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What is new about Reagan? Or,  in order to express i t  more precisely,  what is
new about the Reagan administrat ion, or wi th the present phase in Washington? Is i t
not s imply what i t  has always been? Could one not just  say that the United States
were always expansionist ,  had always about the same image of the world,  was to e
large extent the country of  the immigrants,  even of the refugees? In other words e
country where most of  those who l ive there, ei ther themselves or in their  fami ly,  and
not so many generations removed, have some kind of bad experience or negative
impressions from other parts of  the world so that when these impressions are not only
added but even mult ip l ied and then are fed to the "American" (a very dubious
expression, they are not even North American, th is is something they share with
Canadians) as a general  image of the world,  then they can only conclude that in other
countr ies things are brd, even verv bad, and here things are good simply because
things are good for me personally? Or even more simply expressed: is it not the old
story of  capi ta l is t  expansionism, "business as usual"?

And then, could one not say that the United States were always the country of
opt imism, of  fa i th and Progress, even the mater ial izat ion of  that very ldea? Of course
Progress is naive from the point  of  v iew of European history,  part icul  ar ly Central
E,uropean history, where the idea would rather be that there is some kind of dark,
s in ister community of  dest iny,  that  war is a law of  nature, I )  wi th heroes and glor ies,
but also wi th ruins,  inevi tably,  in i ts wake. And was i t  not  a lways the case that the
United States was the country of  pragmatism, scient i f ic and technological  in i ts
or ientat ion, that what works, works wel l  *  as long as i t  funct ions -  wi thout too much
moral ist ic quest ioning? And as to the relat ions to naturel  had i t  not always been e
quest ion of  processing, actual ly colonizat ion of  nature, exploi tat ion of  nature? And the
same for human beings: the Indians had almost been exterminated, intervent ionism in
neighbor ing.countr ies (and countr ies that  were not qui te neighbors,  such as the

-\Phi l ippines)" '  was not precisely anything new in US history.  And compet i t ion to the
point  of  social  Darwinism was there f  rom the very beginning. Of course, that
compet i t ion had to obey certain rules and laws, there was a system of "countervai l ing
forces",  not only inst i tut ional ized in pol i t ical  democracy but also in economic l i fe.  But
then there was also so much cr iminal i ty,  intranat ional  as wel l  as internat ional ,  in
order to counteract th is type of control  (such as control  against cartels)  _ in order to
make quick prof i ts.  And as to God, was not the United States always the country of
fai th,  the country of  the Christ ian god, omnipotent and omniscient,  only overshadowed
by one other god, the almighty dol lar? In other words, was not the United States
always the very incorporat ion,  and successful ly so,  of  Western Civ i l izat ion?



All of this is true and it  constitutes the background f or any analysis of

reaganism. I t  g ives us the texture of  the cosmology of  American fai th in general ,  of

homo americanus. Homo americanus is some kind of  homo occidental is in extremis.

Space has a c lear center in the west,  more part iculary in the Uni ted States as proven

by the impressions brought to the country by the mi l l ions and mi l l ions of  immigrants,

as fur ther conf i rmed by the c i rcumstance that what is American has a tendency to

spread radial ly outwards, to be found al l  over the world at the same time as the US

itsel f  is  re lat ively homogeneous. Time has been equipped with an upward arrow; f rom

being a not too signif icant colony far away to becoming the mighty center of an

economic empire,  and f inal ly the mi l i tary strongest power in the wor ld -  a l though the

last statement certainly has to be modif ied in the l ight of experiences from Indochina,

1965 -  1975. And as to Knowledge: in few places in the Occident,  wi th the possible

exception of the Soviet Union, is science and technology and the scientif  ic and

technological  revolut ion (S-T-R as i t  is  cal led in the Soviet  Union) so f  i rmly

established as the basis for progress, questioned only by a few, insti l l ing in homo

americanus the idea that to any problem there is a scient i f ic / technological  solut ion.

And God is over Man, Man is over Woman at  least  unt i l  very recent ly,  some men are

over other men and some women are over other women, organized by a combinat ion

of race and class and ethnic background and gender,  but  then also of  achievement,  in

endless compet i t ion,3i  wi th God and his successor,  " the country",  on top.

In short ,  homo americanus was and is a wel l  considered homo occidental is,  not

only in his own eyes but also in the eyes of  others.  Crucial  is  the lack of  h istor ic i ty

of  the Uni ted States,  being the First  modern nat ion4) in a certain sense, populated by

commoners exterminat ing the or ig inal  red populat ion,  import ing a new black

under-c lass as s laves, using i t  to establ ish some kinds of  s lave society and some kind

of feudal ism with instant,  fake ar istocracy on top of  i t :  By and large i t  remains the

same society that  i t  was, part ly because i t  was so far ahead of  t ime when i t  started,

and part ly so far  behind today, in social  terms. In terms of  h istor ical  t ime the United

States f  i l led a short  interval ,  indeed, compared with the societ ies i t  has t r ied to

dominate,  in the America's South of  Rio Grande, i r r  East and Southeast Asia.  Having

nei ther much space di f ferent ia l  inside i ts own terr i tory,  nor much t ime di f ferent ia l  in

i ts history,  homo americanus may tend to see him/hersel f  as absolute,  invar iant  o[

t ime and space, as a prototype for the rest of the world.

And nevertheless

used as a symbol more

picture.  He is not only

the basic assumption of  th is paper is that  wi th Reagan, here

than as a concrete person, something new has come into the

a homo americanus who l ives there on the other side, in the



United States,  but a homo americanus in extremis,  a homo reaganensis,  to put in that

way. And by that I  mean precisely,  a homo americanus in extremis just  l ike homo

americanus was and is an extreme version of homo occidental is. But in order to

explore this some remarks are needed to put this in a more concrete geographical and

histor ical  perspect ive.

I think i t  makes sense to divide the United States in four parts; Northeast, Southeast,

Northwest and Southwest. Northeast, that is New England; l iberal, civi l ized, European-

in order to express it  quite arrogantly - perhaps a l i t t le old-fashioned, rel igiously with

a sof t Christ ianity, a part of the United States where European intel lectuals

immediately feel  at  home. Here are the most important universi t ies,  here i t  is

possible to l ive just about l ike in Europe, meaning by that Central and Northern

Europe, wi th the fascinat ion of  New York at  i ts  center.

Then there is Southeast, that is the South, and the "Deep South" f i l led with feudal

features,  f i l led wi th those at tempts to l ive some kind of  ar istocrat ic l i fe,  not  only the

general class society as found in the United States everywhere, rather some kind of

caste society. Sti l l  colourful, a complex society, in many regards somewhat simil iar to

Southern Europe. Chr ist iani ty is more f  undamental ist ,  but  perhaps also more

r i tual ist ic,  and this is where we f ind the terr i tory f rom which the US mi l i tary in

general  or ig inates,  a lmost as a caste of  warr iors.

The Northwest and, and by that I  mean what in the Uni ted States is cal led the

"Middle West"  and in addi t ion to that  the North Paci f ic  States,  Washington and

Oregon; more Scandinavian, Northern European (although there are also many from

Eastern Europe) relatively simplist ic social structures and human beings, again a more

fundamental ist  chr ist iani ty than in Northeast but also rel ig iously relat ively s imple
minded. Basical ly decent,  basical ly bor ing.

And then, important in this connection in an effort to understand reaganism is

the US Southwest:  Cal i fornia)/ ,  Ar izona, New Mexico, Texas and the states to the

north of  that .  Here we have the new terr i tory,  th is is where Si l icon Val ley is located,

this is the sunbeltelt,  not the snowbelt up there in Northeast. There is expansion, not

stagnat ion and even breakdown as one can f ind so many places in the Northeast,

around the old coal  and steel  and text i le industr ies.  Pol i t ical ly conservat ive,  border ing
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on the react ionary,  of  course with is lands of  cul ture where the universi t ies are
located,but then the University of Cali fornia system - to take an example - is exactly

l ike an archipelago, wi th a campus system not l ike in Europe where the universi t ies

are part  of  the c i ty,  but  something marginal ized, in the country,  part ia l ly  a s ide-track

f  or  intel lectuals.  The Christ iani ty f  ound here is extremely f  undamental ist ,  sel f

r ighteous, apocalyptic, Jesus is coming soon, Armageddon is around the corner, al l

these signs that can be read on the wal ls of  houses and mountains.  A large var iety of

very anticommunist Chrisian organizations. Crusading spir i t .  John Birch society.

that

their

there

My point  is  that  th is is where the history of  the Uni ted States is repeat ing i tsel f ,

the people who l ive here in the Southwest are also immigrants and also have

anecdotes from their own l ives and that of their famil ies. I t  is working badly gp

in the Northeast, that is the country of egg-heads, big government and welfare

bums, al l  of them l iving on welfare, nobody works; here things are good because I am

doing f ine, and for that reason "we" should be entit led to governing the country.

And that is precisely what they do: This is the country where Lyndon B. Johnson,

Richard M. Nixon and Ronald W. Reagan have their  pol i t ical  basis,  three important

recent presidents.  I t  is  certainly not the country f rom which came Kennedy; that  was

the Boston aristocracy, e European with a certain French incl ination, quite different

f  rom his successors.  He came f  rom the Northeast,  which means that i t  was

symbol ical ly correct  when he was ki l led in 1963, in the Southwest.  And from that t ime

- only twenty years ago -  the pol i t ical  point  of  gravi ty in the Uni ted States has moved

consistently in that direction. A transformation of major consequences.

Then, a corresponding remark about a changing role of the United States in the

world as a whole.  I  am not ta lk ing about " lat ter-day capi ta l ism" or a "general

breakdown of  the system"l  in my mind capi ta l ism is as heal thy as i t  ever was. But the

point of gravity of capital ism is moving on our earth, from the world Northwest (the

First  World) to the wor ld Southeast ( the Fourth wor ld,  Japan and the Mini-Japans, the

A'SEAN countr ies,  the social ist  countr ies in East Asia,  and so on).  What is new is that

the United States no longer is the uncontroversial ly leading power in the industr ia l

wor ld,  but  f inds i tsel f  in compet i t ion wi th an other industr ia l  g iant ,  not  wi th the

countr ies in the European Community but wi th Japan and the countr ies in the wake of
KI

Japan." 'The point  is  s imply that  these new industr ia l  countr ies produce products wi th

higher qual i ty to lower pr ices,  and that for  an impressive range of  industr ia l  products.

At the same t ime we certainly also have the best known. most famous conf l ic t  in the



world of today; the socalled East-West confl ict (actually between the world Northeast

and the wor ld Northwest)  which has developed as a mutual  suic ide pact wi th nuclear

weapons, and the socalled North-South confl ict (which actually is a confl ict between

the world Northwest and the world Southwest, the socalled Third World) with an

endless succession of  intervent ions,  guerr i l la mut in ies,  terror ism and counterterror ism

with torture, interventions again, and so on. In short, the United States is no doubt a

strong and dangerous country, but is no longer in the posit ion i t  was after the Second

world war, threatened by nobody, lonely up there at the top.7) The other superpower

also has at i ts disposal the same kind of weapons, Japan is conquering more and more

of the market in and of the United States, and the developing countries are not

yielding - only the point of gravity of the confl ict system is moving and right now

f inds i tsel f  in Central  America ( tomorrow South America? Afr ica?)

In other words, we are dealing here with two important f acts of l i f  e; the

dislocation of the point of gravity in the United States from Northeast to Southwest,

and at the same time a dislocation of the point of gravity in the world economy from

the world Northwest to the world Southeast. Reaganism is an expression of both of

these system changes, and an expression in a very nasty direct ion,  in the direct ion of

an extremism which very wel l  could develop into exterminism.S) Of course, these two

changes in the locat ion of  point  of  gravi ty are int imately related to each other.  The

US Southwest is the part of the US that represents the modern industry and the new

ini t iat ives,  more capable of  taking up the compet i t ion wi th the wor ld Southeast.  But

at the same time the US Southwest is also a depository of reactionary, selfr ighteous,

crusading ideologies and movements. To that we now turn.

4,2 Homo reaganensis as homo americanus in extremis

In order to explore th is I  shal l  make use of  the same analyt ical  f ramework for

Reagan that has been used to analyse civ i l izat ions (macrocul tures).  I  mysel f

Reagan as an ideologist  bel ieving that he woqld just  cont inue-the dangerous shi f t

towards f i rst  str ike postures,  but mainly to look more "credible" and "determined".9/  I

have come to see him as an ideologist of major signif icance because of the strong,

fundamental ist  Chr ist ian element.  Hence, let  me run the cosmology backwards, '

s tar t  wi th the lat ter  and ask a quest ion:  what is Reaganrs relat ionship to God, what is

his image of  God?

I th ink.  i t  is  useful  to concieve of  Reaganrs concept ion of  god as a Tr in i ty;
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Market,  God and Democracv, and.. ;xarct  ly  in that  order.  More precisely expressed: He

bel ieves in the magic of  the market-place in a c lassical  sense, wi th market forces ex.

pressing themselves extremely I reely,  wi th one very important except ion:  the f ree

trade doctrine is no longer uncondit ionally val id. When a country l ike Japan is more

ski l l fu l  than the United States,  then that country has to exercise "voluntary restraint" ;

and when developing countries can produce something less expensively because labor is

extremely inexpensive,  then there wi l l  a lso be tar i f  and non-tar i f  import  l imi tat ions.

There is also something very important to add in connection with Reaganrs God.

It is a very fundamental ist God, not much removed from the judaic Jahve, a God of

revenge and punishment, appearing on the world scene in the shape of the American

mil i tary as an instrument,  and nat ional ly as capi ta l  punishment.  I t  is  actual ly

interesting to note that more and more frequently (as far as I can observe) the

expression "Judeo-Christ ian" is made use of; emphasizing a l inkage between the two

which certainly is correct  h istor ical ly.  But "Chr ist ian- ls lamic" is never heard al though

this might be even more correct  h istor ical ly.  The Jews and ( the state of  Israel)  are

on the side of  Reaganrs God; the Musl ims (usual ly referred to as "Musl im fanat ics")

and the Musl im countr ies (not to ment ion one part icular country,  I ran) are certainly

not. In short, that very conception has a front against Islam. Reagan's God also has a

clear ant isexual  incl inat ion,  wi th very narrow l imi ts set  for  sexual i ty.  In other words,

however much Reagan designates Musl ims as "Musl im fanat ics" in their  re l ig ious

expressions (and also pol i t ical ly)  i t  nevertheless looks as i f  Reagan is the answer,  of

the West,  to Khomeini ,  who has some of the same incl inat ion towards revenge and

punishment,  and with strong norm regulat ing sexual i ty.

But then there is also a sof ter  element in Reagan. I  th ink that  he real ly

bel ieves in democracy. Or more precisely expressed: he has a fa i th in elect ions,  in

free elect ions,  at  least  in a certain democrat ic r i tual ism. This part icular point  does

not occupy the top tr inity posit ion; in that posit ion one f inds the market forces.

However,  as he is of  the opinion that most human beings deepest,  innermost are homo

americanus(and when they are not,  then i t  is  because they have been manipulated by

evi l  forces) there is no danger.  I f  e lect ions real ly are f ree then people wi l l  of  their

own wi l l  select  the society where market forces are the most important forces in the

society.  I f  they do not they have been brain washed.

Of course, there is not here much new. What is new since Reagan came to power

is perhaps above al l  that  i t  is  so c lear ly expressed. He is not JC for Jesus Christ ,  but
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GC for Great Communicator.  Simply because he was an actor he knows how to

exercise the role of a communicator better than most. He knows, and the American

population also knows, though he was actually only elected by z7 ' / ,  of. the electoral in

r98o (about half made use of their r ight and among them one half voted for Reagan)

that he says what many Americans want to hear.

What is irnportant, now, are the consequences of this clear ideological stance.

Obviously i t  has considerable implications for the conceptualizations of space found in

reaganism. The most important element is,  of  course, that  the Uni ted States is c loser

to God than most other countries, and for that reason not only entit led to play a

central role; the United States also has this as a d!1y.. The USA appears as God's own

countrv.  On coins and bi l ls  i t  is  even clear ly pr inted, In God we trust .  Reagan is a

communicator,  Reagan himsel f  is  a human being who loves God, who very f requent ly

prays. As an instrument of God this means that the US has the duty of assuming

godlike features. And among these are, of course, the duty not only to be omnipotent,

but also to be omniscient.  In order to be omniscient the country s imply has, must

have, satel l i tes and spy organisat ions al l  over the wor ld,  such as FBI, CIA,
NSA.ro) ln order to be omnipotent the country s imply has to be, in al l  possible war

theatres and in al l  weapon systems super ior :  otherwise i t  would not be omnipotent.

There was one gap in al l  of  th is;  land-based middle range missi les in Europe: the

r97g-83 theme - t i l l  God got His wi l l .  The Soviet  "monopoly" was el iminated. rr i

Al l  of  th is is related to the c i rcumstance that wi th th is conceptual izat ion of  God

there wi l l  be by impl icat ion,  a conceptual izat ion of  the devi l .  The devi l  is  the one who

rejects al l  three elements in the reaganesque tr in i ty.  The Soviet  Union is a social ist

country wi th planning instead of  the market,  of f ic ia l ly  atheist ,  and a dictatorship.

That descript ion is correct. There are also countries that reject parts of reaganism;

they are,  for  instance, dictatorships.  But then i t  is  a lso qui te c lear that  the three

elements in the Tr in i ty are weighted. Most important is,  of  course, the acceptance of

a market economy, i t  is  u. .y goodl f  in addi t ion they bel ieve in God (as ment ioned

Jahve is alsb acceptable as the or ig in of  the Chr ist ian god, but not Al lah as a

deviat ion,  a defect) .  For that  reason Argent ina under the mi l i tary terror ists and

gor i las were c lear ly acceptable because they bel ieved in God. The fact  that  i t  was one

of the worst  regimes the wor ld has seen since hi t ler ism/stal in ism was less important

than their  " f ree market svstem't .  r2)



This means that the wor ld has two extreme countr ies;  the Soviet  Union which is

only black and bad, and in a famous speech by Reagan even def ined as the center of

evi l , r3)  ,nd the United States which, so i t  seems at  least ,  are only whi te and good,

and for that reason has a very important role to play in world history. Of course, this

does not mean that one cannot also in the Uni ted States f ind elements of  the devi l ;

people who believe in "big government", people who do not believe in God, and

total i tar ian forces, communists in a broad sense. I t  looks as i f  Reagan himsel f  in his

l i fe has had two important t raumat ic exper iences: communists in the t rade union of

actors who so much wanted to have power, and as he had more success as an actor,

Big Government which so much would l ike to have pdrts of  h is income as taxes. In

other words,  Reagan is himsel f ,  in his own l i fe,  an embodiment of  the exper ience with

the evi l ,  perhaps in a more modest form, but suff icient in order to understand the

workings of  the devi l .  To see the Soviet  Union as "equal"  is  s imply blasphemy.r4)

The devi l  p lays a game; domino. He tr ies,  in al l  parts of  the wor ld,  to take over

countr ies,  and then to in i t iate chain react ions that could lead to the US and even end

in Washington, i f  the Uni ted States is not suf f ic ient ly omniscient and omnipotent.  And

from this very c lear conceptual izat ion a very c lear pol icy ensues. I t  is  important to

understand how Reagan understands this.  In the wor ld there is actual ly only one

enemy; just  l ike Hi t ler  he seems to bel ieve that one should not confuse the populat ion

with a compl icated enemy image,r5) what the Germans cal l  Feindbi ld.  " l t  is  the same

enemy that we are facing in Grenada and Lebanon",  he says t6). . . .not ,  for  instance,

75o mil l ion Muslims and z bi l l ion poor people or 3oo mil l ion South Americans. It  is

just, simply, the Soviet Union, or more precisely Moscow or even more precisely

Kreml in.  Most inhabi tants in Moscow and most inhabi tants in the Soviet  Union are ac-

tual ly homo americanus, perhaps even without knowing i t ,  because they are

manipulated by the devi l  and are in the wai t ing room of history,  wai t ing for  the

l iberat ion f rom inside or f rom outside. I t  is  interest ing in th is connect ion to note that

Hi t ler  was at  least  able,  in Mein Kampf,  to ref lect  on his own method, to see i t

precisely as that ,  as a method. I  doubt that  Reagan would have the same level  of

sel f - re f l  ect ion.

So, i t  is  the holy role of  the Uni ted States to know everything and to exercise

punishment where that is just i f ied,  in order to l iberate people f rom the workings of

the devi l .  This at t i tude is rather s imi lar  to what could be found dur ing the Crusades

between ro95 and rzgr ( there were eight of  them),  part ly even enacted in exact ly the

same part  of  the wor ld,  in West Asia (Lebanon, Palest ine).  Musl ims were the devi ls
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also those days. It  looks, however, as i f  the devil  in the meantime has expanded
somewhat, and that the United States r ight now is busy in the Caribbean (Grenada,
cuba),  in Central  America (Guatemala,  El  Salvador,  Nicaragua),  in North Af r ica
(Libya, Tsclrad), in the Arab/Persian Gulf (for oi l  and also against lran) and tomorrow
perhaps in Korea, South and North, and in the Phil ippines. The devil  is active. I t  is not
so easy to be the instrument of God. One needs quite a lot of money, for that reason
budget deficits, even too high interest. For that reason there is now capital capital ism
instead of industrial capital ism. For that reason the US is losing more and more of
the market, t i l l  a col lapse may come. No doubt the workings of the devil ,  even if
somewhat indirectly, by forcing the qod forces to overextend themselves.

All  of this also touches the conceptualization of t ime. I do not believe that
Reagan is an uncondit ional optimist, he also believes in Armageddon. He believes that
Armageddon could come, in that he differs from other presidents of the United

'- \States. ' / '  They have al l  been of  the opinion that communism is an evi l ,  but  that  there
is another evi l  that is st i l l  worse; a world nuclear holocaust. I t  looks as i f  Reagan is
of  the opinion that one is inf luenced by the devi l  i f  one bel ieves that there is
something that could be sti l l  worse than communism. t 8) I f  one enters into
negotiat ions then one has to be prepared for the possibi l i ty of making compromises,
that is the whole meaning of negotiat ions. But with the devil  one does not make
compromises! And when one is not prepared to do so then the negotiat ions are only a
mask, a put-on, only a way in which one tr ies to conceal  the real  intent ions for naive
al l ies.  His intent ions are not necessar i ly  to enter into a wor ld war,  but  to make that
war possible and winnable through superiority in weapon systems, at al l  placgr and of
al l  k inds.The war could come, perhaps also should come. This is qual i tat ively new. For
that reason I  bel ieve that i t  never was Washingtonrs intent ion,  in Geneva, to arr ive at
an agreement about middle-range missi les,  t9t  

and the same appl ies for  the
Stockholm conference. They are exercises dutiful ly engaged in. V/hat one really does,
however,  is  to play wi th Armageddon. I  a lso th ink that  th is could change with a new
administrat ion,  that  there is something here which is speci f ic  for  reaganism, not t ied
to the US as such.

How about the epistemology of reaganism? I bel ieve that this epistemology can
only be understood when one also understands Trinity. As a means against the devil
the mi l i tary has, of  course, the f i rst  and most important posi t ion;  God's exercise of
power up to the possibi l i ty of desert i f icarion (_yelUg$!_!g in the sense of the Marrin_
Luther-Bibel) :  exterminism with atomic weapons i f  that  should be necessary.  Then, of
course, there are the market forces, as could be seen so clear ly in Grenada. The
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occupat ion powers immediately af ter  the invasion did not only abol ish the subsidies for

foodstuff for the poorer parts of the population, but also the luxury tax for the r icher

people so that the market forces could funct ion wi thout any impediments.  At  thc

same t ime i t  was clear ly shown what was understood by democracy: al l  meet ings were

immediately prohibi ted wi th the except ion of  meet ings that had to do with market and

god; in other word for business people and rel igious meetings. To this could then be

added neo-missionar ism, for  Chr ist iani ty.  I  th ink that  chr ist ian people -  i f  they are

real ly aggressive -  today have an enormous opportuni ty.  They seem to be part icular ly

act ive in Guatemala these f  undamental ist  churches, in their  exercise of

ant icommunism, of  course support ing the var ious mi l i tary forces in Guatemala

standing at the top of the exercise of terrorism, against their own p.opl..2o)

But then comes the contradict ion into the system. There is also this honest

ef fort to introduce democracy, through democracy-technology, the technology of

elect ions.2r)  One could say that in th is there is a certain fet ishism; an

elect ion-f  et ishism. When "f  ree elect ions" have taken place, then the system is

supposed to be in order.  But as ment ioned above, a "real ly f ree" people wi l l  be in

{avor of  a pol icy that  a lso is acceptable to the United States.  Homo americanus =

homo sapiens normal is;  the rest  is  at  best  exot ic/"ethnic",  at  worst  brainwashed or

simply evi l .

In th is there is a did nucleus; f  a i th in technology and science. More

part icular ly,  a fa i th in communicat ion-technoiogy and communicat ion-science, and not

only as hardware, also as sof  tware,  and not only wi th mechanical-electronic

engeneer ing but also wi th social  engeneer ing. More important than how matters real ly

are are the images; communicat ion is a communicat ion of  " image".  And here once

more the actor role of  Reagan is important as embodiment of  image making. Reagan

plays the role as sher i f f ,  as the one who exercises just ice,  as the instrument of  just

punishment,  of  course with a revolver and ' ,v i th the ideology of  the " fast  draw" of  Wi ld

West,  so important because i t  is  c lear ly a f i rst  str ike strategy. The combinat ion of

technology and exercise of  v io lence is then among uS, and Reagan becomes not a

r id iculous actor,  but  an actor who has had exact ly the correct  ro les for  h is present

role as the president closest to God.

In order now to understand the whole image of  the wor ld,  wi th god, wi th persons

and nature,  a l l  one needs is actual ly the study of  Creat ion according to the Chr ist ian
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bible, in other words Genesis. Clearly this points to a four class society. God is on
top, omniscient and omnipotent. He has understood everything and created everything.
At the bottom is nature, and in between people, divided into two, men and under them
women. Where is Reagan himself? - very high up, among the men, as the First in the
First  nat ion of  the wor ld,  in other words qui te c lose to God himsel f .  I  bel ieve that he
also bel ieves that women actual ly are a part  of  nature,  and men more div in r ." )  But
he has learnt that one does not say such things, for when one says so, or indicates
something in that  d i rect ion,  then one is punished, not only wi th less love, but also
with fewer votes from lvomen - the latter possibly being worse. But just as God can
do with nature what he wants so does Reagan; he is anti-ecological and, more
part icularly, anti-ecologist. He believes in social Darwinism, in competit ion without
any kind of  social  secur i ty net.  I f  th is nevertheless leads to misery then the remedy
would be Christ ian char i ty.  Whether the system funct ions or not is not his problem in
an empir ical  sense. The system is just  s imply correct ,  and what fo l lows in the wake of
that system is also correct. I f  i t  may look somewhat disagreeable for some people.
But that  is  their  faul t ,  not  the systemrs.  Work hard,  that  is  a l l .

In short ,  there is a certain consistency to al l  of  th is.  There is a fur ther
elaboration of basic US tenets. Perhaps most important is the clear notion of what
const i tutes the leading stars for  economic,  social ,  pol i t ical  and mi l i tary act ion,  how
world space is organized in terms of good and evi l ,  and the idea that holocaust may
not be avoidable,  and not necessar i ly  the least  of  a l l  possible evi ls.  But on top of  a l l
of  th is is the posi t ion taken by the "magic of  the market" ,  a f  undamental ist
conceptualization of god, and democracy. Of course, there is nothing wrong in being
in favour of  democracy. Moreover,  anyone is ent i t led to bel ieve in Chr ist iani ty.  There
are also many people around the world who would support Reagan when it  comes to
his fa i th in capi ta l ism. But then i t  should also be said what th is al l  means in pract ise:
i t  means a focus on economic growth to the exclusion of any concern with poverty
and misery at  the bottom of society,  wi th equal i ty,  wi th exploi tat ion wi th in and
between countr ies.  I t  is  a very l imi ted pol i t ical  agenda, to say the least .

With Reagan the country,  the Uni ted States have developed a real  and complete
ideology. Reagan is an ideologist ,  not  in the intel lectual  sense but in the more
important sense that he extremely wel l  understands what the most important
metaphores are,  r ight  now, for  the American people.  Of course, that  ideology, in a
very ant i - intel lectual  country i tsel f  has to be ant i - intel lectual ,  in a country where

intel lectuals today, most ly l iv ing in the Northeast,  are on a s ide-track and al l  of  them
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seem to look at  what happens with fear and to some extent also wi th awe. I t  is  a very

col lect iv ist  country,  the Uni ted States,  where the indiv idual  person seems to have
much respect for the majority and where only few people have an incl ination towards
protest  when this protest  can be conceived of  as being directed not only against  the

majority but also against the major social structures, against the basis of society.

This is akeady important to understand: what Reagan says is so clearly

compat ib le wi th that  structure,  i t  is  actual ly only an expression of  the forces that

are already bui l t  into the American structure.  For that  reason i t  is  a lso a mistake to
assume that i t  wi l l  a l l  d isappear the moment Reagan disappears f rom the pol i t ical

scene. Reaganism is an expression for both tendencies, both for an empire in decline

and for the new momentum that takes shape inside the country through the dislocation

of the economic and demographic point of gravity. I t  is so new, and so raw, what
is taking place in the American Southwest.  I t  is  the mut iny of  the per iphery of  the

country against  the old center up there in the Northeast.  And precisely as a per ip l rery

the people have developed a per iphery ideology under the s ign of  reaganism, wi th

absolut ist  categor ies of  good and evi l ,  whi te and black,  very exaggerated, both a wi l l

to power wi th super ior i ty as the guiding pr inciple,  present ing the other s ide as devi l

and onesel f  as perfect ,  or  at  least  very c lose to perfect ion.  To mi l i tar ist  capi ta l ism,

with i ts search for (strategic)  raw mater ia ls and markets has been. added a very

dangerous ideological  e lement,  i r reconci lable in i ts struggle wi th evi l .23i

Even the American Southwest is going to lose this type of  absolut ism with t ime

and develop ideologies more typical  of  the center,  more discrete,  more gradual ist ic,

sof ter ,  Iess sel f - r ighteous, but certainly st i l l  wi th the aim of  maintaining status quo.

Reagan, however,  is  not sat isf ied wi th status guo. He wants to change the wor ld so

that not only the Uni ted States but the wor ld in general ,  and the United States qui te

part icular ly,  could become a mater ia l iz i t ian of  h is Tr in i ty,  steered by market

forces, inspired by the Judeo-Christ ian God with legi t imacy of  people expressed in

free elect ions backing i t  a l l  up.

Compare this to al l  the other categor ies ment ioned above, the categor ies that

many people are concerned with,  such as ant i - imper ia l ism, ant i -neocolonial ism,

l iberat ion f rom misery and hunger,  the ef for t  to become master of  one's own house,

the ef for t  to have an egal i tar ian society,  to have a society where fundamental  needs,

autonomy and egal i ty play a role as important as Reaganrs Tr in i ty.  Al l  of  th is does

not worry him, and even has a certain connotat ion of  the workings of  the devi l ,

because the devi l  is  a lso ta lk ing about such matters.  But that  makes Reagants posi t ion

not only ant i - [ tLrmatt ,  but  a lso i r r te l lectual ly rat l rer  r id iculous -  and -  precisely for  that

reason -  i t  is  inconci lvable that  reaganism wi l l  survive for  a very long per iod.
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But the quest ion to be put is the fo l lowing; are we al l  going to disappear wi th

reaganism, in order to formulate i t  in a very apocalypt ic manner? The quest ion is

important because the United States,  i t  seems, has a tendency to engage in an

aggressive war about every twenty-four years 24) and last  t ime was r965 -  in Vietnam

ft94r in the Second world war, rgr7 in the First world war, end of last century in the

Spanish terr i tor ies,  the Phi l ippines and Cuba, and so on).  The next t ime, i f  one

bel ieves in such a rythm, would be 1989---- .  Of course, I  do not see in th is any law of

nature, I  only say that there is a danger, and even more so because the wars of the

US were made when Democrates were presidents,  and 1989 looks l ike a year when a

Democrat president could come into power. In short, i t  could very well be that

Reagan is a man of many rvords rather than a man of much actions, which does not

mean that the ideology here referred to as reaganism is not extremely dangerous.

4.J,r iashineton lg8l l r  Democrecy . :nqjucLea:- l  ; . t ( - , , j . | j1 ig!6n

Conclusion: Reaganism is to be taken ser iously.  Intel lectual  content is very low,

it  is tuned to people who are hardly able to fol low a sequence of thoughts for more

than f i f teen minutes2s, |  -  then i t  wi l l  be interrupted by a commercial .  But i t  is  l ike

this in the Uni ted States of  today, part icular ly in the Southwest.  Perhaps i t  wi l l  not

last long; as a map of the rvorld the ideology is too much at odds with reali ty

l ike hi t ler ism and stal in ism before i t .  But Reagan has at  h is disposal  something that

they did not have, even worse weapons of  exterminat ion.  For that  reason i t  is  bet ter

to take reaganism ser iously,  and to f ight  i t .  Basical ly th is has to be done inside the

United States and that would be the only k ind of  forum for which Reagan would

have some kind of  respect.  Al l  the rest  is  a l ready infested by the devi l ,  wi th some

except ions such as Israel ,  the Pol ish populat ion,  and (wi th some doubts) Egypt.  Great

Br i ta in,  the country of  Madam Thatcher,  is  probably mainly seen as some type of

extension of  the Uni ted States.

The United Nat ions can pass any numbcr of  resolut ions,  even the Internat ional

Court  of  Just ice,  wi thout hi t t ing rea6ianism. Why not? The answer is s imple:  i t  is  not

only because the major i ty of  the members are "communists",  "non-chr ist ian",

and "dictatorships",  some of  them even with ant i -market inst i tut ions.  I t  is  a lso

because the United Nat ions t r ies to do something absolutely unforgivable f rom the

point  of  v iew of  reaganism: to intersperse i tsel f  between the United States and God,

or even more seriously: to replace God. That orgarrization has simply not understood

i ts role in the wor ld.  I t  is  used by the US sometimes, ' ,vhen the country i tsel f  deems

appropr iate,  to communicate to the rest  of  the rvor ld what the state of  the wor ld is.

But t l re UN has simply not understood that the US has a rnorropoly on the legi t imate

cxercisc of  power in t l re lvor ld,  not  for  any sel f  ish Uni teci  States
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rerasons, but s imply to set  the wor ld r ight .  With the UN's deep lack of  understanding

of the US mission the only appropr iate react ion is actual ly for  the US to leave such a

forunr,  start ing wi th the UNESCO26) -  
^ 

col lect ion of  intel lectuals wi th a part icular ly

heavy incl inat ion towards the l ine of  the devi l .  To be a country,  just  l ike the others

with no part icular c la im to be lhsira.binger of  u l t imate Truth,  is  the UN message -

but that  is  certainly not the idea of  reaganism. And yet that  is  the task,  i t  seems, of

the US populat ion:  to t ry to redef ine themselves as normal.

In doing so the United States has one tremendous advantage denied the people l iv ing

under hi t ler ism and stal in ism: democracy, one of  the best inst i tut ion developed by

humankind. The US people -may change administrat ion,  having a chance in 1984, and

(hopeful ly)  another in 1988. There are problems, though:

-  The voters might prefer Reagan and reaganism. They might s imply agree. The

present analysis points in that direction: reaganism is not contrary to general

americanism as an ideology; i t  is  wi th in t l re same cosmology only a more extreme

vers ion.

-The voters might have their doubts about Reagan, but for the wrong reasons: because

he is not so strong in action as in words. To persuade them Reagan might try one

more invasion (eg. in Nicaragua).  And i f  he is elected that invasion might also come,

having interpreted reelect ion as a vote of  conf idence. In ei ther case democracy at

home const i tutes no guarantee against  cr iminal  act ion abroad, against  people wi th no

veto,  not  even a vote.

-  An other administrat ion might not be that di f ferent:  strategic planning wi l l  probably

cont inue the same way, so wi l l  armament;  business wi l l  demand markets and the

mil i tary "modernizat ion".  But the terr i fy ingly sel f - r ighte .ous and cal lous ideological

element wi l l  probably disappear as a guide for act ion,  or  at  least  be very much

modif  ied.

In praise of  democragl :  This gives us a hope. And al l  of  us who -  l ike the present

author -  are not ant i -american but ant i -Reagan wi l l  refuse to give i t  up,  unless we

get very convincing proof that  th is ideological  d isease has contaminated the whole

country.
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