
 

 

 

 

ANTI-AUTHORITARIAN EXTREMISTS are not the problem.   

 

Um, what? 

 

 

By Layman Pascal (Oct 2017) 

 

 

 

1.  Who are these anti-authority extremists?   

 

Good question.   

 

Let us begin by saying who they are NOT.  These anti-hierarchy, anti-privilege, 

anti-nature, anti-appropriation radicals are often falsely mixed up with 

“postmodernists” or “progressives” or “socialists” -- but that is a very misleading 

conflation.   

 

Postmodernity, as defined here, is an emergent degree of sensitivity and cultural 

complexity associated with irony, ecological awareness, planetary instincts, 

postformal reasoning, metacontextual thinking, adaptation to electronic 

communication, pluralism, advanced democracy, multiple interpretations, a return to 

embodiment, qualitative economics, a passion for paradox and peculiarity and also a 

very nuanced sense of health/ingredients.  Real hippies.  Real deconstructionists. 

Real multiverse physics.  This postmodernism has no special relationship to RED 

FASCISM. 

 

Red Fascism is an old 20th century term for the anti-authoritarian, left wing & 

academic-bureaucratic form of fascism.  It is the other extreme from Black Fascism 

which tends to involved authoritarian, right wing, anti-academic, anti-bureaucratic 

nihilists.   

 

Both groups speak idealistically but, in their behaviour, they pursue the 

self-destruction of their own cultural field.  They create unhealthy, regressive, 

disempowering and disorganizing conditions AS IF this were their actual goal.  One 

wing of fascism pursues this goal by increasing social disparity, inequity, private 

violence, established authorities and overt aggression.  That is what we might call 

Black or Authoritarian Fascism.  The other fascism pursues it by annihilation of 

disparity, stressful public hypersensitivity, covert aggression and a corrosive 

attack on all forms of expertise, authority and privilege.   

 

Today we are looking only the Left Hand of Fascism and it is important not to get this 

mixed up with other terms such as socialism, pluralism, deconstructionism or 

progressivism.  There is really not much in common between the wild, self-expressive 

postmodern art of Jackson Pollock, Marcel Duchamp, Tarantino and David Lynch & the 

current self-censoring political climate in which our best journalists universally 



confess they they are inhibiting their intellectual self-expression for fear of 

editorial and hysterical public faux-ethical outrage.  Arguably these might even be 

considered to be opposite trends. 

 

Likewise, there is an enormous real gulf between the sensual, psychedelic, 

multi-channel, colorful, back-to-the-land movements of the 1960s & a generation of 

careerist academics sniping at it each other with a perverse and purely negative 

interpretation of Derrida and Foucault.   

 

The brave new culture that concerns itself with ecological crisis, wants to hear the 

stories that haven’t been heard and is happy to see weird characters, exposed genitals 

and dark, retro futurism and high-speed uncanny juxtapositions on televisions is NOT 

the same as the courtly, medieval obsession with ‘politically correct’ terms that do 

not “give offense” to special groups.   

 

In  subtler sense, we can observe that it is postmodern to feel that homosexuals should 

be able to get married and serve openly in the military -- while it is 

anti-authoritarian radicalism to suggest that the normal preponderance of 

heterosexual men and women is a complete fiction predicated upon nothing but 

linguistic violence and historical political power plays.   

 

It is postmodern to understand that structural diversity in the perspectives within 

an institution makes it smarter and stronger while it is anti-authority madness to 

suppose that all “types” be “fairly” represented on the governing bodies of all 

institutions.  

 

One path is opening up worlds and the other is closing them down.  So let us dispense 

with this limiting conflation and tease apart postmodernism from anti-authoritarian 

radicals.   

 

The “red fascists” is common to various epochs and geographical regions.  We find them 

in the midst of French Revolution.  We find them in the Russian Revolution.  We find 

them in the early days of Christianity and probably in the last days of the Mayan 

Empire.  It is a general system tendency that opportunistically adapts to the 

technological, linguistic, economic and intellectual trends of its local situation.   

 

And the danger posed by this trend stands out in the early 21st century to many 

serious thinkers as one of the chief cultural problems in the West.  Transpartisans 

and conservatives are joined together in a critique of something that strikes them as 

a mass pathological and academic perversion of “left” or “liberal” values.   

 

2.  Well, what do they want? 

 

THE ANTI-AUTHORITARIAN AGENDA is to wield emotional, editorial and legal force to 

suppress all reminders of authority.   

 

Typical goals include:  

 

● enforced social equity (equality of outcomes at the expense of promoting 

capacity) 

● standardized inclusive speech rules 



● a purely negative critique of Western Civilization 

● a reduction of individual character to an emptiness that is programed by 

values & language 

● denigration of inherited and biological differences 

● negation of individual rights by making all special legal rights based upon 

the prejudicial identification of your “type” (race, gender, sexuality, 

ethnicity, history, etc.)  

● inhibition of cultural productivity by attacking the “appropriation” of forms 

between groups 

● a demand for the apologetic obeisance and marginalization of all types that are 

associated with recent past authorities (e.g. whites, males, churches, experts, 

authors, priests)  

● etc. 

 

The result of these changes would be the weakening, flattening and disintegration of 

healthy advanced culture and a return to an essentially feudal system of 

quasi-theocratic bureaucracy -- surrendering the gains of the Enlightenment and 

using courtly speech (political correctness) to reinforce the official legislation of 

individual feeling and speech.   

 

As dangerous as this trend appears to many it is not the real problem.  It is a symptom 

of a problem.  

 

Which problem?   Absence of competent authorities. 

 

 

3. The Crisis of Authority 

 

When the authorities are inadequate the people naturally become anti-authoritarian.   

 

This is an embodied critique that serves part of the organic feedback system of the 

cultural field.  It is a normal part of the system rebalancing itself.   

 

This can occur faster or more slowly, catastrophically or gracefully, depending on 

how rapidly there is a spread of authority that is competent for the global realities 

of the moment.  

 

Examples of failed authority in the contemporary epoch: 

 

● Democratically elected “representatives” serve their parties (which cannot die 

regardless of popular disapproval) at the expense of the well-being of the 

people.  These representatives are insulated from the consequences of their 

decisions and therefore CANNOT make good decisions. 

● Governing bodies neglect various technical experiments such as employ secret 

ballot, averaged outcomes, proportional or transferable votes and other 

methods that increased the intelligence of their decisions to a point that it 

actually (rather than putatively) superior to the common man. 

● Multinational organizations now control vast amounts of money and military 

--at the expense of the peoples of nations.  The authorities of the nation have 

a dramatically reduced percentage of control over outcomes in the nation. 



● The prominent religious authorities frequently appear out of touch with 

ecological, cultural, moral, sensual, spiritual and entertaining realities.   

● Authorities oppose ancient natural customs.   

● The law is not simples, evocative and readily comprehensible to non-experts.   

● Jargon proliferates.  Foreign terminology parasitizes media, academia, 

jurisprudence.  Exotic names infiltrate spiritual and emotional life, 

displacing the depths of local speech patterns.  Experts exceed the utility of 

precise terminology to become obscure and anti-colloquial.  Therefore the link 

between these authorities and the public is severed and rendered 

unnecessarily superstitious and cynical. 

● The police become military occupiers and overt profit-seekers.   

● Doctors and patients are parasitized by insurance companies.  Land is 

parasitized by realtors.  Access to cultural information is parasitized by 

pundits.  Intermediaries exceed their social function and grow in an 

uncontrolled manner that inflates all concerns and costs. 

● The absence of attractive sacrificial missions and meaningful mobilizations 

leads people to become terrorists of all kinds - i.e. those who become 

emotionally overwhelmed by social situations and willing to throw everything 

away regardless of harm to themselves or others.   

● Boards of directors vote themselves raises and do not the suffer the downside 

of catastrophically mismanaging other people’s money, lives, etc.  Authority 

fails when it lacks “skin in the game”.  

● Businesses are gobbled by corporations rather than protected.  The glamor of 

the great rulers vanishes.   

 

We are bored, disgusted, offended, weary, shocked, baffled, when we behold our leaders. 

We subconsciously sense but often cannot precisely articulate that our authorities 

are not operating with sufficient wisdom, power and connection. This is what 

Nietzsche called “decadence”.  The authorities are failures -- this, and not the 

exacerbating of anti-authoritarian sentiment in the masses -- is the problem that 

must be solved.  

 

4.   What is adequate authority? 

 

This is the part of the article I am still thinking about.  What follows are only 

sporadic notes.  Maybe you have something to offer? 

 

In good times (times of high confidence in the system by large numbers of people) the 

authority must cultivate the future and accomplish pragmatic incremental 

improvements while spending money on inspirational symbolic ventures. In times of 

widespread public distress and incoherence the authority must favor transformative, 

bold and simplified measures. 

 

They must show mastery of the current tools.   

 

“Don’t worry -- we’re on it!” - Bad Authority 

 

After 9/11 there was transpartisan disappointment when George W. Bush did not call 

for action, engagement or sacrifice from the people but rather asked them to simply go 

back to shopping, working with a new attitude of stress.  After the 2008 banking 

collapse there was transpartisan disappointment when Obama negotiated legislative 



improvements to the financial system without imprisoning or punishing any of the 

people whose greed and mismanagement produced this crime. Here people felt bad, low 

confidence.   Failure of meaningful mobilization.   Failure to be bold, transformative 

simplifiers when public confidence is shaken or demoralized.  

 

The must surprise the people. 

 

They must give us (rather than tell us) a feeling of glory. 

 

They must hear all sides and make decisions that simultaneous exceed all sides and 

glorify the executive branch (of whatever it is). 

 

They must create the infrastructure of prosperity and safety.   

 

They must be impartial relative to the worldspace that is affirm in the cultural field. 

Demonstrating objective among those we say belong.  Relative overcoming of bias. 

Including rewarding and punishing all types alike.  

 

The authority must work with but condescend to the media.  

 

 

 

 


