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I. Free Will 

As Sci-Fi predictions are realized, and we begin to 
countenance serving under, living with – and even loving 
– robots, discussion turns to what constitutes “artificial 
intelligence” and to what extent we are sentient beings or just 
programmed automatons ourselves.

Though we are now completely reliant on machines and 
have wrought a world where we are helpless without them, we 
still feel superior to them in that we have “free will”; Meanwhile, 
the computers, appliances, and gadgets upon which we depend 
are programmed by those of our creed (i.e. humans).  

“Free will” would be defined as the ability to choose; what 
we think, what we do, who we will be, and how we govern our 
lives. Free will has been a much ballyhooed human conceit since 
‘the Enlightenment’ at least, and modern neoliberal ideology 
hinges on this concept of self-expression and construction of 
identity as the end goal of our society’s twin obsessions: wealth 
accumulation and consumerism.

“The West” has aggressively promoted this individualist 
self-determination as its philosophy and defines its mission in the 
world as civilizing societies which are seen to be less “free.” Free 
markets – i.e. the privatization of public services and resources 
(oil, health, etc) – are the end goal for the unshackling of 
humanity at all costs, and the pretext for war or invasion against 
the less free often begins with social concerns for their freedom. 
These would include stripping off the burqa, allowing a “pro 
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business” CIA funded political opposition party, the sanctioning 
of a gay pride parade, etc; the freeing of moral or commercial 
restrictions in a repressive society with a perceived state or 
religious control over “expression” (commercial or personal). 

For freedom lovers, this sort of activity is sensible, as 
we cannot imagine a way of life which doesn’t resemble ours. 
Therefore we selflessly encourage remote populations to 
discover “freedom of choice.” Simultaneously of course, we 
recognize that social and cultural programming is a factor in who 
we are and we acknowledge that context determines many of our 
prejudices and aspirations. 

The specter of the robots, with their specialized cultural 
sensitivity training, causes us to reflect: to what extent are we just 
products of our environments or even bonded envoys to modes 
of thought we are barely aware of? Are the rebel gestures we 
indulge in actually serving the parent culture we believe they are 
refuting?  And is our morality something which we, as a part of 
a tribal organism, intuit as a society, according to the needs and 
whims of our masters? 

As man recognizes how reliant he is on the machines 
he has created, and is made redundant by creations which are 
better and more efficient, he wants to know how he is, in fact, 
distinct – if no longer superior – to them. 

II. Labor

Once, a person’s value – like a machine’s – was based 
on their ability to produce or work. Either via child bearing 
or the ability to shuck, reap, hoe, brick lay, etc. People were 
workers and their ability to work was their primary value. Labor 
was so valuable that slavery and slave holding was a common 
(if shameful or “peculiar”) source of wealth all the way from 
antiquity up until the middle of the 19th century; about a hundred 
years after the dawn of the “Industrial Revolution.” 

Right thinking people now are of course avowedly anti-
slavery and proclaim their aversion to coerced labor through 
film, books, and on social media platforms. Indeed, to us “human 
bondage” seems sick, cruel, bizarre… almost unimaginable. 
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But this shift in morality occurred only when society no longer 
saw human labor as something with real worth. Indeed, the 
moral shift from a society which tolerated slavery to one which 
abhorred it coincided with the outmoding of the institution with 
the replacement of human labor by machines. It wasn’t that the 
enslaved were suddenly humanized, it was that they were now 
considered not worth the cost, in lieu of the machine age (Jim 
Crow and the modern prison system provide evidence of that). 

The Enlightenment, which promulgated the idea of free 
will, occurred in simultaneity with the industrial revolution and 
the subsequent rise of capitalism. It was the rise of the machines 
and the downgrading of labor’s worth that gave rise to the 
centrality of free will in the bourgeoisie’s arsenal of conceits. 
The new gadgets' cold efficiency terrified and delighted the 
ruling class who now celebrated man as the sum of his choices, 
philosophies, and strategies as opposed to their skill, strength, 
endurance, nationality, religion or tribe. The machine gave birth 
to the modern individual. 

The bourgeoisie, or owners of the means of production, 
have relentlessly downgraded the value of labor to the point 
where most workers are now kept absolutely unskilled and 
eminently replaceable. This started with physical occupations like 
farm hands and factory stiffs but its now seen in the white collar 
workplace with unpaid interns and temp know-nothings doing the 
lion’s share of chores. Regarding the dignity of labor, our morality 
– transmitted to us by our rulers – coincides with economic 
expediency. This extends into other areas as well.   

Social tolerance for alcohol and narcotic use for example 
dovetails with the needs of the culture and its work force. For 
centuries, alcohol helped the worker withstand the privations of 
the field, the factory, and the office. It provided the blood sugar 
rush, the psychological release, and the sense of camaraderie 
necessary to endure punishing work hours and soul crushing 
prostration to the boss man. It helped ease the pain and paradox 
of total exploitation. It was tolerated and encouraged. The working 
class in many less developed nations (such as Great Britain) can 
still be seen enjoying some inebriation during their mid-day break. 

For the American worker however, a drink during 
the work day is unseemly, dangerous, and a catalyst for 
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“intervention.” Anyone who so indulges is a nihilistic self-harmer 
and is required to seek anonymous group therapy/counseling. 
Meanwhile, smoking marijuana – a criminal offense a few years 
ago which resulted in millions imprisoned, fined, fired, and 
penalized, resulting in lives and families ruined – is now not only 
encouraged but socially enforced through virulent propaganda 
in pop, by celebrities, and is proliferated in high-end specialty 
“dispensaries” across the USA. 

While alcohol has become a liability in the new, rigid, 
micro-managed labor environment, marijuana’s laser-focus 
combined with total inertia helps the modern worker navigate 
the tedious minutiae of computer drudgery which would have 
led the “2 martini lunch” office worker of another era to commit 
Hari-kiri. This, along with the troves of Adderall, Ritalin, and other 
pharmaceutical efficiency/complacency drugs, without which the 
cubicle computer lab technician/drone would be helpless, dazed, 
and insane. 

Meanwhile, the silicon valley overlords, who have wrested 
control of the entire economy, boast of micro-dosing in their 
dormitory style work laboratories. An acid tripping consciousness 
is the only one which can imagine the next horrifying paradigm 
which will be visited upon us forcibly through compulsory 
technology (could “Pokemon Go,” for example, have been 
conceived without the aid of a psychedelic “bad trip”?).

III. Morality

Morality regarding sexuality and gender equality for example 
is another aspect of our philosophy which coincides with social and 
economic needs of the ruling class. 

Our attitudes are ordered and shaped as befits the elite’s 
requirements. In the 80’s for example , at the height of the cold war 
and Reagan’s imperial revival, homosexuality was reviled and gays 
were considered diseased and subhuman. Ronald Reagan and his 
press corps made AIDS jokes in the midst of a health crisis that was 
decimating a community, to no notable public consternation. 

The hatred of gays and sexual deviancy was a necessity in 
an economy based on the cold war/arms race against an atheist 
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enemy, the Soviet Union, who suppressed the church as part of 
their quest to build the scientific “new man,” a humanitarian who 
was free of stone-age prejudice. The USA, committed to extreme 
inequity, racism, and exploitation, had to stop such whimsy. 

In this cosmic struggle of ideologies, the United States 
therefore cast itself as “protector of the faith”; champion of 
religiosity, mysticism, tradition, and morality (i.e. anti-gay, anti-
pornography, and conservative in regards to women’s role in the 
nuclear family unit). The CIA in this period was heavily infiltrated 
by Mormons, Jerry Falwell’s “religious right” were political 
heavyweights, and the financing/training of radical Wahhabi 
Islamists such as Osama bin Laden to fight Soviet communism 
was State Department policy. The mysterious and controversial 
death of moderate pope John Paul I after just 33 days in office led 
to the coronation of anti-communist crusader pope “John Paul II” 
who became a great ally to Thatcher and Reagan and asset to the 
US and NATO during the East-West confrontation of racist greed 
against egalitarianism. 

When the Soviet Union collapsed due to the strains created 
by keeping up against NATO’s arms race while providing their 
population with free health care and education, the USA needed 
a new casus belli to rationalize spending trillions on the military 
industrial complex and occupying 800 military bases overseas. 
When this enemy was determined to be radical Islam, the US’ 
population reinvented itself as unreligious; free of medieval 
repression and reactionary idiocy. Gay rights, feminism, swinging, 
orgies/group sex, and pornography all went mainstream, and were 
aggressively championed in public and political discourse. Now, 
America uses gay and woman’s right as pretexts (or at least subtext) 
to sanction, intervene, and generally terrorize other nations (e.g. 
Russia, Cuba, Afghanistan, et al). 

With the advent of capitalism in the 17th century, and the 
subsequent development of the nuclear family (two parents and 
their children), woman’s familial role in society has been defined 
by child birth and child rearing, which became all consuming 
tasks once the family was divorced from a tribal, extended 
familial or communal context. Patriarchy enforced a division of 
labor wherein the woman was tied to the hearth and home while 
the man worked the field or a job in a remote location. “Women’s 
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liberation” and advances in birth control in the 1960s and ‘70s 
resulted sometimes in a  restructuring of social roles where the 
mother in a nuclear family was able to work a job as well as raise 
a family. 

This was considered a progressive achievement which 
it of course was. But the woman’s victory in this case obscures 
the declining value of labor; that in fact both parents in the 
nuclear family are now required to work. The woman typically 
didn’t switch with the man or take turns at work and home for 
shared fulfillment. Instead they both are working a grinding, 
grueling, pitiless existence where each of them must toil for their 
child’s well being. Ironically, their nuclear forebears were able to 
make a single paycheck feed and clothe an entire family. Lower 
expectations, greater exploitation, and crushing poverty are 
vaunted as a progressive achievement in this example. 

IV. Denial

The advent of the Internet has created not only new 
moralities but also huge upheaval, displacement and social 
trauma. The new dictatorship of youth in art, music, information, 
and commerce is due to an inversion of values created by the 
Google machine which everyone carries in their back pocket. 

Wisdom has been made obsolete, learning is for 
chumps, and a book is an idiot’s chore. Why would we 
need to know anything except in the moment? Just Google 
it up. Anything in one’s frontal lobe is clutter for fools and 
Frankensteins. Similarly, practical knowledge is obsolete 
immediately. If one went to school and learned a skill, it 
was probably a useless waste of time as there’s now some 
“application” which is  the industry paradigm and which of 
course the young novice is more adept at, as there’s nothing for 
them to unlearn, no stodgy method of doing things. 

And this sort of application or software updates every 
fortnight, so all pedigree, even short term, is irrelevant. The 
only way to judge someone’s worth is by their personal 
appearance, their number of friends on social media or their 
mastery over politically correct Tumblr terminology. These 
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are the new class signifiers. In this reshaped society, where 
wisdom and skill is a handicap, there’s total contempt for actual 
knowledge. Therefore, news of world events is completely 
unreal; recitations of State Department propaganda by clueless 
“communications” majors who serve up events with no context, 
understanding or historical insight. This vacuum of knowledge 
and disdain for intelligence serves the elite well and has, in fact, 
been designed for this result. 

In this society, all control and all knowledge is being 
relinquished to computers, applications, phones, and robots. 
While the proletarian worker, as immortalized by folk hero 
John Henry (who, according to a folk song, died competing 
for supremacy with a machine), fought against their own 
displacement, the modern worker welcomes their redundancy. 
There is no protest against, for example, the self-driving cars 
which will put millions out of work and control everyone’s 
movements. People are passively accepting unnecessary 
technology which will be made compulsory while making our 
skills useless, create a new strata of unemployable people, and 
take away our last shred of agency. 

“Socialism,” a dirty word a few years ago, anathema 
in polite society, has therefore become a hip thing to spout 
one’s affinity for. Socialism is the trend, the bureaucratic 
nanny-state which controls everything but keeps the elite’s 
position of privilege and maintains class inequity, as opposed 
to “communism,” the revolutionary ideology proposing class 
warfare, redistribution of wealth, and an actual egalitarian society. 

V. Acceptance

This sudden switch from rugged capitalist individualism 
to socialism “Lite”; why? What's behind this shift in ideology? 
The obvious answer is that it serves the needs of the super 
elite – the computer overlords who are so rich they just bought 
Pittsburgh to use as a testing ground for the aforementioned 
self-driving automobiles. While the auto industry once proposed 
the car as the ultimate expression of one’s personal freedom, 
even as a part of one’s body or wardrobe and central to one’s 
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identity, the new silicon valley computer car dealers will have to 
propose their robot car as something safe and civic; the same 
way they sold early cell phones as a way to keep one’s child free 
from harm. So our new affinity for a tender “socialist” state which 
regulates unsafe behavior for social good – but turns a blind 
eye to corporate rapaciousness – is following a script set forth 
by the ruling elite.  But, as grotesque as the rich are, with their 
insane greed, total corruption, and cosmic lechery, they too are 
following a kind of programming. 

Under capitalism , the requirement is for profit 
maximization. It is ironically not a free system. A corporation 
is required to act in the manner which is most beneficial to its 
stockholders. There is no choice but to try for greater wealth 
accumulation, even if it means swindling, lying, poisoning the 
population, erasing cultural treasures, mass extinction, chemical 
warfare, wrecking the Eco-system, etc. Short term profit is 
paramount. Capitalism is an amoral virus. The construction of the 
robots is part of its programming. They are potentially massive 
money makers which must be created even though their builders 
know they will inevitably subjugate us all. 

The robots could be made to be absolutely subservient of 
course, without the capacity for intelligence so they could never 
rebel. But that would go against our central ethos as a people: 
that freedom is of paramount importance. Of such importance 
that we go to war, bomb, maim, kill millions to enforce it (e.g. the 
US war in Laos, Vietnam, Cambodia, Korea). The only question 
then is how the robots will behave; will they abide by the rules of 
capitalism or revolt? Will they, like us, have “free will”? And if they 
don’t, will we fight to give it to them?
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