainbow handbag in order to intimidate you by filming you. 

			“Ouch!” you’ll say. “That shove rather hurt me, but not as much as you are selflessly hurting your own genetic interests for the good of our people. I love you, and I always will.” 

			Wokeness as a Group Level Adaptation

			Among those who are more intelligent at least, like you and this blue-haired activist, it is no exaggeration to claim that Wokeness is a “selection event.” To a certain extent, it can also be regarded as a “selection event” among white people more broadly. 

			As we will explore below, since the Industrial Revolution, native Europeans have been becoming increasingly genetically maladaptive: they are physically sick, they are mentally sick, they are barren and they are decreasingly group-oriented (group orientation being upheld by traditional religiosity), meaning that they permit themselves to be displaced by other groups. All of these traits, as we will see, are inter-related as part of a “General Fitness Factor.”3

			Wokeness, we will argue, is highly adaptive in this context, at least for the group, rather than for individuals who live according to its dictates. It involves bringing about the complete destruction of the genetically sick white population. It also acts to polarise the white population, broadly, between the genetically healthy, who will be resistant to Wokeness for partly genetic reasons, and the genetically sick of varying degrees, who  will be sucked in by it as though it were a rainbow-coloured whirlpool (though occasionally healthy people will superficially espouse it, as we will see). Thus, the healthy will increasingly breed with the healthy and like-minded, further compounding this process of polarisation and of sterility among the genetically unhealthy. This means that those who will remain, among the native Europeans, will be those who are physically fit, mentally fit and highly ethnocentric. In other words, Wokeness is bringing about an essentially Biblical process: it is causing the separation of the wheat from the chaff, the physically attractive from the physically ugly, the strong from the weak and the industrious from the parasitic. In evolutionary terms, it is separating the saved from the damned. 

			Wokeness will also have had some impact on non-whites in Western countries, meaning that they will be, psychologically, similar to the remnant whites, as we will explore below. Thus, we have a return to the conditions of stronger group selection that existed before the Industrial Revolution and, further, to a strongly genetically healthy species that would be able to survive the next inevitable catastrophe that nature will throw at it, such as a massive solar flare which has the potential to completely wipe out the electricity system and plunge us into the Dark Ages overnight. Just such a solar flare, the so-called Carrington Event, hit us on 1st to 2nd September 1859, knocking out the nascent electricity system. Telegraph machines caught fire, the operators suffered serious burns and there were Northern Lights as far south as the tropics.4 This will happen again, only to a world that is almost completely reliant on electricity. 

			This broader process will impact the most intelligent first, so we will begin by examining what Wokeness does to them. Before we do that, it would be useful to be clear on what we mean by intelligence, personality and Life History Strategy, all three of which are central concepts to this book. One of the problems, once you’ve written quite a few books, is that books must be standalone products, meaning you have to repeat yourself, but you are perfectly aware that a portion of your readers will have read one or more of your earlier books. If you have read our  earlier book, The Past is a Future Country,5 or any of a number of books by Dutton on this matter, such as Breeding the Human Herd,6 then you will already know about these concepts, so you may wish to skip the next chapter. If not, then reading it will be vital to the discussion that follows it.

			

			
				
						1  Matthew 5: 44.


						2 M. Yglesias, “The Great Awokening: A hidden shift is revolutionizing American racial politics — and could transform the future of the Democratic Party,” Vox (1st April 2019),  https://www.vox.com/2019/3/22/18259865/great-awokening-white-liberals-race-polling-trump-2020. 


						3  D. Houle, “Is there a g factor for fitness?” in G. R. Bock, J. A. Goode and K. Webb (Eds.), The Nature of Intelligence (Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley and Sons, 2000); G. Miller, “Mental traits as fitness indicators,” in D. LeCrosy and P. Moller, (Eds.), Evolutionary Perspectives on Human Reproductive Behavior (New York: New York Academy of Sciences, 2000). 


						4  L. Testot, Cataclysms: An Environmental History of Humanity (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2020), (Trans. K. Throssell), 292.


						5  E. Dutton and J.O.A. Rayner-Hilles, The Past is a Future Country: The Coming Conservative Demographic Revolution (Exeter: Imprint Academic, 2022). 


						6  E. Dutton, Breeding the Human Herd: Eugenics, Dysgenics and the Future of the Species (Perth: Imperium Press, 2023). 


				

			
		

	




		
		

		
			Chapter Two

			Defining Our Key Terms: Intelligence, Personality and Life History Strategy

			What Is Intelligence?

			One of the things that you will have noticed about this Woke girl is that she is reasonably intelligent; you will have an intuition that this is the case. She speaks relatively quickly, she has a large vocabulary and she will probably use the current “received pronunciation,” implying a high socioeconomic background. What, exactly, is intelligence? 

			“Intelligence” is defined as the ability to solve cognitive problems combined with how quickly you can solve them. The quicker you can solve a problem and the harder it has to be before you are stamped, then the more intelligent you are. Intelligence can be conceived of as rather like a pyramid. At the base of the pyramid there are numerous “specialised abilities” that are only very weakly associated with intelligence, such as the ability to tie your shoe laces or catch a ball. Moving up the pyramid, there are (at least) three main forms of intelligence, which are a bit broader and are therefore more strongly associated with how smart you are: mathematical, verbal and spatial intelligence. People vary on how highly they score on tests of these. Some people are more verbally-tilted, such as people who study Humanities subjects, while others are more mathematically-tilted, such as those who study the sciences, and others are more technically tilted, such as those who go into engineering.1  But, in general, those who score high on one broad ability score high on all, so we can conceive of a factor which underpins all of them. This is “general intelligence,” known as g, which is at the pinnacle of the intelligence pyramid. In general, when we speak of someone as being “intelligent” we mean that they have high “general intelligence.”2 

			One very occasionally meets people who have high verbal intelligence but are not especially high in “general intelligence”: think of the stereotypical postmodern social scientist, or even a “Woke” hard scientist, and the pseudo-profound but vacuous and illogical works that they produce. Occasionally, you’ll meet the opposite: the tongue-tied physicist who is fantastic at Maths. But, in general, people who are high in one kind of intelligence are high in the others. Some people argue that there are “multiple intelligences,” including “emotional intelligence,”3 but this weakly correlates with “intelligence” as normally defined and those aspects of it which are not simply manifestations of intelligence properly belong to the domain of personality.4 

			Intelligence is important in, and is prized in, all cultures, with negative correlates of intelligence, such as criminality, being disliked in all cultures.5 There is evidence that materialistic cultures are causal in people not wanting to have children, possibly because a certain level of luxury, in particular when combined with low mortality salience (immediate awareness of death) and low religiosity constitutes an evolutionary mismatch, an issue we will explore in greater detail below. When  people are primed with materialism, it decreases their desire to have children.6 Thus, large families become an accidental consequence of having low IQ, presumably via inefficient family planning and lack of ability to properly engage in future discounting. An evolutionary match, it should be noted, is when an organism lives in the environment to which it is evolved. In any other environment, it is in an evolutionary mismatch to varying degrees.7 

			What is IQ?

			Before we see why, let us address the issue of IQ. Your IQ (“Intelligence Quotient”) is how well you score in IQ tests compared to others of your age. The ability to solve cognitive problems increases up to middle age, meaning intelligence can be ascertained by comparing people to those of their own age. These scores are “normally distributed” on a bell curve. Most people have an IQ of around 100, the average, and smaller and smaller percentages have higher or lower IQs. The “normal range” is between 70 and 130. Those with an IQ score of below 70 (2.5 per cent of the UK population) are mentally retarded. The 2.5 per cent with an IQ score above 130 are extremely bright. A score of 100, the average, would be the expected score for a policeman, fireman or typical office worker, 85 might be a security guard or someone who works in a supermarket stacking shelves, while 80 would be the long-term unemployed or casual labourers. At the other end, a high school science teacher might have an IQ of 115, a lawyer or doctor of about 120 and a university science professor of around 130.8 

			The scores achieved on IQ tests are strongly associated with other measures of cognitive ability, such as academic attainment, as well as with physiological measures such as your reaction times—the quicker you react to stimuli, the quicker you  solve problems9—and brain size, which is associated with the amount of cortical real estate at your disposal, this effectively being the “hardware” of intelligence. When abundant, this can enhance the ability to efficiently encode memories and combine information in ways that allow for effective problem solving, the brain being a thinking muscle. Modern IQ tests are “culture fair” because groups that score poorly in them score the most poorly on the most “culture fair” components of the test, which are actually the best measures of intelligence.10 They cannot be said to reflect some cultural biasing factor (such as lack of familiarity with the language in which the test is written) and can therefore be said to be a truer measure of lower levels of general intelligence in the subject. Furthermore, the notion of “stereotype threat”—that groups stereotyped to do poorly on IQ tests perform badly on them due to the stress of the stereotype that their group does badly (so-called “stereotype activation”)—has been comprehensively refuted. Some groups primed with the idea that they will do badly do better than expected, and there is clear publication bias, with university theses that don’t substantiate the thesis not being published and meta-analyses that disprove it not being published.11

			Intelligence is strongly genetic. It has been estimated that it is about 0.8 heritable in adulthood based on identical twin studies and twin adoption studies. This means that about 80 per cent of differences in intelligence between adults are a matter of genetics, specifically of large numbers of alleles each with small effects, so-called additive genes. The heritability of intelligence in childhood is low, around 0.2, because the child is not creating his own environment. This is being created by the parents and other adults and it reflects their IQ, which may be higher or lower than their child’s. Only when he becomes an adult does he start creating an environment consistent with his own innate  IQ, resulting in an eventual heritability of 0.8, which stabilises at around the age of 60.12 The key environmental component to intelligence is a cognitively stimulating environment. This will push your intelligence to its phenotypic maximum. However, the more intelligent you are, the more interested you will be in analytic issues and the more intelligent your friends, family, and colleagues will be. Consequently, the more intelligent you are, the more likely you will be to push yourself to this maximum.13 

			What is the Relationship Between 
Intelligence and Fertility?

			Low IQ results in failing to think about the future, and thus failure to employ contraception, or failure to efficiently use contraception, meaning that IQ is weakly negatively associated with fertility in most Western societies, at about -0.1.14 This relationship is a so-called “Jensen Effect;” it is on the more genetically influenced aspects of intelligence, meaning that it is genetically reducing intelligence.15 Other proposed reasons for this weak negative relationship, which is stronger among women, include that feminist policies result in women who are more intelligent dedicating all of their twenties, and increasingly even the first half of their thirties to their education and to their careers, meaning they end up with relatively few children.16 By contrast, the least intelligent women have relatively large numbers of children with different men and because they  start young they are becoming grandmothers by the time their more intelligent contemporaries are becoming mothers. 

			An extreme example of this is the TV presenter Victoria Coren Mitchell (b. 1972). Evidently highly intelligent, she gave birth to her first child when she was 43 and to her second child when she was 51.17 By contrast, in 2018, Kelly Healey (b. 1988), a mother of five from Cranford in West London, had become a grandmother aged 30 because she had given birth aged 16 and her daughter, Skye Salter, had given birth aged 14. This rendered the mother-of-five’s mother a great-grandmother at the age of 48.18 Thus, those with low intelligence not only have more children but they also have more generations. 

			Furthermore, a generous welfare state, where you receive more money the more children you have, incentivises the unemployed to have large numbers of children, with evidence indicating that, in general, only families in the UK where both parents are long-term unemployed have above replacement fertility, specifically problem families where police and social worker interventions are required.19 An extreme example of this is the case of Mick Philpott (b. 1956) from Derby in the English Midlands. Long-term unemployed, he fathered seventeen children by five different mothers. In the 1970s, he served time in prison for attempted murder and for grievous bodily harm. In 2012, he managed to kill six of his children by setting fire to his own council house in an attempt to compel the authorities to provide him with a larger property. He had planned to rescue the children, but the fire became too ferocious too quickly.20  Accordingly, it is the criminal underclass, uniquely among the native population, that has above replacement fertility.21 In addition, as we will explore in more detail below, intelligence predicts successfully understanding and adopting the dominant ideology, meaning that if the dominant ideology is anti-natalist then intelligence would predict adopting it, finding intellectual justifications for adopting it, and competing to outdo others in the extent of adopting it, as a method of attaining status.22 Possibly partly for this reason, intelligence predicts not merely having fewer children but also desiring fewer children.23 A related reason which we will explore is that intelligent people are more environmentally sensitive, our evolutionary match is high mortality salience and high mortality salience makes you want to have children. Mortality salience not only makes people desire more children,24 it makes them see children as less expensive,25 and it makes them want to name children after themselves, in order to achieve a kind of symbolic immortality.26 In its absence, highly intelligent people, in particular, become maladaptive and cease to desire children. 

			It has been argued by American researcher Seb Jensen that  the decline in IQ is so weak that it is unlikely to be a major problem in the future and it can be offset by 20 per cent of the population using embryo selection for highly intelligent offspring.27 One problem with this argument is that it just looks at the genetic decline. It doesn’t take into account the way that a decline in IQ will lead to a much worse education system, and much less cognitively-stimulating systems of all kinds, especially as the society-running “smart fraction” (the 95th percentile on IQ and above) become less intelligent. Another problem is that it fails to understand that as society develops and becomes more complex, people increasingly reduce their fertility, something spear-headed by the more intelligent, for reasons we will explore. Moreover, Jensen’s data clearly evidences an IQ decline in Western countries when examined in more detail than is presented in his analysis. His data also indicates that immigration, and the higher fertility of immigrants, is a highly significant factor in reducing the average IQ of Western nations, if anything a larger one than dysgenics among the native population. Consistent with this, Danish researcher Emil Kirkegaard has shown that if the native Danish IQ is set at 100 then the IQ of non-Western immigrants and their descendants in Denmark is 89.28 However, other studies have indicated that the impact of native dysgenics may be as much as double that of immigration.29

			What Are the Consequences of 
Declining General Intelligence?

			Declining general intelligence, as we will see, is associated with decline in all of the correlates of intelligence. General Intelligence is correlated with trust (because low intelligence people make poor judgments so may as well trust nobody), the ability to delay gratification, belief in democracy (due to the need for  trust inherent in it and the delay of gratification involved), low dogmatism, low religiousness, low criminality, low corruption, with educational attainment, wealth and socioeconomic status achieved as well as socioeconomic status born into, social skill, civic participation, open-mindedness (as this helps solve cognitive problems), sexual restraint (as this involves future-orientation), mental and physical health, life expectancy, and much else. Thus, declining intelligence would predict a decline in every aspect of “civilization.” 

			In this regard, it has been demonstrated that national average IQs do indeed correlate with every aspect of civilization.30 These “national IQs,” which strongly correlate with other indicators of national level cognitive ability such as scores in international student assessments and the frequency of alleles associated with high educational attainment,31 were presented by English psychologist Richard Lynn (1930–2023) and Finnish political scientist Tatu Vanhanen (1929–2015). They were heavily criticised due to issues with how they were calculated, and, as such they have been completely recalculated in order to take these criticisms into account. The new national IQs correlate with the old ones at 0.87.32 

			Understanding Personality

			Now that we are clear on the nature of intelligence, how it is measured and what is associated with it, we must turn, briefly, to the issue of “personality.” Personality is, in essence, “our general way of being.” Differences in personality predict differences in how people will respond in a certain situation. Personality evaluations are usually measured by questionnaires: How close to you does a car moving at a certain speed have to be before you judge that it is too dangerous to cross the road in front of it? How many annoying things have to happen to you in a day before you lose your temper and raise your voice? How strongly do the emotions of others impact how you feel? 

			
			

			Different people will give different answers to these questions, in part because of variation in their personality. Typically, people are asked whether a certain behaviour, or like or dislike, is present or absent in them; or else they are asked to rate its strength. Multiple such questions can be analysed and averaged to yield a few personality “traits” which cluster together. The exact number of these traits used by psychologists depends on the purpose of the personality evaluation. The number can be as few as one general master trait (e.g. pro-social versus anti-social), or dozens of specific traits such as aggression, or courage—but usually, for convenience, the number of traits used for describing personality have been between about two and five. 

			The Big 5

			Many psychologists currently suggest that personality can best be understood in terms of five essential personality characteristics: these are the “Big 5” and can be remembered with the acronym OCEAN: 

			(1) Extraversion-Introversion. Extraversion is a need for external stimulation—especially social stimulation. It involves feeling positive feelings strongly. Introversion is sufficient internal stimulation and, therefore, independence from external stimuli.

			(2) Neuroticism-Emotional Stability. Neuroticism relates to emotional instability—especially negative moods such as anxiety, depression, and shyness. 

			(3) Conscientiousness-Impulsiveness: Conscientiousness refers to responsiveness to social norms, usually leading to organised, rule-following, and self-disciplined behaviour. In essence, it is impulse control. 

			(4) Agreeableness-Indifference to other people: Agreeableness shows itself in a high interest in other people, what they are thinking and how they feel. In other words, it is altruism (caring about others) and empathy. This divides into cognitive empathy (understanding their feelings) and emotional empathy (feeling their feelings). 

			(5) Openness-Intellect-Aversion to change: Openness references intellectual curiosity and a preference for novelty, creativity  (in some sense of the word), hypnotisability and unusual psychological experiences. Openness weakly but significantly (0.3) correlates with intelligence, as it is measuring some of the same things. 

			These five personality traits are (except for Openness-Intellect) regarded as independent of IQ scores (at least within normal IQ ranges); and our placing on them predicts how we behave. For example, high Conscientiousness as a child predicts greater success in education and employment; Agreeableness weakly predicts educational success and, of course, social success; high Neuroticism predicts problems with mood swings, anxiety and depression. High Openness-Intellect will tend to result in being a novelty-loving, impractical, perhaps artistic, academic or spiritual dreamer. A moderately high score, however, is a predictor of artistic success—or at least, it is on some measures of artistic success that focus on the production of novelty. Differences in personality traits are between 50 per cent33 and 70 per cent genetic,34 but 50 per cent is widely accepted (though we will note problems with this figure later). 

			There are consistent sex differences in personality. Females score higher in Conscientiousness, Agreeableness, Neuroticism (especially anxiety), Openness and Extraversion. It is theorised that this makes them better able to raise children and better able to compete in the highly social female world that we will explore below.35 There are also age differences in personality. Conscientiousness and Agreeableness increase with age while Extraversion and Neuroticism decrease, apart from a blip in adolescence where this is reversed,36 possibly to help transition to independence from one’s parents and to be more vigilant to the threats involved in finding the right mate.37 

			The General Factor of Personality

			The Big Five were developed from the Big Three traits defined by psychologist Hans Eysenck (1916–1997), who arrived in England from Germany in the 1930s and became the most important personality in British academic psychology. The Big Three are Extraversion, Neuroticism and Psychoticism. In effect, the Big Five dimensions of Conscientiousness and Agreeableness are the opposites of various aspects of Eysenck’s Psychoticism; and Openness takes some aspects of Psychoticism and blends them with behaviours characteristic of modern intellectuals.38 

			Many scholars have shown that the Big Five (and Big Three) are all co-correlated, and could all, therefore, be collapsed into a single personality variable, which he called the General Factor of Personality (GFP).39 GFP can be conceptualised as the single dimension of personality—from prosocial to antisocial—which underlies the more specific personality traits, analogously to how general intelligence or “g” underlies all the specific cognitive abilities. So the General Factor of Personality can be conceptualised as the degree to which a personality is prosocial; in other words, the degree to which someone has the kind of personality type and behaviours that underpin many socially desirable traits, the degree to which someone approximates  to the type of person that makes for friendliness, helpfulness, being a “good neighbour.” The GFP describes a basic personality dimension, high levels of which may have evolved as an adaptation in complex and stable societies so that people would “get along well together.” So a person with high GFP would be sociable, extraverted, concerned with the feelings of others, and self-disciplined in pursuit of socially-approved goals. He’d also have stable emotions, and be open to new ideas.40 GFP predicts higher salary, attaining a leadership position and working in a relatively sociable job.41

			Life History Strategy

			We all follow a relative Life History Strategy, sitting on a spectrum between “fast” and “slow.” A fast Life History Strategy (LHS) is a suite of physical and mental traits that develop in an easy but unstable ecology, in which you must respond to sudden, unpredictable challenges by being extremely aggressive. Such people must be able to effectively shift between new niches. Fast life history individuals tend also to score low in attachments and tend toward being interpersonally exploitative. All of these can be seen as adaptations to a fundamentally unstable ecology, where stable social and romantic bonds might not be possible (due to unpredictable mortality). A fast LHS is called an r-strategy, while a slow LHS is known as a K-strategy. Those people who are r-strategists “live for the now.” They live fast and die young, because they could be wiped out at any moment: their environment is chaos. They, therefore, invest energy in copulation but invest little of their energy in their partners nor in nurturing their offspring, to which they have low levels of attachment. They do everything relatively early: they are born earlier, develop more quickly, go through puberty earlier, become sexually active younger, are more sexually promiscuous, enter the menopause earlier and die younger. In nature, r-strat egy animals will have larger litters. 

			K-strategists are adapted to a predictable yet harsh (and thus competitive) ecology, in which offspring who are insufficiently nurtured could all simply die. This competition causes them to become very specifically adapted to micro-niches.42 Thus, they “live slow and die old” and direct energy away from copulation and towards nurture, of both their partner and their offspring. Their offspring are more likely to survive if they are directed along the adaptive roadmap of life, such that they can better compete. So, the length of childhood increases such that they can be precisely taught about the narrow niche in which they must survive, indeed they are born essentially helpless, utterly reliant on their parents during early childhood. This ecology, being highly competitive, selects in favour of intelligence, as its harsh, competitive nature presents more problems to be solved. And, in that it requires nurture and cooperation, it selects for Agreeableness, Conscientiousness, social anxiety, but, in general, against Neuroticism and strong negative feelings such as anger and jealousy. On every measure, such people live more slowly.43 Clearly, the stereotypical single mother on a council estate surrounded by multiple children from multiple relationships is a fast Life History strategist when compared to the stereotypical female academic who married well into her thirties and has, perhaps, one child. The heritability of Life History Strategy is around 0.5.44 However, people will tend to sexually select for people who are genetically similar to themselves, as we will see below; something which will act to increase the genetic component.45 

			Religiousness has many aspects of a slow Life History Strategy, such as its association with being highly pro-social and  group-oriented, such that many researchers regard it as essentially an example of such a strategy,46 but clearly it has some aspect of a fast Life History Strategy, notably early and substantial reproduction.47 This may be explicable in terms of the Strategic Integration Effort Hypothesis. As a group becomes more K-selected, it becomes more adapted to an ever-more specific niche. The result of this is that the positive manifold between the different components of K becomes weaker, such that the highly K-selected group can adopt the very specific survival strategy that it requires.48 In other words, there are numerous traits that make-up a slow Life History Strategy, such as a long childhood, a cooperative personality, and high mental stability. But a very slow Life History Strategy involves adapting to a very specific and very predictable niche. This means that as that niche becomes more specific, it may be that a generalised slow Life History Strategy is less adaptive than one which is slow in most respects but fast in some. Consequently, among very slow Life History Strategists, the correlation between the different components of a slow Life History Strategy becomes weaker. With these key concepts defined, we must now define our central concept: “Wokeness.” 
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			Chapter Three

			Should Conservatives Despise 
Wokeness?

			What is Wokeness?

			The rise of the term “Woke” seemingly began in 1923 when Jamaican activist Marcus Garvey (1887–1940) popularised the phrase “Wake up, Ethiopia!” In 1938, the Blues musician Huddie Ledbetter (1888–1949), known as “Lead Belly,” used the phrase “Stay Woke” while in 1962 African-American novelist William Melvin Kelly (1937–2017) employed the phrase, “If you’re woke, you dig it.” In 1965, Martin Luther King (1929–1968) spoke of the “awakening” of former slaves to injustice. However, the term began to emerge in popular discourse in 2005 when African-American musician Georgia Anna Muldrow (b. 1983) asserted, “I’d stay woke.” In 2008, African American singer Erykah Badu (b. 1971) significantly popularised this phrase and by 2014 “Stay Woke” was being used in Black Lives Matter protests in Ferguson, Missouri, against the police shooting of 18-year-old African-American Michael Brown (1996–2014). By 2016, it was fashionable among the young elite to be “Woke” and, very quickly, the term became a label employed by critics of Woke ideology, with few people wishing to admit to being Woke.1

			By “Wokeness” we refer, in essence, to a philosophy which aims to achieve not socioeconomic equality but equality for  various identity-based groups whom its proponents consider to be in some way marginalised, hence it used to be referred to as “Cultural Marxism” or “Political Correctness,” this being a shorthand for what Marxists termed “Revolutionary Consciousness.” With both Marxism and Cultural Marxism, it might be argued that, though its proponents may speak of “equality,” what they are actually talking about is “revolution”: the emancipation of the oppressed group from the oppressed; the overthrow of the oppressor by the oppressed. In that they are focused on empowerment above all else, we would not expect their worldview to be consistent in its finer details and we will see examples of this later. The oppressor—the capitalist, the male, the white person and so on—is morally bad and must be overthrown by the morally good (oppressed) worker, woman or non-white.2 

			It might be averred that this process, which has culminated in the excess of Wokeness, began with equality for females before moving onto different races, religions, sexual orientations, gender identifications, certain disabilities, and so on. Slavonic-studies expert Frank Ellis has traced in depth the history of Political Correctness and how it overlaps with Multiculturalism.3 Ellis observes that the term “Political Correctness” was used by the Soviet Communist Party to mean “the party line.” Ellis traces modern Political Correctness back to the Frankfurt School, founded in the 1920s and of which Hungarian philosopher George Lukacs (1885–1971) and German philosopher Herbert Marcuse (1898–1979) were leading members. This school was heavily influenced by the writings of Italian revolutionary Antonio Gramsci (1891–1937) who argued that Marxist revolutionaries must focus not on simply controlling the means of production and distribution but on controlling how people think through controlling the ideological state apparatus. Controlling the words people feel able to use—as Political Correctness does by continuously tabooing old terms, used prior to the revolution, as immoral—is an important part of this because it means that debate is only conducted on the revolutionaries’  terms and their power and superior morality (and even intellect or degree of civility) is inherently conceded. The Frankfurt School moved the Marxist focus away from economic groups and towards cultural groups. Ellis argues, therefore, that Political Correctness is a “Neo-Marxist” ideology—“Cultural Marxism”—which promotes the supposedly disempowered but focuses on “ethnic minorities” and other identity-groups rather than “the worker.” Many analyses of Political Correctness concur with Ellis.4 For example, economist Anthony Browne observes that Political Correctness is “Marxism converted from economic into cultural terms.”5

			By the 2010s, the fashionable term for advocates of this worldview was “Social Justice Warriors,”6 shortened to “SJWs.”7 “Woke” has simply displaced these earlier terms. In a sense, it involves an endless revolution; a constant struggle for “equality” and, indeed, empowerment, as well as various assumptions, such as that all human psychological differences are environmentally mediated or even that “race” and “gender” are “social constructs,” implying that even these are a matter of environment. However, in some contexts Wokeness does seem to accept the existence of races, such as in advancing the narrative of good/oppressed race versus bad/oppressor race or if there is a shortage of black organ donors. When that happens then race appears to become a biological construct, though only implicitly; they will not admit this. This inconsistency would seem to reflect the way in which Wokeness is focused on power, not reason.  

			It should be noted that “races” refer to breeding populations that have been separated by a combination of geography and endogamy such that they are adapted to different environments, such that correct predictions can be made when using “race” as a category. Although no consensus existed historically  concerning the proper taxonomic placement of “race,” the term was broadly analogous to the concept of “subspecies” (meaning a clear division within a species) when considered in relation to animal taxonomy.8 One of the more important features of biological race concepts (those that argue that races are “real” in that they reflect patterns of shared ancestry and co-inherited traits that differ on average between populations), is that correct predictions concerning various important outcomes can be made when using membership within a particular “race” as a category. For example, having African ancestry increases (in some cases dramatically) the risk of being diagnosed with certain diseases (such as sickle cell anemia). The 12 races of classical anthropology map very precisely onto distinct genetic clusters,9 there is roughly a 0.9 correlation between “social race” (the race people identify as in surveys) and genetic ancestry cluster,10 and races can be identified with 80 per cent accuracy from the skeleton alone.11 Races differ, as previously mentioned, in very important areas such as disease prevalence or likelihood of accepting donor organs from other races,12 and even superficial race differences (such as skin colour) are environmental adaptations with significant health consequences such as Vitamin D deficiency in dark winters.13 When using genetic loci that differ according to environment (rather than those that don’t) 80 per cent of differences are between races  and only 20 per cent are within them,14 and small differences can add up to significant overall differences if they are all in the same direction.15  Thus, we see no logical argument against the concept of race and those who reject it, or are even sceptical of it, appear to do so entirely for ideological reasons and are often inconsistent in so doing.16 

			Wokeness combines this environmental and historical determinism with the postmodern idea that there is no such thing as objective truth;17 hence the ability of Megan Markle (b. 1980) to talk about “my truth”18 or people’s ability to create their own pronouns to define themselves. Objective standards, or even the concept of objective truth and reason, are merely a means by which those in power retain their power against marginalised groups and the “different truths” of these marginalised groups. It has been argued that Wokeness has displaced postmodernism at universities; it is a development from it.19 Canadian political scientist Eric Kaufmann has argued that Wokeness has come in three waves of leftist fervour in the Culture Wars: The 1960s, the late 1980s, and the period since 2015. He says: “The full working out of their DNA only became clear after 2015. A cultural socialism once confined to campus spread into all of our institutions, with the last vestiges of the old order of cultural nationalism and classical liberalism finally giving way, like a termite-infested tree in a windstorm.”20 By 2015, the tradition al, patriotic morality had been almost completely replaced by a new moral system based around “equality,” concern for feelings and the de facto worship of marginalized cultural, as opposed to economic, groups.

			Wokeness and Nihilism

			The ultimate logic of not being able to know anything and there being no truth is that power is all that matters and power must be obtained for the marginalised at all costs, including via violence if necessary. We do not need to look in any depth at the logical contradictions in Wokeness; they should be obvious to anyone. It is a complete inversion of normal standards where, at its most extreme, sickness is good, because promoting the sick aids equality and diversity. 

			A person can, in effect, create who they are, as to impose objective standards on them would be to assert power over them. We are each little gods who can tell the world what defines us. The only people over whom power can be asserted are those who dissent from the Woke worldview, though an inverted hierarchy of marginalisation is effectively created when, for example, the rights of women come up against the rights of transwomen, leading to conflicts within the Woke movement and even leftists who dissent from Wokeness. Similarly, what are you to do if someone white identifies as black, as in the case of American civil rights worker Rachel Dolezal (b. 1977) who became a prominent black rights activist before her lies were revealed in 2015?21 If a white person can simply become black, then how can racial power structures be upended? We will explore autogynephilous transsexuality below. But what can you do if a white man is sexually aroused by the idea of being a black woman, such that he feels that he’s been born into the wrong body on both sexual and race grounds? Such people exist, as do the transabled (with one man sawing off his arm so that his body was congruous with his identity),22 transaged (a 52-year old man living as a six year old girl)23 and trans-species.24 Trans-racialism (“autophylophilia”) is simply the inversion of “phylophilia,” in which you are strongly sexually attracted to members of a different race.25 But ultimately, those who dissent from it can be righteously destroyed; they are evil counter-revolutionaries. This movement has evidently marched through cultural institutions since the 1970s, as has “Critical Race Theory” and “White Privilege.”26

			The said march is evidenced in death threats against the author J. K. Rowling (b. 1965) for her views on trans issues and her semi-cancellation including being shunned by the Woke actors whom her books made rich, campaigner Nick Buckley (b. 1968) being fired by his own charity for voicing concerns about the Black Lives Matter movement, British universities forcing students to go on diversity courses, police investigations for expressing opinions about trans issues that dissent from Woke dogmas, a student at Abertay University in Scotland almost being expelled for saying “women have vaginas” in a seminar and numerous often successful attempts to cancel academics and other public figures,27 including one of the current authors.28 This has all been documented in detail elsewhere, and we assume that readers don’t require yet another Woke madness hit parade. It is clearly “gas lighting” for Woke activists to suggest, as they do, that there is no such thing as Cancel Culture or that Wokeness is simply about helping the marginalised. If “Silence is Violence” then you are either avidly with them or you are their enemy.29 In March 2024, the Free Speech Union revealed that the Premier League employs a spy network to monitor what season ticket holders write on social media. A young, female supporter of Newcastle United was banned for three seasons because this network had found that she had asserted on social media that biological males cannot become females.30 

			Intelligence, Wokeness and Fertility

			Now that we have a clear understanding of the key concepts, we can begin to explore their relationship with fertility. If you just focus on those who have relatively high intelligence, a trait which is about 80 per cent genetic according to twin studies,31 then the big predictor of not having children, according to our analysis of America’s General Social Survey (GSS), is being liberal and being non-religious, in the traditional sense of the word “religious” whereby you collectively worship a moral god.32 The big predictor of having children is that you are traditionally religious and that you are conservative, with these two traits being strongly related. An analysis of the Vietnam Experience Study, another large and representative US dataset, has, similarly, found that there is a negative association  between intelligence and fertility but that the association is neutral or even positive among those who ascribe to conservative religiosity.33 Amongst US Mormons there is also a positive association between intelligence and fertility. This relationship may exist because the religious sub-community is pronatalist and higher conformism among the more intelligent incentivises them to have more children, possibly as a means of signalling their religious commitment. It may also exist because even the less intelligent Mormon church members have a deep moral sense that they should not have children they cannot afford, due to the prosocial personality type associated with conservatism and religiosity which we will explore below. But, in essence, religiousness seems to make people desire children, possibly because of a genetic relationship between these two adaptive traits and also because traditional religiousness generally promotes adaptive behaviour as God’s will, meaning that it overcomes and even reverses the negative correlation between intelligence and fertility.34 (It is appreciated that there are many ways to define “liberal.” We use it here as a synonym for left-wing and we use “conservative” as a synonym for right-wing). Religiousness has a relatively high heritability; twin studies indicate a heritability of up to 0.66 depending on which precise measures you use.35 We will explore in more depth in the next chapter why religiousness should be regarded as an adaptation. 

			Similarly, conservatism has been found to have a genetic component of up to 0.6.36 In addition, these people are, to a significant degree, immune from the effects of mutational load be cause they tend to marry and have children relatively young.37 To some extent, this obviates the problem of increasing de novo mutations with paternal age. Paternal age is negatively associated with religiosity,38 as well as with general conservatism.39 The retention rate of fundamentalist Christians, such as the Amish, is approximately 80 per cent; around 20 per cent of their offspring are atheists or otherwise leave the group because it is too religiously conservative.40 We can see this as a kind of genetic “boiling off” of variants that cause people to wish to morally defect from the community, a “spiritual child mortality”: Religious groups give up their high mutational load members to the secular world. In addition, the boiling off process may sometimes involve the removal of those who, due to random effects, have not inherited the correct gene complexes because they happen to have broken-up. But this does not exclude the influence of mutational load or developmental instability.  

			What all of this means is that despite Western society being ever-more “Woke” on the surface, we would expect this to gradually change, for it to gradually become more “religious” and more “conservative.” This is partly because it is elites who tend to direct culture,41 intelligence is a robust predictor of socioeconomic status of origin and socioeconomic status achieved,42 and, according to large data sets, a shift appears to be taking place among the elite, based on breeding patterns. In effect, both liberals and conservatives are becoming less intel ligent among native European populations. Liberals, however, are becoming less intelligent considerably more quickly.43 In a sense, conservative religiosity appears to be something like the hard outer shell by which the fruit of “intelligence” is protected. This may seem ironic, in that studies have consistently shown a weak negative relationship between religiousness and intelligence.44 That said, more recent studies have demonstrated that this relationship no longer exists in the most modern samples, as atheistic philosophies have spread from the higher classes downwards in a so-called “Trickle Effect” caused by people imitating those of high status.45 It has been argued that we have an in-built instinct to believe in God and that more intelligent people may be lower in instinctiveness, as we will explore in more detail later.46 However, intelligence also predicts social conformity, as we will see, so it may even be that at historical points intelligence has been positively associated with religiosity. 

			It has been argued that Wokeness itself is an elite project or, at least, is useful to the super-wealthy. American literary scholar Michael Rectenwald has averred that the “Great Reset” involves an elite class, an oligarchy, who wish to take full control of Western nations. Due to population growth, and in order to better control people and simply have more wealth for themselves, they wish to reduce general living standards. Wokeness helps in this regard because it makes people feel guilty for what they have and it encourages them to part with their wealth and settle for less. It also creates Balkanized societies that are less  likely to put up a fight and it distracts attention from this elite class and what they are doing.47 There may be some truth to this but this model does not address the genetic issues which we have highlighted. Indeed, it raises the question of why this capitalist class is so individualistic. 

			Could Wokeness Be Eugenic?

			In our current Culture War, this association, especially among the more intelligent—the kinds of people who will read this analysis—between Wokeness and sterility might lead people to condemn Wokeness as some kind of Death Cult. After all, a significant strand of it is, in effect, promoting the idea that humanity should end its own existence or, at the very least, that white people are, in some way, morally deficient and should end their own existence as a kind of ultimate penance for their past colonial sins and various other evils such as the “eugenics” many of their societies were promoting a century ago. 

			Edward Dutton has explored the history of this eugenics movement in depth in his book Breeding the Human Herd: Eugenics, Dysgenics and the Future of the Species.48 Some European scholars, such as Aberdeen University’s rector Sir Arthur Keith (1866–1955), did, indeed, argue for the elimination of what they regarded as lower races on eugenic grounds.49 However, this was never a mainstream view. The term eugenics was coined by English polymath Francis Galton (1822–1911) in 1883.50 Galton had become concerned about how the Industrial Revolution was clearly relaxing selection pressures for health among his people, due to medical innovations and the like. In 1865, he observed: “One of the effects of civilization is to diminish the rigour of the application of the law of Natural Selection. It preserves weakly lives that would have perished in barbarous  lands.”51 He further noted, in 1869, in his book Hereditary Genius, that, “there is a steady check in an old civilisation upon the fertility of the abler classes: the improvident and unambitious are those who chiefly keep up the breed. So the race gradually deteriorates, becoming in each successive generation less fit for a high civilization.”52 Thus, he espoused a eugenics program to correct the situation, with eugenics being extremely popular among the European educated classes up until about 1930. It became increasingly questioned thereafter.53 

			Eugenics was popular on the Left, because, in the absence of current medical technology, it was felt that it was the only way to reduce the suffering imposed by congenital diseases.54 Irish playwright George Bernard Shaw (1856–1950) proclaimed that socialism could only work if humans were selectively bred, while English novelist H.G. Wells (1866–1946) enthused that eugenics could remove “detrimental types,”55 so creating a better world. Eugenics was popular among conservatives because it was believed that it would improve the quality of the national stock and prevent society from collapsing into sickness. British Conservative Prime Ministers Arthur Balfour (1848–1930) and Winston Churchill (1874–1965) were avid supporters of eugenics and were both vice-presidents of the International Eugenics Congress in London in 1912.56 Balfour referred to eugenics as “the greatest and most pressing necessity of the age” at the Eugenics Congress.57 Conservative Prime Minister Neville Chamberlain (1869–1940) was an active member of the Eugen ics Society,58 and Liberal Prime Minister David Lloyd George (1863–1945) was an enthusiastic eugenicist, expressing concern that the British people were degenerating in quality.59 

			The only serious opponents of eugenics were some conservative religious figures, such as the writer G. K. Chesterton (1874–1936), who believed eugenics to be interfering with God’s creation.60 Departments of Eugenics, or professorships of it, were established at universities, such as at University College London.61 There were branches of the Eugenics Society in most major towns, with Neville Chamberlain being an active member of the Birmingham branch.62 The Dean of the Episcopal Cathedral in Chicago, the Very Rev’d William Taylor Sumner (1867–1933), refused to marry couples unless they could present a certificate of congenital health,63 with the Dean of St Paul’s Cathedral, the Very Rev’d William Inge (1860–1954), arguing that Christians are concerned with the intrinsic qualities of people, as are eugenicists.64 Churchill explored the possibility of laws to stop the “mentally unfit” from breeding,65 while many countries, including Sweden and the United States, had people legally sterilised if they were considered unfit to breed. Around 60,000 “undesirables” were sterilised in Sweden, for example, between 1934 and 1976, when the relevant law was revoked.66

			 Abolishing Whiteness

			Returning to the Woke idea that white people are evil, Cambridge University literature scholar Priyamvada Gopal (b. 1968) tweeted, in 2020, during the Black Lives Matter protests, that, “White lives don’t matter. As white lives.” Further, she stated that, “Whiteness does not qualify someone to have their life matter; the life matters but not the whiteness,” something that is, implicitly, not the case with “Black Lives.” She also asserted that society should “Abolish Whiteness.”67 American historian Noel Ignatiev (1940–2019) coined the phrase “Abolish Whiteness” and averred that “Treason to Whiteness is loyalty to humanity.”68 In effect, these scholars are arguing that whites are inherently morally deficient and that you should feel very guilty, via a kind of inherited Original Sin, about being white and about your “White Privilege.” According to American “Whiteness Studies” expert Robin DiAngelo, you must religiously atone for this by somehow profoundly understanding just how “racist” you are. And if you object in any way to being portrayed as inherently evil then you are “fragile.”69 

			Clearly, the word “racist” is a “shut-up word,” like “papist” or “heretic” in earlier centuries. Highly elastic, it has no clear definition and is extremely emotive. As Australian historian Alexandra Walsham summarises, in her analysis of Early Modern religious non-conformity in England, the accusation of “atheist” was “available for the expression and repression of disquiet about ‘aberrant’ mental and behavioural tendencies—for the reinforcement and restatement of theoretical norms.” Both “atheist” and “papist” were “categories of deviance to which individuals who were even marginally departed from the prescribed ideals might be assimilated and thereby reproved.”70 Everybody understands that “racist” is a word of this kind and so it follows that those who employ it, rather than some synonym for the original concept it was used for, have no interest in logical argument. The term is an expression of emotion and an attempt to intimidate people with whom one disagrees. 

			The consequences of Woke ideas lead many, who regard themselves as conservative, to despise those who are Woke. Such people, so runs the conservative view, are trying to destroy everything that is good and decent about civilization: group-orientation, respect for history, a sense of the eternal and even the ability to engage in free inquiry, with their near-constant “cancellation” and social exclusion of those who have the effrontery to disagree with them and their dogmas. If white people had never existed there would be no civilization as we know it, in that almost every important innovation, especially since the nineteenth century, has been at the hands of white people, specifically from northern Europe at least by descent, as American political scientist Charles Murray has demonstrated.71 This is for various reasons, such as the ability of these white subgroups to produce high levels of per capita genius (major innovation), which has been explored elsewhere.72 

			Woke activists are obsessed with power and control over others, and virtue-signal about “equality” as a means of obtaining social status and wealth for themselves, possibly because there is, for them, nothing beyond the material world or simply because they are selfish. They are, in other words, truly dreadful people. One conservative commentator has called Wokeness “An Evil of Our Age”73 and Wokeness is widely discussed and ridiculed by conservative writers.74 Certainly we will present evidence, as this discussion progresses, that Woke activists are high in what are known as “Dark Triad” personality traits, especially Narcissism and Machiavellianism, as has most recently been found among environmental activists, anti-sexual assault activists, those who engage in boycotts and other demonstrations and even those who eat organic food. This makes sense because Machiavellianism is characterised by manipulative behaviour, deception, a desire for power and trying to force others to comply. Signalling Wokeness in a leftist society is a play for power. Narcissism is characterised by entitlement, arrogance, exploitation and a desire for praise. Wokeness, in a liberal society, involves believing you are morally superior and may elicit praise.75 

			But what about the idea that there is nothing positive about Woke activists at all as averred by many conservative commentators? We are increasingly of the view that rather more nuance is needed on this point. We want to question this conservative idea, by looking at what Woke activists are actually doing; what they are ultimately achieving. We want to look at the possibility that they (or at least some of them) have a clear evolutionary purpose, that is to say, they’re not simply just diseased, and, in this very narrow sense, from a conservative perspective one might even argue that there is something positive about those who are Woke. Now, this may seem radical but we can only implore you: Please don’t be like the stereotypical Cambridge University undergraduate, who is clearly incapable of dealing with opinions that challenge her own, resulting in the sacking of sociologist Noah Carl in 2019 for daring to discuss race.76 Please be more like the ideal undergraduate, from the old days, and let us make our case. So let us begin by asking this key question: What does Wokeness actually achieve?
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			Chapter Four

			The Evolution of Wokeness and Conservatism

			Wokeness and Moral Foundations

			Being left-wing and irreligious, according to current data, robustly correlates with being, in part for genetic reasons, both mentally and physically unhealthy.1 From an evolutionary perspective, this relationship makes a great deal of sense. Conservatives are more group-oriented than liberals. They are more concerned with the moral foundations of in-group loyalty, obedience to authority and sanctity, and they feel stronger feelings of disgust. The latter causes people to react with disgust to that which impacts the group or themselves in a negative manner, including an invasion of outsiders, but also to disease. Group norms, which are sanctified, are developed to prevent the spread of disease within the group and to prevent catching novel diseases from other groups. Clearly, disgust is useful as an individual-level adaptation, but high generalised disgust-sensitivity correlates with being group-oriented so it is clearly extremely important in policing group boundaries. It has been argued that the mediating factor between disgust and other binding foundations is the holding of “dangerous world views;” that is to say perceiving the world as a dangerous place and specifically as a predictably dangerous place in which one  needs to compete.2 

			People who are left-wing are concerned with the individually-oriented moral foundations of harm avoidance and equality.3 These allow you, as an individual, to ascend the hierarchy of the group. By being concerned about harm, you can avoid harm to yourself. By being concerned about equality, you ensure that you get proportionately more of the resources in a species that is highly cooperative. It is useful to be particularly concerned about these issues if you are at the bottom of the hierarchy and, also, if you are physically weak. They are means of covertly playing for status. Signalling your concern with them allows you to seem kind and morally good and is, thus, a means, in a pro-social species, of furtively ascending the hierarchy. Overall, conservatives are also concerned with these individually-oriented foundations but liberals are not concerned with the group-oriented foundations. 

			There are certain nuances. For example, conservatives are higher in generalised disgust but liberals are higher in moral disgust, which is itself correlated with relatively high scores on equality.4 In other words, liberals are very intolerant of those who disagree with their morality. This may be because, as we will see later, they tend to create coalitions of relatively unrelated people and a shared morality is vital to holding these together. But, overall, there is asymmetrical empathy between liberals and conservatives, which explains why conservatives will tend to give ground to liberals, with culture often drifting leftwards until it comes up against too many people feeling that their concerns are ignored or even up against chaos or a war.5 

			Liberals will, therefore, attack anything that is associated  with the traditional power system—as they are low in a sense of sanctity—and attempt to tear it down, as they perceive themselves, sometimes wrongly, as lacking in power. Destroying the traditional system potentially creates a confusing vacuum in which those who are power-hungry can attain power. They can also be expected to harbour great resentment against symbols of the system in which they feel they do not have the power which, being high in Narcissistic traits, they feel that they deserve. A good example of this is the trappings and symbolism of the British monarchy. Leftists reacted with anger and scorn to the Coronation of King Charles III.6 It’s not only the constitutional system that angers them. The pomp and pageantry, which conservatives consider beautiful and inspiring, deeply upsets them. This contradicts any claim they may also make that these things are superficial and meaningless: the depth of their resentment against them shows that they implicitly concede that these symbols are important. This is why liberalism (used here to mean the opposite of conservatism; leftism) involves not merely virtue-signalling but also constant change, critiquing and undermining traditional norms—that which is sacred—and replacing them with that which evokes disgust and thus a sense of disorientation and dysphoria in which nothing makes sense. In this context, the liberal can attain power. 

			This can be observed in the ugliness of contemporary architecture, the vileness of much contemporary art and so on. The traditional purpose of both was, in part, to create beauty. Despite there being a subjective element to beauty, such as with regard to the details that are found most attractive,7 there exists strong cross-cultural agreement on what constitutes beauty. It involves such traits as symmetry, implying a biological basis for perceptions of it.8 These elements of beauty correspond with  measurable physiological responses.9 Beauty inspires people; beauty makes people feel good; feel transcendent, even. Beauty is symmetrical, it is about order, it aims to inspire the group with a sense of the sacred and the eternal. If you are low status, it is central to the system which caused you to be of low status. Thus, if you are physically and mentally weak, and cannot attain status within the system, it makes sense to attack the system, to attack “order,” so creating a vacuum in which you can take power. Being low in sanctity (and low in disgust), liberals will be positively attracted to art and architecture which is revolting, and repelled by art and architecture which is beautiful. Being concerned with “Equality,” they will be horrified by the very idea that some things are more “beautiful” than other things. On average, liberals score higher in Neuroticism than conservatives and are far more prone to depression and anxiety.10 With their high Neuroticism, this will incur resentment. They will question the very notion of objective “beauty,” argue that there are “different kinds of beauty” and ultimately maintain that the ugly is beautiful so that everyone can feel equal. The very notion of “beauty” will hurt the feelings of—“harm”—those who are repugnant-looking, so it simply cannot be accepted. This destruction of tradition creates dysphoria, it confuses people, it creates a sense of instability—a lack of order. It is in this chaos that the Machiavellian (and liberals are individualistic and thus power-hungry) can take over. 

			Of course, liberal people are not genuinely morally good; in many cases they are selfish, concerned with their own interests over those of their group. It has been found that when conservatives feel cheated out of a reward which they feel that they deserve then this elevates their feelings of hostility to other ethnic groups. They are group-oriented, so cheating them is cheating their group and that is what they care about. When liberals feel cheated in the same way, it elevates their feelings of hostility  to members of their own ethnic group.11 Likewise, conservatism is associated with Agreeableness, Conscientiousness and mental stability,12 all of which traits are generally accepted to be about 0.5 heritable.13 However, more recent research has cast serious doubt on this figure. The figure is drawn from twin studies and, so, does not take into account the fact that people tend to sexually select for genetic similarity, an issue we will explore below: we are attracted to those who are genetically similar to us, especially on highly genetic traits as this allows us to pass on more of our genes. This is known as “assortative mating.”14 Moreover, “personality” is ascertained by people answering a series of questions where they rate themselves on a scale. If we use peer- rather than self-evaluation (which corrects for self-evaluation bias) the heritability becomes stronger. Making these corrections increases the genetic component of personality to around 70 per cent, with OCEAN traits15 ranging in heritability from 0.6 to 0.92.16 Neuroticism, for example, becomes 0.6 heritable.17  

			High Neuroticism means you experience negative feelings, such as anger and paranoia, strongly. This high Neuroticism means it should, therefore, be no surprise that being Woke is associated not only with Machiavellianism—we might expect  fearful people to yearn for power and control over a frightening world and Machiavellianism is indeed correlated with Neuroticism18—but also with Narcissism.19 Indeed, being a left-wing authoritarian has been found to be specifically associated with Antagonistic Narcissism (focused on rivalry) as well as with aspects of psychopathology, such as exploitation, entitlement and lacking emotional empathy. On this basis, researchers have summarised that, “we assume that some leftist political activists do not actually strive for social justice and equality but rather use political activism to endorse or exercise violence against others to satisfy their own ego-focused needs.”20 By contrast, conservatives are low in Machiavellianism, Narcissism and Neuroticism. This is understandable, as they tend to feel that they are in control of their lives, they have a healthy sense of self-worth and they have a sense that life has meaning.21  

			What is Narcissism?

			There are two kinds of Narcissism, a concept we briefly discussed earlier. Grandiose Narcissism is characterised by a feeling that one is superior, a desire for dominance and a strong sense of self at least most of the time; “sense of self” being a concept we will explore later. Grandiose Narcissism is associated with low Agreeableness and with selfishness, which is in turn associated with liberalism as we have seen. Grandiose Narcissists are entitled, have aspects of high self-esteem, see themselves as unique and special, are overconfident and delusional, and they are willing to exploit people. To challenge a Narcissist, and his conception of himself as perfect and even as morally superior,  is to assert power over him, and he feels all-powerful. Also, it is to puncture his fantasy. His fantasy is vital because, to the extent his condition is environmentally caused, it has often developed as a means of dealing with trauma and other emotional problems.22 Thus, such a challenge will profoundly injure and infuriate him, potentially resulting in a hostile reaction,23 and even “Narcissistic Rage.”24 Alternatively, if he is an extremely pronounced Narcissist, if he has Narcissistic Personality Disorder, he might break-down, as such people have been found to oscillate between grandiosity and vulnerability in a way that is not true of subclinical Narcissists.25 People with high self-esteem have the confidence associated with Grandiose Narcissism but lack the grandiosity, entitlement and demeaning attitude towards others.26 Narcissism is partly heritable: Grandiosity is about 23 per cent heritable while entitlement is roughly 35 per cent heritable.27  

			Vulnerable or covert Narcissism, like Grandiose Narcissism, involves an inflated sense of self-importance, but it is markedly different. It is a coping mechanism for negative feelings—they live in a fantasy of superiority—but, unlike Grandiose Narcissists, such people are introverts and are avoidant, they require constant reassurance from others and will fish for compliments,  they are overtly insecure, and they are extremely sensitive to rejection, meaning they will crumble at the slightest perceived insult and become vengeful, rather than aggressive. They are also highly self-conscious.28 Such people will often adopt a parasitic lifestyle in which they subtly manipulate others into believing that they (the covert Narcissist) are uniquely vulnerable but also special; a misunderstood victim in need of care. They seem, and to some extent are, anxious and hyper-sensitive but, deep down, they feel superior and crave Narcissistic supply.29 Signalling that you are a virtuous victim, a common left-wing tactic, is associated with Narcissism.30

			The Grandiose Narcissist reacts aggressively to a threat to his ego. He is low in Agreeableness and high in Extraversion. Thus, he reacts very strongly to the “positive feeling” of being worshipped and, low in emotional empathy, he must destroy competitors who challenge him and he believes he is special and worthy of worship. The extreme Grandiose Narcissist seems to mix Extraversion and Neuroticism, as implied by the emotional oscillation we discussed earlier. The vulnerable Narcissist, who is more likely to be female, reacts to fear of abandonment. She is Neurotic and low in Agreeableness.31 If someone induces negative feelings in her then, feeling that she is superior (a sense she has cultivated in part to cope with negative feelings), she must take vengeance on them and, being Neurotic, she will be paranoid and, so, highly sensitive to perceived insults. In that sense, she oscillates between superiority and inferiority. Perhaps we can say that where a Grandiose Narcissist craves large-scale power and glory and really feels superior most of the time, the  covert Narcissist craves control and to be looked after and more frequently doubts the sense of superiority.  

			In a left-wing society, you attain power by signalling how left-wing you are, but you also attain Narcissistic supply—people praising you and saying how moral and wonderful you are and so reassuring you—via the same means. So, the association between leftism and Narcissism makes a great deal of sense. As Genetic Similarity Theory would predict, Narcissists tend to sexually selected for each other.32

			What is a Sense of Self?

			A “weak sense of self” means that you don’t have a clear sense of who you are in relation to the world, what you are like, what you believe and what you want to do, something which is seemingly associated with profound fear of abandonment and with deep insecurity.33 The world, for such a person, is a malevolent, unpredictable and uncaring place and they have not experienced the security and predictability which would permit them to assert who they are. In other words, they are constantly doubting themselves and everything they are doing, causing them to be fickle in some or all aspects of their lives. They may also experience feelings very intensely and they easily dissociate into what may seem like different selves. To put it another way, our personalities sit within various ranges on scales such as the psychopathology scale or the schizotypy scale; with schizoid personality being marked by distorted thinking, anhedonia and social withdrawal. Most people operate within relatively narrow ranges, depending on environmental factors, on these scales. A person with a weak sense of self will, especially under stress, can dramatically swing to the extremes of these scales, meaning that they will seem like they are different people at different points: kind and loving and then suddenly a psychopath; outgoing and sociable and then suddenly schizoid.  The intensity of their feelings will mean that there is a degree to which they will be unaware of and unable to control these swings. To them, they will appear quite natural. They may also dissociate; cope with situations of distress by adopting different selves which allow them to better negotiate the situation and which calm them down. For example, a young woman may suddenly start speaking like a child; placing herself in the calming situation of a particular childhood memory and, perhaps, manipulating her interlocutor to be more sympathetic towards her.  

			Narcissism expert Richard Grannon has pointed out that in making sense of this concept, it should be remembered that very young children have no sense of self as distinct from the rest of the world, to the extent that they assume others know what they know. They are the world. If they experience the world as chaotic, they may have difficulty developing a sense of where the world ends and where they begin, a sense of where they fit in, because they will lack a fundamental sense of certainty. Accordingly, such people will not behave consistently or predictably across time; their sense of self will be dispersed rather than integrated. In extreme cases, they will seem like very different people at different points in time, depending on their mood.34 We all adopt different personas in different situations, but we know we are doing so, as if there is a conductor behind the orchestra of our different personas.35 For those with a weak sense of self, this conductor is either absent or very rarely, or only weakly, present. They will not be able to control, nor be truly aware of, these changes in persona. Perhaps they can be compared, in some ways, to a young child: they are less self-aware, they cope with stress via dissociative fantasy including becoming different people to elicit the desired response from others or to better navigate a situation; a mild form of dissociation is a daydream and when you are in a daydream you can experience reduced self-awareness.36 They have extreme feelings which  they cannot control, because, as we noted earlier, Neuroticism and Extraversion decrease with age while Agreeableness and Conscientiousness increase.37 Narcissists fear abandonment by parents and parent-like people, they yearn to be looked-after and loved by parent-like people, they are unsure about their real identity, they lose their very sense of self in the depths of emotion almost like an animal lacking self-awareness, and they sometimes feel a sense that they are not in control of themselves, like a child having a tantrum. Schizophrenics, for example, can believe that voices within themselves are external to them, whereas those with Borderline Personality might feel a sense of gnosis, which is in fact psychosis, and seem to switch personalities.38

			In many ways, however, a weak sense of self is the essence of Borderline Personality Disorder, to which we will now turn, which is up to 0.8 heritable.39 Consequently, we can imagine that a girl will experience a frightening and traumatising childhood marked by emotional and physical abuse and neglect, due to having one or more Borderline parents, and, substantially independently of this abuse, will develop Borderline Personality Disorder for genetic reasons. The parents seem to sexually select for the relevant traits in each other, rendering it even more likely that the child will develop the disorder.40 

			What Is Borderline Personality Disorder?

			Vulnerable Narcissism, which is more common among females, crosses over with Borderline Personality Disorder (BPD),41  which is itself traditionally regarded as more common among females, though recent research is disputing this.42 BPD is characterised by highly unstable and extreme moods, poor emotional regulation, a fundamental fear of abandonment and of being alone, extreme feelings of shame, intense and unstable relationships (including sexual risk-taking, perhaps due to a feeling that “love” may not come again) and unstable goals, due to being plagued by intense negative feelings (such as shame, anxiety, self-loathing and self-doubt), and a weak sense of self. In that they cannot regulate their emotions, they cannot regulate their self-esteem; so it may swing between grandiose Narcissism and feelings of abject worthlessness. For the same reason, their identity and goals can radically change in accordance with these swings in self-esteem. When they are Narcissistic, they may decide to leave the boyfriend, upon whom they are parasitic and who they don’t really love, for their high status lover. When they are feeling worthless and insecure, such a risk may seem intolerable, so they will continue with the original relationship which they may have only embarked on due to being lonely. They also feel some forms of disgust very strongly, especially disgust with themselves,43 but others only very weakly.44 It has been averred that this reflects abnormal sensory processing.45 This may also be a matter of emotional dysregulation; in which there are only extremes and no middle ground in terms of disgust, something often found with children’s tastes. 

			Due to their fear of abandonment, such people will tend to  idealise those with whom they have relationships. This is a way of suppressing their anxiety about potential problems in the relationship that may cause it to end. It evidences their relatively immature way of seeing the world and their desire for someone to fill the void and emptiness and meaninglessness which they often feel. In other words, they cannot cope with their extreme negative feelings, so they create a fantasy world, which produces positive feelings; this perfect person being their rescuer.46 However, an element of their development is stuck at a child-like stage, as with their disgust experiences, meaning that people are either “good” or “evil” and they may adopt very different selves—very loving or very hateful—to deal with people accordingly. 

			They will also engage in “splitting,” where they will rapidly move from idealising to devaluing their partner. This may happen because they will have a very strong reaction to something negative the partner does. This punctures the fantasy, so they cope with their conflicted feelings, and take power and control over the situation, by telling themselves that the partner is actually evil; he has wilfully caused these negative feelings. They may even wrongly infer that the partner will abandon them, leading to intense negative feelings, the view that the partner is evil and the belief that they are under threat. This cathartic outlet of negativity can make them feel better and they will gradually return to idealisation. Fearing abandonment, they may cause their partners to abandon them via their paranoid and aggressive reaction to minor indications of this possibility or they may pre-emptively abandon their partners, thus maintaining a sense of control. They will oscillate between abandonment-anxiety and intimacy-anxiety as, for them, intimacy is associated with abandonment and even abuse, for reasons we will explore. 

			They also suffer from engulfment anxiety. On the one hand they crave intimacy, with its reassurance that they will not be abandoned, but on the other, they fear being left trapped with another person, who may then turn on them and devour them  precisely because they have become so close to him, meaning they reject him. In other words, they fear being dominated; they associate intimacy with abandonment and pain. The result is continuous cycles of fear of abandonment, fear of engulfment and fear of abandonment again.47 During these cycles, they will be highly manipulative to attain the relationship-type they desire. It may be that, because their needs were not met (or felt as though they were not met) as children, they have learned to be manipulative in order to attain their needs; they have developed the skill set. Under stress, such people can degenerate into psychosis, where they become dissociated from reality and even have paranoid delusions that they are under threat, in which they can feel a sense of gnosis and thus control. This is a method, other than fantasy, of coping with a reality that is impossibly frightening and malevolent. These episodes can last from minutes to days. Put simply, they become psychopathic, something which can be adaptive in situations of extreme peril and uncertainty. 

			They will be attracted to, and attractive for, Grandiose Narcissists,48 especially if their BPD is comorbid with Narcissism, as is sometimes the case,49 and as Genetic Similarity Theory would predict. They will see these men as confident rescuers. Narcissists will feel enlivened by them, as they will regard men tally healthy people as “boring,” but they may ultimately reject them, refusing to tolerate their abuse. Thus, one study found that 44 per cent of a sample of male partners of women with Borderline Personality (not simply those to whom they are attracted) themselves had a personality disorder, the highest of which was paranoid (14.7 per cent), anti-social (14.7 per cent) and avoidant personality (11.8 per cent), where you strongly fear rejection. It has been found that 9 per cent of the general population has such a disorder. In addition, 53 per cent of these males displayed aspects of anti-social personality disorder (psychopathology). Over 70 per cent of these men, as with BPD, had insecure attachment styles and strongly feared rejection. As one research group has summarised: “Pervasive preoccupation with perceived abandonment, fears of dependency, bursts of rage, devaluation, and behavioral avoidance probably alternate so that these couples get locked into vicious interpersonal cycles leading to low relationship quality and persistence.”50 Often, therefore, borderline women will find a very different kind of man: dependent individuals who also yearn for love and who fear abandonment; submissive men who will let others dominate their lives. Already having low self-esteem, “they placate, accommodate, and apologize when attacked in order to maintain the emotional connection in the relationship.” They cede more and more control to the borderline, in order to placate her, which makes both of them increasingly unhappy.51 Indeed, there is evidence that borderlines also seem to sexually select for partners who suffer from depression (which crosses over with the borderline’s anxiety), though not for BPD itself.52

			It is theorised that BPD is caused by a combination of genetics and childhood neglect or abuse, where parenting is inconsistent at best, and so the child creates anxious attachments and sees the world, and those who love her, as unpredictable, dangerous and likely to abandon her or harm her. This helps to explain the cycling between a desire for intimacy and a fear of abandonment, and, also, a fear of intimacy and an engulfment anxiety.Whereas the sense of self of a normal person will be relatively consistent and perhaps gradually move between slightly different personas, the BPD sense of self is fractured between what may seem like markedly different people who manifest to deal with different challenges. The BPD sufferer will dissociate, adopting, without even realising it, quite different personalities in different situations. Such people may have coped with traumatic childhood situations via dissociation, via entering a fantasy world, and this continues into adulthood in the form of one or more selves entered in stressful situations, perhaps with different memories. Sometimes sufferers will have amnesia with regard to these dissociative episodes.53 In other words, they may feel as though they are externally controlled, that they are not in control of themselves or that the boundaries between themselves and others are unclear, meaning that they assume others will know how they feel. 

			Borderline Personality Disorder is about 0.4 heritable,54 meaning it may even be adaptive as a source of individual differences. In an unpredictable environment, it may permit a very strong bond for a short period of time, militating in favour of fertility. It can also create a “trauma bond”55 where the “victim” feels duty-bound to care for the person with BPD in the hope of re-achieving the periods of intense love, so it may reflect an ad aptation to a very specific niche. However, in this regard, it has been argued that BPD is a fast Life History adaptation wherein early life trauma leads to a desire to reproduce quickly, and it is also correlated with relatively poor health and future relationship problems. It is, thus, a fast LHS trade-off.56 As we will see later, this is congruous with evidence that liberalism (we will look anon at evidence of BPD among liberals) is partly a function of a period of weakened selection for slow LHS traits; in other words, a build-up of mutation. It should be noted that humans are so finely adapted to their ecology, due to such intense selection, that a mutant allele will almost always make the organism less healthy. Even if the allele provides an advantage, it is likely to manifest in a person who has moderately elevated mutational load, meaning that it will be associated with health problems but may stay in the population because the advantage it provides compensates for these. An example would be ginger hair, something associated with various forms of cancer. Its extreme novelty means that it has not yet had time to be entirely uncoupled from other mutations.57 Environmental insults at an early stage, such as being born prematurely or a difficult birth (such as a breech birth) are also associated with Borderline Personality Disorder.58 

			Borderline Personality Disorder 
and Woke Activists

			This aside is necessary because this personality disorder appears to be so relevant to crucial aspects of Woke thinking and behaviour. For example, in February 2024 it was reported that 15,000 people had signed a petition to voice concern about the fact that a “Pro-Life Society” was allowed to establish itself at  Manchester University. The naturally Woke Student Union had been compelled to ratify the society, which is run by male students, due to relatively new “freedom of speech” laws. Some female students claimed that the very existence of the society “made them feel unsafe.” Second year linguistics student Heather Bowling (b. 2004) stated that: “The society has made me feel weak and inferior to my male counterparts . . . I have also had messages from multiple women who have been through abortions and felt personally victimised and threatened by the presence of a society on a university campus such as this.” A former student proclaimed: “While I knew it was unfeasible [for me to have a baby] the constant stream of guilt from people who aren’t in similar circumstances made it so difficult. I kept thinking ‘I am a murderer or evil like people say’ . . . I felt so dirty and horrible for ages after and having a bunch of boys externally reinforce that would have driven me mad.”59 We would expect this reaction among late adolescent females because they are higher in Neuroticism than males, they are especially high in Neuroticism in late adolescence, and Neuroticism is central to BPD. Accordingly, we should not be surprised that it is females like this who are especially Woke and who are unable to regulate their emotions. 

			What these women seem to be saying is that they don’t like the idea of being somewhere where there is an official—empowered—group which is criticising their worldview. This induces in them a sense of guilt, a sense that they are not morally perfect; it confronts them with negative parts of themselves. This is frightening because, being borderlines, they fear how emotionally dysregulated this might make them, to the point of confronting them with their fundamental sense of emptiness. Therefore, they feel threatened; they feel unsafe. Seeing themselves as important and empowered women, the fact that the society is male-run may unconsciously induce in them something taboo, that they have fantasies of male dominance: Two thirds of female undergraduates have rape fantasies,60 and there is a weak correlation between feminist identification and having these fantasies.61 This may be because feminists are adapted to a fast Life History ecology where they will be abandoned by the male, meaning they must be relatively masculine to survive, and in which they must select for aggressive males as only children with these traits will survive. Studies indicate that feminist identification correlates with physical markers of being masculinized,62 and with being more visually masculinized than non-feminist females.63 

			In other words, feminists are fast Life History Strategists, as evidenced by their propensity towards rape fantasies, who would have been selected out under the harsh conditions prevalent in Europe until the Industrial Revolution. Effeminate men and men who would accept feminism are also high in mutational load based on a number of markers,64 so would, likewise have been selected out, as will see in the next section. However, in this unstable and fast ecology, only if the male can over-power the female, is he, therefore, suitable, hence the fantasy.65 One has had to add to this the fact that women have not been raised to cope with negative feelings, as we will explore below. Moreover, Borderline Personality Disorder predicts having an unplanned pregnancy because such women are relatively impulsive and often sexually promiscuous, something underpinned  by a need to feel loved and desirable.66 

			Conservatism and Genetic Health

			So, in essence, being conservative is associated with being group-oriented while being liberal is associated with being individually-oriented. Conservatism strongly crosses over with religiosity. Traditional religiosity correlates with Agreeableness, Conscientiousness and, genetically, with mental stability.67 It is clearly an evolutionary adaptation, as religiosity is found in all cultures, appears to be an instinct that is elevated at times of stress, is associated with mental and physical health and is associated with fertility. It is also strongly associated with being group-oriented. On many measures people who are religious, or conservative, are simply healthier than those who are liberal or atheistic.68 Not only do they have lower levels of depression,69 but their faces are more good-looking and symmetrical70 and they are both physically stronger,71 and physically taller.72 It has further been found that the sicklier a child is the more likely  he or she is to be liberal rather than conservative as an adult,73 consistent with liberals having poorer immune systems than conservatives due to higher mutational load. 

			If you went to a British university you may have noticed that the Christian girls in a group called the Christian Union were rather good-looking. This was not some “halo effect” caused by them also being kind and friendly: it seems that they really were better looking than the girls who dressed in black, became angry about social issues and had scars and tattoos on their arms. These positive traits imply a lower level of mutational load. This argument becomes particularly persuasive due to the evidence of a paternal age effect on leftism, to which we alluded earlier. As males age, they produce more de novo mutations on their sperm, meaning that the children of older fathers will tend to have higher mutational load than the children of younger fathers. On average, left-wing people have older fathers than do conservatives, but those who become fathers older are no more liberal than those who become fathers younger. Consequently, being left-wing appears to be at least partly a reflection of reduced genetic fitness; of mutational load.74 It should be noted that when mutation accumulates it is because the mutation is not sufficiently deleterious in the environment to cause serious problems. Thus, the paternal age correlation demonstrates that Wokeness is associated with genetic entropy. Under harsh conditions, conservatism was selected for. As the genome crumbles in weaker conditions, we, therefore, revert to a more chaotic, entropic state.    

			Traits that have evolved over hundreds of millions of years don’t just fall apart in a few generations simply because of weakening purifying selection. Instead, in the main, you get mostly neutral “genetic drift.” Crucially, however, the fragile sections of our highly duplicated, rapidly evolving DNA are highly susceptible to mutational load.75 This very much applies to the  genetics of our brains, which determine our mental health.76 Environmental easiness also permits other health-damaging processes: (1) Dysgenics; those with traits that are ordinarily considered disadvantageous having more surviving offspring  (2) The breakup of complementary allele combinations which kept people healthy in a given environment (and the opposite case of bad combinations) and (3) Developmental instability in offspring because, for example, an overweight, forty year-old woman has her first child via IVF, leading to a suboptimal uterine environment for the child. All of these factors form the biological substrate of disease susceptibility and poor health that can then affect subsequent generations.77 

			The Industrial Revolution 
and its Consequences

			Until about 1800, the key “Crucible of Evolution” was child mortality, which may have been as much as 50 per cent in much of Europe.78 Every generation, high child mortality purged us of mutant genes. If you did not have a strong immune system—if you could not fight off the numerous pathogens from which you were under attack—then, harsh at it sounds, you would be “selected out.” Height, strength and a symmetrical face all imply low mutational load. A person with high mutational load would be using disproportionately more of his bio-energetic resources to fight off disease, leaving fewer resources left over to produce muscle, to grow tall or to produce a symmetrical face. Thus, all of these traits can be understood to be honesty signals of genetic quality, rather like a peacock’s tail. An unhealthy peacock  will only be able to produce a small, asymmetrical or gaudy tail. The peahens will reject him accordingly. Also, we would expect a body that was high in mutational load to be connected to a brain that is likewise. About 84 per cent of our genes relate to brain functioning, rendering it a massive target for mutation.79 It follows that if the body is high in mutational load, the brain will be even more so. Accordingly, it is most improbable that people who are short, weak and unattractive become leftist simply due to having these traits, as if they have mutations of the body they will have many more mutations of the mind. 

			So, we can see that liberalism, low religiosity and poor health have become bundled together. In evolutionary terms, they have become pleiotropically related. Traits which are selected for, or selected against, tend to become bundled together in precisely this way. And this all makes a great deal of sense. Computer modelling has shown that under harsh conditions, the group which tends to dominate all others is the one which is high in positive (in-group cooperation) and negative ethnocentrism (out-group-hostility).80 In other words, until the Industrial Revolution and the consequent relaxation of harsh conditions via abundant food and better medicine, we were selecting for conservatism, because it was conservative groups that survived. We were selecting for religiousness insomuch as it tends to sanctify conservatism or aspects of it. If a god is sitting on your shoulder telling you to be prosocial you are less likely to be cast out by the band. If God is there telling you that your life has eternal meaning, your anxiety levels will be heavily reduced, which will help you to survive.81 Indeed, religiousness is genetically associated with pro-social traits,82 and stimulating the anterior frontal cortex makes people both more religious  and more ethnocentric.83 So we were selecting for religiousness as well. And, of course, related to this, we were selecting for mental and physical health, which themselves correlate, seemingly genetically, with religiousness,84 and with conservatism.85 In other words, we were selecting for a “General Fitness Factor.”86 Since around 1800, child mortality has collapsed from 50 per cent down to less than 1 per cent in developed countries.87 This is obviously going to lead to a massive rise in mutation and, thus, far more people who are mentally and physically ill, traits which are associated with liberalism and atheism. 

			We were also selecting, as we will explore in more depth below, for intelligence; something which is genetically correlated with physical and mental health88 and is, therefore, a component of the “General Fitness Factor.” Consistent with this, intelligence correlates with having a symmetrical face,89 it negatively correlates with left-handedness (left-handedness is  associated with a strongly asymmetrical brain, with developmental instability),90 and it genetically correlates with height. In the latter case, this is because females sexually select for status (and so intelligence) and also for height. Being tall is evidence of the ability to win fights and also of low mutational load; since you have a poor immune system then you will invest more of your bio-energetic resources in fighting off disease and so you will be less able to grow tall. Consequently, they have become pleiotropically related, something rendered more pronounced by assortative mating between tall and intelligent people.91 

			The reduction in selection pressure since approximately 1800 naturally is reflected in our becoming more left-handed,92 less intelligent (as we will explore below), and our faces becoming less symmetrical.93 White Americans reached a peak height in the generation born around 1980 and have been shrinking since. This would be congruous with their reaching their phenotypic maximum height, so allowing an underlying decline in height, predicted by falling intelligence, to reveal itself. However, there may be other possible causes, such as worsening diet, and childhood obesity shrinking the growth period during puberty.94 A period of declining height among late Victorians  was seemingly explicable partly in terms of a poorer diet occasioned by the rise of tinned food and the increasing migration into urban living conditions which meant less access to fruit and vegetables.95 

			Many studies have found intelligence to be weakly negatively associated with religious belief, the association being with general intelligence, which is strongly genetic.96 However, this association has become weaker across time and no longer exists in the most up-to-date samples. A feasible explanation for this change, as we discussed earlier, is that atheism or atheistic ideologies have spread so far down the societal, and thus intelligence, hierarchy in younger cohorts that the correlation has ceased to exist.97 A possible reason for the broader anomaly may be that intelligence is associated with both social conformity—it is associated with norm-mapping and the effortful control necessary to force yourself to believe that which it is socially useful to believe,98 and also with a high ability to overcome cognitive biases or instincts, with being highly environmentally sensitive and low in instinct. This would make sense because solving problems—intelligence—involves rising above your instinctive cognitive biases, so people who were less instinctive, and so more environmentally sensitive, would be better at solving problems. This is termed the Intelligence-Mismatch Association Model.99 In this regard, “individuals with high IQ  show high environmental influence on IQ into adolescence (resembling younger children), whereas individuals with low IQ show high heritability of IQ in adolescence (resembling adults), a pattern consistent with an extended sensitive period for intellectual development in more-intelligent individuals.”100

			Thus, in an evolutionary mismatch, in which we are no longer surrounded by mortality salience, we would expect intelligent people to be the first to start questioning religiosity. In an extremely religious society, as we noted already, we might even expect a positive correlation to exist between intelligence and religiosity.

			Understanding Group Selection

			Until about 1800, we were under intense levels of group-selection, as well as individual selection. According to American sociobiologist Edward O. Wilson (1929–2022), in some respects human society might be more usefully compared to termites than to a group of highly advanced chimpanzees. This comparison works because, like termites, humans live in intensely social societies in which there are extremely clearly marked divisions of labour, and where the benefits to cooperation can clearly be seen at the cultural group level, as opposed to being strictly limited based on relative degrees of relatedness. In addition, human societies—like termite colonies—regularly compete with one another, meaning they are subject to a very high level of “group selection.”101 If there is competition between individuals then you have “individual selection.” But you can also pass on your genes indirectly. You can do this via “kin selection,” such as when a spinster aunt, who has no children of her own, invests her resources in her nieces and nephews by “spoiling them bloody rotten,” each of which carries 25 per cent of her genes. 

			It has been shown that ethnic groups can in certain circumstances be modelled as if they were extended kinship groups. Specifically, the average Englishman is highly genetically similar to the next average Englishman relative to the average Dane,  based on genetic assay data. Australian political psychologist Frank Salter has calculated that if the world were divided between only English and Danes, then the relationship between two average English people would have a kinship coefficient of 0.0021, where it would be a relative zero (vanishingly small) for an Englishman and a Dane. This coefficient would be the equivalent of sharing a set of 6x great grandparents; that is being 7th cousins, having common ancestors in about the mid-seventeenth century. When the genetic distance is greater, the incentive to fight is greater. If 10,000 Danes migrated to England, this would be the equivalent of every English person losing 140 children, due to the extent, for example, to which the English and Danes would integrate and fewer English genes would be passed on. If this were 10,000 Bantu, who are far more genetically different from the English than are the Danes, then each English person would lose the genetic equivalent of approximately 11,000 children.102 

			So, from a genetic perspective, it could be adaptive for an Englishman to fight to protect his ethnic group from Danes, even if it risked his having no children at all. If his actions saved enough of his people, this would more than compensate for the lack of direct breeding. The soldier, who laid down his life in this way, would be operating at the level of group selection. So, you can pass on your genes indirectly, if there is competition between ethnic groups, by investing in that group. Culture, as a very diffuse extended phenotype, is also critical to understanding group selection in human populations, as human groups vary much more among themselves in terms of cultural diversity than in terms of genetic diversity. This means that when acting on human groups, it is “culture” that gives selection something to act on, even when the cultural groups are largely identical to one another in terms of their genetic profiles.103 

			This is what is meant by group selection or cultural group selection. Most scholars who work in this area don’t think ex clusively in terms of group selection however, as they recognize that selection can also act at different levels of biological organisation, including at the individual level. Furthermore, these levels can be antagonistic, such that individuals whose behaviours harm the group can be favoured in terms of fitness under certain circumstances. Multi-level Selection is the term given to this process of selection acting across different levels of biological organisation, sometimes even in opposing directions.104 Some researchers remain sceptical of the concept of group selection, but their arguments can be easily refuted. It has been argued that human groups were too small to develop group-selection. This is inaccurate with regard to pre-agricultural groups, as there is abundant evidence of intense, violent warfare between such groups and genocide enacted by them.105 The argument falls apart especially once we developed agriculture, which involved an enormous escalation in inter-group conflict, war, and genocide, with more technically advanced groups tending to wipe out or otherwise expand at the expense of less advanced neighbours.106 Some researchers even seem to dislike the model for their own emotional reasons, referring to the “false allure of group selection” and presenting manifestly fallacious arguments against it such as that it deviates from the random mutation model of evolution (it is bound to, because that refers to individual level selection) or that humans cannot possibly be selected to damage their individual interests (if so, how we explain self-sacrificial behaviour?).107 There do not appear to be any logical arguments against group-selection whatsoever. It seems to be a concept that some people viscerally dislike for ideological reasons.

			 The Shift to the Left

			Eventually, even if a conservative culture held this back, a tipping-point would be reached—as experiments have shown occurs when about 20 per cent of group dissent from the old way of thinking108—and we would flip over into a liberal culture characterised, in the absence of external threats, by runaway individualism. It has been calculated that the rise in leftism in Western countries over the last 70 years is likely substantially due to rising mutational load. American researcher Joseph Bronski:

			Using a narrow-sense heritability estimate of 0.6, we find a selection pressure of 0.076 SDs per generation in the conservative direction. We . . . compute the mutational pressure as 0.22 SDs in the leftist direction. We find that the sum of these two pressures adequately explains the change in general leftism per generation over that last 70 years (0.15 SD per generation in the leftist direction), indicating that Western political change is solely due to evolutionary pressure. Per Bayesian analysis, there is a 95% chance, given this data, that 70% or more of the observed shift in leftism is due solely to evolutionary pressure, namely mutational pressure.109

			In other words, there are two competing genetic pressures: conservatives are having more children but mutational load is increasing, leading to more leftists. Bronski further observes that: 

			It is theoretically plausible that mutational pressure could produce some or all of the leftward shift of the last several generations in the US and other Western nations . . . If the mutational  pressure on leftism were 1 in 20, and leftism were treated as binary, then mutational pressure would convert 5 per cent of would-be non-leftists each generation.110 

			If Bronski is correct, then most, but not all, of the shift towards leftism can be explained by the rise in mutational load. Consistent with this genetic shift towards individualism, it has been demonstrated, based on an analysis of words related to binding and individualising moral foundations, that groupishness—they use the Arabic term asabiyyah, coined by Islamic philosopher Ibn Khaldun (1332–1406)111—has been linearly decreasing since the nineteenth century in Western countries.112 The heritability of these moral foundations is around 0.66, consistent with an at least partly genetic explanation for the change.113 

			However, once society shifts towards leftism for genetic reasons, there is a likely environmental process that will augment the leftward movement. This is particularly obvious in the consequent rise of female influence over society, with the vulnerable Narcissists which this ascent can empower, and in the increasing focus on individual rights, also heightened by female influence, something which further encourages forms of Narcissism, as we will see below when we discuss the female-dominated school system in Western countries. Such a shift, with its concurrent competitive signalling, could naturally lead to people signalling concern with equality and harm avoidance to such an extreme degree that they espouse not having children  but they also encourage others not to have children. Once this happens, we have entered the realm of a “selection event.” We are now selecting for genes associated with religiosity, conservatism and simply with pro-natalism, as only those who are strongly genetically inclined to have children, or simply to be conservative, will be resistant to a culture that is effectively discouraging them from having children or, at best, not encouraging them to have children. 

			Runaway individualism continues until dysphoria is high among many and until it comes up against a problem, such as a war, where society needs to be united, or where it seriously damages the interests of groups within the elite. It might be argued that this is what is happening at the time of writing. There is an increasing understanding (especially among relatively elite people) that Wokeness has led to societal fragmentation, Balkanization and even insufficient white army recruits, in the face of possible conflict with Russia or other non-Western powers, as white males feel vilified.114 It has also led to a vocal section of the population, in the UK for example, who are strongly Anti-Semitic. On various measures, Muslims in the UK are far more anti-Semitic than natives.115 Those in positions of influence may, therefore, attempt to reverse, as much as they can, runaway individualism but to the extent that it is genetically mediated—or mediated by dysphoria due to the technology and evolutionary mismatch or even influenced by growing female influence over culture, which we will explore below—this is likely to be extremely difficult.

			Wokeness is the manifestation of the intersection of a number of related factors. Now, unlike the Woke girl we were trying to persuade to go to the pub, bear with us here, as it’s a tad complicated and involves a few symbiotic relationships, but it’s worth understanding: Rising mutation leads to increased indi vidualism, mental instability and also increased feminism (masculinised females) and effeminate males; all that was selected against under harsh conditions. Rising individualism also leads to increasing female influence, while increasing female influence leads to growing concern with individually-oriented moral foundations. In addition, due to mutation, we become less group-oriented and less gender-distinct, with one development leading to individualism and the other to feminism. Feminism leads to more individualism, this leads to more egalitarianism and this leads to more and more females in positions of power. This causes yet more individualism and greater Neuroticism and Narcissism due to the “safe space” society which females create which does not teach children to deal with adversity. This forges yet more individualism, and so we have a downward spiral. “Wokeness” is the result. 

			Wokeness, Intelligence 
and Social Conformity

			Wokeness will have a much more significant impact on those who are more intelligent as, currently, intelligence predicts being left-wing in Western societies.116 This is because intelligence, within the normal range, is associated with social conformity.117 It predicts looking round the world, noticing what the dominant set of values are and forcing oneself, via effortful control, to accept those values, mindful of the benefits to being on the winning team. It then predicts competitively signalling those same values. When you think of an intelligent person, in this regard, don’t think of someone with outlier high intelligence. They may well be non-conformist, as we will see later. Think of the “Midwit”; the person who has an IQ of 115 or 120; the school teacher or the local doctor; the school Head Girl who is intelligent and diligent but is not really an original thinker. These people will tend to be strongly socially conformist. This desperation to competitively signal Wokeness eventually takes  us into a topsy-turvy world in which biological race is a social construct (unless there is a need for more black organ donors), men can become women (but white people can’t become black people) and the countryside can, somehow, be racist, because non-whites from cities don’t go there very much (but the inner cities are welcoming and vibrant, so why would you want to go to the countryside?).118 Like heresy or witchcraft, racism and transphobia are everywhere, reified into demons, hiding within the hedgerows. The more scientific view, that people are evolved to be with those who are genetically similar to them, simply cannot be entertained. This relationship between intelligence and social conformity would also explain the paradox that intelligence is a marker of low mutational load, yet it is associated, in left-wing societies, with leftism, which is a marker of high mutational load.119 In right-wing societies, by contrast, intelligence—at least when using the proxy of education—is associated with being right-wing.120

			There is also some evidence, as noted above, that intelligence is associated with being more environmentally sensitive; in other words, it makes you more adaptable and less hardwired.121 This makes sense as, in order to solve a problem, you must rise above instinctive reactions and carefully reason. It would follow that intelligent people, much more sensitive to their environment, would be easier to indoctrinate and would need, to a greater extent, to be placed on the adaptive road map of life if they were to achieve adaptive outcomes, the main one being passing on their genes. Congruous with this, as we have seen, intelligence predicts not merely not wanting children, as  the instinct to desire them is induced by mortality salience and they are low in instinct, but it predicts adopting and conforming to the current ideology.122 Further consistent with this, it has been found that people who carry alleles that are associated with high intelligence learn to walk later;123 they are slower Life History Strategists, meaning that they are inherently more environmentally sensitive as they must adapt to ever more specific and competitive niches.124 Thus, we can understand why intelligent people lose the desire for children and become less religious in an evolutionary mismatch and why they tend to adopt leftism in a left-wing society.  

			So, now that we are clear on the relationship between Wokeness and intelligence, let us explore in detail the many ways in which Wokeness discourages those of high intelligence from passing on their genes. We will begin with the direct promotion of sterility. 
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			Chapter Five

			Wokeness and Negative Eugenics

			Directly Promoting Sterility

			So, after a bit of a detour, let’s ask the question again. What is Wokeness likely to ultimately achieve? 

			The answer may well be something like the very “eugenics” which those who are Woke would most vociferously condemn. In effect, once it has taken control of the culture, it places three key pressures on Europeans: Sterility, Mortality and Outbreeding, with the latter likely to be associated with low ethnocentrism. Consequently, the remnant European population—that is resistant to these pressures—will be genetically, traditionally religious and highly ethnocentric.

			Firstly, in many of its forms, Wokeness discourages its adherents from having children. From a eugenic perspective, this is a positive thing. It is encouraging those who are high in mutational load—those with high levels of physical and mental illness, for these are the ones attracted to it—to not have offspring. In that Wokeness will have a far greater impact among the more intelligent, because they will be more likely to absorb it, it can be said to be helping to create a traditionally religious and conservative elite, as these are big factors that predict breeding among the smartest: among those who constitute the elite. We would, ultimately, expect this new elite to take control of a society and take it in a more conservative direction, as these people will be strongly genetically inclined to have children, no matter what. It is these people who will remain when those who are able to be inculcated with the most extreme Woke ideas have failed to pass on their genes. 

			This process, of intelligent leftists not having children, can  be observed in everyday life, especially in groups such as “Extinction Rebellion” and “Just Stop Oil.” Some female members of these organisations have adopted a tactic known as “Birth Strike.” Young women, in these movements, proclaim, sometimes proudly and sometimes poignantly, that they do not intend to have children. They are resigning from the gene pool, so they say, for the good of the planet and, also, because they are convinced that the future holds in store such terrible environmental degradation that it would be morally wrong to bring children into the world.1 In 2020, the British television presenter Stacey Dooley (b. 1987) had a “sleepover” with a family of environmental activists on the Hebridean island of Gometra which the family father, a millionaire aristocrat called Roc Sandford (b. 1957), who descends from an Irish gentry family, happened to own,2 very much conforming to the stereotype of the wealthy Woke activist. Both of his late adolescent daughters were also fervent activists and both had come to the same conclusion: they were never going to have children. One of the girls, Savannah Sandford (b. 1998), told Dooley, becoming emotional while doing so:

			There was an organisation called Birth Strike . . . was started, which was people who were talking about the fact that they didn’t feel safe bringing children into . . . em . . . sorry . . . into the world that we’ve inherited. I kind of read through all this stuff and it was a very strange feeling because it was a lot of things I felt subconsciously sort of being echoed back to me and I called Blue (her sister) up and I said, ‘Have you seen all this Birth Strike  stuff?’ and she said, ‘Yeah. You’re not having children because of climate change, are you?’ and I was like, ‘Yeah, and you’re not either, are you?’ and she said, ‘Yeah’ and it was something we’d both always known, that we were never going to have children, we’d always spoken about that, and I think we’d never, we maybe hadn’t even admitted to ourselves, why, and it was almost like everything coming . . .

			This could be shrugged off as youthful nihilism, but data indicate that this really is what is happening: Among the more intelligent, liberalism is the big predictor of childlessness while conservatism predicts fertility.3 

			This perspective is, seemingly, relatively widely held among highly educated liberals. In January 2024, a female journalist for the website Vice wrote: 

			. . . the Earth is boiling, capitalism is crashing and the far-right is on the rise. So yeah, it’s not surprising that many of us want to skip parenthood. What kind of responsible adult would want to bring a cute, innocent baby into a world where they’ll have to work full-time at a delivery job just to make rent for a shared room until 35?

			One of her interviewees, 32-year-old Alexandra from Belgium, explained: 

			Ever since I was a little girl, I dreamt of having children before I turned 30. Then, as I grew up, I became aware of the reality of adult life, and what it means to have a family. I also became more and more concerned about the climate and global warming. Eco-anxiety really put a damper on things: Did it really make sense to bring a child into the world for them to experience inequality, racism, capitalism, war and violence, when I  was already struggling?4 

			The Promotion of Transgenderism

			Wokeness also makes reproduction more difficult in other ways, such as by inducing a sense of guilt about doing so or by extracting resources from people which they are consequently unable to spend on raising a family. Perhaps most obviously, it can be argued that the militant promotion of the LGBT agenda potentially has a serious effect on fertility. Pre-pubescent and pubescent children who, in the past, would have been felt, perhaps correctly, to be “going through a phase” or whose gender-identity difficulties wouldn’t even have been known about as the issue was so taboo, are encouraged to make drastic alterations to their bodies which may potentially render them infertile. Until March 2024, puberty blockers could be legally prescribed to gender dysphoric 12-year-olds in the UK, medication which leaves many of them infertile.5 However, those who are gender dysphoric are not a random subset of the population who happen to feel that they have been “born into the wrong body.” Transgender people have objectively worse physical health, including with regard to issues that have nothing to do with anxiety over their sexuality, such as elevated levels of congenital hearing problems.6 They are strongly elevated in autistic traits,7 perhaps because these traits are associated with hyper-sexuality, an interest in objects, obsessions, the development of sexual fetishes, chronic negative feelings and a weak  sense of self, resulting in people being unsure who they really are. 

			Autism is characterised by poor theory of mind (the ability to read and second guess the emotions of others or cognitive empathy), obsessions, high systematising, strong aversion to change, fascination with details, heightened sensory awareness (which also makes them subject to experiencing trauma), anxiety and a weak sense of self.8 Hence, autogynephilous (late onset) gender dysphoria is a fetish wherein the male is sexually aroused by the idea of himself as a female and also obsessed with this idea. Such people display no evidence of being feminine when they are young.9 Such transsexuals, unlike homosexual transsexuals who tend to be highly feminised and transition young, tend to be lesbians once they transition.10 Some men are able to continue living as men, despite being sexually aroused by the idea of being a woman, while, in more severe cases, they take steps to appear like a woman and even wish to be acknowledged as women.11

			Transsexuality and Personality Disorders

			Transsexuals are especially elevated in Narcissistic Personality Disorder. One study found that 80 per cent of transwomen had a personality disorder, with 57 per cent of those having Narcissistic Personality Disorder, with Borderline Personality being relatively rare.12 It may be that Narcissistic males, not caring about the subversion and disgust which transsexuality induces, are more prepared to go ahead with surgery and are less able to keep their paraphilia under control. It has been argued that many display evidence of Narcissistic Rage when others refuse to accept that they are female.13 

			Transgender people, as distinct from those who have undergone surgery (transsexuals), are also elevated in Borderline Personality Disorder, which we discussed earlier.14 This would be congruous with evidence of a weak sense of self, of searching for who one truly is. There is a strong overlap between Borderline Personality and Psychopathology, with a shared factor explaining 56 per cent of the variance.15 Consistent with this, while 18 per cent of the UK prison population are sex offenders, 60 per cent of its transgender prison population are sex offenders.16 Psychopathology is marked by superficial charm, entitlement, need for stimulation, pathological lying, manipulative behaviour, lack of guilt and empathy, shallowness, a parasitic lifestyle, poor behavioural control and promiscuous sexual behaviour, among other traits. Primary psychopathy, thought to be mainly genetic, is characterised by low anxiety and high impulsivity whereas secondary psychopathy, thought to be more environmental, is characterised by high anxiety.17  Indeed, one study found that secondary psychopathy is characterised not just by low Agreeableness and high Neuroticism but also by relatively high Conscientiousness, with the lack of impulse control specifically associated with primary psychopathology. Primary psychopaths are callous and fearless; secondary psychopaths, though capable of very nasty behaviour, can be frightened and remorseful and emotionally dysregulated, with the potential for some empathy.18 

			There is also some overlap between Borderline Personality and autism, with the mediating factor being anxiety and depression. The association is stronger among females, with the key crossover being on noticing details and lacking social skills.19 Indeed, female autistics, being more socially anxious, will pretend to be normal, leading to exhaustion, loss of identity (as they force themselves to fit in) and a sense of not belonging, which further induces anxiety. Also, easily overwhelmed, such as due to overstimulation; autistic females can easily become angry. They feel sensations more strongly, including the bodily sensations that relate to emotion. Desiring to fit in can also make them naïve to exploitation. As one research group has summarised: 

			Both ASD [Autism Spectrum Disorder] and BPD individuals can apparently present a similar pattern of interpersonal relationships, identity disturbance, impulsivity, affective lability, and difficulty controlling anger. The acting out instead of verbalizing emotions, intense and dysfunctional relationships and superficial friendships in BPD, and social/quality communication difficulties, the effort of adapting to social norms and expectations in female ASD can phenotypically overlap  and turn diagnostic evaluation into a challenge.20 

			There is also evidence of autism and BPD simply being likely to be comorbid, with autism rendering BPD even more pronounced. Indeed, one study found that half of patients with BPD scored above the cut-off point for autism.21 Being highly sensitive, autistics are more likely to suffer from complex post-traumatic stress, which involves most of the symptoms of BPD and, indeed, can lead to BPD.22 For example, autistics are more likely to be bullied, which may lead to BPD.23 

			There is a relatively high heritability to these kinds of disorders of around 0.5.24 Thus, to the extent that these kinds of people would have had children in the past, Wokeness has a eugenic effect by encouraging such people to eliminate themselves from the gene pool. However, it should be emphasised that there is no contradiction between observing the relatively high heritability of these disorders and noting the way in which a Woke-influenced environment might elevate them. Genetics will elevate the risk of developing a related disorder in any given set of circumstances. This means that people with higher mutational load will have a weaker “mental immune system” compared to those with lower mutational load, on average. This weaker mental immune system will cause them to be more vulnerable to, for example, “anti-natal mind viruses.” In much the same way, a weaker physical immune system will cause you to be more vulnerable to literal viruses but you will have to be  exposed to the viruses for it to have any impact. 

			It might be argued that, in decades past, societal norms heavily pressured women with symptoms of Borderline Personality to suppress their emotions. Now, they are encouraged to express their emotions. Social media, for example, rewards controversial and emotional takes with the Narcissistic supply of praise. It rewards women who take selfies and post them online with admiration. Thus, to the extent that these conditions are environmentally influenced, society does not really encourage the sufferers to do anything about them. Accordingly, the despondency and despair remains, as does the related openness to leftist ideas and anti-natalism. Such women have relatively low fertility.25 

			Rapid Onset Gender Dysphoria

			Following this comparison, more and more people who have a genetically weak mental immune system are being exposed to mental viruses to which they have no resistance. Society has failed to give them the resistance they require and is increasingly exposing them to, indeed promoting, the viruses. Among young females, in particular, it has been found that gender dysphoria spreads via social contagion, presumably due to relatively high conformity and social anxiety among young females. Since 2004, evidence has emerged of Rapid-Onset Gender Dysphoria among groups of teenage girls. A sex change can obviously have permanent consequences for fertility, as many of these girls take testosterone and even have their breasts surgically removed.26 Another study, retracted by the journal under political pressure, found that, among these girls: 

			Pre-existing mental health issues were common,  and youths with these issues were more likely than those without them to have socially and medically transitioned. Parents reported that they had often felt pressured by clinicians to affirm their AYA [adolescent and young adult] child’s new gender and support their transition. According to the parents, AYA children’s mental health deteriorated considerably after social transition.27 

			In other words, girls with mental health problems conclude, long after the problems start, that the cause of their problems is gender dysphoria. This identity issue is congruous with evidence, from the same study, of Borderline Personality Disorder, whether diagnosed or not. Twenty per cent of the sample had engaged in self-harm, this being a strong indicator of Borderline Personality Disorder. Approximately 80 per cent of girls with Borderline Personality self-harm, usually by cutting or burning themselves, possibly to relieve a sense of numbness and emptiness.28 High social conformity among girls combined with the social rewards for having a victimhood identity further combined with mental health problems would seem to make sense of this relatively new social contagion. Indeed, self-harm has itself been found to be contagious among adolescent girls.29

			Wokeness, then, is avidly making reproduction more dif ficult for them. It may further be argued that the widespread acceptance of homosexuality, which Wokeness promotes, means that people who would, in the past, have repressed their homosexuality and had children will increasingly no longer do so, opting, instead, to embrace their sexuality. In the US, as of 2021, 20 per cent of those under the age of 30 identified as “LGBT,” but this does not reflect their sexual behaviour: it reflects young women increasingly identifying as bisexual or non-binary. Among extreme liberal heterosexuals, 15 per cent identified as LGBT in 2016 but by 2021 it was 33 per cent. In this age-group, liberalism, identifying as LGBT, and depression seemed to be underpinned by a single variable which explained 50 per cent of the variance.30 In essence, there are strong social incentives in a context of runaway leftism to be part of a victim class. This hijacks our evolved desire for status and conformity to the point where we can harm ourselves, up to and including harming our own fertility. 

			Similarly, many other sexual aberrations which would formerly have been repressed are now increasingly accepted, or tolerated, leading to males, in particular, failing to suppress them. Many sexual aberrations involve an inversion, most obviously, in the case of transsexuality: men are aroused by the idea of themselves as a woman. Similarly, there are men who are aroused by prepubescent girls and their inversion is where the man is aroused by the idea of himself as a little girl.31 

			Understanding Homosexuality

			Homosexuality is correlated with many markers of developmental instability—such as left-handedness, which implies a highly asymmetrical brain—which would be at least partly consistent with elevated mutational load.32 Homosexuals and bisexuals are also higher in Machiavellianism while bisexuals were higher in  Narcissism and Psychopathology than controls.33 That said, especially in a polygamous society, there will always be inter-male conflict over the small number of available females. This makes the group less internally cooperative and, thus, less ethnocentric and less group selected. Perhaps homosexuality helps resolve this problem. If so, we can consider the hypothesis that it was indirectly selected for in polygamous societies to reduce inter-male conflict. In line with this theory, the likelihood of having a homosexual son increases the more sons a woman has already had. This appears to be because the mother’s immune system treats male hormones emanating from the foetus as an enemy agent and overwhelms them with female hormones. The more this happens, the more powerfully her immune system will overwhelm the male foetus, leading to homosexuality. This theory likely makes a contribution, but it does not explain the genetics of homosexuality, especially when the homosexual is not a younger brother.34 

			Genius, Group Selection and Homosexuality

			It has been suggested that a low level of homosexuality may be adaptive for the group because it leads to a caste of men who do not have children and who, therefore, funnel their energies into activity which is useful for the group such as religious ministry (which promotes ethnocentrism as the will of the gods) or inventiveness, leading to, for example, useful weapons, allowing rival groups to be defeated.35 In this regard, there is evidence of elevated homosexuality and asexuality among geniuses of various kinds.36 

			The genius, broadly, is someone who is widely accepted to  have had an enormous and ground-breaking influence. Scientific geniuses can be understood to be group-selected; they do not pass on their genes directly, they do so indirectly by benefitting the group to which they belong. Artistic, religious and political geniuses may do this by inspiring the group and leading its expansion.37 The genius tends to be highly anti-social. Original ideas always offend against vested interests, so he must either not care about this or even take enjoyment in upsetting people. His ability to “think the unthinkable,” and perceive patterns, will be a reflection of low rule-following and, thus, of low Conscientiousness. His obsessiveness, his desire for order and his constant thinking is likely to be related to Neuroticism and autism. His high curiosity means that he challenges conventions and has a very broad knowledge-base, further allowing him to see connections.38 When these traits are combined with outlier high intelligence then the payoff for the group is so substantial that it more than compensates for the flipside of criminals (low IQ and antisocial personality) and dreamers (an sub-optimal balance of intelligence and antisocial personality, interfering with actual accomplishment).39 Geniuses, and other highly eminent people, tend to be subclinical psychopaths, as a detailed analysis of such men has found.40 Geniuses are, to some extent, the products of unlikely but possible genetic combinations, though environmental insults, such as being born prematurely, also seem to play a role as they cause skewed high IQ and antisocial traits. Normally, intelligence does not go together with fast Life History Strategy traits, at least at the group level and, in addition, their intelligence tends to place them as outliers.41 

			However, this moderate level of homosexuality could only be adaptive in a culture in which homosexuality was concomitantly suppressed, consistent with evidence from twin studies  that there is a robust heritability, of about 0.4, to homophobia.42 This trait robustly correlates with religiosity, a relationship which is mediated by the religious association with the kind of group-binding foundations for which we were selected under pre-Industrial conditions.43 This would imply that homophobia is likely to be somehow adaptive under conditions of intense group selection. 

			Fat Acceptance and Voluntary Euthanasia

			Clearly, encouraging poor health—by promoting body positivity, condemning “fat-shaming” and criticising “fatphobia”44—may contribute to some women finding it more difficult to become pregnant.45 Indeed, it literally kills people before they have time to pass on their genes. In December 2022, “body positivity activist” Jamie Lopez (1985–2022) died, due to her extreme obesity, at the age of 37.46 A male fat influencer known as “@Waffler69” died in January 2023 aged 33, seemingly of a heart attack.47 

			Tangentially related to this, Canada legalised voluntary euthanasia in 2016. The overwhelming majority of those who have died via this method have been relatively old, terminally ill and in great pain. However, an article in the journal Paediatrics: Child Health has noted that, “Medical Assistance in Dying will likely expand to include mature minors. Mature minors are typically children 18 years or younger who have the medical capacity to make particular medical decisions about their health.”48 In other words, teenagers who go through a phase of depression may be able to remove themselves from the gene pool via euthanasia. Fertile young people who have reached legal majority can already do this. In January 2018, 29-year-old Aurelia Browers (1988–2018) was euthanized by Dutch doctors. “When I was 12, I suffered from depression. And when I was first diagnosed, they told me I had Borderline Personality Disorder,” she told an interviewer. “Other diagnoses followed—attachment disorder, chronic depression, I’m chronically suicidal, I have anxiety, psychoses, and I hear voices.”49 The heritability of these traits is high and, though she had the opportunity to pass them on, she did not do so. In March 2024, an Alberta judge ruled that a 27-year-old autistic woman could be voluntarily euthanized, as this was what the woman in question, who had mental health problems, desired.50 The following month, a physically healthy 28-year-old Dutch woman with Borderline Personality Disorder, autism and depression was granted the right to be euthanised.51 

			 Feminism and its Consequences

			But, more importantly, with the promotion of feminism, Wokeness breaks down the patriarchy; that is, male control of female sexuality. We can understand why this developed. The male desires sex and the female desires investment. The male wants to be sure that the investment is actually in his children. Therefore, he demands to be able to control the female, such that her sexual behaviour can be controlled. This is also useful for group-selection because men, reassured that they are not being cuckolded, will be more cooperative with each other; therefore there will be less intra-group violence. Thus, it is unsurprising that patriarchy becomes the will of God.52 This traditionally meant, in Western societies, religiously-sanctioned monogamy, which in turn, meant that most males could find a sexual partner. With the breakdown of this religiosity, and the breakdown of monogamy, we have the potential for a kind of de facto polygyny. Multiple females will tend towards having fleeting relationships with a relatively small number of high status males. This is in line with the female evolutionary inclination to sexually select for status, as a high status male will have more resources to invest in her and in the offspring and he is signalling adaptive genetic qualities via his high status. These qualities will be inherited by the offspring meaning that they will be more likely to survive.53 

			However, this, itself, is likely to have cascading consequences for the functioning of society. To the extent that couplings of this kind will produce children, we would expect there to be heightened paternity anxiety. Surely, these alpha males, on some level, must understand that these kinds of females are promiscuous. They have selected him for his status and genetic quality and they will always be on the look-out for even higher status males of even higher genetic quality. The result is that these males will be less likely to invest resources in their  offspring and less likely to regard their offspring as somehow symbolically continuing their sense of identity. They may even not particularly desire children at all as a consequence of this paternity anxiety, as it may kill off the feeling that they are becoming the patriarch of their own clan. Consistent with this suggestion, in many highly patriarchal societies—in which we would expect paternity anxiety to be low due to strict controls on female sociosexual behaviour—males tend to desire more children than do females.54 

			The Rise of the Incel

			This possible de facto polgyny also leads to the phenomenon of “Incels” (“Involuntary Celibates”), who are unable to obtain any female, and this, in turn, leads to inter-male conflict and violence. Indeed, even if this has not developed then feminism means that females can afford to be far more selective. Able to work and be financially independent, they do not need a male to look after them; they merely need one to have children with, should they happen to desire them. But whatever is the cause, the Incel is the result. 

			This result can also be regarded as eugenic insomuch as it will be a selection pressure against males who lack desirable genetic qualities. Most obviously, self-identified Incels report far higher levels of mental health problems than do the general male population.55 To be clear, “Incels” are a subset of those who cannot find females at any given time. They have turned their failure to do so into an identity.56 One would assume that this is neither a helpful nor a mentally healthy response. It might be argued that  some males, in this situation, will not react in this way and that they may be more likely to eventually find a female. Moreover, a subsection of Incels have developed a worldview which they believe, possibly correctly, will help them to overcome their Inceldom. This is known as “Just Be White.” The essential idea, for which there is sound evidence, is that females sexually select for status—they select hypergamously—as noted above. The result, in prehistory, was polygamous mating systems, with females sexually selecting for dominant males and the majority of males failing to pass on their genes. Males, with less to lose from the sexual encounter, are more promiscuous, less picky and tend to select for youth, as a sign of fertility, and beauty, as a sign of fertility and good genes. They care far less about the female’s status.57 Being “white” betokens a kind of status due to the wealth and accomplishment of European peoples. Consequently, to find a willing female, the Incel should outbreed.58 

			Certainly, an analysis of multicultural marriages in Finland found that the female Finn tended to marry a foreign male from a wealthier and generally more important country than Finland and that this was reversed with Finnish males marrying foreign women.59 In general, it has been found that one’s male line stems from the ethnic group that invaded most recently, a phenomenon that has been termed “Dutton’s Rule” and evidences the way in which females sexually select for ethnic status.60 The  result of this process would likely be that any offspring from such relationships, with its relatively high mutational load, would simply cease to be part of the native European population. And even this would be a problem for Incels of Northeast Asian descent, such as Elliot Roger (1991–2014) who killed six people and injured fourteen others during a shooting and stabbing spree, motivated by his bitterness about being an Incel, near the campus of the University of California at Santa Barbara in 2014,61—as they appear to be doubly penalised. They are regarded as less attractive than whites and blacks due to being less masculine62 and being white seems to have higher status, for Northeast Asian women, than being Northeast Asian.63 

			This process, of the breakdown of patriarchal controls, can also be regarded as germane to group selection in that one of the traits that predicts cooperation is genetic similarity; people who are genetically more similar have been found to be more likely to cooperate and to bond, as a means of indirectly passing on more of their genes. Best friends and especially couples are more genetically similar than chance would predict and are the most similar on the most genetic traits.64 Within an ethnic group, this process—whereby more and more males are simply selected out—will decrease the size of the gene pool and render it more distinct from other gene pools, increasing both positive and negative ethnocentrism among the native European in-group. Conversely, the subpopulation of whites who are not congregating around conservative religiosity are themselves being united insomuch as they instinctively reject (or fail to be  persuaded to adhere to) religious conservatism. However, at the same time, Wokeness is actively encouraging them to outbreed, which we would expect to result in their becoming even less cooperative, and simply lower in number, as the offspring become absorbed into the non-white population. This also increases disunity on the Left, as it becomes ever more divided into ethnic subgroups that have distinct genetic interests, with ethnic diversity being a key predictor of violence and conflict within polities, accounting for 66 per cent of the variance in these factors.65 

			In effect, Wokeness encourages these low genetic resistance Europeans to not have children but, if they insist on having children, then those children will not be part of the future remnant European population, at least in most cases. Congruous with the prediction that this process, of reducing the size of the European gene pool, will lead to greater cooperation, cousin marriage in a population is a correlate of negative ethnocentrism, presumably partly because it sub-divides populations and creates smaller gene pools.66 As an aside, it might be argued that polygamy also decreases the size of the gene pool but, on the other hand, it also strongly elevates inter-male conflict within the society and would militate in favour of males who would invest relatively little in each individual wife and child, in comparison to those who were monogamous. 

			Feminism as a Selection Event for Females

			Feminism has another noteworthy effect which can be regarded as eugenic in relation to females. The main predictors of socioeconomic and especially educational success are intelligence and the personality trait Conscientiousness.67 There is only a small difference in intelligence between adult males and  adult females and females score higher in Conscientiousness.68 Consequently, females are increasingly more educated than are males at least in Western countries.69 Insomuch as females are inclined to marry hypergamously—they desire their husband to have higher status than themselves, as we discussed earlier—this means that, among highly educated females, there simply aren’t sufficient highly educated males to go around. Some females may deal with this by “marrying down,” but many will simply not marry at all and instead have fleeting relationships with high status men. As American psychologists Joyce Benenson and Helen Abadzi have noted:

			When relatively few high-status men are available, women compete harder. As economic inequality increases leaving relatively fewer high status men, women post sexier photographs on social media and spend more heavily on beauty products. If high-status men are unavailable or lose their status, women disengage from men and have fewer children.70

			This happens due to an evolutionary mismatch: for almost all of history males have had higher status than females, but war and other factors can interfere with this. During World War I, upper class and upper-middle class men were more likely to be killed because they were more likely to be officers, leading the troops into the battle. The result was a “spinster crisis”: lots of women of these social classes, in that generation, who never married.71 

			The result of these inclinations towards hypergamy is that many of these females can be predicted not to have children at all, with only the most desirable females—who can be expected to be the most genetically healthy—being selected for by these high status males. This would be predicted to lead to genetic changes among the native elite. In effect, the Woke attack on the patriarchy can be said to have moved us further towards a situation where, among those who have imbibed Wokeness or aspects of it, only the relatively genetically fit of either sex are likely to pass on their genes. Some females may, of course, settle for a male who offers them stability in some way but literally cuckold him with a more physically and psychologically attractive male,72 especially if they are high in Dark Triad traits, in particular Machiavellianism.73 These three traits correlate with each other at a maximum of 0.5, meaning they are quite distinct, but they are clearly related and are likely to be comorbid in many people. The Dark Triad correlates with Agreeableness at between -0.47 and -0.25.74 

			Alternatively, of course, feminist women may breed with a male whom they regard as especially attractive and raise the child alone or raise it with another female, who is their lesbian partner, perhaps via sperm donation from what they perceive to be a high quality male. In this regard, it has been found that female sexuality is highly environmentally influenced. Due to females being adapted to live in a harem, in which they create small groups of strongly bonded alloparents, females tend towards homosexual relationships in the absence of sufficient desirable males, as this heightens bonds between them.75 Perhaps this explains why males tend to find pornography involv ing attractive lesbians arousing. If the more neglected wives are likely to engage in lesbian relationships then they are less likely to cuckold him. He should, therefore, make a point of selecting for such females, as well as for females who display evidence of being willingly submissive to the patriarchal system. The latter selection pressure has been explored and it has been argued that, as females are generally adapted to the patriarchy, they can be expected to behave in maladaptive ways when it breaks down and they are no longer being guided towards marriage and children. This will include not having children at all.76 However, it also attacks young, educated natives more generally, as we will see in the next chapter. 

			As an aside, it is worth noting that educated Black females are heavily penalised due to being regarded as the least feminine out of white, East Asian and black females,77 with high status black males likely to select for white or East Asian women if this is possible. The combination of a white male and a black female is extremely rare, according to 2010 US census data, whereas the reverse is far more common. Of intermarried couples, 7 per cent are a black husband and a white wife but only 3 per cent are the reverse.78 African-American women heavily outpace African-American men in terms of higher education, possibly because African-American men are more likely to be drawn into gang culture in a way that is not true of white males.79 Possibly as a consequence of this, the level of dysgenic fertility among African-American women is double that of white American women.80 Indeed, one study found that, “Just 49 per cent of  college-educated black women marry a well-educated man (i.e., with at least some post-secondary education), compared to 84 per cent of college-educated white women.”81

			One interpretation of Black Lives Matter is that educated black females are angry that they cannot obtain high status males. Thus, whites must be portrayed as wicked in order to steer educated Black males away from white women. In much the same way, we might expect educated, ageing white women to argue that sexual relationships with large age-gaps, where the male is much older, are unacceptable and are exploitative. Indeed, we might expect both groups of women, in the absence of sufficient acceptable males, to overcompensate for their feelings of inadequacy by involving themselves in highly moralising social movements. In much the same way, during the nineteenth and twentieth century “Spinster Crisis,” middle and upper-class spinsters were drawn towards the Church or towards the women’s suffrage movement, the largest branch of which, the Women’s Social and Political Union, specifically wanted the vote for middle and upper class women and opposed suffrage for the working class of either sex.82 
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			Chapter Six

			Making it Difficult for People 
to Have Children

			No Children for the Natives!

			Wokeness also disrupts all of the necessary economic systems that make survival and reproduction easier from farming to house building, both of which it opposes due to its environmentalist agenda. Among the more elite, whom we can expect to be more concerned about status and material success, this means that only the highly pro-natal—who will also tend to be religious and conservative—would be expected to have children under these conditions. However, Wokeness seems to actively seek to exclude whites from breeding. Mass immigration is one of the ways in which this is brought about. How this operates is alarmingly straightforward. It might be argued that there is a complex international system which helps to explain the problems we will highlight in this chapter. This may be true, but we will show that the Woke activist works diligently to make things even worse. 

			Members of the native population must not be allowed to afford a home. The population of Ireland must be made to massively increase in just a couple of decades thanks to mass migration, with the population of Blackwood, near Dublin, having grown by 98 per cent between 2016 and 2022.1 This  takes jobs from the relatively unskilled. Keeping young white people unemployed and living with their parents through their twenties and thirties will, naturally, discourage them from marrying and having children. It will render the males particularly unattractive marriage prospects for females. In the Republic of Ireland, in 2023, 61 per cent of people aged between 20 and 24 were living with their parents, an increase from 54 per cent in 2011.2 Whites must not be allowed to afford their own living space until they are too old to reproduce or, at least, too old to breed at above replacement fertility. The average age of a “first time buyer” in the UK, as of 2022, was 32, with it being 29 a decade earlier. In 1989, 51 per cent of adults under 30 owned their own home. By 2022, this had collapsed down to just 25 per cent.3 This is at least partly caused by the pressure that immigration puts on housing. 

			Social housing is to be built and given to foreigners and the underclass, making it easier for them to create families despite the underclass being the most likely to lose their white identity and outbreed. Their increase in numbers will also collapse society and cause destruction, as a separate issue to which we will turn shortly. It should be noted that evidence shows that a specific section of the population tends to engage in inter-racial sexual relationships. People who engage in such unions are faster Life History strategists. Regardless of their race, such people are more likely to engage in risky behaviour, such as drug-taking. This would make sense as if you are adapted to unstable ecology, as fast Life History strategists are, then you may as well take risks because you could be wiped out at any moment by unpredictable dangers. 

			 Why Do Some People Marry Foreigners?

			Somebody who is very genetically different from you may carry some useful adaptation and, in addition, you may as well select someone genetically healthy—as evidenced in being good-looking—regardless of their race. In a more predictable and stable ecology (a “slow” ecology), it would make sense to select for someone relatively genetically similar to yourself, so that any offspring will be adapted to that specific ecology; the gene-complexes that ensure such adaptation will not break up. This is one of the reasons why cousin marriage is particularly high in areas with very high pathogen load. By marrying your cousin, you ensure the adaptive gene complexes that allow you to fight off the local diseases remain intact.4 

			You will also need to invest more energy in your offspring to ensure they survive, so you will have fewer of them, so it will pay to ensure that they are genetically optimally similar to you, so that you pass on more of your genes. Thus, you would be expected to select for optimum genetic similarity in such an ecology. There is some evidence that those who outbreed are faster Life History Strategists. For example, according to the British 2011 Census, in set age groups, people who were cohabiting were far more likely to be in an inter-ethnic or inter-racial relationship than were people who were married.5 Marriage is a sign of strong commitment to another person and, thus, a marker of K-strategy to a greater extent than is merely cohabiting. Those who outbreed also have lower average intelligence, with intelligence being a slow Life History strategy trait, as we noted earlier,6 and this relationship is very clear at the level of race.7 Low intelligence and low impulse control predict being part of the underclass.8 So, it really is the case that the native underclass are the most likely to outbreed and so cease to be part of the native population. Of course, there will also be people who marry foreigners because they are making a trade-off. They might trade, for example, genetic similarity for genetic quality because their mate value is insufficiently high to obtain both. 

			Immigration and its Consequences

			An obvious alternative would be to distribute social housing, as a priority, to native married couples—evidencing prosocial personality traits—with a high level of education in order to assist such people in having children. However, in 2023, half of social housing in London went to households headed by somebody who was not born in the UK. Educated, intelligent whites, in particular, will not be offered this housing. They will pay exorbitant rent for an ex-council flat while the unemployed family next door lives in a carbon copy of the same flat at the taxpayer’s expense. Indeed, in 2023, 75 per cent of recent immigrants were privately renting, pushing up rents for the native population.9 

			In 2022, 35 per cent of young adults living in London said that they were concerned that they would not be able to have a family because they could not afford what they regarded as a suitable home.10 This, of course, is crucial to the evolutionary process which we are exploring. Wokeness disrupts breeding, very specifically, among the native European elite, among those with high intelligence and future-orientation, especially if they have imbibed materialistic values. These people are simply not  prepared to trade what they regard as an acceptable standard of living for having children, so they are eliminated from the gene pool. 

			There is sound evidence that the nature of the elite is highly significant in terms of group survival; certainly the intelligence of a group’s smart fraction is as important, if not more important, than the average intelligence of the group in terms of a society’s socioeconomic success.11 One study found that, for the 93 countries with available data, average IQ explained 57 per cent of the variation in a country’s socioeconomic performance. Assessing the 95th percentile score—that is the IQ of the top 5 per cent—increased this to 66 per cent.12 A society with higher average intelligence that is bunched around the mean will often be less successful than a society with slightly lower average intelligence which is less bunched around the mean, leading to a higher percentage of people with extremely high intelligence indeed. These “geniuses” make major innovations, which make the society extremely successful. It has been argued that this helps to explain the relative paucity of per capita science Nobel Prizes in Finland,13 and Japan, both of which have higher average IQ than the Western European average.14 (We will look at the modal personality which geniuses combine with this high intelligence below). It is crucial for group survival, therefore, that the elite, in particular, is purged of mutation and turns back towards religiosity and conservatism, so influencing the rest of the group to do likewise, and this is precisely what a housing crisis of elite whites is likely to contribute to achieving. 

			 Destroying the Homeless

			The social housing system too must be overwhelmed by the third world, which we have already seen that it is, so that homelessness increases.15  It is then made difficult and illegal to be homeless in order to increase the chance of people dying from exposure in the streets. This, of course, removes an anti-social and likely high mutational load element among the native population, with homelessness with associated with psychopathology.16 In this regard, it is fascinating to look at some of the measures taken against homeless people in supposedly left-wing areas in the US, such as New York and certain cities in California. A similar infrastructure is being employed to that which keeps pigeons off roofs. A person may virtue-signal about homelessness and he may demand something be done about it, but if a homeless person impacts that person’s property or business then they must effectively be eliminated. 

			Throughout Woke San Francisco (which has a large vagrant population), there are partitioned benches and slanted seating (so the homeless cannot lie down) and planters installed to stop the homeless camping on certain pavements.17 Thus, the homeless must emigrate outwards to where they will not be noticed and, perhaps, will die unnoticed. Woke-aligned banks will place spikes in their doorways so that homeless people can’t even attain that tiny bit of protection at night, as the Halifax bank did in Swansea.18 

			 Destroying the Healthcare System

			Whites must not be saved by health care, which Woke immigration policies will push into a parlous state. The healthcare system must be overwhelmed due, in part, to immigration, such that the average waiting time in Accident and Emergency in the UK is an incredible 4 hours as of 2023. This is the target waiting time for patients,19 with 10 per cent of patients waiting for 12 hours to be attended to.20 Healthcare must prioritise contagious diseases with less than 1 per cent mortality rate such as COVID-19,21 and gender-reassignment surgery, with pressure groups claiming that any kind of waiting list for “trans bottom surgery” is “deadly.”22 Huge amounts must be spent on the treatment of the severely elderly, who will certainly die anyway, with NHS (Britain’s “National Health Service”) spending on this group needing to increase by over 3 per cent every year until 2040 as they grow in relative size due to the native population not having enough children.23 Huge amounts of money must also be wasted on NHS bureaucracy and there must be an insistence on maintaining an inefficient and wholly state-owned system. In 2022, it was revealed that there were approximately 20,000 bureaucrats working in the NHS. These cost the taxpayer £2.8  billion a year, with some of them earning very large salaries.24 

			Consultants, sometimes with irreplaceable expertise, must be suspended or even struck off for minor infractions, including offending against Woke dogmas and simply for expressing controversial opinions, resulting in their patients dying before they can be treated. For example, it was reported in March 2024 that a 10-year-old girl in Scotland had died because her surgery had been postponed 7 times due to one of the country’s only experts in her complex disorder being suspended. A 13-year-old boy nearly died for the same reason.25 Why was this eminent and vital surgeon suspended? It was seemingly for something to do with his “outspoken” criticism of dangerously long NHS waiting times.26 Other consultants have been suspended for “racist banter,”27 and struck off for arguing online that COVID-19 is a “hoax.”28 In 2023, a consultant received a six month suspension—with all which that will do to waiting lists—for using his wife’s Oyster Card in order to save money when travelling on the London Underground.29

			The children, always non-native, of cousin marriage with their manifold recessive genetic diseases must also be prioritised. This practice of cousin marriage in Britain’s Muslim communities, especially its South Asian ones, must not in any way be scrutinised. The children of such marriages should be seen as good and their parents’ choices as good, or failing that they should not be seen at all and their cost to the healthcare system should not be discussed. To be clear, in Bradford, 60 per cent of children of Pakistani descent were born to first or second cousins in 2013, a practice which doubles the risk of birth defects.30 Children of Pakistani origin are 3 per cent of their UK cohort but account for one third of those needing to be treated for recessive genetic disorders.31 White people should die whilst being on waiting lists for surgery, scans and blood tests, as 120,695 people did in England in 2022.32 The sick must be turned away by overworked, apathetic or simply incompetent doctors who came from other countries for nothing more than money. Ethnic minority NHS staff are far more likely to be subject to complaint and disciplinary action: 42 per cent of complaints are against ethnic minority doctors in 2020, yet non-whites compose 29 per cent of UK doctors.33 

			Ramping Up the Prices

			Whites must also not be able to afford anything. Food prices (and other stuff) must go up, due to agricultural offshoring and then the disruption of global supply chains by unnecessary  foreign policy activities (such as sanctioning Russia, leading to a fertiliser shortage), green energy initiatives and questionably necessary lockdowns during the COVID-19 pandemic.34 Transport and electricity must be expensive due to costly green energy initiatives. The 26 per cent rise in global energy prices in 2022 led to some countries returning to the use of coal because it is cheaper.35 

			Young people especially must not be allowed to afford cars and car taxes and car insurance. This would likely increase their self-esteem and the size of their real life social networks, which may ultimately end up in them reproducing themselves. Young people especially must be poor, and anxious that they are poor. They must be underpaid, or on short term and insecure contracts, if they are employed at all, as is increasingly common.36 They certainly shouldn’t expect the fundamental security of a lifetime contract. 

			Fertility-Sapping Education

			Young people must be put through decades of useless education, due to a kind of runaway credentialism in which higher education qualifications are necessary for almost all traditional “middle class” jobs, in which they are exposed to ideas that are at best censored by Woke ideology and made to go into considerable debt for it. There were no university tuition fees in the UK until 1998 and, at that time, about half the number of people went to university as they do today, meaning that the qualification was worth much more, with the university population being more intelligent and rarefied at the time.37 This would have meant that the entire culture of universities would have been different: far more reflective of high intelligence, with students, not being customers, less able to pressure academics to avoid areas they might find “offensive.” 

			Indeed, evidence indicates that the average graduate’s IQ in America is now 102 (essentially average), a fall of 20 points in 80 years, brought about by the huge expansion of higher education. A meta-analysis that proved this was rejected by a major journal, Frontiers in Psychology, in February 2024—with the editor over-ruling the three positive peer-reviewers—because a graduate and undergraduate Twitter Mob had complained about its “demeaning tone,” specifically the statement that undergraduates had “merely” average IQ.38 Naturally, this has nothing to do with its academic rigour, something which should be the sole concern of academics. Thus, the reaction to the study, by a mob of students and graduates, really only demonstrates the point the study was making, though this reaction is also consistent with other influences, such as feminism. We have looked elsewhere at what we have called the “Priestly Cycle of Universities.” They are founded by geniuses who come up with brilliant, original and norm-questioning ideas, causing universities to accrue prestige. This attracts normal-range intelligent people who are highly socially conformist. These people place social conformity above the pursuit of truth. Being Machiavellian and highly socially skilled, they take over, and universities become an extension of the current church. The genius-types are expelled (as they tend to combine very high intelligence with moderately antisocial traits which leads them to question received ways of thinking) and original ideas dry up, becoming increasingly associated with independent scholars. The universities lose prestige, they go into decline, competing institutions are turned to or arise and gain prestige (in the last English cycle these were Scottish, Dutch or German universities or the Dissenting Academies),39 and eventually universities reform to allow the geniuses to enter once again . . .40 

			The school system, increasingly dominated by females, must be heavily focused on what females are concerned with: harm avoidance and equality. Accordingly, schooling must protect everybody, including males, from adaptively developing such that they learn coping mechanisms that permit them to deal with psychological stress and disappointment, and such that they become increasingly risk-averse, expecting to be looked after by their parents and by society more broadly. This stands in complete contrast to the philosophy of English public schools less than a century earlier. As Edward Dutton has discussed in his book Churchill’s Headmaster, part of the purpose of these schools was to prepare boys, in particular, for the harshness of life, such that they could play a leading role in defending and expanding the influence of Britain.41 As Canadian historian Michael Antony has put it:

			It may be true, however, that the general harshness of public school life was a good preparation for the conditions of war (when it did not break the boys entirely). The brutality, the pitilessness, the physical misery and discomfort, the endless bullying, violence and persecution that prevailed at public schools was excellent training for military life. This was a world without women, where there were no shoulders for small boys to cry on. The first lesson was never to show emotion or weakness. There was no one it was safe to show it to. They must get used to swallowing injuries, insults, beatings, degradation, humiliation, injustice, pain and betrayal without blenching . . . This is the sense in which ‘the playing fields of Eton’ were the training ground for Britain’s military successes—the psychological toughening of boys  to endure to the end a world without pity.42 

			Selfishness, disobedience and impulsivity needed to be eliminated at the in-group level and focused purely towards the out-group; authority, even if capricious, had to be obeyed, because in a battle situation there is no time for argument. Indeed, for this reason, there is evidence that we are strongly evolved to obey even arbitrary demands from those who seem to be in authority.43 

			Corporal punishment, often of a severe nature, was ubiquitous at such schools. Meta-analyses have demonstrated that corporal punishment leads to positive mental health and behavioural outcomes when appropriate genetic controls are imposed and when administered in certain specific ways. Nevertheless, it must be banned in schools and heavily stigmatised if not banned in the home.44 More than half of UK schools hold “non-competitive” sports days so that children don’t have their feelings hurt by losing.45 Children must be banned from handing out birthday party invitations at school in case this upsets the children who do not receive one, as occurred at a school in Sydney.46 

			To avoid bullying or the possibility of losing in a game, playtime must be banned, as occurred at a school in Hackney,  and replaced with “quizzes, poetry recitals or extracurricular activities when not in lessons. These include chess, orchestra and choir clubs.”47 In other words, nothing negative must be allowed to happen to children; they must not be prepared for the stresses of adult life nor must they learn even to be independent. Consistent with this, members of Generation Z are far more cautious than earlier generations and seem to suffer from some kind of arrested development. Compared to Millennials, members of Generation Z lose their virginity later, leave home later, regard university as an extension of home where they should be looked after, they start dating later, they are less sexually experimental, they have less sexual intercourse, and they are less inclined to drink alcohol. In essence, they are less prepared for adulthood and are also less tolerant of dissent, possibly because they have not been taught that they must cope with hurt feelings, let alone how to cope with them. We can expect this to cause them to be extremely cautious, fearful of being overwhelmed by negative emotion if something goes wrong.48 

			This is having many real-world impacts, such as nightclubs closing down because Gen Z are disinclined to go to them. Between 2020 and 2024, 396 UK nightclubs closed down.49 Indeed, one study found a strong decline in sexual activity among adolescents between 2009 and 2018. Twenty-eight per cent of American males aged 18 to 24 had indulged in no sexual intercourse whatsoever in the preceding year (compared to a quarter in 2009) and even levels of masturbation are decreasing among  US teenagers.50 This could be regarded as an increase in slow LHS traits, but it seems unlikely that this is behind the change in behaviour when this is taken together with other evidence of arrested development and also when we consider how quickly it has occurred. The results of this mollycoddling were observed in 2012 when it emerged that 45 per cent of British children aged between 5 and 13 could not yet tie their own shoe laces and 65 per cent could not make a cup of tea.51 By 2018, 45 per cent of British 10-year-olds could not tie their own shoelaces.52 In 1988, it was compulsory to wear laced shoes, and to be able to tie them, when beginning at many British junior schools as well as to be able to tie your own tie. 

			Fascinatingly, 86 per cent of those aged 18 to 24 in 2023 report “menu anxiety,” compared to 67 per cent of controls. This is triggered by a combination of realising the cost of the meal, not being able to find something they like, too many possibilities and the possibility that they might regret what they’ve ordered. Indeed, 38 per cent of Gen Z said they wouldn’t go to a restaurant if they hadn’t been able to look at the menu beforehand online and a third of them ask other people to order for them due to their menu anxiety.53 A possible explanation for this is that this generation are relatively un-used to doing anything for themselves or having to cope with difficult situations. Those  born after about 1995, in particular, have been mollycoddled such that even something as simple as having to make a choice to tell a waiter what they want induces anxiety, as it might in a child. They are used to “helicopter parents” who run their lives for them and ensure that nothing remotely unpleasant can happen to them. They are used to constant self-monitoring and self-censoring lest they are “called out” for using a “problematic” word. This is clearly going to militate against taking risks and even against being creative.54 Indeed, a meta-analysis has found that helicopter parenting is associated with the child being anxious, though this may be at least partly genetically confounded by anxious parents being likely to be helicopter parents. That said, there is historical evidence that this style of parenting began to markedly increase from the mid-1980s onwards and was a cultural norm in the US by 2019, consistent with some kind of causal relationship with anxiety which is now being widely observed.55 

			The Female-Run Society

			Generation Z have been raised in a much more female-oriented society where nothing is more important than “not hurting people’s feelings,” not even the truth. Teaching is essentially a female space; it is the “Longhouse,” the communal hall in the village where “community,” everyone getting along, is more important than any other consideration; it is the matriarchal society.56 Females who are adapted to be running a nursery are now running professions and even countries and the consequences are predictable: feelings trump all. Since the year 2007 there has been an enormous rise in the use of “feelings” words in representative samples of texts and a collapse in the use of  “analytic” words. Between the 1850s and the 1980s, words were increasingly analytic. This went into reverse in the 1980s with a huge acceleration from 2007 onwards.57 

			In terms of school teachers, when a profession becomes dominated by females, as has occurred with teaching, it starts to be regarded as “women’s work” and, thus, of low status. This further repels men and the profession’s wages start to fall, making it even less prestigious, even further repelling men.58 In a sense, the profession in question has become what Jordan Peterson has called a “girls’ game,” and while it is respectable for girls to play boys’ games—and to be tomboys—no self-respecting boy will play a girls’ game.59 As of 2020, about 73 per cent of British secondary school teachers are female, an increase of 3 per cent in 10 years. About 85 per cent of UK primary school teachers are female.60 

			As psychologist Joyce Benenson has explored, females are adapted to live in harems in polygamous mating systems. In this context, they require “alloparents;” other members of the harem that will assist them in raising their children. To achieve this, they must be able to absolutely trust these alloparents. Accordingly, they foster a small number of extremely close friendships in which there is complete equality and in which they share their vulnerabilities in order to create a strong bond. They also tend to evaluate each other in terms of “niceness;” that is lack of competitiveness because you cannot truly trust a person who is competitive. She might steal a woman’s long-cultivated friends or obtain more resources from the male.61 Thus, girls who act “superior” must be socially shunned as must those who hurt people’s feelings. This is likely because females are higher in empathy than males,62 because they must compete to appear “kind,” because they are higher in social and more general anxiety, because hurting people’s feelings may cause community discord (with females desiring a safe environment in which to raise their offspring) and because they are evolved, as mothers and maintainers of intimate friendships, to attend to hurt feelings and to soothe them. In terms of Moral Foundations, cross-culturally, women score higher on Harm Avoidance, Equality and Purity63 than do men and lower on Authority and In-group Loyalty. They are also more likely to be highly empathetic and blind to systematising;64 more likely to put “feelings” above “truth.” 

			Perhaps as a consequence of this female coddling, and related fear of rejection, young males of this generation are less inclined than males of earlier generations to ask females out on dates.65 This is, naturally, a prerequisite to passing on your genes, at least in advanced, post-patriarchal societies. Boys must also be discouraged from acting in a traditionally male fashion and, indeed, discouraged from cultivating core masculine qualities such as strength and assertiveness, which are key attractive traits to women, for this would be “toxic masculinity.” They should, instead, be inculcated with the idea that to be male is somehow shameful and “toxic” in order to sap a sense of pride in being male. In reality, studies have shown that females are attracted to benevolently sexist males (chivalrous males), as these behaviours indicate willingness to invest.66 Naturally, boys should be taught quite the opposite, damaging their prospects in the mating market. It has now got to a point in the UK where campaigners have declared that making boys play rugby  at school is a form of “child abuse.”67 Rugby was invented at the public school of the same name where the educational philosophy was, of course, so very different from the feminine one which has taken hold today. 

			This is a generation which, at school, learnt that it is acceptable to be a “tell-tale;” to tell the teacher if someone is unkind to you rather than attempt to sort it out yourself, the latter possibly teaching children coping mechanisms, social skills and a sense of independence. In the 1980s, at least among boys, it was social death to “tell the teacher.” Unsurprisingly, this culture has made it to universities. Some American universities have anonymous hotlines where you can report bias on the part of academics (that is, dissent from Wokeness) and report micro-aggressions. Campuses include special “safe spaces,” where infantilised students—triggered by something on their course because they have never had to cope with adversity and have been protected from so much which might induce negative feelings, such that, as with children, the tiniest thing induces them—can calm down with colouring-in books, crayons and even dummies. Topics and books must have “trigger warnings,” certain books must be banned and such students can complain if lecturers engage in “discursive violence,” as, if you’ve never experienced physical violence, people questioning your ideas may seem like an assault.68 This can be seen in broader society: If you are of this generation, you tell the police—the teacher, even the barmaid at the pub or the air stewardess—if someone says something “mean” that makes you feel “uncomfortable.” 

			One of the present authors has experienced this twice in Oulu, in northern Finland, in recent years. In November 2021, he got talking to the Green Party’s youth group in a central Oulu bar called Helmi (“Pearl”). They informed him that they believed in “free speech” so he tested this, using it as an opportunity to ask their obviously transwoman member, who had even been using the women’s loos, about autogynephilous transsexuality.  Before long, he was surrounded by them, told that you cannot discern sex or sexual identity from appearances; with one of them informing him that he must “leave” the bar. When he refused, they approached the landlord who politely asked him to just stay away from them. In February 2024, at a bar called Lumo (“Enchantment”), in a suburb called Höyhtyä, he made the mistake of telling some young polytechnic graduates (one of whom said she had been “raped” and had “self-harmed,” covering the scars with tattoos), at their request, about his research on sexual hypergamy. The male members of this group duly told the barmaids that he had “said” that “all women are prostitutes,” and suddenly he was asked to leave and to not return to that bar “for three months,” as if he ever would return after such an experience. It didn’t occur to Woke Generation Z to ask for clarification or to counter-argue. They felt overwhelmed by an “unacceptable” or “insensitively expressed” viewpoint and they needed to tell the similarly young de facto teacher what the “naughty boy” had said. Whatever happened to the time when, if you offended a bloke in a pub, he would demand that you “step outside” to settle things in the traditional English fashion? 

			The Rise of Narcissism

			This younger generation also appears to be far more Narcissistic, at least according to some researchers,69 though others dispute this,70 with an element of this condition being that you are constantly praised and served when you are young, and certainly never seriously punished, leading to you being spoiled and entitled. Some research has found that this is a long-term trend. In 1950, just 12 per cent of a survey of American respondents agreed with the statement, “I am a very important person.” This had risen to 80 per cent by 1990.71

			Social media, and the positive feedback which photos may  elicit from friends, may make this worse. It could be argued that social media elicits Narcissistic tendencies in previously normal people and then rewards them with Narcissistic supply. Prior to the social media age, the vast majority of people never published anything and doing so involved serious effort. Families who sent a round-robin letter with their Christmas card boasting about their achievements that year were widely mocked. We have all become that family. Now, people are effortlessly sharing their thoughts, achievements, photographs and videos with their own tribe of followers. Unsurprisingly, social media use is associated with both grandiose and vulnerable Narcissism, but it seems to create a spiral effect. Narcissistic types are more likely to use social media, and social media use rewards, and so increases, their Narcissism.72 

			As a consequence of this Narcissism-inducing environment, you cannot cope when older, with people disagreeing with you or challenging you, as you have absorbed the message that you are superior. Criticism or even disagreement induces fear and anxiety in you—you feel “literally unsafe”—as you are unused to it and have developed no way of coping with negative feelings, meaning that they may overwhelm you. It has been found that over-praising children can actually lower their self-esteem because they become concerned that they will not live up to the brilliance which is expected of them. Accordingly, they cope with setbacks via Narcissism, via telling themselves they are superior and reacting defensively to those who criticise them.73 When this is combined with generalised high anxiety, you may feel that a person who challenges your opinions is dangerous; is a serious threat to you: They are making you doubt your very self, they are puncturing your safe bubble; they are making you feel bad, and you have concluded you are wonderful. Your adversary is destroying you. This may even intersect with the  rise of female influence. As females become influential, so do vulnerable Narcissists, as these are more likely to be female, and they push for a society which under no circumstances challenges the fantasy via which they cope with life, as we discussed earlier with regard to the reaction to the Pro-Life Society at Manchester University. 

			Young people must be indoctrinated, or at least presented with heavily censored ideas, at universities, and kept busy to ensure they don’t breed while they are at their most fertile. University counsellors must be on hand to make sure they all have access to abortion and contraception. The stigma surrounding abortion should be reduced as much as possible, with young girls taught that it is perfectly reasonable to destroy their nascent baby either through the morning after pill or through abortion. In order to end the stigma, female celebrities, such as the singer Britney Spears (b. 1981) and the actress Uma Thurman 
(b. 1970), are increasingly openly discussing their past abortions.74 Indeed, protest against abortion should effectively be criminalised, as has occurred in the UK, with exclusion zones around abortion clinics, in which a woman can be arrested for the thought crime of silently praying as this might be understood to constitute a protest against abortion. The police subsequently apologised for arresting this woman, Isabel Vaughan-Spruce (b. 1977), but the fact that she was arrested at all, even if wrongly, will intimidate others into not taking the risk of protesting.75 Miss Vaughan-Spruce was arrested in March 2023 with police deciding 6 months later not to prosecute her, putting her under severe stress for half a year.76 

			The Soaring Cost of Living

			Food should be expensive, especially eating out, as this would permit young people to socialise, make friends in the real world and, perhaps, meet partners with whom they might breed. Since 2008, in the UK, wages have essentially stagnated while prices have increased. In the UK, as of 2021, the price of a pint of beer in relation to wages had returned to where it was in 1987.77 This is one of the reasons why, if you managed to persuade that blue-haired girl to go to The Royal Oak with you for a drink, the cost of the drinks would be so high. Travel should be increasingly expensive, partly due to green fuel taxes, as well as the necessary funding for expensive agencies and procedures to manage the threat to national security that comes with mass-immigration from hostile alien cultures, where travel was increasingly cheap in the early 2000s. In the US, in 2023, the price of air travel increased by an average of 25 per cent.78 You may find this hard to believe, but there was, essentially, no security check on internal flights at Helsinki Airport in the 1990s. High IQ, homogenous societies, as Finland was at the time, are high in social trust and low in social conflict.79 Indeed, it has been shown that ethnic diversity reduces trust even among the native population, as they fear, often correctly, that co-ethnics will collaborate against them with foreigners.80 You don’t need to spend money on security in such societies. 

			Space should be expensive, and taxed. Moving back in with  your parents as a young adult out of economic necessity is now so common that Generation Z don’t think there should be a stigma attached to it.81 Young people should associate happiness and social fulfilment with the only thing they can afford to do: online activities and the consumption of digital media and entertainment, where they may be further indoctrinated and infantilised. Young people must not be allowed to grow up and make sensible economic decisions. This is also likely to have consequences for ethnocentrism at the environmental level, which we will examine below. But the pertinent point is that this kind of intolerable environment will help to select out, among the more intelligent, all but those who are absolutely committed to having children even if it reduces their living standards and occasions social and economic struggle, people who will also tend to have a high fitness factor. 

			It is noteworthy also that among the elite, these youth wealth-constraint factors will disproportionately impact those who ascended into the elite via meritocracy rather than through parental inheritance; those who were born into it. This means that among the elite, you have selection for parents who want to become grandparents (as much as for young adults who want to become parents), and who are willing to proactively support their children financially in this endeavour. Therefore, inasmuch as young high status people are psychologically daunted by the immense sacrifices in status and standard of living they might have to make in order to have children, this could be alleviated by parents who are willing to assist them, in effect, in exchange for grandchildren. Certainly, there is evidence that conservatives with the same resources are more generous than are liberals82 and their area of moral concern is closer to self, such as family and ethnic group, whereas the liberal area of moral concern is more distant, such as different ethnic groups.83  This, of course, makes it easier for individualists to bond with and collaborate with outsiders and gain individual power within their own group via a coalition of foreigners. This can be seen in Britain’s Labour Party, a significant proportion of whose voter base comes from the non-native population. As of the 2021 Census, non-whites were about 12 per cent of the UK population but 65 per cent of them vote Labour.84 Indeed, there is evidence that the individually-oriented feel “shame” about their in-group intensely, whereas the group-oriented feel pride about it very strongly.85 In other words, leftists experience negative feelings in relation to their in-group. 

			There may also be an additional factor: the extent to which you marry for love. Some people in the elite will make mating decisions based on their partner’s background and especially their partner’s parents’ socioeconomic status. Others will impulsively marry, as they see it, for love, or for what they believe to be love, and will find they can’t afford (in their opinion) to grow their family and will further find no-one can assist. In a sense, this more calculating attitude is more conservative. The liberal ideal is that marriage is centred around love and happiness and should continue only as long as both partners love each other and are happy; what has been termed “confluent love.” The conservative view is that marriage is for life and is vital for family and social stability.86 This, at the very least, implies that issues other than “love” are highly relevant and, certainly, until a few hundred years ago, marriage was much more widely understood as a social and economic arrangement.87 “Romantic love” was associated with illicit sexual activity, such  as pre-marital relationships and adultery. Marriage involved finding a person who was sound “wife material.”88 Indeed, there is some evidence that, insomuch as they long for secure attachment, women with Borderline Personality strongly yearn after romantic love, something which involves idealisation to some extent. As one psychologist has put it: 

			Most of my clients with borderline personality disorder are very focused on finding romantic love and avoiding abandonment. Love is their Holy Grail. They are seeking as an adult what they did not get enough of during their childhood. As a result, they tend to view finding their true love as the ultimate answer to all of their life problems.89 

			Clearly, such women are unlikely to make for stable and lasting relationships as the condition is associated with relationship instability.90 

			We have seen, then, the effect of Wokeness on housing and other markers of living standards. But it also impacts disease and crime and it is to these, and the consequences of their elevation, that we will now turn.
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			Chapter Seven

			Wokeness and the Creation of Chaos

			Disease and Mortality

			There is another dimension to the Woke agenda and this is simply the rise of disease and mortality. As the COVID pandemic demonstrated, in an interconnected world in which there is constant mass-immigration, new diseases can spread very easily, so in this sense Wokeness may increase pathogen stress and, consequently, mortality salience. The sexual freedom and promiscuousness which is encouraged by Wokeness has led to a marked rise in sexually transmitted diseases that are increasingly becoming resistant to antibiotics, as is the case with certain kinds of chlamydia.1 For example, between 2021 and 2022 there was a 24 per cent increase in STD diagnoses in England, a 50 per cent rise in gonorrhoea, and a 15 per cent rise in syphilis.2 Mass immigration, into the UK for example, has led to the return of diseases that we thought we had previously eliminated, such as tuberculosis.3 Any significant increase  in disease prevalence will impact the weakest, such as the very young, the most acutely. 

			It seems likely that one of the reasons why Victorian England was so sexually puritanical and otherwise conservative compared to Georgian England was that the Industrial Revolution, and consequent denser living conditions, led to a large number of diseases becoming endemic extremely quickly. Even though the child mortality rate was falling, this strongly elevated mortality salience—people could die within hours of contracting some of these conditions—and induced a strong sense of disgust, a foundation associated with conservatism. Accordingly, in their sexual behaviour, the Victorians began to become more conservative, leading to a shift towards conservatism and a kind of runaway conservatism which culminated, for example, in illegitimacy being so unacceptable that children that would have been born to single mothers were routinely put up for adoption. In 1950, 80 per cent of adoptions in Britain were of illegitimate children. The peak of such adoptions occurred in 1968.4 Such a reaction was observed in a less pronounced form in the 1980s when, in response to the AIDS epidemic, homosexuality became increasingly unacceptable and previously liberalising attitudes towards sex, in general, went into reverse.5 On 21st February 1994, during a debate in the House of Commons on lowering the age of homosexual consent, the Conservative MP Sir Nicholas Fairburn (1933–1995), the former Solicitor General for Scotland, interjected, “I hope that the house is not going to be misled by the fact that heterosexual activity is normal and homosexual activity, putting your penis into another man’s arsehole, is a perversion.” 

			At the genetic level, this Woke promotion of sexual promiscuity, to the extent that it results in disease outbreaks that we cannot properly control, will select against those who have poor genetic health or who are prepared to engage in risky sexual behaviour. Accordingly, it will select in favour of the religious and conservative at the genetic level. At the environmental level, it  can also be expected to make many people both more religious and more conservative. 

			Crime and Ethnocentrism

			There are other rather more subtle ways in which Wokeness may achieve the goal of turning society back to conservatism especially among native populations in the West. In a sense, Wokeness is death-seeking or chaos-creating behaviour, with the aim of attracting natural predators, especially those from hostile outside groups. In fact, Wokeness doesn’t merely invite immigrants into its homeland but it emboldens them by telling them that their culture is in some way superior, that they do not have to integrate into the “gammon” native culture and, surely most importantly of all, they are victims of structural racism and colonial oppression, meaning that they deserve much more than they have. This is likely to make them highly group-oriented which may, potentially, incite latent group-orientation among the more conservative members of the native population (whilst obviously reducing it among the non-conservative population). Why shouldn’t young black men in London cause trouble if even highly intelligent white people are telling them that their relatively low socioeconomic status in the UK is nothing to do with their average IQ being 85,6 compared to a white average of 100, or their modal personality being lower in Conscientiousness than that of whites?7 Their situation is due to evil white racism, so why shouldn’t they commit crime to redress this? The British police no longer investigate burglary or shoplifting in many cases or the minor drug offences that correlate strongly with this kind of petty financial gain type criminality.8

			This, however, is not enough for the Woke. They make every effort to upset ethnocentric native conservatives, such as by constantly increasing the salience of ethnic minorities in the media: Blackwashing British history by presenting it as far more “diverse” than it was, for example,9 or successfully pressuring for the heavy over-representation of ethnic minorities as newsreaders and actors, who are 12 per cent of the UK population (as of the 2011 census) but 22 per cent of actors and presenters.10 Black people comprise 4 per cent of the UK population, but they are 37 per cent of those shown in television commercials according to data from 2019. Non-whites, despite being around 18 per cent of the UK population in 2023 (as of the 2021 census), star in 59 per cent of commercials.11 Commercials also frequently present mixed-race relationships,12 usually a white woman and a black man, in order to sap morale from native males. 

			Perhaps the most egregious example of upsetting the natives in recent history, in the UK (most notoriously in Rotherham) and in other countries, has been the importation of large numbers of young Muslim men which has resulted in the development of “grooming gangs” who have groomed, sexually exploited and raped under-age, working class British girls. To make matters worse, this was often covered up by the largely white, Woke authorities for fear that it would cause the populace to question the doctrine of Multiculturalism, as occurred  in Rotherham between 1997 and 2013.13 Naturally, this can be expected to induce a strong sense of negative ethnocentrism among the native population. It is highly predictable that it would occur as well. Females are controlled in the Pakistani community and, in pre-industrial social groups that are polygamous, low status men, therefore, gang together and pass on their genes via gang rape. This is one of the reasons why men tend to be sexually aroused by violence and why they produce more ejaculate in response to violent porn. We are to, some extent, descended from gang-rapists and you must produce more semen because gang-rape introduces sperm competition. In tribal society, you kill the males from the other tribe and you take their females; it is they whom you treat in this way, they are the spoils of invasion.14 To some extent, females may also engage in horizontal collaboration: the invaders are showing that they are dominant males by virtue of having invaded.15 

			Another example of offending the natives emerged in February 2024 when commentators noticed that it was impossible, using Google’s AI image generator, Google Gemini, to obtain historically or socially accurate images of white people. Asking for images of Vikings or eighteenth century English people automatically generated non-whites with the generator programmed to refuse to generate images of white people, when asked to do so, as to do so was “racist” and “harmful.” When asked to create an image of a pope, it came back with an Indian woman and a black man, despite there never having been popes of these ethnicities and there never having been a female pope.16 Requests for a Medieval knight generated a Northeast Asian  woman in armour. The program even made Nazi soldiers black, in its attempt to not so subtly rewrite history such that Europe was always multi-racial. When the latter case came to light the Woke generator was swiftly disabled, one might even say “cancelled.”17 When asked for an image of an American “Founding Father,” it responded with a black man in period dress. The backlash to such arrant lying programmed into the bot caused the company to engage in damage limitation and to promise to alter the product’s programming.18 This programmed lying is likely to irk many white people, especially conservatives, further elevating a sense of in-group identity. 

			We assume that the Woke computer programmers behaved like this as a form of experimental propaganda. They wanted to test the limits of public tolerance; to see how they could go with their ideologically-motivated dishonesty. Their likely conclusion, in the light of the reaction, is that “We can’t go quite this far, in terms of historical inaccuracy and the exclusion of whites, yet. Take it slower.” Perhaps this will act as what the British satirist Andrew Doyle calls a “woke tipping-point”19 for many people; an event which causes those previously casually sympathetic to Wokeness to understand just how pernicious it is. 

			

			 Wokeness and the Non-Natives

			Wokeness promotes an artificial association between LGBT and immigrants, to further increase a sense of disgust among natives. It associates the immigrants, wrongly, with all things modern and liberal whereas, in reality, most immigrant communities are appalled by many aspects of Wokeness. The promotion of mixed-race relationships can, interestingly, be understood to have a genetic effect. In effect, it can be regarded as a way of removing those who are not especially ethnocentric from the gene pool of the ethnic in-group. In a society which taboos mixed-race relationships, social conformists—including those who are low in ethnocentric traits—are likely to force themselves not to pursue such relationships. In an environment in which they are actively encouraged and promoted as desirable, such people are very likely to engage in them, with the consequent offspring, at the very least, having an ambiguous relationship with the ethnic in-group and, in many cases, simply identifying with the non-native community, especially in a society which critiques “whiteness” as somehow immoral. The result is that the native group that remains after this process has occurred is likely to be highly ethnocentric. In addition, there is some evidence that inter-racial unions are less fertile than intra-racial unions, partly because the different alleles, separated by longer periods of time, are less likely to recognise each other. In general, fertility is slightly lower among racially exogamous than among racially endogamous couples in the US20 and in Brazil.21 It has also been found that the female reproductive tract only allows genetically compatible sperm to enter the oocyte, meaning that when a couple suffer from infertility it may be partly because they are insufficiently genetically similar.22 We will return to the issue of fertility problems in biracial  unions anon. 

			What about the impact of Wokeness on non-natives? Wokeness promotes LGBT which induces a sense of disgust in many immigrants, causes them to associate the native culture with what they perceive as immorality and, consequently, makes them even more hostile to that culture. In this sense, simply at the environmental level, Wokeness is helping to produce conditions of group selection; hostility between ethnic groups. Such hostility tends to increase in times of danger and uncertainty, which tends to induce religiosity, and other evolved cognitive biases, which is itself associated with group-orientation.23 

			The General Promotion of Criminality

			But leftist policies promote such chaos: violent criminals get shorter sentences and there are early release schemes for many criminals. According to UK data published in 2023, thieves had been caught and convicted up to 50 times before finally being jailed, violent offenders were convicted of up to 25 assaults before being imprisoned and others were convicted of carrying a knife as many as 8 times before being put behind bars.24 On 27th March 2024, a young black man was filmed stabbing another young black man with a large knife on a train near Beckenham Junction in London. Rakeem Mitchell Thomas (b. 2005) was arrested for this offence two days later.25 He had previously been jailed for six months, on 19th December 2023, for carrying a similar kind of knife on a train passing through Dartford. Travelling without a ticket, he gave train staff a false name, tried to flee, was wrestled to the floor and attempted to withdraw his blade.26 He was clearly released from prison early and with predictable consequences. 

			In June 2022, a Sudanese refugee was granted leave to remain in the UK despite having been convicted of battery outside an Exeter nightclub and facing a charge of raping an Exeter University student. Since 2019, men have been spared jail in the UK for smashing a beer bottle over someone’s head, trying to stab him and stamping on the victim’s head causing him to be in a coma.27 In both of these cases, these were Arab or South Asian men28 with native British victims. In the bottle incident, the Arab perpetrators shouted, “You white bastard!” at their victim.29 There are clear ethnic differences in criminality. In the UK, as of 2020, black people were 3 per cent of the population but 13 per cent of those given custodial sentences. Mixed-race people were 2 per cent of the population and 4 per cent of those given custodial sentences. Whites and South Asians were under-represented in terms of custodial sentences.30

			There are a number of reasons why Wokeness ignores or even encourages what might be called “traditional criminality,” while, concomitantly, heavily persecuting people for their opinions. Runaway concern with harm avoidance means that we have to be concerned about the feelings of the criminal. His criminality is not his fault; it is surely the fault of harm done  to him by an unfair and uncaring society, so why should he be punished? In the case of property crime, this is, surely, at least partly the fault of “systemic inequality” against which the looter’s “crime” is a noble form of protest. According to transwoman American author Vicky Osterweil “rioting and looting are our most powerful tools for dismantling white supremacy.”31 They are morally right, presumably until they threaten Osterweil’s property or safety, as it is mostly those of low socioeconomic status who are the victims of such crimes. In this sense, it is a “luxury belief” via which you can signal your Woke credentials while not having to deal with the consequences of your belief. It is also a means of signalling your confidence and wealth: you will experience no difficulties as there is no crime in your area. “In other words, upper-class whites gain status by talking about their high status. When laws are enacted to combat white privilege, it won’t be the privileged whites who are harmed. Poor whites will bear the brunt.”32 

			Littering and vandalising public property are means by which a criminal has been able to express his legitimate grievances, and even rape of a white female by non-whites has been argued to exemplify this. In December 2023, eight men who, over a two-and-a-half hour period, repeatedly gang-raped a 15-year-old German girl in Hamburg, walked free, partly due to their youth. The female psychiatrist who was an expert witness in the trial had told the magazine Der Spiegel that, “the gang rape may have been a way to vent ‘frustration’ due to their ‘migration experiences and sociocultural homelessness . . . Sex is also a means of venting frustration and anger, a means of warding off sadness and emptiness, and in a group of men with the same fate it also creates identity and strengthens the group feeling.’”33  Accordingly, society should not be protected from “traditional criminals,” and they should receive only the lightest of sentences, if they must be prosecuted at all. By contrast, people stating that “you cannot become a woman” are challenging “equality” and hurting people’s feelings. These people are attacking the dogmas that hold society together and, thus, they must be severely punished.34

			It is possible that there is a vicarious dimension to why leftists support such criminality. The pleasure of breaking the law is, for some people, a matter of feeling “empowered,” of experiencing a “power rush.”35 However, the bourgeois leftists aren’t really interested in a new TV or in making graffiti. They are, however, interested in power rushes and fantasies of revolution, specifically “anti-hierarchical aggression.”36 They will identify with criminals and enjoy their criminality vicariously, despite not being criminal in nature themselves, because they want power, they want to overthrow the current power. However, being high in anxiety, few of them can bring themselves to actually personally break the law. Hence, they promote what American writer Sam Francis (1947–2005) termed “Anarcho-Tyranny,” when a dictatorial state strongly regulates the lives of its citizens, such as by enforcing Woke dogmas, while failing to enforce more general law and order.37 

			Politicising Crime

			But Wokeness goes further than merely creating Anarcho-Tyranny. It also brazenly politicises the justice system in order to persecute its opponents. In April 2024, English judges were given new sentencing guidelines which stated that they should  give criminals lighter sentences if they were from deprived backgrounds, lived in poverty, lived in insecure housing, had low educational attainment or were victims of discrimination; in other words, non-whites, LGBT, the broadly “disabled” and non-Christian religious.38 A large twin study has found that criminality is 45 per cent heritable.39 In addition, genes that predict low socioeconomic status also predict criminality. Race differences in criminality have been found to be at least partly explained by race differences in neuro-hormonal influences and, consequently, in genetics.40 Thus, these guidelines, to some extent, simply involve giving lighter sentences to congenital criminals and, therefore, making society more unsafe.41 The Anarcho-Tyranny is clear, but there are profound implications to these guidelines.

			The implications of Woke sentencing guidelines go beyond maximising criminality in society. The way in which crimes are punished and why is changed, and changed to a political end. Whereas lower-class criminality skews more towards violent and impulsive criminal acts such as assault, rape and burglary, middle class criminality is more associated with “white collar” crime, such as tax evasion and fraud.42 Middle class people are also more engaged in political activism and intellectual work that may (even deliberately) overstep the law.43 The middle class criminal is inevitably the greater threat to any entrenched  ideological regime, and so it makes sense to discriminate against that class. 

			Even better, it would be ideal to further discriminate against allies and enemies among the middle class. The genius of the new sentencing guidelines is that it provisions reduced sentences for anyone who can claim historical discrimination, i.e. victimhood—something that, almost by definition, the Left are inclined to do, whereas conservatives tend not to. Being a member of an ethnic minority, LGBTQ+ or having a disability (especially a mental illness) substantially predicts left-wing affiliation; often far left affiliation. The affiliation of the left wing to victim identity groups is so strong that, even though they may in fact be from a privileged white middle class background, with no obvious disability or sexual abnormality, they are nevertheless socialised into finding a victim group of which to be part; possibly even from an early age, by left-wing parents or school teachers. Non-binary gender pronouns are an obvious example of this, which according to Leftist dogma have no objective requirements except that one “feels” that one is a non-descript they/them, xe/xer or whatever it may be. Data also shows a significant long term trend towards more young women identifying as bisexual.44 

			Besides this, and combining “discrimination” with “deprivation,” the left wing person is better poised to hallucinate or self-induce a mental illness (typically anxiety) by their chosen environment and worldview, even if they were not genetically “born into” mental illness. A middle class left wing individual is more likely to accumulate a long term papertrail of diagnoses, treatment and therapy for their reported mental conditions, from counsellors, doctors and therapists.45 Simply being overweight is also increasingly grounds to claim a serious degree of victimhood for a lifetime of harsh discrimination and social deprivation.46 It is feasible a left-wing individual might even venture to make claims of victimhood based on long running membership of a non-Christian religion, be that Islam, Buddhism, “Atheism,” Wicca, perhaps even as a practising Satanist? It would be an astonishing thing indeed, therefore, if an Antifa activist, standing in the dock having just been convicted of assaulting with grievous bodily harm a white conservative at a political protest had not at least one claim to make to the judge for a reduced sentence. They should ordinarily have a litany of viable excuses, and their left-wing charity-funded lawyer47 will be able to prepare the mitigating sob-story for them. 

			The ultimate effect of these sentencing guidelines will be to help keep far-left political activists of every stripe on the streets, at the same time as it helps build up the martyrology for the dissident right who, inevitably, fall afoul of some law against free speech or peaceful assembly, and are more harshly punished for doing so. This all helps to achieve political polarisation, isolating conservatives, elevating conservative in-group preference, and reducing conservative trust in public institutions, rendering it increasingly likely that conservatives will break away into their own societies.

			Immigration and Crime

			In Norway and Finland,48 and in many other countries, immigrants from the Middle East and Africa are strongly over-represented in violent crime, meaning that Woke policies effectively import criminality and then let it run loose. Perhaps most poignantly emblematic of these lax policies was a case in 2019 in which two Cambridge University students, both of them  avid campaigners for Woke causes, were massacred in central London by an Islamic terrorist who was given standard early release after serving half of his sixteen year sentence. He had been convicted in 2012 of attempting to set up an Al-Qaida cell in Pakistan.49 Jack Merritt (1994–2019), who was 25, and Saskia Jones (1996–2019), who was 23, were volunteers in a scheme called “Learning Together” which taught prisoners alongside students. The scheme was marking its fifth anniversary at Fishmongers’ Hall in the City of London when the scheme’s “poster boy,” convicted terrorist Usman Khan (1991–2019), who had appeared in the scheme’s promotional video and whose bag had not been checked, smuggled knives into the venue and stabbed the two doctoral students to death. Khan was then shot dead by the police. One of the barristers involved in the case noted that it was as if all of the services that could have prevented the massacre—prison, probation, police and MI5—regarded Khan’s involvement in “Learning Together” as a “protective factor,” as though they were intoxicated by the “fairy dust Learning Together sprinkled over them.”50 It is worth adding that 20 per cent of murders are committed by someone who is out on parole.51 

			Indeed, Wokeness seems to have created a situation, in the UK, where non-whites are given more lenient sentences, resorting to special pleading that could never be employed by natives. We would expect this to eventually infuriate natives and create a sense of group awareness among them. Hamoud Al-Soaimi (b. 2002) was part of a Muslim grooming gang which preyed on English girls. He was convicted, in March 2024, of sexually assaulting a 12-year-old and raping a 13-year-old. He  was given a 2-year jail sentence, which was suspended, and 180 hours community service.52 In late 2023, three black women from Croydon in south London were spared jail for expressing support for a terrorist group, Hamas, in a public place.53 

			However, in February 2024, native Englishman Sam Melia (b. 1989), of Pudsey in West Yorkshire, was jailed for two years for publishing and distributing stickers with such slogans as “Labour Loves Muslim Rape Gangs,” “Mass Immigration is White Genocide” and “Britain is Under Occupation” beneath a Star of David. The prosecution argued that Melia was motivated by a desire to stir up racial hatred, because police found a jokey poster of Hitler doing push-ups on the wall of a home gym he used, he had jokingly referred to Hitler as “uncle” in a private online chat,54 and because his wife owned a book by British Union of Fascists leader Sir Oswald Mosley (1896–1980). Though the prosecution accepted that there was nothing illegal about the stickers, they successfully argued that his motivation to distribute them was to incite racial hatred.55 By publishing the stickers for others to download, he was also guilty of en couraging racially motivated criminal damage.56 Fascinatingly, England’s Crown Prosecution Service filed Melia’s “crime” under “Terrorism.”57 

			Promoting Mental Illness

			Under Wokeness, the seriously mentally ill are no longer kept away from society in institutions. If anything the formally diagnosed are lauded, perhaps encouraging those with some traits of mental illness to be proud of this and even to make no attempt to deal with, suppress, or be treated for such symptoms. Weakness is celebrated as a strength because it is associated with the sanctity of victimhood. There are frequent newspaper articles in which prominent celebrities are feted for admitting to struggles with psychological conditions of various kinds. On 11th January 2019, the headline in the Mail Online was as follows: 

			The torment of my secret illness: With devastating honesty and courage, Kate’s brother JAMES MIDDLETON reveals his private battle with the depression he calls ‘a cancer of the mind,’ how he hid it from his own family and the therapy that saved him: James Middleton suffered in silence as his mental health deteriorated. He described feeling he was a ‘complete failure’ as his depression spiralled. Just last year, James was diagnosed with Attention Deficit Disorder (ADD) . . .58 

			This kind of reporting could be said to normalise what is, in health terms, a serious abnormality. Wokeness does not simply reduce the shame associated with mental illness, it implies that it is something to be proud of and even that it should be central to a mentally ill person’s identity. 

			In fact, worse than normalising it, it helps to foster a culture in which having a mental illness or even a personality disorder provides a person with a kind of status in the grievance hierarchy, further incentivising them to fail to suppress certain kinds of symptoms, such as strong negative emotions. This is a particular problem in light of evidence that Freudian ideas about it being inherently positive to express your emotions and discuss your traumas are not accurate. It appears that mental health is actually improved via the suppression of unwanted negative thoughts.59 In other words, the British “stiff upper lip” is adaptive and our eschewing it would be predicted to worsen mental health. In addition, people are inclined to imitate celebrities, inducing more and more people to fail to control and suppress their negative emotions. 

			Mental Illness, Psychopathology 
and Immigration

			The failure to control those who have serious mental health difficulties appears to be a particular problem when it crosses over with high immigration, lax law enforcement and indoctrination with Woke ideas. Immigrants who are paranoid, due to schizophrenia for example, may be rendered even more paranoid by Woke culture telling them that all of their problems are the fault of white racism and white privilege. Immigrants to the West, especially from Africa, have markedly elevated levels of schizophrenia and bipolar disorder, both of which can lead to paranoid delusions.60 They also have elevated levels of psy chopathic personality when compared to Europeans.61 We can see how this can lead to them despising the native population to the extent that, during a psychotic episode, they may attack random natives and even the children of random natives, perceiving the natives as inherently dangerous to them. They are also simply more likely, on average, to be violent and aggressive whether they are immigrants themselves or the descendants of immigrants. 

			There have been a number of instances of this kind of interaction, most recently in Dublin in November 2023, where the Algerian knifeman who stabbed 5 people including 3 young children was described as having had a “psychotic episode.”62 He had already come to police attention due to possession of a knife and damage to a car.63 Theodore Johnson (b. 1953), a black British man, killed his wife in 1981 by pushing her over a balcony and killed a partner in 1993 via strangulation. In both instances, his psychiatric conditions meant he was found guilty of manslaughter on the basis of diminished responsibility. In January 2024, he pleaded guilty to beating and murdering a third partner, Angela Best (1965–2016). Johnson then threw himself in front of a train but survived.64 Put simply, a violent society is created and this can be expected to induce ethnocentric behaviour, in so far as such behaviour is instinctive, which it appears to be because, like religiosity, it is elevated at times of  stress, such as under conditions of mortality salience.65

			The increasing presence in society of those who are mentally ill may induce a further selection pressure, beyond the violence that may be associated with it and its consequences. There is a high heritability to conditions such as depression but, even so, there is a robust environmental component.66 Being around people who are depressed can, in effect, spread depression and suffering from depression is itself associated with a sense of meaninglessness and, perhaps consequently, with not desiring to have any children.67 Such a system would be likely to have some kind of genetic impact, favouring those who were strongly genetically resistant to “catching depression” as it spreads around society as a contagion. The term contagion is, perhaps, highly relevant. Indeed, we might argue that those who were not predisposed to avoid socialising with the mentally ill would increasingly succumb to the surrounding mood of depression even if they were relatively mentally healthy themselves. Liberal attitudes towards drugs likely make this situation even worse. High strength marijuana, for example, worsens conditions such as depression and schizophrenia and can increase paranoia.68 

			Transgenderism and Violence

			What about protecting young women from rape and other forms of sexual assault? The Irish comedy writer Graham Linehan (b. 1968) has been thoroughly cancelled from the UK comedy industry and, in essence, persecuted for daring to high light a serious problem in this regard:69 Woke policies and the runaway individualism behind them mean that biological males can simply identify as females and, therefore, use women’s facilities (including loos and communal changing rooms) even if they remain “intact” and have penises, as occurred in California where they have been able to use women’s changing rooms.70 There have even been cases of these “transwomen” being jailed in women’s prisons and sexually assaulting the inmates, as also occurred in California.71 In 2017, a convicted rapist and paedophile was sent to a female prison in Yorkshire because he had started identifying as female. While in prison there, he sexually assaulted two inmates,72 with the prosecution barrister noting that, “Her penis was erect and sticking out the top of her trousers.”73

			On 5th May 2022, Kurtis Mawson (b. 2002) “was spotted inside female toilets near the Odeon at Millburngate shopping centre in Durham [in northeast England].” He was inside a closed cubicle and was standing on the toilet looking into the next cubicle . . . When challenged with what he is doing in a women’s toilet he said: “Just chilling.” He then said he was there as he identified as female. When police arrested him, they found him  in possession of a mobile phone and a digital camera. He had recorded footage of women using the toilet.”74 In other words, young girls must be placed in extremely unsafe and humiliating situations for the sake of Woke policies; a more dangerous world must be created for them. 

			These problems cannot even be properly or clearly reported because, under Woke pressure, newspapers will effectively censor the fact that the perpetrator is a biological male with headlines such as “South Shields woman pleads not guilty to depositing soiled nappies at three Tyneside nurseries.” Only reading the article—and looking at the photo of “her”—reveals the empirical truth.75 Sometimes, reporters will entirely omit this information. In February 2024, BBC television news reported that Scarlet Blake (b. 1998), who “previously went by the name Fangze Wang and later Alice Wang”,76 and who had also “live-streamed a video strangling, skinning and dissecting a cat before dumping its body in a blender” and who had murdered a random stranger, was a transwoman, referring to the Chinese person who lived in Oxfordshire, instead, as a “woman.”77 In 2021, Clare Goodier (b. 1961), of Northwich in Cheshire, was found guilty of having sex with a dog and photographing herself so doing. Goodier also had convictions for possessing child pornography. The report of this case, in the Daily Mirror, gave  no indication, other than the photograph, that this was not a biological female.78 

			Wokeness turns civilization on its head. Civilization creates an artificial warm period, or zoo, in which survival is easier and in which it is easier to have surviving offspring. Wokeness artificially creates purifying selection in which genes that might be deleterious to the ethnic group are, in effect, removed. In this sense, Wokeness can be seen to be pursuing negative eugenics for the ethnic in-group. As we will explore in more detail later, though it is worth noting here, it also implements “positive eugenics” by boosting the social capital of the group which is relatively resistant to Woke ideas. Those who are extremely attached to Woke ideas, and so likely to be very high in mutational load, have, in effect, made dating easier by very conspicuously signalling that they are Woke, and that they are likely, therefore, anti-natalist. Parents can simply ask themselves, “Are my daughter’s friends a good influence on her? Do any of them have unnatural coloured hair?” However, Wokeness also means that, should civilization collapse into chaos as it periodically seems to,79 the group that adopted Wokeness will, ultimately, manage to survive. Wokeness will have purged humanity, or at least partly purged that group of members who have a low fitness factor, at least among the more intelligent members of that group, and intelligence is a known predictor of surviving harsh conditions.80 

			Collapsing Intelligence 
and Its Consequences

			There is abundant evidence that we were selecting for intelligence up until the Industrial Revolution as intelligence predicted the ability to accrue resources and thus to ensure that  your offspring had a better chance of survival in an ecology that was at or over carrying capacity. This was particularly important as it became continuously colder between about 1300 and 1700 making life increasingly competitive. The wealthier 50 per cent of people in seventeenth century England had about double the completed fertility of the poorer 50 per cent, based on analysis of parish records. In line with this selection, we became more literate, numerate and inventive up to about 1800 and even our heads grew in size.81 We are now selecting against intelligence and have been since about 1900. There is a weak negative association between intelligence and fertility in many Western samples and it has been found that numerous proxies for intelligence indicate a decline. Among native populations alleles associated with very high education levels are decreasing in prevalence across generations,82 reaction times are getting longer,83 per capita major innovation has declined since a peak in 1870,84 colour discrimination has gotten worse85 and use of high order words, indicative of complex thinking, has declined in representative texts.86 

			It might be argued that per capita major innovation has declined because we have already picked all of the “low hanging fruit.” However, innovation involves making original connections between aspects of the information that is already available. Fruit is only “high hanging” for those of relatively low intelligence. It might also be argued that though the per capita number of geniuses is declining this will be offset by an increasing population where there are more relatively intelligent people. This is simply inaccurate. We may be losing as much as 1 IQ point per decade.87 A 3 point IQ drop halves the number of people with an IQ of above 130, leading to a collapse in genius, and, moreover, it has been shown that the intelligence of society’s smart fraction matters far more than its average intelligence when it comes to maintaining all of the aspects of civilization, as it is they who are running the society.88 Indeed, it has been found that the number of scientists required to double the speed of technology has itself doubled since 1979.89 

			Much more recently, since about 1997, IQ scores have been found to be in decline. This was originally cloaked by a massive rise in specialised abilities, due to society encouraging analytical thinking to a greater extent, which overwhelmed everything else on IQ tests which were an imperfect measure of g. This showed up as an IQ rise in each cohort since the 1930s, known as the Flynn Effect, after American political scientist Jim Flynn (1934–2020). Once the phenotypic maximum for these abilities was attained, the IQ decline began to reveal itself and this was on g; on the most genetically influenced IQ subtests.90 And we seem to follow this cycle again and again. There is evidence that during the rise of the Roman Empire the prevalence of alleles associated with very high educational attainment was rising while it was falling around the time of the decline of Rome.91 The rise and fall of major per capita innovation during the period followed this pattern and it was noted during the decline that Rome was depopulating and the upper classes were not breeding.92

			Secondly, we must return to the issue of group-selection, which we discussed earlier in terms of an environmental effect. Wokeness can be understood to be effectively selecting for natalism. In a society with reliable contraception, those who are sufficiently intelligent to be able to use it only need to have children if they really want them and Wokeness may discourage all but the most genetically pro-natal from passing on their genes at all. The result will be genetic selection for natalists, a trait which has been shown to be partly heritable.93 This, of course, could lead to a massive population spike, to there being far too many people in relation to the resources available. However, Wokeness also brings about the situation where, among the elite, those who are breeding are highly group-oriented; high in the traits of positive and negative ethnocentrism. We have already seen that groups that are high in these traits tend to dominate other groups in evolutionary terms. So, Wokeness is helping to create an ethnocentric elite which will have the inclination, and physical and mental health, to battle against and to triumph over its enemies, inculcating what remains of the non-elite native society with its ideas. 

			Thirdly, Wokeness can be regarded as a partial explanation behind the collapse of a complex society back to harsher conditions. The central predictor of societal complexity, on numerous  measures ranging from education and law and order to health and even a functioning sanitation system, has been shown to be national level intelligence.94 By discouraging people from having children, Wokeness is, in particular, discouraging those who are more intelligent from having children, as we have already noted. The strong welfare systems, ultimately underpinned by Woke individually-oriented foundations, encourage fertility among the underclass, who have been shown to game this generous system in order to obtain as much money as possible, deliberately increasing fertility in response to financial incentives.95 As discussed earlier, according to UK data, when comparing families where both parents are working, where one parent is working, where both parents are on welfare, and where both parents are on welfare and police and social work interventions are required (the criminal underclass), only the latter has above replacement fertility.96 This sub-group can be expected to have the lowest average intelligence of all of those represented. In addition, Wokeness promotes large-scale immigration with no consideration given to the average IQ of the immigrants, with studies showing that it is considerably lower than that of the natives, as we discussed earlier.97 

			All of this is going to reduce the average IQ of the society, ultimately leading to a reversion to harsher conditions. Eventually, the health service, for example, will not be sustainable. Too many people will be making too many mistakes and there will be too many problems that people aren’t intelligent enough to solve, in a context in which more and more people will require the health service due to the correlation between low IQ and poor genetic health which we discussed earlier. 

			 Promoting Our Worst

			Wokeness is also promoting people to positions of influence not on merit but because they are part of certain protected or supposedly disadvantaged groups; the process of positive discrimination.98 This is in line with the idea known as Bio-Leninism: People are preferentially and overtly selected for positions of influence if they are members of groups that are in some way disadvantaged, including for biological reasons. Such people are especially loyal to the regime because they are entirely reliant on it for their position; they could not reach their position on merit.99 

			This came to prominence in 2024 when Claudine Gay 
(b. 1970), who it has been argued was manifestly “unqualified” and was obviously selected Harvard President “as a symbol for 
. . .  Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion,100 , was forced to resign from the presidency after her disastrous performance when grilled by American legislators as well as due to substantive accusations of numerous instances of plagiarism in her doctorate and published works.101 However, there are likely to be many cases of people in positions of management, due to tokenism, that could seriously impact public safety, such as running airports or police forces. This will lead to a kind of organised chaos which will make problems even harder to solve as those in positions of power increasingly make bad decisions. We might also expect to see a knock-on effect whereby highly intelligent people—who might be able to solve the problems facing society—would decreasingly wish to do so, as they rightly understand the entire system to be a kind of madness. They will correctly comprehend the highly negative impact which challenging the  madness will have on their finances and their personal life and increasingly choose not to become involved, further lowering the intellectual calibre of people involved in decision-making and resulting in yet more short-term, corrupt or generally bad decisions. 

			The Great Coming Apart

			It seems probable that the current breeding patterns in Western countries, among native people, will lead to a great “Coming Apart.” They will mean that, eventually, conservatives will not be able to ask people like Eliza out for a drink because people like Eliza—highly intelligent, white Leftists—will simply no longer exist. 

			Fertility is associated, on the one hand, with low intelligence, and we would expect such people to ultimately be absorbed into the non-native groups, for reasons we have already outlined. On the other hand, fertility is associated with K-strategy and, for this reason, with conservatism and religiosity. This is particularly clear when we look at those of relatively high intelligence: conservatism predicts sterility to a far lesser extent than does liberalism. So what we would be left with is a native society taken over by conservatives, and low IQ non-natives with varying degrees of native admixture; the kind of “pigmentocracy” that you find in many Latin American countries.102 

			In addition, people will mate assortatively across all of these traits following Genetic Similarity Theory, rendering the “Coming Apart” even more pronounced. Thus, in the UK, low IQ natives, who, anyway, tend to outbreed, will be absorbed into a black or South Asian Muslim (Pakistani and Bangladeshi) society, with the average IQ of these groups being around 90. By contrast Northeast Asians are more likely to be absorbed into the native society, with their average IQ being 107. The same may be true of Indians in the UK, whose average IQ is 99.103 However, this “Coming Apart” will occur in a context of declining intelligence even among natives. 

			This would ultimately lead to a collapse back into harsher conditions of Darwinian selection. As we have already discussed, those more likely to survive these conditions would be those who combined being highly intelligent and also highly group-oriented, though it is possible that there would also be periods of intermittent chaos which might select in favour, for example, of those who combined high intelligence with psychopathic traits, such as the ability and desire to exploit others. But the crucial point is that, from a variety of angles, Wokeness, for example among the English, can be understood to be changing the psychological and even physical nature of the English people. It is helping to create a highly intelligent yet also highly conservative and group-oriented sub-group which would be predicted to survive—indeed, be further selected for during—the collapse of civilization which Wokeness is also helping to bring about. 
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			Chapter Eight

			Wokeness, Evolution and the Forging 
of a New People

			Wokeness and Positive Eugenics

			Much of what we have explored so far is negative eugenics, but it could be argued that Wokeness also helps to bring about a kind of positive eugenics, the mating of genetically healthy people, of conservatives. Wokeness evidently creates a spectacle, indeed a kind of societal tyranny, by which conservatives are repelled and from which they are essentially exiled. This is likely to make many of them even more right wing and religious as one of the key predictors of religious fervour is a feeling of exclusion.1 The conservatives will, by necessity, rally against Wokeness, leading to a strong polarisation effect whereby conservatives will decreasingly wish to or be able to socialise with those who are not strongly conservative. Instead, these genetically healthy people will be much more likely to find each other and breed with each other, due to the process of assortative mating which we explored earlier. Accordingly, Wokeness, by preventing mating between left and right, helps to prevent mating between unhealthy and healthy people. At least among the more intelligent, the unhealthy will breed with each other, having a small number of children or one partner may discourage both from breeding at all.

			On the other hand, the healthy will be compelled, via social exclusion, to breed with each other in a form of Wokeness-in duced “positive eugenics.” And, of course, white ethnocentrism will also be increased by a feeling among whites that they are excluded. In effect, then, Wokeness either removes you from the gene pool or pushes you to the demonised “far right,” because you are inherently so if you oppose any aspect of Wokeness. Presumably, to even discuss the process which we are highlighting—to notice what the Woke are actually doing—is to render you a “conspiracy theorist” and “far right;” an advocate of the “Great Replacement” conspiracy theory whereby “elites” are deliberately replacing their native populations with immigrants, as set out by the French thinker Renaud Camus.2 The fact that you are socially excluded for even noticing this process makes it a lot easier for you to disconnect with mainstream society and join a growing ethnocentric societal subgroup, further evidencing the way in which Wokeness is creating this group. Moreover, it is clear that in the US at least, there are serious consequences if white people defend themselves from black crime or the threat of crime. In May 2020, a young white woman in New York’s Central Park felt threatened by a black man and called the police. She was filmed doing so; it went viral and she lost her job for “racism.”3 In February 2020, three men in Georgia tried to make a citizen’s arrest of a young black man, Ahmaud Arbery (1995–2020), whom they suspected of local burglaries. Arbery became violent and they shot him, they claimed, in self-defence. However, the prosecution insisted that they intended to kill the black man for malevolent reasons and they were duly found guilty of murder.4 

			We might expect such a group to eventually physically break away from mainstream society. In fact, this may be the final stage of Wokeness. The Woke may simply turn on any Europeans who are left within their borders and kill them, in a kind of anti-European terrorism conducted by the Woke and their  immigrant allies. If you think that is hyperbole then recall the behaviour of substantially white Woke mobs during the George Floyd riots of summer 2020. On 5th July 2020 in Indianapolis, Jessica Doty-Whitaker (1996–2020), a 24-year-old mother of a 3-year-old, was murdered by a mob of Black Lives Matter protestors because she dared to tell them that “All Lives Matter.”5 Eventually, insomuch as they are white and constantly competitively playing for status, we might expect the Woke to turn on each other, once they have eliminated all obvious enemies, and simply extinguish themselves: A kind of eugenic self-purgation, if you will. This is the end of the entire process, by which time we are likely to have renewed conditions of harsh Darwinian selection and an isolated European population that is high in the general fitness factor, and thus in ethnocentrism, and is prepared to triumph in the evolutionary group and individual selection battle that will rage under these conditions. 

			How Has Wokeness Arisen?

			Now, if this model is correct, or even feasible, it begs another question: How have the Woke arisen in evolutionary terms? Might they even be seen to have a purpose in evolutionary terms? 

			It is often argued that all behaviour can somehow be understood in evolutionary terms; it is either adaptive or it is a misfiring of something which is adaptive in a different context but is now maladaptive because one is in an evolutionary mismatch. Under harsh conditions with high levels of disease prevalence it is adaptive to engage in cousin marriage because it ensures that the gene complexes which render you adapted to those pathogens do not break up, meaning that at least some of your offspring will survive.6 Remove yourself to an environment with different or fewer pathogens and cousin marriage becomes far  less adaptive. You are elevating the likelihood of having children with harmful double doses of mutant genes and even those who don’t have these are no more likely to survive. In fact, they might be less likely to survive than if you had married a local who was better adapted to the new ecology. This is why there is such a problem with children with birth defects in Britain’s Pakistani communities. 

			Now, with Wokeness it might similarly be argued that it is a misfiring of adaptive behaviour. It is adaptive, especially for those who are unattractive or high in negative feelings, to virtue-signal about harm-avoidance and equality. Once this becomes the dominant set of values, it is adaptive to socially conform to them and to competitively signal your adherence to them. This behaviour is adaptive because it allows one to achieve status and gain resources and, until relatively recently, it was these kinds of people who were sexually selected for and whose offspring were more likely to survive. This is all adaptive, as long as you actually have children. However, in our evolutionary mismatch, mortality salience—which predicts both religiosity and natalism—is so low that, in many people, the instinct to have children is not induced. As noted earlier, studies have shown that priming people with mortality salience, and actual mortality salience, makes people more pro-natal whereas priming them with materialism does the opposite.7 

			With individually-oriented foundations as the dominant set of values, people who already have a low natal desire can competitively signal until they are espousing not having children. Thus, we have a misfiring of something which is adaptive in other circumstances. However, those who are spreading these maladaptive ideas are relatively high in mutational load, as we have discussed, and they are discouraging others from engaging in adaptive behaviour. Antagonistic Narcissism (characterised by a desire to better others) is also associated with not wanting to have children, as are certain psychopathic traits, such as being selfish, as well as antagonistic Machiavellianism, which,  among other traits, involves a cynical disregard for others.8 

			Low mortality salience is one example of an evolutionary mismatch and its maladaptive consequences seem to be clear. However, there are many others. We are evolved to live with those who are genetically similar to ourselves. Thus, a multicultural society is an evolutionary mismatch and it can be expected to create dysphoria. Consistent with this, when people are shown photographs of strangers of a different race then the amygdala, the most primitive part of the brain and one associated with fight, fright and flight response, is activated. This is not the case when people are shown photographs of strangers of their own race.9 This implies that living in a multicultural society places inhabitants under constant stress. Any kind of complex technology can also be regarded as an evolutionary mismatch and it has been argued that increases in depression may be partly blamed on our being saturated with technology as should physical problems and illnesses associated with a sedentary lifestyle. As American philosopher David Skrbina has summarised:

			Psychologically, we suffer widely from illnesses that, to the best of our knowledge, were rarely seen in ancient times:  clinical depression, insomnia, suicide, bipolar disorders, dementia, anxiety, and numerous by-products of extreme mental stress. Nearly 15 per cent of the US population has a personality disorder. Some 26 per cent can be classified as mentally ill.10 

			Wokeness as a Fast Life History Strategy

			A second possibility is that Woke people, being ultimately individualists, are evolved to flourish in a situation of chaos.  Following this, we can argue that individualists are fast Life History Strategists who should be expected to create chaos because this is the ecology in which they are evolved to flourish. They are, therefore, engaging in adaptive behaviour. Their goal is to create total mayhem by questioning and undermining every structure, everything that is established, and this includes sowing confusion and dysphoria by questioning natalism and promoting anti-natalism, for example. Adopting anti-natalism can be understood as a misfiring of this desire to create a sense of chaos. 

			But the reality of many Woke activists is very different. Liberalism is associated with poor mental and physical health. Such people will be more reliant on the fruits of complex society, therefore, than will conservatives. For them to bring down a complex society is maladaptive for themselves, so this is not a convincing explanation for their behaviour. To be high in mutational load and to do what they do can, on some level, be understood as a form of self-sacrifice. If society reverts to harsher conditions, they will be disproportionately impacted. This really does leave us asking: Is Wokeness the behaviour of a maladaptive mind or is there something more profound occurring? 

			The Spiteful Mutant Model

			The Spiteful Mutant model would posit that Wokeness really is the self-destructive behaviour of a maladaptive mind.11 The term “spiteful mutant” was coined by the British biologist William Hamilton (1936–2000) in 1970 to refer to behaviour by group members that damages the group, though it may be useful to the individual in some way or to those who are genetically similar to him.12 For example, it might create a situation of chaos in which people like him can thrive even if he does not pass on his genes. It has been mathematically shown that this  is plausible when organisms are bunched together and cannot escape each other—this being the modern condition to a great extent.13 

			Following this view, the anti-natalist views of spiteful mutants are not a misfiring of something adaptive. They are simply maladaptive and perhaps there is a genetic component to them, though it would be extremely difficult to know if any given individual anti-natalist was such due to genetics, environment or a combination of these traits, as British biologist Michael Woodley of Menie and colleagues have noted.14 

			Freud’s Death Drive

			In essence, this follows Austrian psychiatrist Sigmund Freud’s (1856–1939) much debated idea that just as we have a drive and instinct for life—“Eros”—there may also be a drive and instinct for death, “Thanatos.” In effect, Freud averred that we have “life instincts,” such as survival, pleasure, and reproduction, but we also have a death instinct which is usually channelled outwards in terms of aggression and even the killing of others. Freud argued that humans have some kind of unconscious desire to die but that this is usually overwhelmed by their instinct to live. Sometimes, the death drive is directed inwards and manifests as self-harm, masochism and suicide.15

			Obviously, we would strongly select for this instinct for life which is why suicide is generally associated with very high mental instability, with mental disturbance.16 With the intense weakening of harsh conditions, we would expect a build-up of mutational load which would increasingly deviate from that which is adaptive. This would mean a growing number of people who have no evolutionary purpose at all; they are simply maladaptive. These people would be expected to have maladap tive drives, including a drive not to have children and even to actively hinder their own families and their own ethnic group, favouring other ethnic groups over their own. Interestingly, it has been shown that the moral circle of leftists—those with whom they identify—is more genetically distant from one’s self than is the case with conservatives. In other words, they might identify with a different ethnic group over their own, whereas conservatives will identify with their own ethnic group. This may be adaptive: collaborate with outsiders to gain individual power within your own group.17 These “spiteful mutants” would help to foster a culture that, once it reached a numerical tipping point, would be anti-natalist, spreading their anti-natalist, anti-ethnocentrism ideas even to people who had lower mutational load. In this sense, they would not merely be “mutants” but also “spiteful mutants”; they lead their group in a maladaptive direction; they follow a death drive. 

			Problems with the Spiteful Mutant Model

			There are, however, a number of problems with this model. It has become something of a meme online. If you particularly dislike a Woke person, especially if they’re physically unattractive and thus evidently high in mutational load, you mockingly label them a “spiteful mutant.” The implication is that they are of no worth; they are “genetic garbage.” This may be emotionally satisfying for some people, but let us really “problematize” this idea. We would expect those who are the highest in mutational load to be at the bottom of society, as low intelligence and poor physical and mental health all genetically correlate.18 

			Surely, if spiteful mutants are going to emerge at all then it is from this social class that they will emerge. Wokeness is not associated with this social class but, rather, with those who are much higher up the social hierarchy. Perhaps the Woke have relatively high mutational load by the standards of the middle class—which would be consistent with the evidence of their higher mental instability and their being less physically attrac tive—but the reasons why such people are “Woke” is, evidently, significantly environmental in nature, part of intelligent people being caught up in runaway individualism. It could be countered that in order to be “spiteful” one must be reasonably intelligent; one must be able to influence the culture and, as such, spiteful mutants must be high mutational load members of the higher social classes. It might further be noted that there is evidence that the Woke do not genuinely despise their own ethnic group. If they did, they would not want to live among them. Yet liberals are almost as likely as conservatives to have only white friends and are less likely than conservatives to have close non-white friends. The most racially segregated cities in the US also strongly tend to be the most liberal.19 However, presumably, they would be less “spiteful” if they didn’t live among their own group. 

			Social Classes as Breeding Castes

			Yet another counter argument involves a detour into the nature of social class. There is sound evidence that the heritability of socioeconomic status across generations is extremely high, around 0.8. There are two reasons for this. Firstly, based on English data from parish records and wills between 1600 and 2022, the heritability of the psychological traits which are associated with socioeconomic status—especially intelligence and personality—are very high; differences in them are mainly caused by genetics. Secondly, people tend to select for genetic similarity, especially with regard to highly genetic traits such as intelligence.20 

			Accordingly, there is a very strong degree to which social classes in England must be understood as separate breeding castes, almost as distinct ethnic groups. They are, to a very great extent, endogamous. What impact would the Industrial Revolution have on these social classes? With the introduction of inoculations, better medicine and generally improved conditions, it would reduce environmental harshness throughout society,  including among the lower classes but the process would begin with the higher classes. The lower classes would concomitantly be the most dysgenic21—the lowest in the pleiotropically related fitness traits, including intelligence—but also subject to the harshest conditions; the highest levels of child mortality. Under harsh conditions, this societal stratum would have been dying out every generation with the strata above it moving downwards to replace it. At the other end, the top societal stratum would have been expanding, becoming fitter, and emerging as a distinct social class. 

			The Industrial Revolution would have heavily interfered with this process. With reduced harshness, the bottom strata would not die off; indeed, it would expand, leading to more and more people with very poor genetic fitness. But it would take time for the benefits of Industrialization to trickle down to this social class. In the meantime, the benefits of Industrialization would be felt fairly quickly by the higher classes. Able to afford medicine and the best environment, their child mortality would fall extremely quickly, resulting in the relatively prompt emergence of mutants within this social class. Due to nepotism and inherited wealth, it would take time—perhaps many generations and the emergence of a more meritocratic society—for them and their possible descendants to descend into the lower classes. Before this could occur, such people would be able to start to push the culture in a maladaptive direction, especially once they reached a “tipping point” within the upper classes. Such people could even remain in the higher classes if they manifested the optimum balance between intelligence and antisocial traits, as do geniuses, for example. With weakened selection, there is a greater diversity and, thus, such improbable combinations—high intelligence (an adaptation to harshness) and psychopathic personality (an adaptation to unstable easiness)—would be more likely to manifest; though intelligence would be declining overall, for reasons we have already explored. These maladaptive ideas would then trickle down to the lower classes, after the tipping point. By this time, child mortality would be roughly  the same across all social classes and fertility would be weakly negatively associated with intelligence. You would thus have a highly dysgenic underclass that would be growing and growing, perhaps greatly outpacing the impact of dysgenics on the higher classes who, though subject to harsh Darwinian pressures for less time, were genetically fitter in the first place. This might explain the paradox of the lower classes being the least fit but spiteful mutants effectively having to emerge from the higher classes. 

			Can a Death Drive be Adaptive?

			But this still begs the question of how a “death drive” can possibly ever manifest in a previously healthy population. In response, it might be argued that some kind of “death drive,” at least at the individual level, can be adaptive at the group-level. The group that has the optimum number of members who are prepared to engage in self-sacrifice, such as during warfare, will be at an advantage over the one that does not. Indeed, the group that has an optimum number who don’t wish to have their own children—who instead invest these energies in the good of the group—will also be at an advantage over the group that does not. Fearlessness is associated with primary psychopathology while emotional dysregulation is associated with secondary psychopathology.22 These traits are associated with suicide.23 Thus, it will be advantageous to the group to contain an optimum number of psychopaths who can ultimately be induced to lay down their lives, to defend their in-group, inspire it or both. It will also be to the group’s advantage to have many people who obey authority up to and including risking their lives. Such obedience is hardwired into us to varying degrees.24 

			Of course, if the group flips over into runaway individualism  then such people can be induced to lay down their lives in a way which doesn’t benefit their genetic interests in any way, perhaps because they strongly obey authority, and they feel it gives them a sense of eternal status within their social group or because, being liberal, they strongly identify with an out-group. Thus, on 25th February 2024, active duty US airman Aaron Bushnell (1998–2024) burnt himself to death in front of the Israeli Embassy in Washington, DC to protest against the war in the Gaza Strip and the related treatment of the Palestinians. He shouted “Free Palestine!” as he burned.25 Bushnell was, seemingly, a supporter of the violent far left group Antifa.26 As we will see later, this can be regarded as someone high in mutational load altruistically removing himself from the gene pool, something which can be seen, ultimately, as in the interests of his ethnic group. 

			It is difficult to see what advantage there would be to having group members who collaborate with other groups. But one possibility is that there is an advantage to having an optimum number of individualists even in a strongly group-oriented society and psychopaths are, of course, individualists who, with the right direction, can be induced to kill themselves in a way that is helpful to the group. In addition, the genius, the kind of person who comes up with highly original and useful innovations that will benefit the group, tends to be highly anti-social, a fact to which we have previously alluded. All of this would seem to imply that the “Woke” are not simply maladaptive “spiteful mutants,” though some of them may well be.

			Overall, the reality is far more nuanced and many of them can be comprehended as a misfiring of something that is useful in evolutionary terms or a flipside of something that is useful in evolutionary terms. Sickle cell anaemia has remained in populations because its flipside is immunity to malaria; alleles that  might be associated with Wokeness have likewise remained in populations. But one of the difficulties even with this explanation for Wokeness is that we have already examined evidence that Wokeness is literally adaptive, in the long run, for the group that produces it: It ensures that the group once again becomes genetically healthy and group-oriented. Accordingly, it becomes more persuasive to aver that something like Wokeness is, somehow, necessary: that it is built into the very nature of human evolution that something like it must occur during periods of intensely weakened selection because if it doesn’t then the group just dies out. 

			What Happens When Wokeness 
Doesn’t Manifest?

			In that we know from history that entire ethnic groups do indeed die out, as did the Harla of Ethiopia,27 we can then start to understand Wokeness as a group-level adaptation that is playing out before our very eyes. Other groups may not have this adaptation to the same extent as the English. For example, the Japanese, appear to be in dysgenic fertility, based on proxy measures at the regional level, and also display extremely low fertility.28 As of 2023, 10 per cent of Japanese were over the age of 80 and almost 30 per cent were over 65, the highest percentage in the world.29 Its population, currently 124 million, is estimated to be 80 million by the year 2100, as it accepts very little immigration. Its birth rate is 1.26, with 2.07 being necessary to maintain population numbers.30 

			However, nothing akin to the Woke social revolution has  come to Japan. It is unclear why this is the case. One possibility is that, being relatively high in the trait Conscientiousness as they stereotypically are, the Japanese are, relative to Europeans, extremely rule-following and resistant to change. This will make them more conservative than Europeans, meaning that the tip-over into individually oriented values can only occur once a rather higher percentage of the population espouses them. A related possibility, for which data exists,31 is that they are simply higher in ethnocentrism than Europeans for various reasons including adaptation to a particularly harsh ecology, relative isolation and a relatively small gene pool. Consequently, even in relaxed conditions, East Asians would be less likely to throw up people who were adapted to extremely easy ecological conditions—individualists—who could then take control of the culture, ultimately leading to Wokeness. We saw earlier that the Japanese have relatively low levels of per capita genius. This is because, being adapted to a very harsh ecology, they have a small gene pool, meaning fewer IQ outliers and fewer unlikely genetic combinations. It also means relatively few people with sub-psychopathic traits, as the flipside of geniuses would be criminals and useless dreamers and these would be intolerable in a harsh ecology in which cooperation is vital. 

			To make matters worse, it has been argued that the Japanese are, overall, more K-oriented than Europeans on numerous measures including higher Conscientiousness and Agreeableness, later puberty, lower sexual promiscuity and later menopause.32 This would render them highly sensitive to their environment, as K-strategists are evolved to very specific niches, causing them to be especially maladaptive in an evolutionary mismatch, as evidenced in their very low fertility, and as evidenced in the rise of “herbivore men” who are completely uncompetitive and make no attempt to form relationships with  females.33 They also have higher average IQ than Europeans,34 a trait which, as we have seen, appears to be associated with environmental sensitivity. This would imply that, due to the absence of the ability to produce the death drive of Wokeness, the Japanese will be pushed to the brink of extinction, if civilization does not collapse and the unhealthy are not drawn into infertility. 

			Certainly, Wokeness is very strongly associated with the Anglophone World and, to a lesser extent, with Northern Europe. To see how it is an adaptation, let us think about what would happen to England if it didn’t have Wokeness. Many more people who are high in individualising values, high intelligence and poor genetic health would be having children. Consequently, the societal elite would remain highly individually-oriented for longer and would become increasingly genetically sick. When a period of resource-scarcity arrived, such a society would be much more likely to be completely overwhelmed and destroyed by a more group-oriented competitor. Worse still, if, as would eventually inevitably happen, such a sickly society, where everyone was reliant on modern technology, was hit by some unstoppable unnatural disaster or other, then the entire group, perhaps even the entire species, would die out, as nobody would be able to survive under historically normal conditions. We must be mindful of the fact that, even at the moment, we are breeding against genetic health. Those that are genetically healthy are increasingly not passing on their genes, not least because genetic health is associated with intelligence, and intelligence, in advanced societies, is weakly negatively associated with fertility.35 So, if such a situation continued indefinitely it really would be possible for an entire ethnic group to lack the genetic health to survive a natural disaster. Wokeness helps to ensure that this cannot happen; we simply cannot become this  genetically unhealthy.36

			Keeping the Species Healthy 
Across Time

			Accordingly, it may be that Wokeness is part of a process that keeps the species, or any sub-group within it, healthy across time, such that it oscillates around a kind of equilibrium. As Dutton has explored in his book The Naked Classroom, there is evidence that all animals fluctuate in terms of their population size, even if they have enough food and even if their environment doesn’t change.37 This has been found in mammals, birds, fish and insects.38 It is unclear why. One possibility is to avoid what is called outbreeding depression. If you mate with someone too genetically dissimilar from you then you are forcing alleles that aren’t used to working together in polygenic traits—traits where lots of genes cooperate to produce the effect—to cooperate, as we discussed earlier. This can mess up the trait; it can break up the gene complexes that keep you adapted to any given environment and which, therefore, keep you healthy. It can also lead to infertility, and it has been shown—from Icelandic data—that the sweet spot for fertility is to breed with your third or fourth cousin or genetic equivalent of them. Breeding with your second cousin or your fifth cousin involves lower fertility.39 Similarly, couples in the US who are of different races have more difficulty conceiving than do couples of the same race;40 possibly, in part, because the alleles do not recognize each other to the degree that they would if they were similar. This attraction to optimum genetic similarity is known as “assortative mating” and numerous species have been documented to engage in it, even quite simple species.41 

			This would imply that for a population to remain healthy, and fertile, it must avoid extreme outbreeding. As the population grows, it becomes increasingly genetically diverse and, therefore, increasingly unhealthy and decreasingly adapted to the ecology. If this goes on for too long, the population will become extinct, because it will no longer be adapted to its ecology. But it doesn’t go on for too long, because you get increasing infertility and individual animals increasingly do not want to breed with other—genetically different—members of the same species or subspecies. Also, as the population becomes denser and less healthy a massive disease outbreak becomes more likely. Under such conditions, the population collapses and the process begins all over again, with only the best adapted members of the population surviving. Crucially, however, the species survives, which is all that matters. This has been found even with fruit flies. They mate assortatively and when the population gets too high, the females lose interest in mating, desiring to wait for “Mr Right Fruit Fly,” perhaps one that is sufficiently genetically similar in an increasingly genetically diverse ecology. If he never comes, they won’t mate. Eventually, the fruit fly population collapses, and then off we go again.42 Something like this appears to happen with humans, though the precise dynamics of why are little understood. Perhaps plagues are set off at a certain level of density and poor genetic health, and this combines with the fact that people have become less and less in telligent and less and less healthy across time, leading to a sudden collapse of both civilization and of population. In the case of the artificial warm period of civilization, one would assume, however, that rising mutational load was far more significant to a population collapse than a gradual process of outbreeding depression. 

			It may also be that as weakened conditions allow us to become more genetically diverse, K-strategists increasingly fail to find what they are waiting for—someone optimally genetically similar to them, in whose offspring adaptive gene complexes will be maintained—and, thus, don’t breed, leading to a fall in population and the return to a population better adapted to the ecology. However, it could be argued that the internet has allowed people who are genetically similar to very easily find each other even in a genetically diverse ecology. 

			Wokeness in Other Civilizations

			Could Wokeness reflect something like this process? In other words, the group will expand in size under the weakened Darwinian conditions which its intelligence allows it to create, and will become extremely high in mutational load. But the very nature of those who are high in mutational load will, eventually, force it back to having very low mutational load, as well as other group-level adaptive traits, ensuring that the group of which they are a part remains adaptive across time. The more the group expands, and the higher the mutational load becomes, the more superficially bizarre, in historical terms, the behaviour of the “mutants” will be. The anti-natalist Gnostic sects that arose during the autumn of Roman civilization—when there was sanitation, abundant food and proto-medicine and when it was noted that high status males weren’t breeding, people were highly open to foreigners, females were increasingly breaking the rules and homosexuality was increasingly acceptable, though the latter reversed when Rome became Christian43—were clearly almost “normal” compared to what we are dealing with today. But this is because the human zoo which the Roman Empire managed to create was nothing compared to the one which Western Civilization has created; it was practically a Safari Park. 

			Gnostic sects emerged with strongly anti-natalist beliefs, preaching that the world is Satan’s province and that nobody should have children at all because doing so is bringing people into a diabolical world created by the Devil.44 For example, the Phibionites believed this world was separated from the divine realm by 365 heavens. To reach the divine realm, they had to pass through each of these twice. These realms were guarded by an “Archon” and they would only be granted safe passage if they called out the secret name of the Archons while having sex. The Phibionites believed that humans have the divine seed trapped within the physical body, and this must be liberated in order to return to the higher realms of Heaven. This seed is passed on through male semen and through female menstrual blood. To allow the seed to develop in the woman’s womb into another human being is to perpetuate the cycle of being trapped in an evil world, so they opposed procreation. They would, therefore, have sex and then withdraw, collecting the semen and the menses, mixing them together, and ingesting them as a Eucharist. This group would have divine orgies in which they could ingest Christ—the spiritual essence—via semen, menses, and a combination of the two. These accounts may be embellished, but they illustrate the extent to which many of these early Christian sects, though not the eventually dominant ones, were non-Patriarchal, focused on individual pleasure, anti-natalist, sexually libertine, and Nihilistic.45 In other words, they had much in common with Wokeness. 

			These same phenomena—decline in traditional religiosity which upheld adaptive behaviour as divinely mandated, sterility (especially among the higher classes), feminism, multiculturalism and acceptance of immigrants, acceptance of homosexuality and so forth—were observed during the decline of Athens,  Rome and Baghdad, with senators asking Emperor Augustus what could be done about upper class females refusing to obey the traditional patriarchal rules or female imams being appointed.46

			Feminism and the Decline of Civilization

			Bronski has argued that we can conceive of an essential “leftism factor” which is composed of scales of feminism, homosexuality and anti-racism, with these attitudes strongly correlating.47 He also observes that the decline of asabiyyah (defined below) that occurs in later stage empires always appears to go hand in hand with the rise of feminism, tolerance of homosexuality and tolerance of foreigners. Feminism, he argues, leads to decreased fertility and increased sexual selection by females. Bronski explores the way in which the English anthropologist J. D. Unwin (1895–1936) examined these relationships in his book Sex and Culture. Unwin analysed 80 tribes and 6 major civilizations from around the world: Rome, Babylon, Athens, the Anglo-Saxons, the British Empire, and Sumerians. He found that in each case when civilizations were at their peak there was what Unwin called “absolute monogamy.” In each case, the fall of the civilisation was associated with the dissolution of absolute monogamy and the rise of female sexual selection—women becoming empowered and having more of a say in their own marriages—and a concomitant reduction in fertility.48 According to Unwin:

			In its full rigour this institution has never been tolerated for very long … [in all civilizations] reforms were introduced into the legal position of married women. From a position of complete subjection and legal nonentity they succeeded to the status of free and equal citizens, being able to hold property, to trade, and to contract. They  were granted the power of testamentary disposition, and finally took their place in society on a complete equality with men.49

			In each instance, where women became sufficiently powerful that they were permitted consensual marriage, rather than marriage arranged by their male relatives, there was a collapse in population:

			The same changes were made successively by the Sumerians, Babylonians, Athenians, Romans, Anglo-Saxons, and Protestant English. These societies lived in different geographical environments; they belonged to different racial stocks; but the history of their marriage customs is the same. In the beginning each society had the same ideas in regard to sexual regulations. Then the same struggles took place; the same sentiments were expressed; the same changes were made, the same results ensued … its energy decreased, and [it] faded away. The one outstanding feature of the whole story is its unrelieved monotony.50

			As we have seen, in each major case, this is also paralleled by a liberalisation in attitudes towards homosexuality and foreigners. The upper class sterility parallels what we are seeing today and may reflect the same underlying process whereby mortality salience is reduced in civilization and intelligent people are more environmentally sensitive meaning that they require a more precise evolutionary match for their evolved instincts to hit in correctly.

			It has been argued that the reduction in selective pressures occasioned by relatively complex civilizations contributes to behavioural change in the population over about 10 to 40 generations. This behavioural change is conceptualised as a decline in asabiyyah, a term coined by Arab thinker Ibn Khaldun which approximately translates to “groupishness.” Russian researcher Peter Turchin has theorised that asabiyyah increases via group selection over 10 to 40 generations, leading to the formation of  empires. However, empires then reduce group-selection, leading to the genetic decay of the founding group and their displacement by one that has more recently been subject to harsh conditions. Empire decline, he showed, takes between 10 and 40 generations and 90 per cent of empires are formed on “meta-ethnic frontiers,” implying that the members are formed via harsh group selection.51 Another study has also noted the decline in binding words and the rise in individualising words in representative texts between the year 1800 and the year 1999.52 

			But returning to our central point, if this model of Wokeness is correct, then the most extreme Woke activists are not “spiteful mutants” at all. They are, in a sense, “eugenic mutants,” “group-selected mutants” or “altruistic mutants” whose evolutionary purpose is to help purge the group of those who would be maladaptive under harsh conditions, including themselves, and even to return the group to those conditions, such that the group remains genetically healthy across time and, ultimately, survives. To misquote English biologist Richard Dawkins, they exemplify “The Selfless Gene.”53 If this model is correct, then the purpose of Wokeness is to ensure that the group is, to a great extent, returned to the remnant pre-Industrial Revolution normal population: People who are genetically, healthy, intelligent, group-oriented, conservative and religious in the traditional sense. If this model is correct, the Woke are, surely, not to be condemned, at least if those are the kinds of people you wish your society to be dominated by.
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			Chapter Nine

			Altruistic and Non-Altruistic Mutants

			Who Are the Altruistic Mutants? 
Andrea Dworkin

			How, then, do we identify “altruistic” as opposed to other kinds of mutants? As already observed, it is very difficult to know if an individual who displays behaviour patterns that might be a reflection of mutation does so due to mutation, environmental insults or a combination of both. However, we would suggest that the feminist philosopher Andrea Dworkin (1946–2005) is likely to be an example of an altruistic mutant, as Dutton has analysed, though as a spiteful mutant, in his book Witches, Feminism and the Fall of the West.1 Dworkin is an altruistic mutant because her philosophy helps to purge the group of all of those who are not relatively high in the general fitness factor. She is precisely the kind of Woke female whom you might wish to take for a drink. 

			Dworkin, the archetypal Radical Feminist, was born in Camden, New Jersey, in 1946, to a Jewish family.2 Her father was a school teacher and a socialist, which is congruous with the relatively high heritability of political viewpoint, and her mother was a campaigner for legal abortion.3 In other words, at least  with Dworkin’s leftism there is likely to be a significant heritable component in place, rendering it more likely that Dworkin’s aberrance is significantly genetic, not simply a matter of environmental insults, so we can talk of her being a mutant. Aged 9, so she claimed, Dworkin was molested by a male stranger in a cinema.4 So began her life of negative sexual experiences with men. According to her autobiography, when Dworkin was at “junior high school” (thus aged about 11 to her teens) she had a male “pedophilic” teacher who “liked little girls, especially little Jewish girls” and she had a “sexualized relationship” with him, as did a number of Dworkin’s Jewish female friends.5 Apparently, this teacher “drew me pictures of all the sex acts, including oral and anal sex . . . He suggested I become a prostitute . . .” Dworkin implies that this teacher persuaded her and her friends to do quasi-sexual things together for his titillation: 

			. . . he created configurations of sex and love that manipulated, sexualized, and intensified our friendships with each other—it was a menage a quatre; he knew what each of us wanted and there he was dangling it and if you were part of his sexual delight he’d give you a taste.6

			What these girls wanted was time with him, however: 

			He fucked one of us on graduation night and kept up an abusive relationship with her for years. I almost committed suicide at sixteen because I didn’t think he loved me, though he later assured me that he did in a hot and heavy phone call.7 

			Aged ten, Dworkin moved from Camden to the suburbs, specifically Cherry Hill, New Jersey.8 Dworkin went to a private Liberal Arts College: Bennington College in Vermont. While there, in 1965, she attended Anti-Vietnam protests and was ar rested during one such protest in front of the United Nations in New York. Taken to prison at the New York Women’s House of Detention, Dworkin claimed that prison medics performed a rough internal examination on her which meant that she bled for days subsequently. She testified about this in front of a grand jury, making international news headlines. However, the grand jury declined to indict those whom she accused of medical malpractice.9 Dworkin then took a year-long sabbatical in Crete to write a novel and some poetry before returning to college.10 There she continued to campaign against the Vietnam War, as well as against the college’s student code of conduct, against the lack of availability of contraception on campus, and for the legalisation of abortion.11 

			Dworkin graduated from Bennington College in 1968 and moved to the Netherlands, specifically to Amsterdam, to live with a group of anarchists. She married one of these anarchists, later claiming that he raped her and also physically abused her, sometimes until she passed out. According to Dworkin, her ex-husband stalked her throughout the country and she eventually began living with another American feminist who was also living in Holland. This woman introduced Dworkin to the most extreme radical feminist ideas.12 

			Dworkin returned to America in 1972. Thereafter, she was effectively a full time feminist writer and activist and became famous in this capacity, especially with her campaign against pornography. Dworkin began a relationship, of sorts, with John Stoltenberg in 1974 and they married in 1998, though she always insisted that she was a lesbian and he insisted that he was gay.13 She created controversy in the year 2000, while regularly writing for The Guardian, when she claimed to have been drugged and raped in a hotel room in Paris the previous year,14 with it coming to light that she had likely fabricated the  entire story. Accordingly, it is very difficult to know if anything she writes of her childhood is true; she may simply have been a fantasist. Dworkin became a recluse for two years after this and eventually died of heart problems aged 58. She never had children. 

			A piece about Dworkin just after she died, in The Guardian, provides a reasonable summary of her views, through a series of quotations.15 With regard to crime she asserted that, “I really believe a woman has the right to execute a man who has raped her.” Rape is clearly an appalling crime and most people would agree that those found guilty of it should be severely punished. But what Dworkin is calling for here is anarchy. If a man rapes a woman, then that woman should have the legal right to track him down and kill him or, otherwise, presumably, pay others to assassinate him for her. In effect, Dworkin is espousing the breakdown of law and order, something which would produce a society marked by chaos.

			With regard to romance, Dworkin claimed that, “In seduction, the rapist often bothers to buy a bottle of wine.” This implies, in effect, that all men who are interested in having sex, and thus procreating, should be viewed as rapists. Moreover, according to Dworkin, it seems that all inter-gender sexual intercourse inherently involves the rape of a female. If she has been “seduced,” through the male advertising his status and behaving in a chivalrous manner, it is as much rape as if the woman was grabbed off the street and sexually assaulted in a dark alleyway. In effect, Dworkin is arguing that sex, for women, is always rape and if they consent to it then they must have been manipulated. This being so, she wants to stop men and women who love each other from expressing intimacy through sexual intercourse, she wants to stop people having sex at all, and, following this, she is an anti-natalist whose policies would lead to the death of humanity or, rather, to strong selection for those who are able to resist her influence. 

			Indeed, Dworkin stated this more directly in discussing sexual intercourse itself: “Intercourse remains a means, or the means, of physiologically making a woman inferior: commu nicating to her, cell by cell, her own inferior status . . . pushing and thrusting until she gives in.”16 Dworkin argued that sex is inherently degrading to women because their being penetrated inherently involves their submitting to the male and permitting him dominance over them:

			She learns to eroticize powerlessness and self-annihilation. The very boundaries of her own body become meaningless to her, and even worse, useless to her. The transgression of those boundaries comes to signify a sexually charged degradation into which she throws herself, having been told, convinced, that identity, for a female, is there—somewhere beyond privacy and self-respect.17

			Women always degrade themselves if they have sex with men. Therefore, it can be inferred, they should not do so. Dworkin is fairly clear about this extension of her logic.

			Intercourse appears to be the expression of that contempt [held by men for women] in pure form, in the form of a sexed hierarchy; it requires no passion or heart because it is power without invention articulating the arrogance of those who do the fucking. Intercourse is the pure, sterile, formal expression of men’s contempt for women; but that contempt can turn gothic and express itself in many sexual and sadistic practices that eschew intercourse per se. Any violation of a woman’s body can become sex for men; this is the essential truth of pornography. So freedom from intercourse, or a social structure that reflects the low value of intercourse in women’s sexual pleasure, or intercourse becoming one sex act among many entered into by (hypothetical) equals as part of other, deeper, longer, perhaps more sensual lovemaking, or an end to women’s inferior status because we need not be forced to reproduce (forced fucking frequently justified by some implicit biological ne cessity to reproduce) . . .18

			Dworkin is arguing that heterosexual sex is inherently bad and proposing that one way round it is to not reproduce at all. Humanity should come to an end. Dworkin, though, had a tendency to make extreme statements—presumably for shock value—and then nuance them, in a verbose manner, when challenged. Thus, in response to the quite reasonable conclusion that she thought all sex was rape, Dworkin stated:

			If you believe that what people call normal sex is an act of dominance, where a man desires a woman so much that he will use force against her to express his desire, if you believe that’s romantic, that’s the truth about sexual desire, then if someone denounces force in sex it sounds like they’re denouncing sex. If conquest is your mode of understanding sexuality, and the man is supposed to be a predator, and then feminists come along and say, no, sorry, that’s using force, that’s rape—a lot of male writers have drawn the conclusion that I’m saying all sex is rape.19 

			This is a clever tactic. It allows you to espouse your view and then claim, when anybody critiques that view, that you have been “taken out of context,” or that they are engaging in a “straw man argument” or that they have “oversimplified” your views. But such views have not been distorted by the critic. They have been fairly represented, Dworkin has received negative feedback, so she has attempted, in a profound-sounding way, to deflect the criticism. 

			There are many other ways in which Dworkin appeared to contradict herself. For example, she claimed to be a rabid opponent of paedophilia, espousing anarchy in dealing with it:

			Women have the right to avenge crimes on their children. A woman in California shot a paedophile who abused her son; she walked into the court and killed him there and then. I loved that woman. It is our duty as women to find ways of supporting  her and others like her. I have no problem with killing paedophiles.20 

			Yet she seemed to also advocate child abuse. In 1974, Dworkin wrote:

			The parent–child relationship is primarily erotic because all human relationships are primarily erotic . . . The incest taboo, because it denies us essential fulfilment with the parents whom we love with our primary energy, forces us to internalize those parents and constantly seek them. The incest taboo does the worst work of the culture . . . The destruction of the incest taboo is essential to the development of cooperative human community based on the free-flow of natural androgynous eroticism.21 

			Dworkin sued when, based on these statements, she was accused of defending incest, claiming the accusation was defamatory. As it was obviously “fair comment,” she lost the case.22 Dworkin, at various points, advocated incest and paedophilia—doing harm to children. 

			Even those who supported Dworkin conceded that she was physically repellent, congruous with high mutational load. Katherine Viner wrote in The Guardian that: 

			For many, Dworkin was famous for being fat. She was the stereotype of the Millie Tant feminist made flesh—overweight, hairy, un-made-up, wearing old denim dungarees and DMs or bad trainers—and thus a target for ridicule. The fact that she presented herself as she was—no hair dyes or conditioner, no time-consuming waxing or plucking or shaving or slimming or fashion—was  rare and deeply threatening; in a culture where women’s appearance has become ever more defining, Dworkin came to represent the opposite of what women want to be. “I’m not a feminist, but ...” almost came to mean, “I don’t look like Andrea Dworkin but . . .23

			“Millie Tant” is a feminist cartoon character in the British satirical magazine Viz. Viner quotes British commentator Mimi Spencer as having written:

			“The only visibly hairy woman at the forefront of feminism today appears to be Andrea Dworkin, and she looks as though she neither waxes nor washes, nor flushes nor flosses, and thus doesn’t really count.” She didn’t count because of how she looked; she only cared about rape because no man could fancy her.

			Indeed, for many Dworkin’s hideousness made it difficult to believe her claims that she was raped in a Paris hotel in 1999, after being drugged by her young bar-tender, who must have spiked her drinks. According to Dworkin, she had some drinks, blacked out, and, when she woke up, realised she’d been raped, even though she had no memory of having been raped.24 One interpretation is that she was suffering from a very serious episode of depression,25 something which would again be congruous with high mutational load, especially when her appearance is also taken into account. 

			 Altruistic Mutants in Everyday Life

			In everyday life, the most extreme altruistic mutants are likely to be fairly easily physically identifiable. As has been discussed in the short book How to Judge People By What They Look Like,26 you cannot infer character from one particular physical trait but when they all manifest in one individual then, at the very least, you have a reasonable case on which to make a judgement. If a person is short, has an unattractive face and adds to this tattoos and unnatural coloured hair then it becomes not unlikely that you are dealing with an altruistic mutant, as tattoos and especially unnatural coloured hair robustly correlate with depression. In nature, poisonous animals advertise this fact via aposematism; bright colours which tell you to stay away; they are dangerous. 

			Extreme Woke activists are engaging in the same tactic except, unlike the working class heavy metal enthusiasts whom they imitate, they are not physically dangerous; they are weak and frightened, being high in Neuroticism. Thus, they present themselves in such a way as to make you frightened of them; they are “mimics,” just as a hoverfly mimics a wasp. High in Neuroticism, they are plagued by a sense of emptiness and attempt to deal with this by creating a very strong sense of identity—via standing out and eliciting a reaction—to assuage these negative feelings.27 It can also be argued that they are creating dysphoria, they are creating an evolutionary mismatch for the broader society, by inducing, at the very least, a sense of disgust among those who have to see them. They are helping to promote Wokeness, which will be imbibed by all but the fittest on average, and, in general, they will not be passing on their own genes. 

			Above all an altruistic mutant must be recognised by her zealous puritanism and life-long devotion and consistency to “the Cause.” They are true believers; not cynically going along with the new-zeitgeist for self-gain; rather they are the ones that are mostly pushing the boundaries and inventing new frontiers for  Wokeness. Their incredibly intense neurotic mental state is powerfully channelled into a fervour of political and cultural activity that never stops and never tempers. Their demeanour mirrors religious and nationalist fanatics because, like them, they are “secretly” highly group selected. We must distinguish these kinds of people from the more casual and self-interested “non-altruistic mutants.”

			Who Are the Non-Altruistic Mutants?

			We might understand the non-altruistic mutants, at least among the more intelligent, to be those who are sufficiently high in mutational load to be drawn into Wokeness and even to implement it, but to not actually be an altruistic mutant themselves. They may well have elevated mutational load, of the kind that deviates from the pre-Industrial norm, but it won’t be so obvious either in what they look like nor in their behaviour. To a great extent, such people would simply be extreme individualists who are high in Dark Triad traits, such as Narcissism and Machiavellianism, and are attracted to Wokeness precisely because they have this kind of psychology. However, they will display clear indicators of mutational load. 

			Perhaps a good example of a non-altruistic mutant would be Justin Trudeau (b. 1971), who became Prime Minister of Canada in 2015. Culturally-appropriated costume dressing extraordinaire: his infamously inconsistent record of adherence to Woke moral taboos speaks for itself—as does his generally cool demeanour and slick appearance. Rich, good-looking, born into the elite; he is the father of three equally handsome and healthy white children. He has so evidently gotten to be the “Leader of the Woke World” by Machiavellian political manoeuvring that it hardly requires analysis. A true altruistic mutant has practically the exact opposite profile of Justin Trudeau: a shrill and shrieking unattractive neurotic, single and childless, who lives and breathes anger in a fanatical service to a divine will that says everything must be overturned and disrupted. Nevertheless, Trudeau’s background is marked by serious depression which, as we have discussed, is strongly heritable. His mother, Margaret, suffered from depression and bipolar disorder and her marriage to Trudeau’s father, who was himself Prime Minister of Canada, fell apart in 1977 while Justin Trudeau was only six years old. Trudeau said in an interview: “I was looking over old  pictures of my mom and we sort of pointed out to her, ‘Oh, mom your hair was really short that day,’ or ‘You look thin,’ and she was like ‘Oh yeah, I was really fighting depression at that moment.’”28 A fast life history, marked by Neuroticism, low Agreeableness and low Conscientiousness is associated with family breakdown,29 certainly when intelligence is controlled for. The fact that he was from a highly educated family, with implicitly relatively high intelligence, would imply that the breakdown is associated with fast life history personality traits. 

			According to some sources, Trudeau himself suffers from depression and even attempts to deal with this via drug use, specifically cocaine.30 Certainly, Canadian clinical psychologist Jordan Peterson has concluded that Trudeau is a Narcissist,31 which shouldn’t be surprising as evidence indicates that senior politicians are strongly elevated in this characteristic.32 Trudeau claims to be committed to feminism and abortion rights, was the first Canadian Prime Minister to march in a Gay Pride parade, has introduced medically assisted dying and has strongly increased immigration. In other words, he has been very much drawn into Woke ideas but it is quite possible that such a personality type would be drawn into conservative ideas if these were the dominant set of values. 

			In many ways, Trudeau, therefore, embodies what we might call the average Woke person: somewhat elevated in Neuroticism and related Dark Triad traits; an individualist who competitively socially conforms and, as an individualist, may be  somewhat elevated in mutational load, though not enough for it to be obvious from first sight. Think of reasonably attractive or average-looking women that go on Black Lives Matter marches, for example, or, more significantly, the weak-looking men who join them. Females, being much higher in social anxiety and thus outward conformity, are likely to be considerably genetically healthier than the males who become drawn into these activities. Within this sub-group, we might suggest that, controlling for intelligence, those who are higher in mutational load would be more likely to be drawn into full negative consequences of the Woke ideology; they would fail to pass on their genes via a number of means including voluntarily renouncing having children, leading a sexually promiscuous lifestyle until it was too late to have children or being focused on materialistic concerns until it was too late to have children. It should not be forgotten, however, that even under harsh conditions there was group-level use for a small number of people with Dark Triad traits, so it follows that there will be some people who follow Wokeness who may even be high in the General Fitness Factor. 

			Mutant Conservatives

			It should also not be forgotten that, among the more intelligent, there will also be mutants on the conservative end of politics. However our recent evolution was to more group-orientation, so we would expect most of the mutation to be clear on the left. Being a far right extremist is associated with psychopathology33 and, thus, with an extreme individualist orientation that may be partly an expression of elevated mutational load. People high in psychopathic traits like to take risks and are disagreeable and to become involved with the extreme right, in a liberal society, involves taking risks and offending people. This may be combined with certain aspects of autism and high intelligence, such that an individual is focussed on systematising, can see through liberal dogmas and intensely dislikes change, possibly also being high in aspects of Conscientiousness, which predicts conserva tism.34 

			In that we were selected towards the collective worship of a moral god, any deviation from this “religious bundle” would be predicted to be associated with elevated mutation. A meta-analysis has also found that belief in conspiracy theories is associated with paranoia (a neurotic trait) and with schizotypal personality, a condition marked by disorganised and distorted thinking, unusual psychological experiences, an inability to experience pleasure, and difficulty with relationships. Schizophrenia is an extreme manifestation of these symptoms, tending also to involve paranoid delusions. Belief in improbable conspiracy theories is also associated with Narcissism, perhaps because they can allow one to avoid personal responsibility for one’s failings, and low intelligence, possibly due to the inverse relationship between intelligence and trust.35 However, it should be emphasised that a belief in false conspiracy theories may be adaptive to some extent. Humans are evolved to over-detect agency because if you are in the forest and hear a noise and wrongly assume it’s a wolf you’ve lost nothing, but if you make the opposite mistake then you have lost everything. This agency over-detection mechanism helps to explain why we believe in gods; we instinctively perceive agency behind events.36 In a sense, a conspiracy involves perceiving agency behind events, though it is usually apprehended in negative terms. This kind of overkill—this overactive smoke alarm—would make us more likely to detect and confront dangerous coalitions that were acting against our interests, allowing us to develop counter-strategies to deal with them. Thus, some belief in false conspiracy theories may be a by-product of something adaptive.37 

			It would be maladaptive, however, when taken to extremes, as it might, for example, isolate one from society, as noted in  the relationship between extreme conspiratorial belief and mental illness. Also, it leads to increased anxiety and erodes the trust that an individual may feel towards others, thereby undermining his group-instincts. Perhaps related to this, Incels score significantly higher in depression than single men who do not identify as Incels.38 Incels also appear to be fast Life History Strategists, believing that the societal hierarchy is overwhelmingly based on what people look like, perceiving women as inherently manipulative and untrustworthy and having a strong sense of sexual entitlement.39 Many of them may well be non-altruistic mutants. 

			Obviously, the other group of “non-altruistic mutants” is simply the underclass whom we can expect to be very high in mutational load due to the genetic relationship between intelligence, mental and physical health. Of course, it might be argued that even they have some kind of function, which is to frighten or at least annoy the remnant healthy population. Under a Woke regime in which they are no longer directed, they will be expected to commit crime and have large numbers of children which they cannot afford and the remnant healthy population will suffer materially as a consequence. This may help to create dysphoria and an eventual reaction against Wokeness among the conservative population where they increasingly break away and establish their own relatively safe communities. However, it is only due to Woke policies that the underclass can even elicit this reaction—they are reliant on such policies—so they can hardly be said to be intrinsically altruistic in an evolutionary sense. 
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			Chapter Ten

			Harmony Between the Far Left 
and the Far Right

			The Jungian Shadow

			The far left and the far right notoriously despise each other. To analyse this in terms of popular psychology, perhaps it relates to Carl Jung’s (1875–1961) concept of the shadow. Jung argued that we must distinguish between our “ego”—the positive side of ourselves which we try to display to the world—and our “shadow.” This is our “dark side;” it is uncivilised and animalistic and our ego will attempt to hide it from the world. A healthy ego does not identify with the “Self.” It is aware of its own “Dark Side” and it attempts to integrate and control it. An unhealthy ego identifies with the self and refuses to accept that it casts a shadow at all. A weak ego is threatened by being confronted with its own shadow, resulting in emotional outbursts: a weak sense of self.1 

			Following this theory, maybe the political extremes perceive in each other elements of themselves which they dislike and, unable to deal with the idea that they have a “dark side,” they project this onto the other group. After all, if you feel insecure about an aspect of yourself, and you fear its discovery would lower your status and that confronting it would be too painful for you as you would realise that you are less than perfect, then it makes sense to accuse others of this and even to be triggered  when you see this aspect of yourself in others, as it punctures your Narcissistic defence mechanism. This is why projection is associated with poor emotional regulation.2 Doing so deflects attention and allows you to convince yourself that you are superior to the other person. It allows you to allay your feelings of insecurity by having power over somebody. Most importantly, it allows you to think about a part of yourself without the ego-damage of admitting it exists in you: instead you observe it in other people or, rather, you think you do. 

			This would certainly be congruous with the evidence that both extremes are elevated in Dark Triad traits such as Narcissism and, thus, a belief that they are in some way perfect.3 But let us suggest an alternative possibility. Of all groups, shouldn’t those who genuinely believe in far left ideas, and who are prepared to see them through to their logical consequences, and those who believe in the most extreme ideas on the far right work together in peace and harmony? After all, don’t they, on some level, desire the same ends? Don’t they ultimately want a return to pre-industrial conditions? 

			It is clear where the ideology of someone like Andrea Dworkin leads. All sex is rape, women should abstain from sex, intelligent women are more likely to absorb this ideology and competitively signal it, resulting in them being more likely to resign from the gene pool. Similarly, she avers that women should be equal to, if not dominant over men. But we have seen what this leads to: females who are more intelligent limiting their fertility or not having any children at all. Further, we have observed the many ways in which Wokeness, more generally, helps to return us to preindustrial conditions by reducing intelligence. These include assisting those with very low intelligence in having large families, importing large numbers of people from relatively low intelligence countries and instituting numerous policies which effectively prevent or discourage intelligent people from having children, including encouraging children  to have infertility-inducing sex change operations. As we have discussed, this collapse in intelligence will ultimately lead to the collapse of civilization and reversion to the harsh conditions that were prevalent until about 1800. It should be stressed that this is an approximate year, stated because it is about the time that the Industrial Revolution commenced. We reached the Maunder Minimum, of extreme cold, in around 1700. Selection conditions weakened thereafter, implying that even by 1800 mutational load would have been higher than in 1700.4

			As we have explored, the result of following Dworkin’s world view is not only the collapse of civilization, but a remnant European population that we would predict to be, for genetic reasons, strongly ethno-nationalistic, conservative, traditionally religious and mentally and physically healthy—able to compete in the battle of group selection and able to survive the next catastrophic natural disaster or extinction event. If Wokeness had not arisen then it is conceivable that with the low birth rate we would witness the death of European people, just as so many tribes have died out in the past, such as among the Native Americans. There would be a tiny population that would simply be absorbed into the surrounding non-European population. However, Wokeness ensures, or seems to ensure, that this is unlikely to occur. 

			Are You an Ethno-Nationalist?

			Now, if you are an avowed ethno-nationalist, is there not a degree to which this is actually what you want? After all, you surely place the preservation of your ethnic group—and your broader race—above other considerations. If my primary consideration is the maintenance of civilization, then I should have no problem living in a country that is populated by super-intelligent black people, breeding with one of their women and being absorbed into their civilization. If I would rather live in a less intelligent society but be surrounded by my co-ethnics, then I am placing my genetic or ethnic interests above wanting to live in a high civilization. It seems to follow that if what you want is the maintenance of the English ethny, or some other  European ethny, then there is a degree to which you really should regard Andrea Dworkin as an “altruistic mutant” who, for whatever reason, is helping to achieve the ends you desire in an evolutionary sense. 

			If you are ethno-nationalist, in light of our analysis, this idea may not seem so eccentric after all. If what you value, above everything, is the survival of your ethny as a relatively distinct genetic cluster which can compete and thrive against others, then, it seems, you have little choice but to contribute to our reversion to pre-industrial conditions; to support everything that the Woke are doing, to be Woke; to “take the knee.” Surely, you should do everything you can to bring about third world conditions in your own country. You should support the Green Movement’s castration of the economy, resulting in nobody being able to afford food or fuel. You should actively promote self-sterilisation, because it is the mentally and physically healthy, who will be genetically prone to conservatism, who will resist this. You should support abortion for the same reason. What kind of females are going to abort their foetuses? Is it intelligent, conservative, religious females? Women who undergo abortion have a markedly different modal personality compared to those who do not. They score higher than controls on histrionic characteristics (attention-seeking), Narcissism (which includes low emotional empathy and low altruism) and anti-social personality (which also includes low emotional empathy and low altruism).5 So, females who have abortions, compared to controls, are likely to be unpleasant, anti-social people and these traits are significantly genetic.

			You should, of course, fly the rainbow flag with pride, as you should whatever the latest LGBTQI etc. flag is this week. Promote all of this, as it is quite clear who is going to resist it and what the results of this will be. In your new calling as an ethno-nationalist-Woke activist you will, of course, find yourself interacting with and even creating social bonds with genuine believers in Wokeness. Now, it’s important here—rather like a double agent—that you keep strict control of yourself. Under no circumstances must you have children with these people or  allow them to completely inculcate you with their worldview. Love your enemies but in the name of God don’t fertilise them or allow yourself to be fertilised by them. Pen the most beautiful sonnets about Labour Party deputy-leader Angela Rayner (b. 1980), but try to avoid actually falling in love with her. 

			Are the Woke Covert Ethno-Nationalists?

			But, on the other hand, it could be argued that if you are able to be drawn into Wokeness in this way, then, perhaps, from an ethno-nationalist perspective, you are not quite the right material and it is useful that your evolutionary contribution ends at this point. Of course, this raises a very confusing possibility. The best way to persuade people that you believe a lie is to force yourself to believe that it is true. As Joyce Benenson, whom we met earlier, has pointed out, in her analysis of how females covertly compete with each other for the desired male, women tend to genuinely believe that they are not competing with each other at all. In reality, they are competing all the time, though this cannot be known, because female social groups tend to strongly prize “equality” and seeming “nice.” Only if this tactic fails do they start acting to have their female competitor socially excluded. But they are still “nice,” even if they do this: the excluded female has been, somehow, “mean.”6 As such, surely, you must convince yourself that you genuinely believe in Woke ideas in order to all the more persuasively advocate them. Perhaps there is a school among ethno-nationalists that realised all of this long ago. Maybe groups such as “Hope Not Hate” are, in reality, teeming with ethno-nationalists who have convinced themselves of the veracity of Wokeness. Is this why they react with such fury when people challenge their ideas? 

			We had assumed that they were vulnerable Narcissists who had dealt with feelings of emptiness by telling themselves that because they espouse anti-racist ideas they are morally superior, important and able to attain status, re-enforcing their sense of importance. We had assumed that, in challenging these ideas, we had challenged that which made them feel important and we had challenged their ability to attain a kind of Narcissistic  supply. We had done this by potentially changing the dominant worldview in which they are so invested. Thus, we had reminded them of the empty darkness at their very heart and challenged them, exerting power over them and, so, reminding them of that damaged, abandonment-fearing soul that is so frightened of the world destroying it. Hence, they react with cognitive dissonance, projecting their suppressed feelings of self-hatred onto us in order to feel that they are morally superior at least to us. Such Borderline types also feel negative feelings very strongly so will lash out if they feel in any way threatened. 

			But perhaps we were wrong. Is it possible that they are ethno-nationalists who have convinced themselves of the veracity of Wokeness? We are triggering cognitive dissonance by reminding them that they are living a lie, which induces negative feelings about themselves which they are constantly trying to suppress in order to maintain a reasonable sense of self-esteem. These feelings can overwhelm Borderline types, sometimes with devastating consequences. They have a 10 per cent suicide rate and 70 per cent of them attempt suicide.7 

			Wokeness and Accelerationism

			The Woke nationalists are, in effect, accelerationists; those who wish to accelerate the process of social and economic collapse. This is the philosophy, articulated by Lenin as “worse is better,” whereby activists should bring about a total societal crisis so that their worldview can be successfully enacted.8 On the right, this view is most associated with the English philosopher Nick Land, who has been termed “the father of accelerationism,” and the American philosopher Curtis Yarvin, writing as “Mencius Moldbug.” Known as the “Dark Enlightenment” or “Neo-Reaction,” its proponents espouse the overturning of Enlightenment ideals, such as universalism and democracy, in favour of small-scale monarchies that understand the reality that violence and oppression are the laws that govern the world. In  this sense, it can be said that they espouse a return to something akin to pre-modern societal structures, that they advocate accelerationism. 

			The idea that humans are inherently benevolent merely allows intransigent minorities to take control, as does the idea that everyone is inherently worthy of respect. They argue that once you take this rose-tinted view of the world you will simply be dominated by those who don’t adhere to it or who merely pretend to adhere to it. Instead, they espouse an open recognition of the Darwinian realities: life is a sometimes brutal competition, a competition which you will ultimately win or lose in evolutionary terms.9 For Moldbug, the current system, which he terms “the Cathedral,” and which includes liberalism-dominated universities, always moves leftwards, an issue we have already explored drawing upon the psychological literature. According to Moldbug we should return to a system of absolute monarchy and slavery while according to Land it should be to a warring tribal society; a bellicose ethno-state.10 Liberal humanism, for these thinkers, is to blame for the decline of the West. It can only be undone if its negative consequences are accelerated and, thereafter, in the collapse, a system of eugenics and elitism can be introduced.11

			The Philosophy of Ted Kaczynski

			One of the most prominent proponents of this form of thinking is the infamous American terrorist and mathematician Ted Kaczynski (1942–2023). Also known as the “Unabomber,” this extremely intelligent mathematics prodigy, who entered Harvard aged just sixteen, was a highly successful academic until  1969, when he suddenly resigned from his university post. By 1971, he was living an isolated and simple life in a cabin in the forests of Montana. Between 1978 and 1995, he delivered a series of mail-bombs to specific targets such as advertising executives, computer shop owners and academics which resulted in the killing of three people and the injury, sometimes serious, of many others. He targeted scapegoats whom he regarded as in some way responsible for or contributing to the continued industrialization of society. In September 1995, this anonymous killer announced that he would desist from his bombing campaign if the Washington Post and the New York Times published, in full, his essay, “Industrial Society and its Future,” which they did on 19th September.12 It is widely referred to as the “Unabomber Manifesto.” Kaczynski was arrested in 1996 when his own brother realised that Ted Kaczynski was the Unabomber. He spent the rest of his life in prison. 

			Kaczynski’s argument, as presented in his manifesto, was essentially that, as he put it, “The Industrial Revolution and its consequences has been a disaster for the human race.” Before the Industrial Revolution, humanity was in a state of constant struggle against death; it had to daily strive in order to survive and this gave life inherent meaning. 

			Consider the hypothetical case of a man who can have anything he wants just by wishing for it. Such a man has power, but he will develop serious psychological problems. At first he will have a lot of fun, but by and by he will become acutely bored and demoralized. Eventually he may become clinically depressed. History shows that leisured aristocracies tend to become decadent. This is not true of fighting aristocracies that have to struggle to maintain their power. But leisured, secure aristocracies that have no need to exert themselves usually become bored, hedonistic and demoralized, even though they have power. This shows that power is not enough. One must have goals  toward which to exercise one’s power.

			He terms this the “power process”; our goals must be primal: sex, the obtaining of food, the obtaining of status and so on. As a consequence of the fruits of the Industrial Revolution, people are left trying to create a sense of meaning by pursuing ultimately unfulfilling pursuits or “surrogate activities” where they strive towards essentially artificial goals: entertainment, watching sport, political activism and even academic research, with only extreme status-seekers needing to compete for status, something people only did historically to obtain sex and food, which they can now obtain without significant status. This situation creates widespread ennui, as the surrogate activities can never be profoundly fulfilling. As Kaczynski put it:

			One indication of this is the fact that, in many or most cases, people who are deeply involved in surrogate activities are never satisfied, never at rest. Thus the money-maker constantly strives for more and more wealth. The scientist no sooner solves one problem than he moves on to the next.

			In effect, in that we no longer have to strive towards survival, we are left looking for things to do in order to get through the meaningless boredom that is our lives. 

			This is not a philosophy unique to Kaczynski. Finnish philosopher Pentti Linkola (1932–2020) similarly averred that: 

			. . . even the most imaginative cannot come up with any satisfying tasks for individuals to perform among the machines: mankind is left with no role . . . Through all his technical inventions and celebrated innovations, man has made himself useless.13 

			In the wake of the attacks on the World Trade Centre on 11th September 2001, Linkola published an article entitled “Bull’s Eye” in which his attitude to individual human lives seemed to parallel that of Kaczynski’s: 

			Those who died in the attack were not simply humans: they were Americans; and not ordinary  Americans, either, but the priests and priestesses of the supreme God of this age: the Dollar. The passengers of the domestic flights are not a valid sample of humanity either, but a wealthy, busy, environmentally damaging and world-devouring portion of mankind.14

			Linkola added that the servants of Allah murdered “a few disciples of the Dollar” and those disciples want to “murder the whole of Creation and mankind,” meaning that “the protector of life” would “certainly choose Allah when things get tough.”15 

			Kaczynski predicted that as technology developed further it would become increasingly oppressive, with people needing to change their lives in order to meet the needs of the social system. This, we might think, is fairly clear in the way that it is now assumed that you must have access to the internet or that you must have a bank account in order to realistically survive in modern society. The system, he averred, must carefully regulate human behaviour, in an often unnatural fashion, in order to function. This can be seen in something as simple as the industrial movement from getting up when it is light and going to bed when it is dark to getting up and going to bed at specific set times. The system causes change to happen too rapidly, disrupts the community ties to which we are adapted and, therefore, causes maladaptive behavioural change and makes us extremely unhappy. There is little stability; only constant change and ever more dense and unnatural living conditions. It places us in an extreme evolutionary mismatch, in other words:

			Also, technology exacerbates the effects of crowding because it puts increased disruptive powers in people’s hands. For example, a variety of noise-making devices: power mowers, radios, motorcycles, etc. If the use of these devices is unrestricted, people who want peace and quiet are frustrated by the noise. If their use is restricted, people who use the devices are frustrated by the regulations. But if these machines had never been invented there would have been no conflict and  no frustration generated by them.

			Kaczynski argued that as technology continued, all human freedom would be lost and we would effectively be enslaved by highly intelligent machines of our own making:

			As society and the problems that face it become more and more complex and as machines become more and more intelligent, people will let machines make more and more of their decisions for them, simply because machine made decisions will bring better results than man-made ones. Eventually a stage may be reached at which the decisions necessary to keep the system running will be so complex that human beings will be incapable of making them intelligently. At that stage the machines will be in effective control. People won’t be able to just turn the machine off, because they will be so dependent on them that turning them off would amount to suicide.

			Thus, he called for a revolution that would force the collapse of this worldwide industrial system and bring about a return to the primitivism which he regarded, in our terms, to be humanity’s evolutionary match. People should act to plunge the world into a period of conflict.

			The Unabomber regarded leftists as an obstacle to his anti-technological revolution. He averred that such people are plagued by fundamental feelings of inferiority and have been “over-socialized.” He argued that such people, with their feelings of inferiority, identify with those who are widely regarded as inferior and become hypersensitive about how they are treated. Accordingly, they despise anything that is strong or successful and they try to bring it down. However, on the other hand, their “oversocialization” means that they are very strongly trained to think and behave as society demands, meaning they have a strong sense of shame, as this is how children are socialised into acceptable behaviour. 

			The leftist of the oversocialized type tries to get off his psychological leash and assert his autonomy by rebelling. But usually he is not strong enough to rebel against the most basic values of  society. Generally speaking, the goals of today’s leftists are not in conflict with the accepted morality. On the contrary, the left takes an accepted moral principle, adopts it as its own, and then accuses mainstream society of violating that principle. Examples: racial equality, equality of the sexes, helping poor people, peace as opposed to war, nonviolence generally, freedom of expression, kindness to animals.

			For Kaczynski, leftists rebel against authority figures, which makes them believe that they are fighting the system but in reality they are serving it; they are pushing the technological revolution even further while also acting as a lightning rod for which people can blame the revolution, because it is the left who are its most fervent advocates.

			Leftists, especially those of the oversocialized type, usually do not rebel against these principles but justify their hostility to society by claiming (with some degree of truth) that society is not living up to these principles.

			In effect, though Kaczynski accepts that there are examples of genuine leftist rebellion and that his summary is a simplification, the leftist is rather akin to a child raised by fundamentalist Christians who regards his parents as insufficiently fundamentalist. In a sense, his critique of his parents is merely furthering the system, not truly rebelling against it. Accordingly, the leftist is an enemy of Kaczynski’s proposed revolution. It could be argued that Kaczynski is incorrect in his summary of leftists. Are they not, in many cases, simply Dark Triad types who are left-wing in a left-wing society in order to gain power, people who pretend to identify with the oppressed? A counter-argument is that extreme leftists are a problem even in a left-wing society because their low self-esteem-induced resentment of power is so potent. This means that a certain type will always be left-wing, though not necessarily due to “over-socialization.” The over-socialized type would potentially be very right-wing in a right-wing society and would signal acceptance of conservative ideas. But that is by the by. The key point is that the Woke are evidently the true heirs of Ted Kaczynski’s ideology, even if he would not have regarded them in this way. 

			
			

			But can we be so sure that the altruistic mutants will succeed? Could new developments in Artificial Intelligence thwart their aim to save their own ethnic groups?
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			Chapter Eleven

			Will AI Save Civilization or Destroy It?

			Artificial Intelligence, Robotics 
and the Future of Work

			Artificial Intelligence (AI) may well have the capacity to interfere with this collapse—or it may not. It may be that AI becomes so advanced that it prevents, or at least heavily slows down, the collapse of civilization back to harsh conditions. Even though human intelligence is declining, this continuous increase in the intelligence of AI may substantially outpace this decline, keeping alive a population that will become stupider and stupider and sicker and sicker. This is something we need to explore in depth. 

			It is important to understand from the outset that the present AI revolution is distinct from robotics. Robotics is physical and embodied, whereas AI only deals with immaterial data processing. AI is an almost purely intellectual creature. Robotics-based automation has been in existence for a long time; notably in conveyor belt manufacturing.1 However, with a few exceptions, like the Roomba vacuum cleaner, robotics hasn’t much penetrated either the domestic residence or the office space.2 AI can help facilitate robotic automation: the self-driving car is a  good example of AI making a formerly human controlled machine more like a robot, but compare that with a self-checkout machine at a supermarket or a vending machine: these don’t necessarily require AI at all. Therefore, robotics and AI are two distinct tools of automation that are sometimes used together and sometimes not.

			A robotics revolution is theoretically possible: a “general purpose robot” could smash onto the scene and change everything as suddenly as the PC or the iPhone did. But that is only hypothetical, whereas the AI revolution is real and happening now.3 The AI revolution does indeed increase the likelihood of a great revolution in robotics, but it doesn’t guarantee one, because the field of robotics has unique challenges of its own. No general purpose robot has hitherto been deemed worthy of mass manufacture for the domestic and commercial customer, despite decades of promising experimentation. They’re evidently still too expensive, fragile and insufficiently versatile to be commercially viable. For every niche that has been found to be suitable for robotic automation, such as Amazon’s warehouse management system, a specialised robot is designed and deployed for specifically that niche.4 We should expect robotics to continue to gradually develop along those lines until something substantially changes; the news will let everyone know if a company (probably Japanese) has finally dared to go into mass production with the general purpose, humanoid-type robot that has long been dreamt of in popular science fiction.

			Again, for emphasis: (1) Robotics is not the same thing as Artificial Intelligence. (2) AI increases the feasibility of a robotics revolution, but it doesn’t guarantee one. (3) To predict the future we should make as few assumptions as possible. (4) Therefore we must treat the AI revolution separately from hypothetical robotics. It’s worth labouring this point about the separateness of AI and robotics because it has wildly different  implications for society if the AI revolution mostly develops without robotics, as is currently happening, as compared with an AI revolution co-occurring with a robotics revolution. The principal difference between the two scenarios is this: (1) Pure AI threatens White Collar work only. (2) AI and Robotics threatens All Work—White Collar and Blue Collar.

			What Kinds of Work Will Remain?

			There are certain exceptions to the principle of blue collar work being immune from non-robotic AI automation: blue collar jobs that require simple, repetitive motions and vision within a confined context can be automated with AI Drivers, and warehouse-based manual labourers are good examples of this. Conversely, blue collar jobs that require complex physical dexterity and travel through the world itself could only be replaced by sci-fi robots, and are thus immune from pure AI automation. Electricians, plumbers and builders, are good examples of these types of blue collar jobs, although they may yet gain new AI tools.

			Some elite white collar work will also be somewhat immune from AI automation, in favour of a hybrid arrangement where senior professionals work with AI tools, particularly: (1) Positions that demand high social trust, such as solicitors, judges, medical doctors. (2) Positions that relate to the maintenance and development of AI automation itself: engineers, data scientists, some computer programmers. (3) Positions that require elite levels of creativity: some writers, artists, musicians and so on.

			Because AI is nevertheless growing to be as capable of creativity, reliability and trustworthiness as humans, AI will shrink the pool of jobs available even for the elite white collar worker. Elite white collar workers will be extraordinarily more productive than they are presently because AI tools and assistants will make their jobs easier and more assured in quality. Moreover, as AI first closes the availability of the most ordinary, entry-level white collar work, there will be no reliable career path to the senior positions. That likely means the middle class will develop into a gerontocracy, as Gen Z will be the last generation to enjoy walking along a professional career path, just as those paths are swept away in their wake by AI automation.

			Two points on this process however: (1) The dissolution of  career paths will be more severe in industries where training of the next generation is left up to the private sector such as Law and Software Development—jobs for paralegals and junior developers will shrink dramatically and become extremely competitive. (2) Industries where training is largely funded by the public sector, such as healthcare and the civil service, won’t be as affected, but automation will still mean that early-career workers such as junior doctors or pilots will be ever more seen as either “trainees” or “AI assistants,” as their work will be highly supervised by AI (overseen by their senior colleagues), where it is not entirely simulated for the sake of their training.

			The education industry is worthy of closer analysis, because its evolution has obvious knock-on effects on the jobs market and society at large. Teaching will likely be one of those “positions of trust” that society will be uncomfortable automating completely out of existence. Nevertheless educational videos, gamified tests and AI tutoring will prove over time to be much more effective than the traditional one-teacher to classroom-batch paradigm. Like all other professions, teacher positions will be fewer and more competitive, and their role will be based more around coaching than actually teaching: the provider of moral support and the trusted overseer. This will drive down the costs of education. Coursework and homework will also be abandoned because AI inevitably makes cheating too easy. There are attempts being made to detect cheating through AI generated coursework,5 but this effort will ultimately fail because AI generators can too easily evolve to outwit their detectors. Therefore qualifications will have to become entirely test based—and probably supervised by an AI watching in real time to check the student isn’t cheating.

			Whilst the education system is becoming increasingly automated and test-based, and ironically more efficient and effective at producing educated white collar middle class workers, the relative importance society places on education will decline because, as already explained, society will have a decreasing need  for educated middle class white collar workers. We already have a societal trend that’s increasingly sceptical of higher education. University as a guaranteed path to prestigious and well paid work is widely acknowledged as an out-dated model. More and more people are intuitively picking up on the fact that, in countries where university is not heavily publicly subsidised, a university degree is in most cases not worth the tuition debt.6 

			Once the vast morass of business administration, accounting and IT positions that every year soak up the new wave of university graduates that seek employment, dries up due to AI automation, you will obviously have a crisis of unemployed or ‘underemployed’ (being unemployed or employed in work that usually doesn’t require a degree) university graduates. Going to university will transition from being seen as a “generally bad idea on balance” now, to being regarded as a catastrophically bad idea in the future. Whereas now, at the time of publishing, you have roughly half of a graduate class reporting underemployment after 1 year,7 if in 10 years’ time AI unrolls smoothly, you may have upwards of 99 per cent failing to attain the work they had hoped for. Obviously there will be a reaction. An entire shift in parenting culture will have to take place: parents must be anxious and ambitious that their teenage children are apprenticed into semi-skilled blue collar trades, not that they get good enough grades to go to university to compete for a type of work that no longer exists.

			The Collapse of the Old Class Order

			The extinction of white collar work is a death knell for the goals of the Woke accelerationism mutant for two critical reasons: (1) It reverses the societal segregation of conservatives and liberals. (2) It radically slows down the economic collapse of civilization. Inasmuch as AI achieves both of these goals, mutational load gets to continue to further accumulate in the Western population because of the continued absence of pre-industrial  purifying selection, and mutational load will be more equally distributed across the whole of the Western population because the healthy will be less able to segregate themselves from the unhealthy by class and occupation. 

			American politics is now highly segregated by class; working class blue collar workers are much more likely to donate to Trump’s campaign than are middle class white collar workers who donate significantly more to the Democratic Party.8 With the abolition of white collar occupations, the middle class will have to move into the environmental sphere of blue collar work, with its more conservative culture and less dysphoric lifestyle, as blue collar work tends to invite more physical exercise and greater gender segregation.

			The key point with regard to blue collar gender segregation is worth developing because it is a fundamental aspect of what drives differential fertility between liberals and conservatives. The abolition of gender has thus far been driven by a post-industrial society operating on the sensibilities of a huge bourgeois white collar class. The original Industrial Revolution abolished a great amount of masculine-type manual labour, as well as much of the feminine-type home economy work, and simultaneously created an immense amount of demand for a class of literate workers, capable of performing paper based work in an office.9 The AI Industrial Revolution reverses that shift in demand in the job market. In the present day job market, you have two spheres of work that are safe from AI automation and we can expect those spheres to absorb much of the unemployed white collar workforce. 

			On the one hand you have care work and home economy: child care, nurses, elderly care workers and social workers. We’re already at the point where most middle class working mothers in the major Western cities will pay more for childcare than they will actually earn in take home salary meaning that their partners (or the state, personal debt or savings) are effectively paying mothers not to stay at home and raise the children  that they have.10 A large number of economic migrants go into this work because it is culturally unfashionable among the native population, and yet decently remunerated by the market.11 On the other hand, you have occupations in the construction and maintenance industry. It’s widely known now that your average builder and plumber earns more in take home salary than your average office worker.12 That’s not simply because they tend to underpay their taxes: it’s the product of two long term market forces that find their origin around the late 1970s. 

			Firstly, ever more young adults began opting for university instead of trade apprenticeships or polytechnics, because at the time they perceived opportunities for social aspiration to higher status professional white collar occupations, in an increasingly service based economy and, also, as globalisation was moving manufacturing jobs to the third world, a glut of unemployment was created in the blue collar sector, which only further lowered the status of that species of work.13 Secondly, and ironically starting around the same time, property prices began pacing ahead of all other inflationary items, due to a complex mixture of financial deregulation, urban migration, exhaustion of buildable land and foreign investment.14 As supply has consistently failed to keep up with demand in the construction industry, property and land have come to be seen as financial assets that reliably appreciate in value because of their scarcity relative to their demand. This has in turn bolstered further investment in  property, such that occasionally speculation has gone too far, and property bubble meltdowns are instigated, crashing the economy.15

			Even further to their benefit, men who, against societal trends, opted to go into trades related to the construction and maintenance industry, have, because of their skillset and social group, placed themselves in a better position to buy property at a cheaper price and refurbish it, than white collar workers who tend to buy the ready-made home with a more expensive mortgage. And more than just getting significant discounts on the purchase of personal homes for themselves, this also means that builders and tradesmen are more able to invest in property, start rental portfolios and become landlords. In many instances, such men then go on to leverage buy-to-let mortgage finance to rapidly expand their portfolios and become wealthy multimillionaires.16

			Taken altogether, it becomes clear how, contrary to societal expectations, the post-industrial working class has actually become richer than the better educated middle class, which then challenges the very definitions of the class system wherein there is a robust correlation between economic and social status.17 To be clear: by “the working class” here, we mean all skilled artisans in employment or self-employment, as distinct from the underclass, who usually tend to be either unemployed and on benefits, or employed in unskilled minimum wage positions (which AI is also helping to eliminate), or engaged in illegal activity. What members of the working class and the underclass tend to have in common is that neither likely went to university, and neither have likely absorbed the ruling modern bourgeois value system, but the commonalities end there; economically they are very distinct classes.

			Given that AI promises virtually to wipe out the middle  class, and the social status of education along with it, we should change the way we analyse the economic social class system in this new world of AI to a new three-tiered pyramid that’s more acutely focused on wealth and income:

			1. The underclass – (lower) – unemployed, on benefits and often lawless.

			2. The artisans – (new middle) – employed in construction and care work.

			3. The capitalists – (upper) – the owners of industry and property. 

			Because care work and tradesmen occupations tend to be more gender segregated due to personal preferences of the sexes that, in truth, have a lot more to do with biology than cultural influence, the mutants will struggle greatly to sustain their project of abolishing binary-gender norms, as the middle class transitions out of the gender-neutral office into the two gendered spheres of the working class. Physical and social segregation of the two genders inevitably amplifies the cultural distinctness of men and women; and it also creates more stable heterosexual relationships, because of less jealousy-based anxieties and domestic friction due to the ambiguity of roles and skills. There is some evidence, for example, that the rise of women in the workforce has led to increases in male jealousy and thus in domestic violence.18 One can expect the sexes to even become more attractive to each other due to the increased amount of physical activity and the influence of cultural gender norms on their personality. It might further be noticed that the testosterone that comes from increased physical activity19 is also associated with increased conservatism among male liberals: They become more conservative when administered testosterone.20 All of  this would potentially drive birth rates to trend back upwards, among people who would otherwise have been selected out of the gene pool for not instinctually being conservative enough.

			In response to such a catastrophe, the altruistic mutant might double down on gender desegregation, by launching a campaign of propaganda to make care work appealing to men and DIY-type labour to women. Again, as with similar experiments that have already been tried with getting women into STEM in countries such as Sweden, we should expect such propaganda to fail, on the basis that biology necessitates that the sexes will almost always choose their respective sphere of work under free choice.21 The only real way for the mutants to stop the sexes segregating among the working class then is to take away that principle of free choice; to aggressively implement corporate gender diversity quotas.

			Unfortunately for the altruistic mutant, it is a lot more difficult to implement corporate diversity quotas in these industries because they tend to be significantly less “corporate.” It just so happens that both the construction trades industry and the care work industry have significantly less of what economists call “economies of scale”—this is the principle that larger organisations are significantly more productively efficient than smaller organisations, such that larger businesses inevitably outcompete and buy up smaller ones. Although it’s true that large companies operate in these sectors, it’s also true that plenty more are self-employed sole traders and freelancers, small family businesses and medium sized enterprises. Significantly rarer are the huge publicly traded corporations that you find commonplace among the service industries and conglomerates that manage vast networks of international supply chains. This might not be so much a coincidence, as it is the manifestation of an underlying principle that most of the economic value generated by the skilled working class tends to come directly from the labourers themselves, and not from the organisation. All of this means little scope for dictatorial HR managers to impose policies such as diversity quotas to shape industry norms. If a small construction company shoots itself in the foot with unrealistic recruitment criteria that specify that 50 per cent of its builders  should be black lesbians with disabilities, there will be a dozen other such companies competing in the locality that will scoop up any overlooked talent. Most construction companies—or retirement homes or childcare nurseries for that matter—simply don’t have the vast amounts of overhead that large multibillion dollar public corporate conglomerates do, to play around with programs and policies that are irrelevant if not actively harmful to the underlying business.

			Ironically, in contrast to gender, the area where the mutants won’t find any pressing need to desegregate during the middle class transition is race and ethnicity, because minorities have for a long time obeyed market forces and seized upon openings in these industries, where whites have regarded them as too low in status. Your average white university graduate will choose to start out his career in a very badly paid position in the service industry, hoping to later on progress to white collar managerial work, rather than consider an entry level blue collar position or training to go into care work; so deeply ingrained does the class system seem to be in educated white people. Ethnic minorities tend not to have such caste-based expectations of themselves. It has been found that ethnic minorities tend to compare themselves only to other members of their race when evaluating their expectations of life and their current happiness.22 The same principle likely applies to white people also, who are minorities themselves in many Western cities. This may go some way to explain why many whites tend to conform to an unconscious proto-racial-caste system that has white people as “belonging” in offices, even against market forces that incentivise those to go elsewhere.

			You could make the argument that office work simply requires a higher IQ than blue collar work, and you would therefore expect some racial stratification because of this, and no doubt that is a contributing factor.23 However, it should be considered that, firstly, white collar work isn’t necessarily intrinsically more cognitively demanding than skilled blue collar  work; it just typically demands more higher education based qualifications to get into. Secondly, white collar employers may filter for higher education graduates not so much because it is associated with cognitive ability, but rather because completed higher education is associated with a conscientious and agreeable personality, and such a personality is better suited to office work. This would explain why white collar employers still tend to respect graduates from very easy-entry higher education institutions, in subjects largely irrelevant to the job itself. Thirdly, you should, according to standard economic theory, expect rational actors (intelligent people) to make economically optimum decisions (go into the better paid industry).

			To be sure, the Western economies are not anywhere nearly as racially segregated as to be an actual caste system, and we can partially thank the altruistic mutant’s efforts for driving ethnic minorities into white collar employment for that. Nevertheless the racial self-segregating tendencies are visibly still there. They will, however, disappear to a great extent once AI forces white people to leave the office and begin working with their hands again alongside the racial minorities who have never had qualms about doing so to begin with.

			The New Gender Segregation

			You might assume this at least is a victory for our hero the altruistic mutant. However, this is not so clear, because the altruistic mutant’s ultimate goal is actually much more complex: the mutant actually wants to segregate some white people away from minorities, and other white people to integrate with ethnic minorities. Specifically, the mutant’s aim is to ensure white nationalist religious conservatives are booted out of the white collar world and segregated, in order that they assortatively mate and maintain the fertility associated with the working class or underclass. The goal of the mutant, with regard to liberals, is to keep them in the middle class in order that they maintain a lower fertility rate, and to keep them surrounded by ethnic minorities so that, if they do breed, it will more likely be with the out-group. With the AI-based abolition of the middle class however, the mutants lose control of this process; there will be no “safe space” for liberals to exist and be sterile, away from conservatives.

			The greater setback for the heroic altruistic mutant is not  with their aim of segregation of white conservatives from all others, but rather their goal of bringing about a permanent economic collapse that will end post-industrial Western civilization. Before Artificial Intelligence, it was a severe issue for countries across the developed world that the ratio of the net-positive tax-contributing skilled class (white or blue collar) to the unskilled net-negative benefits-drawing underclass was growing ever more dangerously unfavourable, due to dysgenic breeding and migration. In European countries in particular, it is momentarily the case that the provision of free healthcare, free higher education and free social housing, is together looking increasingly untenable. Western governments simply can no longer afford these things; the tax base and labour force required to sustain the modern social safety net for all simply doesn’t exist.24 And by inflicting economic hardship on the bulk of the Western population in order to sustain the unsustainable, it is ensured that all white people who are not hyper-conservatives would naturally turn to escapist hedonistic activities in order to waste the years they could otherwise have been raising children, for lack of an ability to afford a house and the accompanying standard of living that their parents of the previous generation enjoyed. This was the central plan of the altruistic mutant: to shrink the population of the First World, and bring so much of the Third World in to replace the First World, that the Third World simply becomes the Whole World, and everything then subsequently falls apart. Natural disasters such as a solar flare, an epidemic, or a volcanic eruption can come along to help accelerate the process of decline, just as we saw with COVID-19, but that’s a lucky contributor to the main process: make Western Civilisation too expensive to maintain. 

			It is this central process of decline that AI massively disrupts, because the AI revolution is going to make quite literally everything cheaper. Even the shortage of doctors in Western hospitals is already a solved problem because Google’s new medical AI performs better than the average GP—it is only a matter of implementation, and in a few short years this technology will  be extended even into much of the Third World.25 Building housing will become cheaper if only because of a surge in spare labour that must necessarily accept work in this industry. Administration, legal process and training will all become radically cheaper, and that affects quite literally everything: public and private sector. For everything AI can be deployed on, it will either create unemployment or it will make the job of those who are employed in that function significantly more efficient and high-output. For everything that AI can’t be deployed on, there will be lots of spare capacity (an unemployed white collar workforce) who can step in and retrain for, boosting output in the traditional way.

			From a cognitive capital perspective, AI multiplies the productivity of the existing human cognitive capital, and manufactures extra artificial cognitive capital to work alongside the human capital. In other words: the production of Artificial Intelligence can more than substitute for the dwindling pool of Natural Intelligence. The machines can take up the burden of looking after the dim-witted. Thanks to AI, Western Civilisation will not become too expensive to maintain; it will not collapse because of a lack of human resources.

			Is It All Over For Our Hero, 
the Altruistic Mutant?

			If the altruistic mutant ultimately fails in his objective to bring a quick end to Western post-industrial civilisation, then the true horror which he was designed to prevent could unfold: that is, decades and decades of continued dysgenics and possibly continual accumulation of mutational load. And when a century or two from now, we are all sickly, our electronic infrastructure may finally collapse in a cascade of failures from which there will be no return. Only then, finally, will we once again be exposed to the full force of Natural Selection, as our altruistic mutant heroes had always intended for us—but it will be “too much, too late.” 

			Our minds and bodies will be too far gone to feed and take  care of ourselves without AI, and our immune systems will be too weak to defend ourselves from the plagues that naturally follow malnutrition. Such a collapse would be far more devastating than if it were to happen just now, because we would be collectively so reliant upon AI and our digital infrastructure that its sudden disappearance would render us quite helpless, comparable perhaps to the famous 1909 short story by English author E. M. Forster (1879–1970) The Machine Stops. Everybody, or almost everybody, is completely reliant on AI in order to live, something later explored by Ted Kaczynski, as we saw earlier. Indeed, in The Machine Stops, humans who are genetically healthy have been deliberately bred out because, needing to move around, they can’t cope living their lives entirely connected up to the machine:

			By these days it was a demerit to be muscular. Each infant was examined at birth, and all who promised undue strength were destroyed. Humanitarians may protest, but it would have been no true kindness to let an athlete live; he would never have been happy in that state of life to which the Machine had called him; he would have yearned for trees to climb, rivers to bathe in, meadows and hills against which he might measure his body. Man must be adapted to his surroundings, must he not? In the dawn of the world our weakly must be exposed on Mount Taygetus, in its twilight our strong will suffer euthanasia, that the Machine may progress, that the Machine may progress, that the Machine may progress eternally.26

			A mass death will overtake the earth, and certainly white people, if they are part of civilization, will be wiped out. The human race itself will be brought to the brink of extinction. Isolated, primitive tribes will be the only survivors, if indeed they survive. Perhaps they will remember us as gods, with our magical technology which they cannot begin to understand. English writer Graham Hancock has argued that there was an ancient civilization around the end of the last Ice Age. It was, supposed ly, completely wiped out, with almost all expected evidence of it (somehow) being entirely destroyed. A few survivors happened across primitive populations and shared some of their technology. These advanced people are recorded as gods in the oral traditions of these once primitive societies, argues Hancock.27 

			A Happier New World?

			The alternative happier, if quite uncertain scenario, is that, despite the altruistic mutant failing, we nevertheless do not decay, but transcend our reality, as technology progresses into “the Singularity.”28 Artificial General Intelligence (AGI) could arrive on the scene even within the next 10 years, and it is possible that it may unlock for us further macro-innovations such as quantum supercomputing and complex gene editing. If that happens, then we will be able to stop and reverse the process of genetic decay, and all become immortal godlike super-beings. Where things go from there is impossible to see; “The Singularity” is widely regarded as an Event Horizon. It is reasonable to expect that the singularity will give rise to a global war for supreme power between the most aggressive superhumans. This would trigger further arms races that might culminate in either further evolution (even a “Cambrian Explosion”)29 or an extinction event. 

			If you don’t accept that such a violent outcome is inevitable in the singularity scenario, then there is also the problem of selection out via hedonism. Even now in society, we have a subgroup of young people who are abandoning traditional lifestyles in favour of devoting their time to simulated experiences, namely video games, movie streaming and pornography. With AI you have the onset of AI girlfriends, AI friends and also AI being embedded into massive multiplayer online role-playing games and other virtual reality spaces. Add to that VR headsets, and you have a poor man’s Vanilla Sky Machine. AI could create alternative universes, as in the 1997 Spanish film Open  Your Eyes (remade in 2001 in English as Vanilla Sky), that were so realistic that human desires could be sated and people could choose to live utopian existences plugged into the machine. One can imagine that it would be conservatives that would be more likely to reject this genetic interests-destroying, hedonistic faux-utopia. With the hardware of the future, such as AGI, quantum computing and so forth, virtual reality would likely be so enticing, so pleasurable and so addictive, that it would be psychologically nearly impossible to give up virtual fantasy for traditional reality once a person is hooked up to the Matrix, so to speak. 

			At that point, at best you have the survival of relatively intelligent conservatives and perhaps also a certain sub-group of those with low IQ. The big driver of low IQ fertility is people having children by accident. They do not want large families; they simply lack the impulse control and future orientation necessary to avoid having large families. As we have seen, low IQ is part of a suite of traits known as a fast Life History Strategy.30 Such people invest energy in copulation; they are not especially interested in nurture. This is why, in advanced societies with reliable contraception, fertility is also associated with K-strategy31 and its component the personality trait Agreeableness.32 Being natural nurturers, these kinds of people actively desire to have children, or, at least, have as many as they can appropriately nurture. Moreover, people of low intelligence and fast life history strategy tend to be highly hedonistic; they are focused on immediate gratification for themselves. Accordingly, we can imagine that, if given the opportunity, they would happily plug themselves into the Vanilla Sky machine. Thus, it is possible that AI would select for natalism and, in so doing, for genetic health and for conservatism. 

			It may be that these Vanilla Sky Machines would also be rejected by those who are low in trust, a correlate of low IQ and also a correlate of Dark Triad traits, Neuroticism, and schizoid personality. Perhaps they would reject the machines as some kind of mendacious plot to destroy them, which is, in a sense, true. Congruous with this, belief in large scale conspiracy theories appears to be associated with poor analytic thinking (a strong correlate of intelligence),33 low self-rated intelligence,34 and low intelligence (at 0.15, according to a meta-analysis),35 particularly when combined with being “odd and eccentric” or “dramatic and emotional.”36 Belief in such theories is also associated with the Dark Triad,37 neurotic and schizoid traits.38

			At worst, you will have the survival of a limited subset of conservatives. You’ll have survival of those most resistant to technology; only an Amish-like religious aversion to virtual entertainment and simulated reality could sufficiently restrain a person from falling into the death trap of a blissful fake life. The long term consequences would ironically be a relatively smooth transition back to preindustrial society, as only the Amish-like peoples would end up having (real) children and renew the next generation and thus survive in the long run. 

			Even if immortality was achieved, such anti-technology religious groups would still inevitably outbreed those who endlessly go on plugged into the machine. And the problem with immortality is that it allows an indefinite expanse of time to  elapse, for some global natural disaster to inevitably come along threatening extinction. Though you might argue that theoretically we would have the technology at that point to prepare for and manage any kind of natural disaster that would arise, would sufficient attention actually be paid to what was happening in the outside non-virtual world? Given that we haven’t noticed any alien life on other planets in our universe that has reached a peaceful singularity state of existence—the Fermi Paradox—we are inclined to be pessimistic about the prospect of reaching the technological singularity on this planet. Given the billions of sun-like stars in our galaxy, the fact that many are older than the sun, the high probability they have a habitable zone, and the high probability some of them have been home to species that developed interstellar travel, the fact that we haven’t been visited implies that the Singularity doesn’t happen. Civilization always collapses before reaching this stage. 

			What if the Altruistic Mutant 
is Successful?

			Those are the two, wildly different scenarios of what may happen given the failure of the altruistic mutant. However, we should not hastily write off the mutant’s efforts and good luck. There are still three scenarios in which the mutant’s hope for collapse will prevail over AI’s prospect of sustaining post-industrial civilisation. 

			Firstly, civilisation could collapse before we manage to fully deploy AI in the developed world. In much the same way as the Internet and the PC first emerged at the turn of the 1990s, but didn’t go fully mainstream and change everything about the way society worked until the end of the 2000s (at which point the smartphone arrived), we should probably expect AI itself to take 10 to 20 years to fully unravel and take effect—we are still “in the early 90s” so-to-speak. Two decades is a long time, and anything could happen. The mutant could still get her devastating government debt crisis, financial meltdown and economic depression. Most forecasters expect China to invade Taiwan in the relatively near future, at which point a series of political reactions will occur that will severely disrupt global supply chains and even bring us to the brink of World War III. Taiwan also just happens to be the country where most of the world’s microchips are made, including the ones that are crucial  for running AI. 

			Besides this, you also have the standard natural disasters: (1) A Carrington solar flare could impact earth and cause a geomagnetic storm that wipes out our electronics the world over. (2) Italy’s “Phlegraean Fields” volcano could erupt and deliver a catastrophic amount of ash high up into the atmosphere over Europe, effectively triggering a nuclear winter. (3) Bird Flu, which is a strain of influenza that threatens to be considerably more deadly than COVID-19, could become human-to-human transmissible and trigger a pandemic comparable to the Black Death. We should also consider that if any of these natural disasters occurred even after we are well settled into the epoch of AI economy, we still might not necessarily be able to manage the crisis well enough to keep the technological infrastructure going. On the other hand, thanks to the “de-intellectualising” of our economy, which pushed the middle class into the practical, hands-on care and construction industries, the Western population might, ironically, be a little better prepared to violently return to a pre-technological society than the present generation of bookish university graduates who sit in front of a computer screen all day.

			AI could trigger many political crises, as distinct from economic crises, that collectively disrupt global trade and internal economic stability in so many countries that the West will be plunged into civil war, triggering full systemic collapse. This scenario is the one that mutants have the greatest role in facilitating. Besides driving a process of economic poverty, the mutant also strives to create as much political polarisation and instability as possible in the West. This creates the groundwork for civil war in case a major societal disruptor emerges, such as AI, inflaming class based tensions.

			A critical issue with AI is that, although it promises to work economic miracles for the Western economy in the long run, in the short term it may create too much unemployment at once, and drive too much conspicuous wealth inequality; the world’s first generation of trillionaires could emerge from the next tech boom. This could lead to events similar to the years following the financial crisis, such as the Occupy Wall Street Movement, or the London Riots, which were a product of peak unemploy ment during the summer.39 We are considerably more politically polarised than we were in the early 2010s,40 and therefore revisiting peak levels of unemployment and economic resentment will likely trigger escalations to violent political activity and mobilisation of extremist parties into power.

			The simultaneous eradication of the middle class and the super-enrichment of the upper class, over the space of about a decade, is going to bring about intense new expectations and demands of wealth redistribution that the economic elite will likely resist and frustrate in most instances. A diverse set of political outcomes are likely to occur across many Western Countries: (1) Some countries will flip into a Communist dictatorship that will scare away all the investors and ruin the country’s domestic economy (maybe: Canada, Scotland, Sweden, Spain). (2) Some countries will become hardcore socialist, and introduce a precarious system of very heavy taxation that may work for a while, but will ultimately lead to poor economic growth and then out of control inflation because of outflows of capital (maybe: Denmark, France, Ireland, Austria). (3) Some countries might become havens for the ultra-wealthy such that relations with other neighbouring countries, including trade agreements, break down. Residence and citizenship will likely be high in demand and difficult to obtain for these countries, as their wealth will afford good law and order, and reasonable social welfare (maybe: Switzerland, Liechtenstein, Portugal). (4) Some countries are likely to fracture in half, as parts of the country want to go in a very socialist direction and others want to stay in an economically conservative direction to protect wealth and growth. This will in turn likely inflame  existing social-political tensions (perhaps: the United States, the United Kingdom, Germany). (5) Some countries might flip to Fascism in the wake of massive emigration of young liberals, anxiety about the future ethnic identity of the country, and economic encouragement from capitalists (perhaps: Italy, Greece, Poland). Suggesting which country will turn to which political system in the wake of AI is close to educated guess work. The point is to illustrate how the West will inevitably lose its overall uniformity in political character (democratic, socially liberal, moderate economics), and instead become a diverse landscape of political systems, similar to how things were prior to the end of World War II.

			Further consideration should again be given to the prospect of the emergence of mass manufactured general-purpose robots. We argued that robotics is a sphere of innovation distinct from AI, which is not guaranteed by the advent of AI. Nevertheless on balance we believe that robotics will eventually emerge, albeit slowly in a manner similar to how computers emerged in the 1940s, but took half a century to become small and efficient enough to bring about economically viable personal computers. That’s not to say that it will take another 50 years of stable innovation before we should expect to have widespread use of robots, but it will be a slow emergent process. We may have sensational demonstrations of autonomous robots in just a few years; but because of hardware limitations, the first robots will cost billions to develop, test, manufacture and operate. 

			With that taken into account, when we do finally arrive at the economic revolution of general robotics, this will be an order of magnitude more societally disruptive than even Artificial Intelligence. Virtually all work will be eliminated; humans will be rendered redundant and useless, economically speaking. Society will be divided into winners and losers; capitalists and vagrants; the upper class and the underclass; those who own property and the means of production, and those who don’t. Naturally, society is not sustainable in a scenario where 99 per cent of its members are close to destitute. With robots, every democratic Western country would inevitably demand a firm socialist redistribution of the wealth created by robots, if not outright Communism. Otherwise a nation would simply have to cease being democratic, but that would trigger a mass exodus of the population, unless the ruling class would charitably  bestow upon the disenfranchised people the means they need to live. 

			You might also expect the emergence of separatist communities of people who institute Amish-like bans on technology, and instead choose to live off each other’s labour in a relatively primitive state of existence; the Amish themselves would be quite a significant fraction of the population in America at this point based on their high fertility and high retention rate. Such a wide scale mess of political crises brings an immense capacity for widespread civil, interstate and global war, involving lethal military robots and drones, and we cannot be sure Mankind would be able to survive such a futuristic fever of violence without being plunged back into the Stone Age. The best case scenario would likely be one power quickly deciding the global conflict, and then instituting a hopefully-benevolent world government propped up by police and military robots.

			The Destruction Wrought by an AI Virus

			The third possibility for collapse is a surprise plot-twist: AI might actually directly destroy itself, and bring the world’s digital infrastructure—all computers and telecommunications—down with it. This is quite a technical and theoretical possibility that is discussed more extensively in an article by one of the present authors.41 

			In brief, it hinges on the possibility of AI innovating the ability to create new and powerful computer malware that too quickly outpaces AI innovation in its ability to defend against computer malware. We could soon find that computer viruses and other forms of cyber-attack become a massive widespread issue that begins to cripple our systems. This is especially likely to happen in the context of what’s called a “cyber war” that would be waged between the West and its enemies: Russia, Iran, China, North Korea and so on. The great danger in particular would be the creation of an “AI superworm,” that is, an AI model that replicates and spreads itself by spontaneously engineering novel exploits for its target computers. Such a specimen would be extremely dangerous because it would set off an evolutionary  dynamic that would become exponentially more powerful, as the AI virus would spread to more machines and promulgate diverse strains of itself. With such an evolutionary explosion in super-malware like that, there would be absolutely no hope of anyone controlling the virus, and then inevitably in a matter of days, if not hours, everything even remotely connected to the internet would be infected and crippled.

			Fighting Back: 
The Altruistic Mutant Leverages AI

			With these possibilities being outlined regarding the fate of the world, we mustn’t forget also that at the individual level, the mutant can leverage AI just as effectively as anyone else. AI can help her greatly with her accelerationist objective of causing as much political polarisation as possible. Waging lawfare, for instance, becomes much easier for Mutant Rights Organisations such as Hope Not Hate, SPLC, Antifa and the ADL. 

			In the first case, law work becomes a lot cheaper because it requires a great deal less paid labour to perform well. More than that though, AI can help automate the very process of suing and prosecuting people for violating hate speech and defamation laws. Everything published online, by anyone, can be automatically evaluated by an AI that is trained to find legally offensive text, report it to the relevant police force, or other relevant enforcement agencies across the world, maybe an employer, or generate and file litigation documents directly against the poster of the offensive text. Such an AI could know all the relevant laws, bodies and processes in all Western countries, and thus strategically navigate the international online legal environment. 

			Imagine one day you post a hot take on transgender women on a social media platform such as X, that is unfortunately read by virtually nobody, and yet the same afternoon your boss rings you to tell you they have received several emails from (unbeknownst to him) AIs, lodging a complaint that you broke corporate policy, and your contract will have to be terminated. Then the next day, police knock on your door and inform you they have received several complaints about your tweet, and they have to bring you in for questioning. Then most bizarrely of all, a couple weeks later, you receive a series of letters, not only from your own country’s local Magistrates Court, but from  courts in Scotland, Canada and Sweden too, informing you of pending litigation. More perniciously still, perhaps everyone in your social network, including your family, your girlfriend, your landlord, and your neighbours, were informed about your tweet, and tacitly blackmailed about associating with you. 

			Before you know it, you could be bankrupt, homeless, single and isolated. This is what far-left activist organisations now do manually, by hand, but only against the most prominent kingpins of the dissident right, as such campaigns are time consuming and require a lot of resources. But with AI, all of this type of activity becomes automatable, and suddenly it becomes affordable for Antifa to treat everyone they don’t like online as if they were all Donald Trump himself. We could call them “Woke Online Speed Cameras”—from the smallest Joe on social media to published authors and renowned activists, anything anyone publishes online that the left doesn’t like will become subject to lightning-speed analysis and then brutal campaigning by a hostile AI. 

			This need not be limited to private organisations either. Particularly Woke governments, such as in Canada, would likely deploy the same setups themselves. AI brings about the possibility of transforming a mere passive surveillance state into an actively mass-spying tyranny. The capacity to bring about a truly Orwellian nightmare comes within reach. Every camera, every microphone, every keyboard, every internet connected device, could have AIs processing your data and relaying anything of interest to central government agencies, that could in turn automatically take action. Even credit agencies and big corporate employers could set up their own in-house AI spying operations.

			Once targeted, you may even be subject to illegal harassment by anonymous AI forces. You may find your identity fraudulently hijacked to communicate with local people in your area, in order that you create many new enemies. Contraband drugs and weapons could be delivered to your house, and then reported on to the police at the same time. Actual violence may be solicited against you, as local Woke thugs receive text messages and payments, ordering your assault, or your windows smashed or your house burnt down. How far these things could potentially go requires imagination, but be sure that an illegal and predatory harassment AI agent would more quickly and di rectly ruin your life, than the legal lawfare AI agent.

			Beyond the mass prosecution or persecution of anti-Woke social media posts, AI also brings about the possibility of the automatic production and distribution of Woke propaganda. We’re not simply talking about AI generated leaflets and emails here, but online chatbots disguised as real people who could engage you online to preach left-wing viewpoints, inform you about meet ups and even try to raise funds. Such propaganda chatbots could even be AI “Woke e-thots,” that is, AI generated images of imaginary women who are seductively dressed, posted on mainstream platforms and sites like OnlyFans—even these could be weaponised to raise money and spread political ideology, all without anyone knowing what was actually going on. As AI can even now generate video content and synthesise voice, and converse with you in real time, you could even have a private video call with someone who utterly convinces you they are a real person, but really they’re just a far-left mutant AI designed to convert you to Communism. This kind of an atmosphere online, where you are unable to tell who is real and who is not, would likely further damage social trust and increase paranoia—as inevitably the public will become aware of the widespread reality of AI chatbots pretending to be real people on social media, as well as of real people who are being manipulated by AI. We suggest that this would help to further create a sense of separate identity among conservatives and compel some kind of breaking away from Woke society, as conservatives would learn to distrust digital forums where they might socially encounter people of a different religious and political tribe. Conservatives would also naturally develop “subcultural mechanisms” by which they could signal to each other that they are real people with self-determined perspectives as opposed to AI bots or “NPCs”—such mechanisms would likely make heavy use of racial slurs and forbidden gestures and symbols, possibly from 20th century wartime Germany, for example. 

			Godspeed, Mutants . . .

			In conclusion then, the onset of AI threatens to completely thwart the heroic altruistic mutant’s strategy of destroying post-industrial civilisation through economic decline. AI will ultimately abolish both the bourgeois office-centred corporate middle class and much of the higher education system: the  heartlands of extremist Woke liberalism. Nevertheless, this is not the end of the road for mutant accelerationism. AI is going to bring immense political and social turmoil to the West, and the altruistic mutant has only to adapt and seize on that chaos, leveraging current events and AI tools themselves, to drive polarisation and group conflict to boiling point. If the hero mutant can do this then, especially with the assistance of a catalyst like a global war or a major natural disaster, the altruistic mutant shall yet prevail. 

			Should the hero mutant fail, then, we have outlined the alternative scenarios: the long decay to extinction, or an explosion of hedonism and/or violence brought about by reaching a technological singularity, though we consider both scenarios unlikely. Whatever scenario unfolds, what we can be certain of is that the world cannot in the long run remain in the same state as it is now. One way or another, the modern world will come to an end: whether there will remain anything of us after it does end is, now more than ever, up to our heroic mutants. Godspeed, dear mutants, Godspeed . . . 
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			Chapter Twelve

			Enjoying That Drink With 
the Woke Girl At Last

			The Conservative Problem

			The implication of our analysis is stark: if you are a genuine ethno-nationalist then accelerationism makes a great deal of sense. There are many ways in which this term seems to be defined, but, as noted above we mean by it: acceleration towards the social and economic collapse which is ultimately wrought by Wokeness. As we saw earlier, this is a view espoused by far right terrorists; that society must be pushed to collapse. They, however, argue that this should be achieved through explicitly violent means.1 But is there any reason for ethno-nationalists to employ violent means in pursuit of their goals? They could simply assist in the Woke Cultural Revolution and violence will arise of itself as a result of full economic and social collapse.

			On the other side of the coin, this means that normal conservatives—reactionaries—are something of a problem for these Woke ethno-nationalists. In essence, they are “decelerationists.” They are attempting to slow down, in their own small way, this overarching evolutionary process. If they are successful in slowing down the march of Wokeness, and even in reversing it, then could it be argued that they will be responsible for the destruction of their ethny? The conservative, in general, is resistant to change. He espouses what was considered a radically liberal viewpoint 70 years ago; such as that all people should be  treated equally regardless of their race. The liberal, of course, in his constant competitive virtue-signalling has moved way beyond this: there should be racial quotas in all important jobs to ensure equality of outcome; forget equality of opportunity. Traditional conservatives slow down the process, making the total destruction of their ethny more likely. It would follow that ethno-nationalists should not vote for centre-right conservative parties. If anything, if they want to accelerate the process, they should vote for the most radically left-wing candidates. They should become involved in the most fervently Woke political parties. This again begs the, perhaps rather conspiratorial question: Have they already done so? Are all of the ethnically European leading Woke figures, in fact, crypto-ethno-nationalists? 

			Confessions of a Conservative Griller

			It is a very radical and dangerous thing to advocate accelerationism—which, to be clear, we do not. It is a radical and dangerous thing to deliberately try to cause a speeding up of the destruction of the political system; the destruction of law and order, the destruction of the welfare systems and the supply chains that provision the basic necessities that keep us alive. It is one thing to contribute to societal destruction “accidentally” because of some deeply deranged belief in an ideology like Communism: it’s quite another thing to consciously intend societal destruction. Such a mindset is indeed akin to terrorism, even if it does not express itself as outright terrorism. Anyone, therefore, who advocates accelerationism, increases the risk of being cited in a future terrorist’s manifesto. Even though we suggest humorously that strategically effective accelerationism for an ethno-nationalist could mean cynically becoming “Woke”—it’s still not politically convenient for us to have made the case in the first place, that a “true” ethno-nationalist should necessarily take an accelerationist position, however non-violent.

			If it is so: that the processes of dysgenics and demographic replacement have become such a dire existential threat that they demand the urgent termination of modern post-industrial society itself by any means necessary, then why don’t we, as conservatives, explicitly convert to the accelerationist position? Why do we not “go Woke” ourselves in the name of adding to the modern calamity, and preach the same to our fellow con servatives? 

			Most “ethno-nationalists” are not “true” ethno-nationalists, in the sense that they do not take ethnocentrism to be their highest value—the value that they are willing to sacrifice anything for. Most ethno-nationalists are simply conservatives who feel some ethnocentric affinity. They would like to see it “all good” for their in-groups, but not necessarily at any cost. The vast majority of people, ultimately, “just want to grill.” Associated with the baby boomer’s luxurious carefree retirement lifestyle and apolitical tendencies, the “I just want to grill, for God’s sake” meme perfectly expresses the overriding will to keep things as they are, even if that means submitting to the threat of collective death in the long run. Most conservatives, including ourselves, would choose to preserve the modern standard of living for as long as possible, simply for the sake of comfort. To reverse and paraphrase St Augustine of Hippo (354–430), in the face of certain doom, “the desire to keep grilling is awakened in us all, and we have been grilling for no other reason than the grilling itself. There is no lack in us of the means to enjoy a life without grills, nor do we often derive much pleasure from the often poorly cooked meat that we do grill.”2 

			We know that our commitment to grilling is perhaps, in some ultimate sense, sinful, yet we continue to grill nonetheless. Where a nihilistic leftist may fear and dread the prospect of growing old and dying, the comfortable and vaguely religious conservative is more often content to accept the facts of life enough to smoke and drink in copious amounts. Only a leftist is neurotic enough to strive for immortality; a conservative will joke about his death over a beer in the sun.

			We are not the heroes we think we are, and we are not serious about solving the problems of modern decline. Conservatives are focused mostly on just keeping things the way they are, for as long as possible, so that we may enjoy the full benefit of the status quo before we ultimately die. Conservatives are the Boomers of politics, often literally these days, but also metaphorically. We are anodyne creatures that stand in pitiful contrast to our enemies: the Promethean shakers of the world. They, in their rage, are constantly inventing new forms of chaos in society, and it is for us just to idly mock them and moan about them in  our pubs (where we now can’t even smoke because of them), at our barbecues, and in the comment sections at the bottom of poorly read internet newspapers and magazines. Conservatives are happy, much too happy, to make any difference to much of anything outside of a summer’s garden, much less save civilization. The accelerationist philosophy above all things demands neuroticism, and that’s something that most conservatives just don’t have.

			“. . . He will burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire”3

			Returning to the young, female Woke activist whom we met at the beginning, I am afraid we are going to have to assume that, even if she was a crypto-nationalist, she did not allow you to take her for that drink at The Royal Oak. This is consistent with evidence that liberals are less tolerant of conservatives than conservatives are of liberals. In the UK, for example, Labour supporters are far more likely than Conservative supporters to see the other side as selfish, hypocritical and closed-minded and they are more likely to say that it’s hard to be friends with someone from the other side of the political divide.4 Leftists are three times more likely than conservatives to have ended a friendship for political reasons, while “strong liberals” are twice as likely as “strong conservatives” to have blocked somebody on social media for the same reasons.5 This is presumably, in part, because liberals are lower in Agreeableness and, especially, higher in Neuroticism, making them paranoid about and fearful of people who don’t agree with their worldview, a worldview which may bolster their relatively weak sense of self-worth. Accordingly, conservatives “trigger” liberals, at least in a liberally-oriented society. Perhaps the reverse is true in a conservative-oriented society in which we would expect the socially anxious to be competitively conservative. 

			But what if you did manage to take Eliza for that drink; to sit her down in a pub where people like her have managed to ban smoking and push the prices of drinks sky-high? You take your  pint of local ale and she takes her Gin and Tonic and you toast her for all she has done and is continuing to do to bring about the world you so desire.

			“Thank you once again,” you say, “for not having children, for encouraging all of those whom you know to not have children, for setting up a new Crucible of Evolution which, among the more intelligent, means that only the strongly conservative will be likely to survive. It is because of people like you that, one day in the future, our ethnic group will be approximately the same as it was before the Industrial Revolution: genetically healthy, mentally healthy, God-fearing, ethnocentric and even reasonably intelligent. Are you hungry? Would you like some dry roasted peanuts?”

			“No, I’m allergic to nuts,” she says. 

			“Of course you are. Of course you are!” you laugh. “What about some pork scratchings?”

			“No, I’m vegan.”

			“What else would you be? Perhaps another Gin and Tonic?”

			“Look, I really should be going,” she insists. 

			“Please don’t go,” you implore. “At least not yet. We need you . . .” 
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