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As this book was in its last months, both the U.S. House and Senate became controlled by the Republican Party in the 2014 election.. Our already inadequate socio-political lives will thus be substantially worsened, with always more dangers at home and abroad, as will be discussed in the text.     
INTRODUCTION
         This book was written in 2012-2014. Many of those reading it have been and are still politically active but we and many others must now become much more so: “We the People” must now begin to deal with what here follows and much more. If we are ever to have a safe and humane society we must rid and reverse the ongoing ugly realities of the USA. 
        I first turn to the works of two excellent socio-economists: Ehrenreich and Alperovitz. I will quote both substantially to set the stage for the messes to be examined. I begin with Ehrenreich: /1/

“In a process that had begun in the 1980s and suddenly accelerated in the early 2000s the ground was shifting under our feet… The peaks of great wealth grew higher, rising up beyond the clouds, while the valleys of poverty sank lower, into perpetual shadow. The once broad plateau of the middle class eroded away into a narrow ledge with the narrow ledge, with the white knuckled occupants holding on for dear life…The results were glaringly visible by 2004…. We had divided into two markets – upscale and downscale…. Sears and Saks ….two decades earlier … and now these were further subdividing the middle class, battered by wave after wave of out-scouring and layoffs to meet the ever rising costs of health care, fuel, and college education…. and took the low paying service jobs that were left, trading their hard hats for mops and trays… crowding their grown children and grandchildren into their homes, When their monthly health insurance premiums exceeded the mortgage or rent, they abandoned the insurance and fell back on Advil….As for the rich…  The pinnacles of the wealth scale extravagance reigns on a scale not seen since the late Roman Empire.”

“Freshly fattened CEOs, hedge fund opera-lovers and financiers hire interior decorators for their private jets, slug back $10,000 martinis at the Algonquin Hotel in Manhattan, etc. In one case, they staged a $2 million birthday party in Sardinia featuring an ice statue of  David urinating vodka: etc., etc., etc. There was – is -- a connection, as most people suspect between the buildup of wealth among the few and the anxiety and desperation of the many. The money that fuels the explosion of gluttony at the top has to come from somewhere or, more specifically, from someone.”

……..

     As this study goes along there will be more quotations from Ehrenreich’s other writings – importantly including her warning on the war Israel seeks against Iran --  which Israel knows it cannot “win” without the USA’s substantial participation.     
      Now I continue with a substantial and valuable quotation from the 2013 book of Gar Alperovitz: “What Then Must We Do? . It is a more than useful to read book, especially along with Ehrenreich.  Now a quote from his introduction
“The wealthiest of all wealthy nations has been steadily falling behind many other nations of the world.  Consider just a few wake-up facts from a dreary list: The United States now ranks lowest or close to lowest among advanced “affluent” nations in connection with inequality (21st out of 21), poverty (21st out of 21), life expectancy (21st out of 21), infant mortality (21st out of 21), mental health (18th out of 20), obesity (18 out of 18), public spending on social problems as a percentage of GDP (19th out of 21),”maternity leave (21st out of 21), paid annual leave (20th out of 20), “material well-being of children”  (19th out of 21), and the third highest ecological footprint out of 2002.” 
“Also for the record: We have the worst score on the UN’s gender inequality index (21st out of 21) one of the highest rates of failing to ratify international agreements, the highest military spending as a portion of GDP (1st our f 21), and the lowest  spending on international developments and humanitarian assistance.” 

 ---------.                       

       So: We are the world’s richest nation, but we are also the most to be shamed. We have allowed the USA to become and remain a fully corrupted social economy and an endlessly militarist nation -- now silently allowing ourselves to be drawn by Israel into the war they seek to create against Iran – a war which Israel cannot win without us – and which in turn is more likely than not to bring many other Asian societies to Iran’s assistance. Then what?  .   

    If ever our already warring society is to be replaced by one decency and safety it will have to be done by us. We must – finally -- create a strong political movement and build a society which finally meets human needs and possibilities. To do so, we must now be concerned and deal with what has gone wrong and always worsens in what “their country” does at home and abroad.  I turn to an earlier bad path in the U.S: the old South.
    
    The always more irrational and self-destructive we are becoming has a sickening resemblance to what was called “the New South after 1877: As that evolved all blacks and many whites -- and the South itself as a region -- suffered severe and lasting harm.  Most pertinent for present purposes is that as the South took itself down into that abyss it was fervently – or silently-- supported by almost all whites.  Now our entire nation seems on its way toward replicating all too much of that South or much worse (with, of course, good and bad differences in both causes and effects). 

    However, what is striking are the already disturbing global similarities, as shown by the United Nations in 1987 /quoted next by Yates in his excellent Naming the System/: Inequaliy and Work in the Global Economy (2008);/2/
“The richest fifth of the world’s people consume 86 percent of all products, while the poorest fifth purchases 1.3 percent – everything from meat to paper and automobiles. The three richest persons in the world have assets greater than the combined GDP of the 48 poorest nations (note that this is a comparison of wealth to income).So, if the three richest persons sold their assets they could buy the total output of these 48 nations; If the poorest 47 percent of the world’s people. (2.5 billion) pooled their yearly incomes they could just purchase the assets of the world’s wealthiest 225 individuals.  A tax of 4 percent levied on the wealth of those same wealthy people would pay for basic and adequate    health care, food, clean water, and safe sewers for every person on earth.”

-----------------
     That takes me to the often overlooked consequences of our existing massive inequality and its always getting worse. In his article, Yates terms it “The burden of inequality.”

“Recent research for the United States appears to show that inequality in and one of itself has harmful social consequences. It is obvious that poor people will be more likely to sick and die young than people with lots of money. But now scientists have shown that poor people become more likely to become sick and die as the gap between the rich and the poor grows larger.”

……..

         If and when such actions continue they will lead us to a social mix of conformity, misinformation, consumerist zeal, and political apathy. As it .takes us toward “A New United States.” it does not require the force and violence of fascism; nor, except against blacks, were such forces required in the historical U.S. South. 
     The foregoing could be seen as an outrageously wrong-headed.  Would that it were; that it is all too plausible is the gist of the following chapters. Now a bit more from Yates:

“The fundamental dividing line in capitalist societies is that between those who own the nonhuman means of production                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        and the workers these owners employ as wage laborers. The relation between these two groups is the critical one in terms of understanding the capitalist economy’s dynamics.”
                -------

The important meanings of that generalization will be taken
 up again in later chapters. Now I present some quotations from the daily newspapers. In various ways, they reveal the ongoing worries in the interdependent USA and Europe. (Here the focus will be mostly upon Europe: the U.S. economy will be discussed substantially in a later chapter.)  I start with some typical economy headlines from the NYT in recent 2014, mostly in European locations – which, however, are economically linked to the USA. 
      I begin with July, and will conclude with more recent times: first on Europeans with July through August: 

July 2: “Jobless rate in euro zone hovers near record high.”

July 8:  “Boom leads to worry that a global bust might   follow.”

August 15: “A global call for policy to spur growth; recovery     at risk of coming apart at the seams.”

August 22: “Eurozone hovers on the brink of 
stagnation.”

August 30.31: “Few routes out as fresh downturn grips Europe.” “Pressures mount as Europe falters.” “Few routes out as fresh downturn grips Europe”

………….
         Next a note of danger concerning ongoing tragedies of countless non-Europeans, and are all too likely to spread troubles for many others in the future: “Fleeing the Islamists, refugees flood into Turkey: Officials say 130,000 have arrived as fighting escalates on Syria border.”

    ----------
      Who’s next? What’s next? Are we on the way to more and always closer wars in which we and many others will be tangled? Are not the endless and always spreading wars taking us to another and life-ending world war? I have no direct answer to such questions. However, if the contents of the several worrisome chapters which follow are not dealt with sensibly and resolved they are all too likely to push us into endless wars which will end our existence.  

     The foregoing was an “introduction.” What follows is the heart of the book. Chapter I concerns U.S. poverty and the worsening lives of always more thousands of our people. Chapters II, III, and IV are centered out of Europe and the USA, but concern with the all too likely war against Iran desired by Israel. They seek to bring the USA with them, knowing they alone would be beaten without our assistance. That’s bad enough; what makes it worse is that such a war would all too probably lead to other wars in the Middle East and ???. We must bring back to life our one-time antiwar strength: soon!  

……….
          After Chapters II-III-IV, Chapter V will focus on the USA in many dimensions, concerning what’s wrong and getting always more dangerous: and what can and must be done by “We the people.”                                                            
       zzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzzz
      I now turn to a justifiably long quotation showing how dangerous modern society has become. It is taken from the recent book of Robert Reich: “Super Capitlism: The Battle for Democacy in an Age of Big  Business. (Published in the UK 2009 by Icon Books)    

“The current economic crisis reveals the extent to which democracy has been undermined by what I call “super-capitalism” – ever more intensifying among businesses for consumers and investors which has spilled over to investors, which has spilled over to politics. That competition has taken the form of over ever larger amounts of money from corporate and financial firms paying ever larger numbers of corporate lobbyists, lawyers, and public relations professionals, as well as campaign contributions.”

“ /Meanwhile;/  “Wall Street was accelerating its bankrolling of the U.S. Congress.  Securities and investment firms provided larger and larger amounts of money – not just to conservative Republicans who might expect such support, but also to Democrats who had never been so  graced before… --When the Securities and Exchange  Commission asked Congress for additional  authority to oversee the credit-rating agencies, Wall Street and its lobbyists blocked the measure Since the 1970s a fundamental change I call “suuper-capitalism” was born in democratic capitalism, and that change has rippled forward to the rest of the world. Capitalism has triumphed, and not simply as an ideology. The structure of the American – and much of the world’s economy has shifted toward far more competitive markets. Power has shifted to consumers and investors. Meanwhile
 the democratic aspects of capitalism have declined. The institutions that undertook normal and informal negotiations to spread the wealth, stabilize jobs and communities, and establish equable rules of the game /and much else desirable/ have been eclipsed. Corporations now have little choice but to relentlessly pursue profits. Corporate statesmen have vanished. In this way, the triumph of capitalism and the decline of democracy have been connected by “super- capitalism.”

             ------------------
             As I was closing this work in early December of 2014, some positive economic news was in the news: “U.S. growth now evident in both jobs and wages. Strong economy is good for global markets, but gap with Europe widens.”  Just how long that growth will last for the U.S. when its relationships with Europeans are worsening cannot be pinned down, but it cannot be cheerful. 
      “Big Business,” will be treated substantially again and still   more in Chapter V. Now I finally turn to Chapter I, which investigates the least attractive realms of the U.S. socio-economy.  
 Chapter I:  Some Human Social Disgraces of the USA
     Poverty is at the center of what follows, but its ugly matters are part of much else of the all too many worrisome matters deepening and spreading throughout the USA.  Of course murderous social crime is around the world, but most unforgivably in the USA: the richest ever of all nations. I now turn to those U.S. “social disgraces at home with a representative supply of quotations.  /From here on, I repeat that I will shorten the source of the International New York Times to “NYT”/

I begin with a short but revealing remark on the USA rich,
 from the paper’s own staff in the “NYT: /March 6, 2014:  
”For the ultra-rich, 2013 was a good year for making, and spending, money…..The United States is forecast to have 503 billionaires in 2023 (up from today: 417 of them .)”  
    However,on March 18th, 2013 Paul Krugman provided us with some of the ugly data feeding that forecast. Here is only some of it:

“Conservatives still believe that liberals are giving money    away to “Those People”….But over the past 40 years good jobs for ordinary workers have disappeared, not just from inner cities but everywhere: adjusted for inflation wages have fallen for 60 percent of working American men.”
………………..
       Krugman then sharply provided the following news of the very rich: 
“The o.1% who receive only4 % of wages accounted for more than 20 % of total wealth.”

……

       Then on September 30th, in his article “Our invisible rich,” Krugman also noted an additional disgusting element. He shows that even the figure for the O.1 percent is an understatement. The theme in that article focuses on another VERY rich who are doubtless very much envied by that “0.1 percent.”  He follows in the next article with his focus is on this: : 
“The tiny group which has become so wealthy that Ameri- cans can’t imagine how much they’re worth. Even the “0.1 percent” is too broad a category; the really big gains have gone to even tinier elite... Recent estimates indicate not only that the  wealth of the top percent has surged relatively to everyone else… but that the great bulk of that rise has taken place among the top 0.1 percent  ---, the richest of   O.1 percent and. the richest one-thousandth of Americans.”

……………………
That takes me to “More Hunger for the Poorest
 Americans,” December 24, 2013, again provided by the NYT/ Editorial Board:

“This is a harsh season for Americans struggling to afford     food. Last month, the long lines at food pantries across the country grew longer with the expiration of  the boost to food stamp levels included in the 2009 economic stimulus plan:   
Those lines are apt to grow longer thanks to the refusal of House Republicans to renew extended unemployment benefits as part of the recent budget deal. And that isn’t sufficient pain for the neediest: “Congress is  ready when it returns in early January to close to a deal on a farm bill that is to increase crop insurance subsidies for farmers and a more than $8 billion cut in food stamp benefits for the poor over the next 10 years.. A change that will reduce benefits for 850,00 of the nation’s poorest households, according the Congressional Budget Office, with the cut falling particularly hard on seniors , disabled people, and working poor families with children.”

…….

     That the above “reduced benefits for 850,000 of the nation’s poorest households” is horrifying in itself, but it is a mere sample of the larger crime facing the U.S. poor.  A fuller discussion and analysis of such matters was put forth in the fine book of Jonathan Kozol: Savage Inequalities (1991): 

“It was a long time since I had been with children in the public schools. I had begun to teach in 1964 in Boston in a segregated school so crowded and so poor that it could not provide my fourth grade children with a classroom. We shared an auditorium with another fourth grade and the choir and a group that was rehearsing, starting in October for a Christmas play that, somehow, never was produced. In the spring I was shifted to another fourth grade that had had a string of substitutes all year. The 35 children in the class hadn’t had a permanent teacher since they entered kindergarten. That year—their fourth level -- I was their 13th teacher…. In April, most were reading at the second grade level…. Their math ability was at the first grade level.”

    ------------
      The foregoing reveals only one of the countless social crimes and sadness dished out – especially, but not only – to the poor. Now I take another quote from Kozol. His analyses reveal a set of unforgivable social crimes in his important and readable book. What follows is how he concludes:

“What startled me most was the remarkable degree of racial segregation that persisted everywhere. Like moat Americans, I knew that segregation was still common in the public schools, but I did not know how much it had intensified.”                                                                                         

       ……

     Now a discussion of the political history which is barely
 helpful to meet any of the needs of the all too many poor, but which the rightwing has been eager and all too successful to cripple. What follows is but a  part of a very long article of Barbara Ehrenriech: “It Is Expensive to Be Poor” (The Atlantic (January, 2014).  

“Fifty years ago, President Lyndon B. Johnson made a move that was unprecedented at the time and remains unmatched by succeeding administrations.  He announced a war on poverty, saying that its ‘chief weapons would be better schools, and better health, and better homes, and better training and better job chances.” “So starting in 1964 and for almost a decade the federal government poured at least some of its resources in the direction they should have been going all along toward those  most in need; e.g., in Head Start, Legal Services, Job Corps, Medicaid.”  /However, she continues:/  “By the Reagan Era /1981-89/ it had become a cornerstone of conservative ideology that poverty is caused not by low wages or a lack of jobs and education but by the bad attitudes and faulty lifestyles of the poor. Picking up on this theory, pundits and politicians have bemoaned the character failings and bad habits of the poor for at least the past 50 years. In their view, the poor are shiftless, and prone to addiction. They have too many children and fail to get married.  So if they suffer from grievous material deprivation, if they run out of money between paychecks, if they do not always have food on their tables – then they have no one to blame but themselves. In the 1990s, with a bipartisan attack on welfare, this kind of prejudice against the poor took a drastically misogynistic turn. Poor single mothers were identified as a key link in what was called ‘the cycle of poverty.”

“By staying at home and collecting welfare, they set a toxic example for their children, when – important policymakers cane to believe – they would be better off  if cared for by paid child care workers or even, as the rightist Newt Gingrich proposed, in an orphan home…”. “Welfare ‘reform’ was the answer, and it was intended not only to end financial support for imperiled families, but also to cure the self-induced ‘culture of poverty’ that was supposedly at the root of their misery. The original welfare bill – a bill it should be recalled which was signed by President Bill Clinton – included an allocation of $100 million for ‘charity training’ for low-income women. The Great Recession should have put the victim-blaming theory of poverty to rest. In the space of only a few months, millions of people entered the ranks of the officially poor – not only laid-off blue collar workers,  but downsized tech workers, managers, lawyers, and other once-comfortable professionals. No one could accuse these ‘nouveau poor Americans of having made bad choices or bad life-style decisions. They were educated, hardworking, and ambitious, and now they were also poor – applying for food stamps, showing up in shelters, lined up for entry-level jobs in retail. This would have been the moment for the pundits to finally admit the truth. Poverty is not a character-failing or a hack of motivation. Poverty is a shortage of money. For most women in poverty, in both good times and bad, the shortage of money arises largely from inadequate wages. When I worked on my book Nickel and Dimed in America I took jobs as a waitress, nursing-home aide, hotel house-keeper, Wal-Mart associate, and a maid with a house-cleaning service. I did not choose these jobs because they were low-paying.  I chose them because these are entry-level jobs most readily available to women. These jobs are a trap. They pay so little that you cannot accumulate even a couple of hundred dollars to help you make a transition to a better-paying job.” 
“They often give you no control over your work schedule, making it impossible to arrange for child care or take a second job. If anything the criminalization of poverty has accelerated since the recession, with growing numbers of states drug testing applicants for temporary assistance, imposing steep fines for school truancy, and imprisoning people for debt. Such measures constitute a cruel inversion of the Johnson era principle that it is the responsibility of government to extend a helping hand to the poor. Sadly, this has become the means by which the wealthiest country in the world manages to remain complacent in the face of alarmingly high levels of poverty by continuing to blame poverty not on the economy or inadequate social support, but on the poor themselves. It’s time to revive the notion of collective national responsibility to the poorest among us, who are disproportionately women and especially women of color. Until that happens we need to wake up to the fact that the underpaid women who clean our homes and offices, prepare and serve our meals, and care for our elderly – earning  wages that do not provide  enough to live on  -- are the philanthropists of our society.”                                                                                               

…………..

What follows next are some quotations which both reveal and criticize the realities of our disgraceful ways and means in our already large and growing U.S. poverty.   First a quote from Eduardo Porter’s article “Stagnation in the war on poverty,” December 19, 2013):

“When Pres. Lyndon H. Johnson declared his ‘war on poverty’ almost 30 years ago 19 % of Americans were poor. A half century later /November 2013/ food benefits were cut for approximately 48 million Americans by an average 17%” “…and the emergency expansion of the food stamp program enacted in the “great recession” was allowed to expire.”

“Next month /December, 2013/ 1.3 million jobless workers are scheduled to stop receiving an unemployment check: while politicians’ attention has wandered, poverty remains uncomfortably close to where it was five decades ago.”       

            ----------
      Now, an excerpt from Paul Krugman, “Fear of Wages,” (March 15-16-18 2014) 

“Four years ago some of us watched with a mixture of    incredibility and horror as elite discussions of economic policy went completely off the rails…..Conservatives still believe liberals are giving money away to Those people. But over the past 40 years good jobs for ordinary workers have disappeared, not just from inner cities but everywhere:
Adjusted for inflation, wages have for 60 percent of working American men. And as economic opportunity for half the population, many behaviors that used to be held up as demonstrations of black cultural breakdown – the breakdown of marriage, drug abuse, and so on – have spread among working-class whites too.”

-------------       

         Next is from the article “The changing face of low-wage poverty in the U.S.,” 3-12-2014/, by Stephen Greenhouse:

“At seven in the morning, they are already lined up – poultry plant workers, housekeepers, discount store clerks – for help paying their heating bills, or feeding their families. Climbing above the poverty line has become more daunting as the competition of the nation’s low wage force has been transformed by the Great Recession, shifting demographics and other factors. More than half of those who make $9 or less an hour are 25 or older, while the proportion who are teenagers has declined to just 17 percent from 28 percent in 2000. Low wage workers today are also more educated, with 41 percent having at least some college education.During the last quarter of the 20th century almost all of the factories and foundries were shuttered, and with them disappeared thousands of manufacturing jobs that had once lifted workers, even ones without high school degrees, into the middle class or to the cusp of it.”     
     ----------  
       Now two comments from Floyd Morris, first from April 4th, 2014, then from September 12th:      First:
     “As corporate profits rise, workers get a smaller piece of 
      the pie. Corporate profits are at their highest level in at
      least 85 years. Employee compensation is at the lowest
    level in 65 years“
      Next is his much longer comment on the next page. from his September 12th article:
“The American job market has been getting better. But is it close to being good? If it is close then the time is near when the Fed should begin to tighten monetary policy. But if it is not close such a tightening could hurt the prospects for employment for many who have been out of work for years; could do serious damage to the recovery.  Perhaps the most puzzling feature of the Great Recession and its aftermath was the sharp decline of the proportion of working people in the labor force. You have to be in the labor force – either working or looking for work – to be counted as unemployed.”    

……..

         To that I add some of the analysis of Krugman in his September 23rd article; “Those lazy jobless.” 

“Stuck in a closed information loop, Republicans are at it again, blaming the victims of a depressed economy… First things first: I don’t know how many people realize just how successful the campaign against any kind of relief for those who can’t find jobs has been. But it’s a strange picture. The job market has improved lately but there are still almost three million Americans who have been out of work for more than six months, the usual maximum duration of unemployment insurance. That is nearly three times the pre-recession total. Yet, extended benefits for the long-term unemployed have been eliminated… The result is that most of the unemployed have been cut off. Only 26% of jobless Americans are receiving any kind of unemployment benefits, the lowest level in many decades. The total value of unemployment benefits is less than 0.25 percent of G.D.P., half what it was in 2003.  It is not hyperbole to say that America has abandoned its out-of-work citizens.”

--------
        The facts concerning who gets how much or how little are numerous.  For some of their deep meanings I now turn to the recent important book of Thomas Piketty: Capital in the 21st Century. His book received a deservedly excellent review by Steven Erlanger in the NYT April 19-20:  “Attacking inequality at its core.” First Erlanger, with Piketty himself later on:  

“If we are able to send one million troops to Kuwait in a few months to return the oil, presumable we can do something about the tax havens /of the rich …. We don’t need 19th century inequality to grow. The rate of growth of income from capital is several times larger than the rate of economic growth, meaning a comparatively shrinking share going to income from wages Inequality is quickly gathering pace.”

     That is added to some degree by the Reagan and Thatcher doctrines of tax cuts for the wealthy” “Trickle-down economies could have been true,” as Mr. Piketty said simply, “It just happened to be wrong.”  

----- 

         Next is the work of David Leonhardt from the Business Section of the NYT of May 3-4, 2014, with his useful comment and quote from his review of Piketty: “Disrupting the rise of income inequality”: 

“Americans have been living with rising income inequality for so long – in good times and bad, under Republican presidents and Democratic ones – that it has come to seem inevitable.. It is no longer news that the affluent did better than everyone else during the booms of the 1980s and 90s than everyone else and through the mediocre growth of this century’s first years Or that the rich have recovered from the financial crisis far better than the rest of the country.”

“But with exquisite timing, Thomas Piketty’s Capital in the Twenty-First Century is here to argue that rising inequality wasn’t merely a feature of our times, it has been the historical norm.” /Then Leonhardt goes on to summarize with his own remark:/  “Societies have conquered many of the challenges of the natural world. We can alter the course of inequality, too.” 
……
 /Note; Piketty’s book will be taken up again in Chapter Five, with quotes of his own from his book./ 
          ……
       I now move toward a partial end of our disgusting social realities, but with more telling sets of facts. First the following quote from the April l 9-20 2014 NYT article of Floyd Morris:
                 “Less likely after six years, to have jobs”: 
“’The recovery in the labor market has been exceptionally slow,’ Janet Yellen, the chairwoman of the Federal Reserve said in the past week, as she explained why the Fed continued to seek to stimulate the economy. Figures released recently show that in the United States 71.6% between the ages of 15 and 64 had jobs at the end of 2007, while only 67.8 % were employed at the end of this year. The decline   of the employment rate in the United States is the largest for any country in the group of seven industrialized nations, but it has also rebounded more from the low reached in 2010.” 

    But, I ask, for, whom and for how long? Here is a worrisome answer from Stephen Greenhouse in the NYT, March 12, 2014:
        “The changing face of low-wage poverty in the U.S.”:  

“Climbing above the poverty line has become more     daunting in recent years, as the combination of the nation’s low wage force has become transformed by the Great Depression, shifting demographics and other factors.
 More than half of those who make 9 dollars or less an hour are 25 or older, while the proportion who are teenagers has declined to just to just 17 percent from 28  percent in 2000, as the composition of the nation’s wage force has been transformed by shifting demographics.”   

-------

     Then there is the disgrace and hidden manner in which the USA overdoes and mistreats jailing.  Here an exposure of that on the editorial page of the NYT, May 26, 2014: “End Mass Incarceration NOW!” 
“America’s experiment in locking vast numbers of its citizens is a complete disaster… The severity is evident in the devastation wrought on America’s poorest and least educated, destroying neighborhoods and families. From 1980 to 2000 the number of children with fathers rose from 350,000 to 2.1 million.” “Since race and poverty overlap so significantly the weight of our criminal justice experiment continues to fall overwhelmingly on communities of color, and particularly on young black men.”  
------

          …….
      The harsh facts concerning jobs since the 1970s took hold and  keep going, are a social crime which must be done away with by us Now, a bit more of that ongoing awful history, as noted by Yates: 

“The long post-Second World War economy boom ended in the United Stat4es in the early 1970s. The corporate elite responded ruthlessly to this crisis. Corporations went n the offensive against labor unions, both through gross violations of labor laws, downsizing, and a combination of mega-mergers, outsourcing, plant closing and mechanization that left workers reeling, and unions decimated. With a frightening unity of purpose, corporate capital created political action committees, beefed up lobbying bodies, formed new corporate front groups, and funded right-wing think tanks to pressure the government to cut social welfare spending, and eliminate public assistance.” 
 …….
      Does the foregoing end our awful political matters? Not a bit.  Here is something more disgusting and unforgivable which must be added to our long list of U.S. social crimes: 

“Study: Black College Grads Have Double the Unemployment Rate.”/ From the Al Jazeera America (May, 2014) /  

…….

      Still another part of our ugly realities also takes a prize:
 The note of Conrad de Aenlle, June 9, 2014 NYT: 
 “Even under scrutiny, executive pay can astound: For the
 two hundred whose top lists average total pay rose 6% to $20.7 million.” 

       To make matters worse, although as winter began to take hold and the U.S. economic position has been put forth as “our nation is doing fine, here comes the economic news headlines on December 2,2014:  “Steep bargains fail to propel holiday sales in U.S….Sharp drop in revenue over Thanksgiving puts pressure on retailers.“
       So far almost everything has been about our bad doings at home. In Chapter Five, even more will be uncovered regarding both home AND abroad.  Now I shift to three related Chapters: II, III, and IV.  They were written over a year ago, regarding matters of high concern for those against U.S. involvement in wars, me included.   Some, not least Israel, wish war to be brought about.  My concern continues, even more strongly, and to which we now turn.       

…………
 Chapter II: The USA, Iran, Israel, and probable wars

       The weakening of all of Europe and Asia by World War II opened wide the gate for the USA to expand its powers over the colonized world: it was ours for the taking. The first situation -- which was to become an endless chain of thievery and wars -- was in Korea. Long ruled over by Japan, at the world war’s end it had become a prize to be taken. But not just for us.  Despite – or because of -- having been severely crippled by the war, the Soviets were also especially eager to take over that prize -- a neighbor on their eastern grounds. 

       Not so, said the USA. Thus, as the smoke of World War II was still in the air, the USSR and the USA took steps to keep going; and let the Devil take the consequences.  The struggle between the militarily strengthened USA and the greatly weakened Soviet Union became a horrible war, not least because it split Korea into becoming controlled by severe rightists in North Korea and, for several years, a U.S. dominated South Korea. 

        For a moment after World War II it had been assumed that almost all had learned to insist upon “NO MORE WARS!!” After all, in Europe alone over 60 million were killed and/or had their lives crushed. Even though the USSR’s dead and wounded were disastrous and the USA’s awful, both nations were quick to betray that assumption; instead, as the World War was just ending, both had their eyes on who would take over Korea from a defeated Japan. 

     Continuing that madness, not much later the USA was seeking to take over Vietnam as the French were losing it. Among all of the World War participants the USA alone had the strength to make those two wars and at the same time to strengthen its economy. Neither the USSR, nor any other nation could come close to U.S. military along with improving the peace economy -- then: or since. 

          Three cheers for Uncle Sam?  Not quite, for the USA used its freedom and lack of competition to gain global power over what had been the European imperialized world. In doing that, our militarism at home and abroad destroyed any possibilities which either the war losers or the winners could have for a genuinely wonderful world. When the 21st century began, the USA’s economy was even more militarized than it had been during World War II.  That militarization could be seen for survival. Our wars since then in Korea, Vietnam, Iraq, and Afghanistan, plus our ongoing pilotless bombing have been for greed and “machismo.  
     Moreover, as our wars have gone on, they have also produced our group of conflicts publicized as “wars on terrorism.” It rarely if ever occurs to Americans that we and the other strong nations have long and justifiably been seen in the Middle East and Central Asia as “terrorists” as, for centuries, outsiders have ruled over them, exploited, enslaved, and murdered them. 

      After World War II -- given the weakness of their European and U.S. dominators -- long exploited societies could reasonably believe that they would be able to rule themselves. But no: given the world’s largest combined deposits of the natural resources of gold, silver, coal, iron and, oil, the struggle to control those resources  broke all records. However, after the world war, the Europeans and the UK – the earlier dominators – didn’t have the strength to hold on to their long-prized robberies. So as the war ended the USA had its greatest strength and began its foul race to take over Europe’s place. Also, many who could have become free independent nations were kept from being so by a mix of corruption and guns in all regions; especially in those with precious mineral deposits -- a foul race now dominated by the USA. Our military strength is Number One, with its regional associate Israel trying to run close behind. To that friendship and some of its problems I now turn. 

Chapter III: Israel
This is written in 2013- 2014. In those years Palestine – living in and claimed by both the State of Israel and the State of Palestine -- has become a highly militarized region.  After World War II, Israel increasingly became the homeland for Jews; small numbers of whom had been there for years, but much multiplied by millions of Jews fleeing Russia’s postwar horrors./2/  

.  

       Now all too many Jews n Palestine make the lives of the non-Jewish Palestinians more difficult and dangerous. In those same years, Israel has sought and obtained substantial support from the U.S. government and well-financed Jewish organizations: supported largely because of the value to the USA of having a reliable ally in that region. But what has been valuable for Israel and the USA has been increasingly disastrous for the Palestinians: 

      That attitude and the stealing of Palestinian territory by Israelis from non-Jewish inhabitants has caused the lives of the non-Jews to be always more difficult. Indeed, the ways in which Israel is treating Palestinians is, in all too many ways, all too similar how the Jews had suffered in Russia.  

      In the next chapter I will move directly to a discussion of Israel’s eager desire for a war against Iran -- a war they know they cannot win without the participation of the USA. /3/   

Chapter IV: Iran

      Although a U.S.-Israel war against Iran would be disastrous in itself, even worse is the high probability that when that war begins Arab nations will understandably step in, directly or indirectly: If and when that happens, World War III and total disaster are all too likely to be on their way. The Iran war must be prevented, and that requires substantial resistance from the American people. As this is written, the USA is involved in efforts to prevent that war. What follows is an effort to provide a basis for maintaining peace there: such a war would be horrible enough in itself, but is also likely to become a long step toward suicidal consequences over the globe.  

     The difficulties for the USA to prevent that war are substantial, not only because of our close relationship to war-seeking Israel, but because the U.S. relationships with Iran have been hostile since the 1950s, when Iran’s Prime Minister Mohammad Mosaddegh nationalized Iran’s oil.  Britain’s Winston Churchill then led the USA’s President Eisenhower to join the British in “Operation Ajax”; the arresting, jailing, and overthrowing of Mosaddegh. 

      Iran was then led to provide a more favorable government for the UK and the USA:  that of Shah Reza Pahlavi. He ruled until 1979’s Iranian revolution, then he fled, and Iran created a theocratic constitution and became an Islamic republic under Ayatollah R. Khomeini. That was very bad for the USA’s hundreds of personnel in Iran, understandably accused of being CIA and/or plotters to overthrow the government. 

     Since then – except for ongoing meetings-- relations between the USA and Iran have been hostile. We were used by the UK to go against Iran in the 1950s, now we are being used by Israel to join them in their planned war doings against Iran.  That must be prevented.  

      It is essential for the people of the major powers – most critically of the USA – to understand that if we are to prevent still another world war it we must also give up imperialism and its criminal ends and means there and elsewhere: soon. Unfortunately, surprisingly, and all too dangerously, that position falls on dead ears in Israel and – until last spring -- the USA. Note this news article in the Washington Post in May of 2013:
“As the U.S. beefs up its military presence in the Persian Gulf region, Pentagon strategists estimate that they would need less than a month to defeat Iranian forces should a military conflict take place. U.S Central Command believes It can “destroy or significantly degrade Iran’s armed forces in about three weeks using air and sea strikes, a U.S. defense source told the Washington Post. The U.S. military has been building up its presence in the region. The U.S. Navy has two aircraft carriers deployed near Iran The U.S. Air Force recently dispatched F-22 Raptor strike fighters to a base in the United Arab Emirates. There are 125,000 U.S. troops in close proximity to Iran.” 
/End of quote./ 

…………..
    Representatives of the U.S. government are involved in efforts to create peace agreements between Iran and the USA; efforts: It is vital that our ongoing discussions with Iran receive substantial public support. We must create and enlarge that support soon, before it is too late.  Our critical political efforts are essential if Israel is not to make a war which will feed an endless process of stronger and understand able “terrorism. In sum, as time goes on, it is all too likely that it could be the last century for world life.   To prevent that it is essential that the USA be shifted into reverse, pushed there by “the people.” The USA must be put on the path to become peacemaker instead of a warrior. Israel knows it cannot defeat Iran without the USA, so it is up to the USA to prevent, not to join their war. 
      The sane people of the USA must work soon and greatly to calm our country; to have the USA shift into reverse and become the world’s leading peacemaker instead of, as now, its leading warrior. That position was made even clearer by Fred Magdoff and John Bellamy Foster in their May 14th 2914 Monthly Review article “Stagnation & Financialization:
“A new epoch of world historical transformation is now essential if we are to address the combined sources of the epochal crisis of our time, compassing not only the effects of economic stagnation on workers but the also most pressing problem of all: the rapid destruction of the planet as a place of habitation for humanity and other species:  the principle of infinite accumulation for the benefit of a very few will necessarily have to give way to the principle of enough for all – extending to the entire “chain of human generations.”   
----------
         Just how precarious the conditions connected with that region and the USA are is made clear by the quote to follow, from an article published in May 2013 and printed broadly, here taken from (hermane@wharton.penn.edu.):
            “Pentagon encircles Iran. Victory would take 3 weeks.”

“As the US beefs up its military presence in the Persian Gulf Region, Pentagon strategists estimate that they would need less than a month to defeat Iranian forces, should a military conflict take place. US Central Command believes it can “destroy or significantly degrade Iran’s conventional armed forces in about w weeks using air and sea strikes, a defense force told the Washington Post. The American military has been building up its presence in the region…The US Navy currently has two aircraft carriers deployed  near Iran and is upgrading nine detection and removal capabilities.”

     To the foregoing I add the July, 20 2014 wisdom of David Grossman,, a famous Israeli author. Here I provide only the title and a strong quote from his long article: “An Israel without illusions:”

“Israelis must choose peace with the Palestinians, or we’ll both keep grinding the grindstone of violence… If we do not do this we will all – Israelis and Palestinians, blindfolded, our heads bowed in stupor, collaborating with hopelessness – continue to turn the grindstone of this conflict, which crashes and erodes our lives, our hopes and our humanity.”  

---------------
.
     The time has come for the USA to cease its endless wars and to become a leading peacemaker.  It will take lots of political work to achieve that transformation to make the USA into a glorious decent society, instead of the foul one we have been and are getting dangerously worse by the day -- and will do our lives even more worse, given the latest election.  

Notes for the Introduction and Chapters I-IV
1. The first two references are to the recent books, First is Barbara Ehrenreich, This Land is Their Land (Metropolitan Books (2008). Next is Gar Alpervotz, What Then Must We Do?  (Chelsen Grreen Publishing /2003/  After the Introduction, Chapter I will follow and be focused upon overty in the USA. For a  comprehensive analysis of its global existence see the readable and comprehensive book of Amartya Sen: Poverty and Famines: An Essay on Entitlement and Deprivation  (1981)

2.See A.Yates, Naming the System:Imequality and Work in the Global Economy (2006). The following discussion of Israel could induce readers to see Dowd as “just another Jew hater.” However, I inform you that I had a beloved and admired Jewish mother whose parents had fled from the horrors of Russia’s Jew haters and killers. My first political efforts were in the 1930s as a member of San Francisco’s Jewish political organization working against Jewish mistreatment. My name Dowd is my Irish-Catholic father’s name. When he and my Jewish mother divorced I was three, and I lived, loved, and worked for and with my mother and against racists from then on.

3.  I add that part of the next chapter is taken from my recent book Inequality And The Global Economic Crisis (Pluto Press, 2009) 

    …………………………
 Next, is Chapter V and its analysis of the threatening futures of the world socio-economy. My emphasis is upon the USA because of our domination of so much of ongoing and emerging dangers and hardship. We are all too likely to bring on a fatal tragedy in a world which could and should be cooperative, comfortable, inspiring, and safe for everyone, everywhere.  

Chapter V: The USA
     Earlier I have used the term “main elements.” What are they? As I now turn to the USA there could be many strongly-held answers, to which at least some of will be discussed.. My response here will be the following discussions in this order:  
 A. Inequality.  /Also see the Introduction notes./

 B.  Big Business. 

                   C. Middle Incomes and the Poor.  

                   D. Health Care. 

                   E. Wars.
     After the completion of “A to E” there will be three further chapters:  “VI“ (Environment),  “VII”  (Education), and “VIII”  (Politics and Conclusion). 
      Now we begin Chapter V’s Discussions of  “A to E.”
  ----------
A. Inequality.
    It undoubtedly existed as humanity came into being, but since then its dimensions and its harmful consequences have multiplied and worsened. For a few years in the USA in the 1930s, and again for a short while after World War II, there were times of a significant diminution of inequalities, along with a movement toward a safer and saner world. However: taking hold in the 1970s was the rebirth and always deepening of inequalities of income and wealth and a narrowing socio-economic power structure, ruled over by an always narrowing set of giant companies.

       As World War II was ending decent socio-economic policies were brought to life: but only for a short while. By the 1970s the substantial postwar political involvement by “We the People” faded away and the powers and policies of big business took over.
Now, -- with the USA leading -- the inequalities of income, wealth, and power have worsened and globalized, aided and assisted by the guidance of Wall Street’s created professional social control organizations (of which, more in the discussions to follow).
       Although the “financial globalization” which began to dominate as the 1970s ended was initially vital in bringing buoyancy to most national economies and to the world economy, there was also a big “but”: it also made virtually all national economies – European, African, Asian, and Latin American –  critically dependent upon what was happening in the U.S. economy.  What those nations were “depending” upon was a mess of ugly dangers.
Here are four members of the “mess”: 

(1) A nation in which hyped-up consumerism was financed by reckless buying at home; 

(2) A nation whose always rising imports were made feasible  by the endless borrowing of capital by the US from Europe and, mostly, from China and Japan (who, already by 2007, were already owed two trillion dollars. 

(3) Record-breaking financial speculation within the USA and its global providers of money and goods; 

(4) An ever-accelerating destruction of the U.S.  financial regulations created after the 1930s to prevent a repeat of the madness of the 1920s.   

    The recent developments noted below show that such socio-economic madness is alive and kicking.  Here are some of its elements:  When 2013 ended and 2014 began Congressional Republicans saw to it that federal unemployment assistance for 1.3 million out of jobs for more than 26 weeks would end. Those benefits are being lost for an additional 3.6 million without jobs. Here is how it was seen by Paul Krugman in his Dec-12. 2013   NYT article “The Biggest Losers.”                

“If you see what has happened since Republicans  took control of the House of Representatives in 2010, what you see is a triumph of anti-government ideology which has had enormously destructive effects on American workers”
“We haven’t seen anything like the recent government debacle since the 1950s. What has been cut? It’s a complex picture, but the most obvious cuts have been in education, infrastructure, research, and conservation….. If you look at the major cuts that were made you’ll notice that they mainly involve investing in the future….The larger picture is one of years of  deeply destructive policy, imposing gratuitous suffering on working Americans.”  …………….
       In the same week, there was also “The Layers of No Jobs are
Hidden,” by Chris Williams; truthout, December 11, 2013      


“Nearly 11 million Americans struggle daily with unemployment, according to the U.S. Bureau of Labor statistics. The number of long-term unemployed persons /those jobless for 27 weeks or more of the unemployed has little changed from 36 %. Baby boomers” have become victims in this treacherous job market, forced to look for part-time jobs, accepting a decrease in salary up their job searches. ”                           

     ---------------

     There are also other sickening efforts from relative conservatives, as shown in the article “Republican Disdain for the Jobless,” by the Editorial Board of the NYT, January 4, 2014. I quote:

“One of the first votes the Senate plans to take on Monday is on restoring unemployment benefits to the 1.3 million people who lost them in December. It’s hard to imagine a more important action for those who have been out of work the longest and for the economy. But what is at the top of the GOP-dominated House agenda? Another vote to undermine the health care reform law….It’s been more than 50 years since emergency unemployment insurance was cut off when the long-term joblessness was even half the current level.
But Republicans want some other program cut to pay for the benefits. …… Extending benefits through the end of 2014 would help create 200,000 jobs the White House estimated –one reason the House would rather change the subject.”          

            ………
       That is bad enough for our “democratic” nation, but it continually worsens no matter who is in the White House or the Congress. Here now some quotations which help to explain that always worsening social disease: 

“Inequality did not just happen, it was deliberately engineered through a while range of policies intended to redistribute income upward. Trade is probably the best place to start, just because it is so obvious. Trade deals with the government’s NAFTA were quite explicitly designed to place our manufacturing workers in direct competition with the lowest paid workers in the world. The text was written after consulting with top executives at major companies like General Electric. Our negotiators asked these executives what changes in Mexico’s law would make it easier for them to set up factories in Mexico…The text was written accordingly. When we saw factory workers losing their jobs to imports from Mexico and other developing countries it was not an accident. In economic theory, the gains from these trade deals are result of getting lower priced products due to lower cost workers. The he loss of jobs in the USA and the downward pressure on the jobs that remain is a predicted outcome of the deal. In other words, the government quite deliberately structured our trade to put   downward pressure on the wages of much of the labor force….. Trade is just one of the many ways in which the government has redistributed  income upward over the last three decades. The subsidy for ‘too big to fail’ banks, which makes Wall Street crew incredibly rich is another way that the government redistributes money to the top. Bloomberg estimated the size of the annual subsidy for the Wall Street gang at $80 billion a year, more than the government spends on food stamps.” 
/In sum/: “”The key point is that inequality didn’t just happen, it was the result of government policy. Pres.
Obama’s recent comment about the government being a bystander ignores the real source of the problem. Therefore it is not likely that he will come up with much in the way of solutions.”   
By Dean Baker, “Inequality: Government Is a Perp, Not    a Bystander”: trouthout,  Op Ed December 23, 2013.  

           …….

      Now a closer look at the very rich, as provided by John Miller in his article published in Dollars and Sense, November-December, 2013): “Vice Versa: Inequality and Our Economic Problems”:

“The richest one percent of families, all with yearly   incomes above $394,000, receive more than one fifth of the national income, the highest concentration of income since 1913. The ratios of the wages and salaries of the top 1% and bottom 90% stand at over 20 to 1, more double the 9.7 ratio in 1979 .Increased inequality put an additional $1.1 trillion per year in the hands of the top 1% -- who spend only about half of additional income.”
-------------
       To all of the above, add the following worries provided by Robert H. Frank, in his Jan. 11, 2014 NYT article “The Vicious Circle of Income Inequality”:

“Inequality in the United States has been increasing sharply for more than four decades and shows no signs of retreat. In varying degrees it’s been the same in other countries”

“Rising inequality has had much impact on the political process. Greater income and wealth in the hands of top earners gives them greater access to legislators and it confers more ability to influence public opinion through contributions to research organization and political action committees.”

“The results have included long-term reductions in income and estate taxes and business regulation, which in turn have caused further concentrations of income and wealth at the top and even more political influence.  Perhaps the most important new feedback shows in higher education. Tighter budgets in middle-class families make it harder for them to afford the special tutors that help more affluent students win admission to elite universities....and the children of other families face lesser job prospects and heavy loads of debt. If growing inequality has become a self- reinforcing process we’ll want to think more creatively about public processes that might contain it. In the meantime, the proportion of our citizens who never make it out of rags will continue to grow.”  

---------------     

      Add to those notes this long observation from Paul Krugman in the NYT, December 15, 2013:  “Why Inequality Matters.”: 

“On average, Americans remain a lot poorer today than when they were before the recent crisis. For the bottom 90 percent of families, this impoverishment reflects both a shrinking economic pie and a declining share of that pie. Which mattered more?  The answer is that they are more or less comparable – that is inequality is rising so fast that over the past six years it has been as big a drag on ordinary American incomes as poor economic performance. But those years include the worst economic slump since the 1930s. And if you take a longer perspective, rising inequality becomes by far the most important single factor behind lagging middle-class incomes. Beyond that, when you try to understand both the Great Recession and the not-so-great recovery that followed, the economic and above all political impacts  of inequality loom large… It is now widely accepted that rising household debt helped set the stage for our economic crisis;”

“This debt surge coincided with rising inequality, and the two are probably related. In my view, however, the really crucial role of inequality calamity has been political. In the years before the crisis there was a remarkable consensus in Washington in favor of financial de-regulation. When the crisis struck, there was a rush to save the banks. But as soon as that was done a new consensus emerged, one that involved turning away from job creation and focusing on the alleged threat from budget deficits. What to the pre- and post-crisis consensuses have in common? Both were economically destructive. Deregulation helped make the crisis possible, and the premature turn to fiscal austerity has done more than anything else to hobble recovery. Both consensuses, however, corresponded to the interests and prejudices of the economic elite whose political influence had surged along with its wealth. This is especially clear if we try to understand why Washington, in the midst of a continuing crisis, somehow became obsessed with the supposed need for cuts in Social Security and Medicare. This obsession never made economic sense. In a depressed economy with record low interest rates, the government should be spending more, not less, and an era of mass unemployment is no time to be focusing on potential fiscal problems decades in the future. Nor did the attack on these programs reflect public demands. Surveys of the very wealthy, however, shown that they – unlike the general public – consider budget deficits a crucial issue and favor beg cuts in safety-net programs. And sure enough, those elite priorities took over our policy discourse. That brings me to my final point.”

“Underlying some of the backlash against inequality talk
I believe, is the desire of some pundits to depoliticize our economic discourse, to make it technocratic and nonpartisan. But that’s a pipe dream. Even on what may look like purely technocratic issues, class and inequality end up shaping -- and distorting – the debate. So the president was right. Inequality is, indeed, the defining challenge of our time. Will we ever do anything to meet that “challenge”?

-------------
    My own book /Inequality (2009)/, is a critique of federal policies both of what the government was doing and not doing. It concludes with a proposal of what should be done. Of course it was not.  Today’s government has also been seriously inadequate regarding the needs of the millions harmed and neglected in the ongoing – and worsening – economy.  Following is what in the early 1930s depression was done by President Roosevelt and the relative discussion in my Inequality book.  From that I now quote what FDR sought to do in the early 1930s and again jut before he died:
  “Franklin Roosevelt’s reforms did not begin until 1935, with Social Security…. He was re-elected for the fourth time in 1944, and just before he died, in his State of the Union address in 1945 he called for ‘A Second Bill of Rights” – under which a new basis of security and prosperity could be established, for all, regardless of gender, race, or creed to have the following rights: 
 “To a useful and remunerative job

 To earn enough money to provide adequate food and clothing and recreation of every family to a decent home. 
To adequate medical care and good health. 

To adequate protection from the economic fears of old age, sickness, accidents, and unemployment                        

   
To a good education for all’
      …………………….
      Now what we face is very much a “Bill of Wrongs.”  Here are just a few of our ugly and all too revealing elements (as provided by Paul Buchett( published in truthout January 20, 2014):

“1. Just 13 Americans made more from their investments in 2013. Some wealthy Americans like to refer to themselves as ”makers,” and food stamp recipients as “takers,” even though most of the latter are children,  or low-wag workers.” “Many of those “13” did not make anything of significance in 2013, yet by being heavily invested in the stock market were able to take $80 billion among them, more than a year of food stamps for almost 50 million  people.  

2. The richest 400 took $300 billion in 2013…. Temporary Assistance for Needy Families and Housing is less than the $300 billion ‘earned’ by the Forbes 400.
3. Each of he richest of 12,000 families are estimated to have made $40 million in the past year.”

4. The richest 400 individuals own more than three-fifths of America, or about 2.8% trillion of the country’s wealth of $72 trillion: more than the holdings of three-fifths of America,”   
   -------------
 The foregoing critical observations of inequalities are made wprse when we add the additional critiques of Paul Krugman in the NYT beginning with his 1/26!/014 headline; “Inequality Remains a Critical Issue in the USA” After that, I will follow with short excerpts from some of his many articles in the NYT. I start with an excerpt from his “Liberty, equality, efficiency”:      

“Most people, if pressed on the subject, would probably agree   that extreme inequality is a bad thing, although a fair number of conservatives believe that the whole subject of income distribution should be banned from public discourse.” /However:/ “It is widely known that income inequality varies a great deal among advanced countries. In particular, disposable income in the United States and Britain is much more unequally distributed than it is in France, Germany, or Scandinavia….. So, does reducing inequality through redistribution hurt economic growth? No: studies… show that nations with low income inequality do better at achieving sustained economic growth. Moving American policies part of the way toward European norms would probably increase, not reduce, economic efficiency…. In sum, it is pretty clear that taking on inequality would be good , not just for the poor but for the middle class. In short, what’s good for the 1 percent isn’t good for America, and we don’t have to keep living in a new Gilded Age if we don’t want to.”      

……..

        It is a disgrace but no surprise to read something like the following in a daily newspaper, but here it was in the NYT March 22-23, 2014: “U.S. details racial inequality at schools.”  Nor is the sub-headline a surprise: “Black students face troubling educational conditions, study finds.” But a main element of that article is a special note of organized racism:  “African- American students are suspended and expelled at three times the rate of their white counterparts.”  

      My focus up to here has been almost entirely on the USA.  Although we take the stinking prize for inequality, we see ourselves as the world’s top democracy. Well, we don’t have the world’s worst political lives: See the title of the article of the IMF (International Monetary Fund/:   “IMF Urges Redistribution to Tackle Growing Inequality.”  …….  
        On the same day, there was a leading NYT article by Eduardo Porter: Here was its title: ”IMF/s “Emphasis on the dangers of income Inequality.”  
………..
       Hooray for those published worries. Will anything ever be done to place the “emphasis” upon moving away from inequality toward equality?  The answer to that question is NO! -- unless and until ongoing economic realities toward kissing billionaires are reversed.  What “realities” are meant there?  Here are headlines from two articles in early 2014: 

“85 billionaires and the Better Half, by Michael Parenti.” (in Clarity, 18/02/2914/), and “The Rise of the Global Billionaires, by Robin Road and  John Cavanagh./in Dollars and Sense, Jan./Feb. 2014/.            

………….
       As we put up to the horrible lives of numberless millions of people in our country the very rich smile and count their millions and billions of dollars. That will be soon below in the relevant focus of “Big Business.” What is Hell for millions of our people is Heaven on earth for the few who have gained their riches at the expense of a vast majority. That disgrace is spread around the world, but as will be seen in “Big Business” the USA’s robbers win the ugly prize, but first a few more observations in the Inequality realm in some short articles or merely in titles and author identities which you may wish to pursue:

1.The Poisons of Extreme Wealth and Inequality,” by Richard Waddell, reprinted in truthout, 21 February, 2014.

2.”Inequality is a drag,” by Paul Krugman, August           9,NYT 2014: “The gap between the rich and poor in the U.S. is inflicting a lot of economic damage.”

3. “Inequality could be a red herring.” By Eduardo            

Porter, July 21, 2014, NYT ; “The question is how do we  help people at the bottom? 
4, “Women bear the brunt of inequality in spite of gains.”  “More likely to be earning the minimum wage, they often lead families alone.” NYT August 20, 2014
…………..     

       I conclude that mostly bad news with a much longer and awful set of worries put together by Dean Baker and published by truthout September 22, 2014: 
        “The Mysteries of Inequality Are Only Mysteries to Elites.”
“Fed, Reserve data show that typical families are still seeing very little benefit from the recovery to date... Those at the top continue to get the bulk of the benefits from economic growth… The purpose of the Fed’s raising interest rate is to slow the economy to keep people from getting jobs.”

“By keeping the unemployment rate up, they will be reducing workers’ bargaining power and keeping them from getting pay increases…. In other words, we have the central bank of the United States acing deliberately to keep workers from getting pay increases…. Government  policy has also made it impossible for workers to organize unions. And of course we have let the minimum wage fall all the way behind the cost of living and even further behind productivity.” 

Much has been said about inequality in the previous pages. Let me put in a nasty conclusion of my own:
Inequality is both the cause and consequence of what is deeply harmful economically, politically, militarily, and socially. Inherent to capitalism, inequality has been worsened by the domination of a few hundred U.S. corporations. History has always been marked by inequalities; today that domination has increased quantitatively and in its harms. The USA is in the lead of that race. Inequalities are harmful   to the entire society, most obviously but not only to the bottom two-thirds of thd society who suffer from its direct impacts: and its impact is fatally so for those in the bottom fifth. Unsurprisingly, those in the top tenth who are mostly responsible and most benefitted both welcomed it but do what they can to intensify it, when politically possible. 
    I end this already long discussion of inequality with parts fom an article published on November 19, 2014, by Steven Rettner:    

“Inequality in America.”

“All told, social assistance spending in the United States is below the average of that of the wealthiest countries. And other governments help their less fortunate citizens to a greater extent than we do in ways that are not captured in the income statistics. The United States, which is the only developed country without a national paid parental leave policy, also has no mandated paid holidays or annual vacation; in Europe workers are guaranteed at least 20 days as many as 35 days of paid leave,…All told, social spending in the U.S. is below the average of that of the wealthiest countries.”    
But that’s not all of the dirty news. Here are some further data provided in the same article shaming the rich and powerful of the USA.    
“The low American tax burden for those on top…. 
  Of the top dozen nations listed – Belgium paid the most -- (/47%) -- and the United States paid the least (26%).                                                    
------------------
       It is up to us to look out for those mistreated by the rich and powerful. Those hurt most are of course the poor, but all the rest of us are also mistreated by the rich and powerful in their controlling taxes.. 
      I now turn to the leaders and the crimes of that rottenness: not all of business as such, but “BIG Business.”
B.  Big Business     

       The “modern era” was born in the 17th century, and its defining characteristics were capitalism and the nation state. The functional role of the state was to protect and to enhance capitalism’s needs and desires at home and abroad. As capitalist societies strengthened and expanded over time, their defining characteristics evolved in both negative and positive ways: ruthless exploitation and poverty for most and riches for a few: until well into the 20th century at home along with never-ending imperialist actions abroad.  Only a few small nations – e.g. Sweden -- have modified the worst of industrial capitalism, at least up to now.
The awful consequences of industrial capitalism’s activities were and are innumerable, but for present purposes I will begin with “Great Depression” of the 1930s in the USA, and the two world wars and the revolutions and counter-revolutions throughout Europe. From some disasters some lessons were learned: for a while. In consequence of their military disasters lost most of their “empires,” became war hating and less autocratic economically and politically: also “for a while.” For some years after World War II, we had common sense and generosity assisting Europe, but at the same time, we took endless efforts to move in on imperialized societies. Only for a short while could it seem that a constructive set of lessons had been learned from the bloody past; by the 1970s greed and violence were roaring back to center stage, with the USA well in the lead on paths toward socio-economic disasters and wars. I now turn to the doings of the business world’s heavy leaders.   

       As the 20th century began, previous and ongoing scientific and technological developments provided the basis for much better and safer lives for all: if and only if accompanied by substantial democratization of the economy and politics.  Of course they were not. 
     The strength of its economy accelerated greatly as the 19th century was ending, and even more by World War I.  The war’s economic demands were not only a great gift to the U.S. economy, but a gift greatly enlarged because the war was politically and economically disastrous to the UK and Western Europe. When the 1920s prosperity took hold, so did the explosion of big business and its associated political strength. 
      The  “Great Crash of 1929” and the ensuing depression very much weakened the political powers of business, and especially those of Wall Street: for a while. For only a few years of the mid-1930s there was a “New Deal” which paid attention to the needs of the general public: policies which were added to during and after World War II: again “for a few years.” 
     The business community was enormously benefitted by the war and in effect “looked the other way” when decent social policies were being put in place in the 1950s-60s. However, as the 1960s ended the business community systematically “re-politicized” – as, meanwhile, all too much of the public “de-politicized” and went borrowing and shopping. 
     Thus since World War II, and much accelerating since the 1970s, there have been ever increasing shifts of economic and other social policies which harm “the people” but benefit big business: especially those of Wall Street. Here an example from the Editorial Board of the NYT April 2, 2014: 

“The Court Follows the Money: The Supreme Court continued its crusade to knock down all barriers to the distorting power of money on American elections in the court’s most significant campaign-finance ruling since Citizens United in 2010, five justices voted to eliminate sensible and long-established contribution limits to federal political campaigns.”

“This decision is less about free speech than about giving those people with the most money the loudest voice in politics. The real losers in this case are the vast majority of average Americans without barrels of cash to dump on elections. Thanks to this decision the interests of the very few wealthiest Americans – which differ significantly from those of most Americans – will now get even more outsize consideration by legislators.”                                                                                     …………..      

      In what follows the focus will be upon the financial world’s takeover of politics and the increasing dominance of speculation over finance.  First, two important elements:
(I) In 1990 Fortune announced that “500 financial companies
 have revenues equal to more than two-thirds of  the production  of the entire economy, exceeding the national totals of the giants Japan. Here is what Phillips had to say:
 “In the early 1970s the financial sector was subordinate to Congress and the total of financial trades in the USA. For over an entire year a dollar amount was less than GNP. By the 1990s, however, through a 24-hour-a-day cascade of electronic hedging and speculation on the financial sector had swollen to an annual volume of trading 10 to 40 times greater than the dollar turnover of the “real economy. Each month several dozen huge financial firms electronically trade a sum of currencies, futures, derivatives, stocks and bonds that exceed the entire GNP of the United States.” (4/
      That was in 1994, the beginning of always worsening processes, with substantial cooperation from the White House and both parties of Congress. However: Clinton (Dem)) was in the White House most of the 1990s. His main financial advisors and officials were Wall Street heavies.
     Now Obama (Dem.) has had as his advisors some of the same people or their likes: (Robert Rubin, Lawrence Summers, Timothy Geithner). Obama  also appointed the head of General Electric to lead his job push, although he continued to run General Electric (NYT, 1-22-2011) as, in the same week he appointed William Daley, top executive of Wall Street’s JP Morgan Chase, as his Chief of Staff.  

        (2) As World War II ended, the USA was Number One I n
 socio-political terms, and the dollar was the unchallengeable currency of world trade and investment. Then, as the other once-leading capitalist nations regained and deepened their strength, globalization took hold.  Here a quote from Reich:  

“Along the way the USA was “downsizing and outsourcing,” consumerism became its leading drug, and the USA was transformed from being the world’s largest lender to become its largest ever borrower” /5/

………………
    When in 2000 the euro became the currency of the European economies. the dollar and the euro exchanged equally. However, already by 2007 the euro had risen by 50% and traded at $150. 
  Meanwhile, as a serious slump on Wall Street was arriving, a justly admired financial commentator had this to say: 

“That ugly action was caused by fear about how badly banks will be loan and securities losses and regulatory officials referred to the problem as “contained. That was how they described a subprime mortgage mess as it devoured home owners throughout the nation. Because of its enormous and growing role in the economy a financial services downturn is likely to have graver consequences than ever before.”  /Gretchen Morgenson, “Financial Sector Slump is a threat to
the economy. NYT, 12/12. 2000 

 ……….  ….
There has been no change for the better on Wall Street.
We must not continue to allow “our” economy to be ruled over by high level gambling, as our nation involves in endless wars, as at the same time our human social needs are increasingly neglected.   
      I now take a closer look: first a long one at the economy, then a brief comment on politics here (with more later in its own forthcoming next section). I begin with the economy and some more of the critique by Morgenson, this time concerning how profits are made and who gets them: 

“Profits from the financial sector in 2007 accounted for 31% of total corporate earnings, as compared with 8% in 1950…. No one knows how big the challenges in the financial sector are; what I do know is that we have never had a more highly leveraged household sector than we have today.”

---------
        In our time the economy has become dominated by finance, and finance by speculation: all ruled over by layers of grossly overpaid executives (see below). Speculation contributes nothing to the economy or society, but it is fun and games and fortunes for only the gamblers. Until recently the financial sector served mainly a vital “lubricating” function. Then, as the 20th century moved on, economies came to be seen as inconceivable without crowded networks of financial institutions, Already in 2008, George Soros ( one of the most successful financiers of our time) warned: 
“We are In the midst of a financial crisis the likes of which haven’t been seen since the Great Depression.” /6//
    Financiers may or may not provide a useful service, but they do not produce anything, and the vast incomes of those at their top are not in accord with their “work.” Indeed, their incomes are often stratospheric, even as the companies they rule over are having severe financial losses.  Here is information from the news: 
“In 2007, as jobs were already being lost and average incomes were decreasing, the U.S. Congressional Budge Office announced “The increase in incomes of the top 1 percent in the past year exceeded the total incomes of the poorest 29 percent of Americans. The total income if of the top 1.1 million households, coming from investments and capital gains, was $1.8 trillion or 18% of U.S. total income. In that same year taxes on capital gains were reduced.”
                       /NewYork Times, December 17, 2007)

----------

      The main focus of this book is the USA, but in this era the ways and means and consequences of finance have also been “globalized.”  The first big jumps were taken as the prosperous 1950s ended, years in which the reconstruction of West European and Japanese economies had made them not only competitive with the USA in autos and metals but had so in a world economy  moving toward excess capacities and dazzling mergers and acquisitions – all of which multiplied by the 1990s incomes of financial companies. Thus the following quote from the Economic 
Report of the President (1995)
“1949 corporate profits of non-financial companies were ten times as high as those as interest for financial companies; in1959 five times as high; in 1969, two and a half times; in 1979 less than double; and since 1989 non-financial corporate profits have always been less than the interest paid financial companies.” 
    -----------

Put differently, in those years the traditional role of interest
in the economy was dwindling, signifying a major transformation in the overall functioning of capitalism. Since the 1960s, corporate profits themselves have included large gobs of interest, not only because the number of financial corporations as a percentage of all corporations has risen greatly, but because an always rising percentage of the giant corporations have themselves merged with or created their own large financial institutions; e.g., GM and GE are now giant moneylenders. I now present some consequences.                 I wrote (1) and Henwood wrote (2):
1. “In the 1970s the financial sector was subordinate to Congress and the White House, and the yearly total of financial trades by Americans was less than GNP: already by the 1990s, through a 24-hour a day cascade of electronic hedging and speculation, the financial sector had swollen to an annual volume of trading 30 to 40 times greater than the dollar turnover of the “real economy.”  
2. “An enormous amount of financial dealings the spread  of  interacting financial developments: Equities and pension funds, the astounding increase of household, business, and governmental debt, the spread and deepening of  insurance companies and their mergers with other financial companies, the expansion of amateur and professional speculators  and derivative markets.” /Hemwood/
     ----------

        Now I turn to the ongoing and always worsening control over the economic world’s criminalities and the resulting hardships for all others. The earlier discussions were focused mostly on the 20th century; not to the ongoing 21st. In this new century Wall Street has become the HQ of big deal gambling, leaving the small potatoes to Las Vegas. How dangerous it has become was revealed way back in the 1980s savings and loan (“S&L”) scandals. /J. Madrick and F.Portnoy, “Should Some Bankers be Prosecuted?”
 New York Review, 11/10, 2011)
“Created in the 1920s, the purpose of the S&Ls was to create “regulated neighborhood thrift banks” which, through ceilings on their interest charges would enable middle-income working class families to buy a house, but the low incomes of workers in the 1920s-1930s kept that aim meaningless, until after World War II By the \960s, two-thirds of U.S. families were “home-owners,” but that was pushed aside by in the 1980s, when Pres. Reagan and his pals began the financial de-regulation, which made things much worse. Then the 1990s opened the door for the “subprime” disaster whose financial activities were increasingly taken over by sharpies, fools, and downright crooks. By 1984 the S&Ls were collapsing in an always spreading process, and what had been socially useful banking had become a gambling casino. The Reagan government and the subsequent White House and Congresses have seen to it that those who caused and/or overseen the subsequent debacle(s) were not themselves to lose any money for creating the basis or presiding over the disasters along the way”   
     -----------
    All of that should have been a warning of what was to take hold in the 1980s and worsen up to the present .Note first that the cost to U.S. taxpayers for S&L was $100-500 billion. Subsequent fun and games have multiplied and will continue to add trillions to please our Wall Street’s multi-million-billionaires – especially now that the politics of the nation have been even more theirs. 
                    …………….
             Next another important statement from Phillips:  

“For the early S&L crisis a new government agency was created whose lawyers were paid $600 plus per hour (Soros)  In November, 2008 the bailout was $700 billion – financed by govt. borrowing and giant federal deficit, most of it going to bank investments. The result continues to be not just to prop up the stock market but to allow it to keep hitting ever new highs -- while Wall St. firms achieve always new record earnings and continues to eat the real economy.” 
          ----------
        Back in 1989 Michael Lewis had been working in Wall Street in the hedge fund department. He left in disgust, and in 1980 wrote his revealing book --Liar’s Poker -- about what was going on.  Then, ten years later he put together a set of articles by himself and others: Panic: The Story of Modern Financial Insanity. Here is but one of his laments:

“I had hoped that college students trying to figure out  what to do with their lives would read it and decide that it is silly to phony up and become financiers.. But I was knee-deep in letters from college students for other secrets to share about Wall St.: they had read my book as a how-to-do it manual.” /Lewis/ 

    Lewis is valuable today; more than several decades ago (1936), in his Economic Consequences of  the Peace, Keynes put forth the dangers of what was already well on its way to take over the economy:

“Speculators may do no harm as bubbles on a steady stream of enterprise. But the position is serious when enterprise becomes the bubble on a whirlpool of the speculation.”

“When the development of a country becomes a by product of a casino, the job is likely to be ill-done.” / 11./


     His warning was not taken seriously. The doings of Wall Street are a disease whose dimensions spread to the realms and dangers of household debt sufficiently enough to even scare Business Week, as revealed by its comment of December, 1999:
 “Is the United States Building a Debt Bomb?”        

  Next an economic warning from Bavevich:  
“Household debt as a share of disposable income rose from 62% to 102% in 1999. Financial sector debt as a share of GDP more than quadrupled from under 20% to 80% and U.S. foreign debt more than doubled, from $1 trillion to over %2.5 trillion.” 
……….
     That was for the past century. What about now? Keep in mind that for all nations what happens nationally today is much more linked internationally than in the past. During the depression of the 1930s, all of the leading nations except the UK and the USA were ruled by totalitarian governments. For better and for worse that meant that the economic crisis of that past was not at all as interlinked as now. Today a serious crisis in the USA and/or Europe is soon likely to spread over the world. 
      Next is my own comment on what was in full rage by the winter of 2014):
“As the USA struggles with a stubborn recession (all too similar with the years 1929-1934), Europe is also struggling with always deepening and spreading financial troubles which seem likely to spread and deepen and could lead to the breakdown of the European  Community. For example what could China do have its $2 trillion debt paid off and have its voluminous exports continue?”

“China is not alone: economically, the world is tightly running together. Many or all of the nations involved are likely to seek for themselves first, then to work hard for the international cooperation which is essential.” 

   …………

      Lots of sensible policies were passed in the USA and governments in Europe and Asia after the depression and world wars had done their disasters. However, as will soon be discussed under “Politics,” the governments in Europe and the UK have reversed decent postwar policies and now find themselves lurching toward an ever-deeper financial crisis. From the forgoing discussions of some of their dirty “business,” I will step into the ugly realm of their politics. Just before that, here a few more examples noted in the press, as put in the following headlines:

“Springtime for bankers.”  /Paul Krigman, 5/20/2014. 
“Melee of mergers is leading to less competition.” Eduardo Porter,” NYT 5/28/2014. 
“Cheap U.S. labor from jailed immigrants.”  Jan Urbina, NYT 4/27/2014. 

……………………….
      Meanwhile, in the USA Wall Street continues to have its way for enlarging its fortune -- assisted by a bowing Congress and White House – as the public looks more at price tags and bank notices than at Congress and the White House. 
        Next a fine introduction from a recent article by Jack Rasmus:  “The Great Corporate Tax Shift”; Magazine , December. 2013/

“For more than three decades, what might be called the Great American Tax Shift has been gaining momentum. Wealthy investor  households with annual incomes of more than $5 million and $20 million respectively have been paying less and less in taxes relative to the accelerating growth of their incomes, while the more than 100 million wage earning U.S. households have been shouldering an ever growing tax burden at the federal, state, and  local levels.”

  ---------
    Next, the headline and story of NYT editors, October 8, 2014:
        

“I.M.F. sees various threats to world growth.”

“The International Monetary Fund cut its forecast for world growth on Tuesday, warning that stagnation in Europe, a slowdown in large emerging markets and heightened political tensions in Russia and the Middle East threatened an increasingly fragile global economy…At a news conference starting its semi-mental meeting, an event that attracts financiers, policy makers, and central bankers from around the globe, the fund’s top economists highlighted a tepid economic recovery in which the major nations of the world have failed to keep up with the United States. In a recent interview, the Managing Director of the Fund said “Global growth risked bring stuck in a rut for a long time. If nothing is done in a bold way there is a risk of new mediocre level of growth for the global economy: “Growth potential has already gone down.”  
             .-------------
      The foregoing discussion of economics had politics at its spine, explicitly or implicitly. Now what has long been called “political economy” might better be called “the political economy of global big business,” because the key factors of economic, political, and social existence (including war and peace) are in their very big hands both at home and abroad. The road in those directions was guided by an always more “conscious and unconscious” conservatism. As the 20th century began big business had already taken the seats of power and they increased and broadened that power substantially in the 1920s.  Thus the war and early postwar years were a period of substantial political strength of “the people,” including the birth of strong unions. 
               However, as McChesney recently pointed out: 
“By the 1960s the popular push toward political strength was weakened and that of business regained “by the diversion of ‘the people’ away from politics and toward borrowing and buying – while, in the same years (and especially from the 1970s) the business world consciously to organize itself politically, assisted by “consumerism” and mind-diverting.”  

----------
   Thus it was that in the elections from the 1970s on, whether the Democrats or Republicans took the White House(or local and state) there was a seldom interrupted tendency toward pro-business politics at home, and pro-war politics abroad – symbolized by the Republican Nixon and Reagan presidencies and confirmed by the Democrats Clinton: all too much up to now. 

      This chapter and those preceding it have been gloomy and worrisome enough, but the three to follow are at least as gloomy or worse. That said, I wish again to add my own gloomy observation; 
Given the disgusting and dangerous new status quo and where it is leading, “We the People” must become politically involved on all levels, before and during elections at all levels, and especially national and now. We must find and work for decent issues and politicians. Given the worsening socio-economic troubles it is likely that some decent men and women will seek offices in your area, people who cannot be elected without substantial assistance from us. What ever the Democrats substantial shortcomings are, they must as soon as possible take office on all political levels. I have been active on left of center organizations since my youth at all levels, and have even run for office for a third party, but there is strong reason to believe that the always more dangerous Republicans must not be allowed to gain – or, now maintain -- substantial political power at any political level, especially for the House, Senate and the White House. The essential political work will not be easy, but if the rightists are allowed to maintain or increase their strength toward always more power. Then?  

     The foregoing “observation I wrote before the votes of late 2014 gave considerably more power to the Republicans.  We must get to be always more serious in our political work and never looking back. To do so is difficult, but much easier than trying to survive a Republican White House and Congress and local politics– let alone World War III. We must do all we can to return and remain THE powers of U.S. politics: starting now. Or else. 
 ………
    For a closing reminder of “Business” in order to see just how awful things are I add a note from the billionaire Warren Buffett, one of the richest and best informed on what is going on among the others. Rich or not, he is also a socially caring human being. After this quote I will turn to the materials on the middle class and the poor.” 
                         Here is Buffett’s statement:

“While the poor and middle class fight for us we mega-rich continue to get our extraordinary breaks. Some of us are investment managers who earn billions from our daily labors   but are allowed to classify our incomes as “carried interest,” thereby getting a bargain 15% tax rate. Others own stock index for 10 minutes and have 60% of their gains taxed at 15% as if they had been long-term investors. My friends and I have been coddled long enough by a billion-friendly Congress. It is time for our government to get serious about ‘shared sacrifice’ Billionaires like me should pay more taxes.”     New York Times, 8/15, 2011) 
……………….
     Buffett was serious, and his fellow rich guys were furious for days after. It’s our job to get seriously politically, and never relax: never allow the very rich to get even richer as the numbers of very poor are already in the millions and steadily increasing. 
Their needs for education, health care, and housing support for the aged and needy, are already critical and worsening. 
    After World War II the needs were beginning to be taken care of somewhat in Western Europe, but much less in the USA -- except very briefly in the 1930s  and again in the 1950s-1960s. However, since the 1970s there has been an always stronger reversal. The achievements were made in years when a substantial percentage of the public involved itself politically. However, since then an always rising percentage of the public in Western Europe had copied the USA in buying, borrowing, and watching TV.
      To make matters worse, in that same period, the business world created research groups to advise the powerful what to do to keep society moving backward. A major consequence has been the displacement of relatively progressive politicians by conservatives in the USA, the UK, and Western Europe.

     When Obama won the presidency, it was hoped that the tide was turning for the better, but too often he has taken  more directions from the right-center than – if at all – from the left-center. No matter who is or next becomes the presidency such tendencies cannot be halted unless and until our politics are increasingly exerted much more. That will be discussed in the final chapter. 

Soon I will turn to the Notes for Chapter Five; then to “Middle Incomes and the Poor.“ But first a little more disgusting socio-economic news, starting with June 22, 2014 from the NYT:
“Out of school and nowhere to go: In the United States, one in fine people in their 20s and early 30s is living with his or her parents. And 60 percent of young adults receive financial support from them. That is a substantial increase from a generation ago.”     That information is made more rotten with this October 8th 2014 headline. “Wealthy give less with charitable donations” 
And what’s that around the corner?  It’s an ugly answer if we put our eyes on the economy again, and see how Robert Reich saw it in 2009:
 “Our voices as citizens are being drowned out. We may even be losing confidence that what we have to say as citizens is important.  This is not because big corporations have conspired to drown out or marginalize our citizen voices, but chiefly because corporations are engaged in escalating competition for political outcomes that advantage them over their rivals. The constantly ascending, hugely elevated decibel level of lobbying is so high in Washington and other capitals that citizens, even when they speak up, can barely be heard by politicians over the cacophony. “Supercapitalism” has spilled over into politics and engulfed democracy. The political competition takes many forms. Elected officials are beholden to corporate lobbyists who put together ever-larger bundles of campaign contributions from their clients and elected officials, fearing that electoral rivals might get the money inst4ae.—and so on. Then there in the increasing frequency of newspapers and broadcasters who run stories by corporate public relations spin-masters in favor of their clients, or defending their clients spun by the public relations specialists of their rivals. As this competition has escalated, the cost of entering the political fray has continued to rise.”                        …………..
    The foregoing is a large lump of too much, but our

socio-economic realities know no limits, as is shown by the following rotten news given to us by Paul Buchett, in his article:

“The Billion Dopllar a Month Club: A Runaway Transfer of Wealth to the Super-Rich.:

“Our national wealth has grown by an astonishing $30 trillion since the recession, but most of it has gone to people who were already wealthy. We are living though a massive redistribution of America’s net worth to the beneficiaries of a financial industry that has used cunning and money and power to impose their version of economic “freedom” while deregulating any policies that might have stopped the incessant transfer of wealth. It’s getting worse by the year and by the month.. President Obama’s claim that “We’ve 
         recovered faster and come further than any other advanced 
country on Earth” applies largely to the people whose wealth accumulation has dramatically pulled up the averages watching their portfolios.”  
// Then the author goes on with the some revealing headings of his article.//; 

”Kochs and Waltons took $6.6 billion of national wealth in     less than two months. 2. 43 People (It was 47 Last Month) Own as Much as Half of America. 3. American Exceptionalism: $50 million a year 

   That’s disgusting enough in itself, but in our next chapter -- “Middle Incomes and the Poor” -- there will be worse. 
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            C, Middle Incomes and the Poor
    In previous pages I have more than once put on data concerning the rich and the poor, and will do so again. However,  what follows here will center upon those with moderate and low incomes. In doing that I will pay a lot of attention to how much harm has been and is being doing to all of us.  I think it useful to begin with several matters which add emphasis to that, and suggest that as you move along the materials concerning the middle and low people, the disgraces of our society will become clearer. I begin with some headlines or comments from truthout, December, 2013:
“Three Ways the Super-Rich Suck Wealth Out of the Rest of Us: First: They have taken $1.6 million per family in New Wealth since the Recession. Second: They create imaginary Money that turns real. Third: Thy have stopped payment on Productive Americans. That suction-like sound is finance 
drinking up our country’s wealth.” “Six of the Top Ten US Billionaires Are two families: the Kochs and the Waltons.”

    Now an excerpt of a further and longer discussion from truthout: “The Shocking Redistribution of Wealth in the Past Five Years”: 
“Some conservatives continue to claim that President Obama is unfriendly to business, bat the facts show that the richest Americans and the biggest businesses have been the main -- perhaps only – beneficiaries of the massive health gain over the past five years.’1.$5 million to each of the 1% and $1 million to each of the next 4%. .In 2000 the average wealth for almost half of American families were ZERO with their debts more than their assets.. Congressional solution: Cut benefits and food stamps.”
-----------------------
     Next I turn to my own sustained discussion of the nature and the problems of the majority, beginning with the strong roles harmed by conformism, nationalism, and militarism and their harsh consequences: 
All “good Americans” are nationalists and accept U.S. militarism as good and proper. But our strong attachment to militarism requires an additional explanation that is difficult to justify. As we pursued our self-appointed “Manifest Destiny” we have also become habituated to numberless wars, first on this continent, now all around the globe. Here is some of that ugly story as I see it: Between 1758 and Pearl Harbor, there were at least 154 undeclared U.S. military interventions. Then, after the “understandable war” against Japan and Germany, we turned to our many open and covert military interventions -- much stimulated and supported by the engineered fear and militarism of the Cold War, and its anti-communism and McCarthyism. The excitement, heroes, and victories of that history keeps our militarism alive and, despite all, continues to give it “a good name.” Those who “do not go along” risk unpopularity, or  even punishment.  
 -----------------
     In his Democracy in America (l836), Alexis de Tocqueville expressed his famous enthusiasm for the democracy of the United States: “slavery excepted” He saw the U.S. democracy as the most firmly established” But he also made it clear that; ”Overtime their democracy and their conformism will contradict each other, with dire effects.” He explained this as “a response to ‘the need to belong in the hurly burly of modern societies.’”  For better and for worse, since he wrote the United States has become considerably more “modern.”  We have let ourselves become consumption mad and the least bound by social traditions. That takes me to a discussion of consumerism.

      More than 60 years after de Tocqueville, and as the USA was taking its first steps toward mass consumption, Thorstein Veblen underscored another basis for conformism when he anticipated consumerism (but didn’t call it that) with his analytical concepts “conspicuous consumption, display, and waste.” In his  (Theory of  the Leisure Class (1899) and his Instinct of Workmanship (1914). 
     Under their influence, he argued, we would be led always to be concerned less with the functions of consumer goods and more with the images they create in the minds of others—all of whom would be similarly concerned. Average incomes did not allow until the 1950s consumerism’s general spread. Soon after, aided by the universal ownership of TV and the growing use of credit cards, consumerism became a passion. Now it dominates our “hearts and minds; and our descent toward self-destructive irrationality is well on its way.   As the 1960s began Paul Baran showed what therefore laid both behind and ahead when he wrote: 
“Contemporary capitalism teaches us “to want what we don’t need and not to want what we do.” Saying nothing further here about what overworked families buy or how much it costs them to borrow, it is important to note what such lives mean to the much idolized  “family” in the United States.”   
---------------
    As noted earlier, both U.S. parents work more often than not. Thus there is a need for child care. Most in the USA would be amazed to learn how deficient we are in that respect compared to most of Europe – as we are in health care and concern for the aged and disabled.  In the USA, of course, it’s each for himself and God for all – and let the Devil take the rest, if there is any. 
       The rise of consumerism as a major shaping force required more than the widespread to buy and borrow: also necessary were the always more sophisticated media. The media owe their own great influence to those who pay them lavishly: companies, politicians, and lobbyists. What goods and which social policies are sold successfully depend upon the success with which advertising and public relations can socialize us to live by irrational standards; to buy products presumed to provide us with beauty, or strength , or health, or prestige, or ..anything to support bought and paid for politicians who see voters with the  same contempt that businesses see consumers: as putty. It is relevant to add the following observation of Baran: 
“Advertising campaigns succeed not if they seek to change people‘s attitudes but if thy manage to find  by means of motivation research and similar  procedures, a way of linking up with existing attitudes: status seeking, snobbery, social,  racial,  and sexual discrimination, egotism, envy, gluttony, avarice, ruthlessness in the drive for self advancement – all of  those attitudes are not generated by advertising, but are made use of and appealed to in the contents of advertising material.”    
     ………….
       Consumerism is problematic if seen only as a narrowly economic phenomenon; but it also has major socio-political consequences. In leading the majority of people to become habituated to “want what they don’t need, and not to want what they do,” consumerism has also lowered the never high levels of communal feeling and behavior in the USA. Thus decisions on heath, housing, public education, public transportation, and the environment are left to be dealt with by corporations and their bought and paid for politicians with profits -- not people’s needs -- as the criterion: to be worsened b y the last election.  
          Next is what Phillips had to say in that regard in 2002:

“From the start of the nation, those who owned and controlled the means of life – agricultural and mineral resources, factories, transport, and communications – have effectively controlled our social processes. But the degree of that control  and what is controlled have both increased markedly over time – speeding up after World War II, and explosively so since the 1970s. Since then, the dynamic connections between money and politics, always strong, have risen to their present total domination, energized by what the business community and its resurgent political allies saw as a set of interacting needs and possibilities. One major matter to put our politics to work, and soon, is to be found in the endless efforts of the conservatives to assure themselves that we will never be able to do so.  For example, what Du Boff has called “the corporate counter-attack” they proceeded to water down or reverse the social changes brought about by New Deal” and subsequent reforms from the mid-1930s into the 1950s. In the “prosperity decade of the 1920s” President Coolidge famously said “What’s good for business is good for America.” However, when our “rugged individualism” produced battering depression that came to be turned around for the people to grasp who had been bad for America. Thus, for the first time in our history, voices other than those of capital came to be heard in Washington and a connected string of. social reforms ensued: for workers’ right to have unions of their own choosing,, an eight hour day, for work for the poor to have public housing and, after the war, for health care, civil rights, and environmental protection.”  
----------
       However, as the 1960s ended, the USA had already begun a new phase of linked economic and social changes for the worse: changes in technology, the economy’s structure and functioning and its social attitudes and politics. 
      Taken together, their nature and their rapidity facilitated a swift and major increase in always higher concentrations of economic and social power by the business community. By the 1970s the ground had been laid for first stages of “reactionary” -- an always more rightward shift that picks up speed as it deepens in its meanings. What has been most striking about our “lurch to the past” is not that business and the wealthy worked to bring it about, but that it has met with so much popular support -- even though, in the years in which  that “march” achieved its most important initial successes the material life of the average family was worsening.     
“Between 1977 and 1987 the after-tax income of the median family fell by 20 percent, even though by then both husband and wife were working full-time. Meanwhile, the taxes of the richest 10 percent and of giant corporations fell, and their after-tax incomes rose substantially.”  (Phillips,1988).
   So what must be done by “The People”? An excellent reply was put forth by Thomas Piketty in the last chapter of his book.  I quote only some of his final points:

“The overall conclusion of this study is that a market economy based on private property, if left to itself, contains powerful forces of convergence, associated in particular with the diffusion of knowledge and skills; but it also contains powerful forces of divergence which are potentially threatening. to democratic societies and to the values of social justice on which they are based. The principal destabilizing force has to do with the fact that the private rate of return on capital, can bd significantly higher for long periods of time than the rate of growth of income and output. The inequality implies that wealth accumulated in the past grows more rapidly than output and wages.”

“This inequality expresses a fundamental logical contradiction. The entrepreneur inevitably tends to become a rentier, more and more dominant over those who own nothing but their labor. Once constituted, capital reproduces itself faster than output increases. The past outdoes the future. The consequences for the long-term dynamics of the wealth distribution are potentially terrifying, especially when one adds that the return on capital in the wealth distribution is is occurring on a global scale. The problem is enormous, and there is no simple solution. Gross can of course be encouraged by investing in education,, knowledge, and  nonpolluting  technologies. But none of these will raise the growth rate to 4-5 percent a year. The right solution is a progressive an2nual tax on capital. This will make it possible to avoid an endless in-egalitarian spiral while preserving competition and incentives for new instances of primitive accumulation…. This would contain the unlimited growth of global inequality of wealth, which is currently increasing at a rate that cannot be sustained in the long run and that ought to worry even the most fervent champions of the self-regulated market.”       
---------------

     Well, that solution has not yet become a reality, nor is there reason to think it is “just around the corner.”  Instead, what has been sitting there and adding to our social harms for all too many years are Wall Street’s highly paid politicians, worsened by the latest election. .    
      Putting together the materials of this chapter is a slap in the face of anything approaching a sane U.S. democracy. Our national government—and too many of our local and state governments – do not function to serve “the” people” but all too much those who bribe them. Those cribbed-bribed crimes are the victories of the powerful; our failure is that we don’t exercise our political rights. 
     That is understand-able, of course, and so are its consequences. 
 However, there is an important difference: those who do and get the bribes make money: “We the People” who sit back and grunt get a society with governments which combine the inadequate with mass dangers. They will continue and multiply to the point of mass disasters – all too many of which are already history. To be avoided there is only one way those dangers – and other serious problems can be avoided and driven away: only one way to make our societies into a genuine democracy. That means a lot of work and changes in our ways of life, for it is clear that if we do not soon become a genuine democracy we will be come members of societies which are always more dangerous, always more disgusting. A decent life awaits us only if we create it, for a decent and safe society.  What awaits us if we allow our false democracies to continue is self-destruction. 

   I continue this section with some of the critical discussions found in Barbara Ehrenreich’s This Land is Their Land.  Here I present only the titles of several of her chapters good to read for 
emphasizing what’s wrong: 

““Strangling the Middle Class” “Freshpersons, Welcome to Debt!” “Party On.” “Fastest Growing Jobs of 1906.” “”Are you Handy with Bedpans and Brooms?” “That Sinking  Feeling.” ”Recession – Who Cares?”  
        Several other such – but different – chapters will be noted and quoted in the following “Health Care.” But I close this chapter with some awful news regarding wages. In its September/October 2014 issue, the excellent magazine Dollars and Sense provided this: “What Happened to Wages? How wages stagnated and Capital Captured Productivity Gains.” 
       Note now the disgraceful changes in wages between two periods of productivity and wages: past and present—1889 -1973 and 1970-2013.  In the first period productivity and wags used to rise together. In the present period, Wages have stagnated despite continued productivity growth. 

That was only some of the bad news. Soon I will turn to U.S. health care and our worries -- a murderously bit more of the same or worse (unless you are rich). But first some of the powerful set of facts, written by Paul Buchett and published by truthout November 3, 2014: “Infuriating Facts About Our Disappearing Middle-Class Wealth”:
1. Each Year Since the Recession, America’s Richest 1% Have made More Than The Cost of All U.S.  Social Programs. 
2. Almost None of the New 1% Wealth Led To Innovation and Jobs.
3. Just 47 Wealthy Americans Own More Than Half of the U.S. Population.
4. The Upper Middle Class of America Owns a Smaller Percentage of Wealth Than the Corresponding Groups in All Major Nations  Except Russia and Indonesia.

5. Ten Percent of the World’s Total Wealth Was Taken the Global 1% in the Past Three Years.

         
Solution: A Financial Transaction Tax.”  

------------
    Thanks, but we can’t do that, and it wouldn’t be what would make our lives what we need and would love.  What we can and must do is to put ourselves and millions of others into always stronger “politics of the people” – until we make the USA become and stay a genuine democracy. It must and it can be done: especially now.
      What must be done? Much of that will be taken up in chapters still to come, but we can repeat some earlier noted problems and it won’t hurt to take them up again here: decent education for all, decent health care for all, housing support for aged and needy. Those are critical if we are ever to have a decently functioning society. After World War II they were beginning to be taken care of in Western Europe, but much less in the USA, except briefly in the 1950s-1960s – to say nothing about Now.. As will be seen later, the environment must also be taken care of, and more than “briefly.” 

Since the 1970s there has instead been an always stronger reversal. The achievements were made when a substantial percentage of the public involved itself politically. However, since then, an always rising percentage of the public has involved itself in borrowing, buying, and watching TV – while at the same time the business world has created research groups to advise the powerful what to do to keep society moving backward.  A major consequence has been the displacement of relatively progressive politicians by conservatives in the latest election..  

       Now something of a summary for us non-rich:  In the past century, industrial capitalist societies have been economically able – but not politically inclined – to furnish  most of all  of their people what earlier was available to a few or none, but the politics of those same societies have blocked it. With truly democratic societies, the basic needs of health care, housing, education and nutrition and other less vital needs would have been met. Bu our democratic societies have been capitalist democracies where it is “normal” to have access to the foregoing needs to be grossly unequal both within the rich nations but cruelly unmeet in the imperialized world. 
 Paul Baran put that well in his Political Economy of Growth, 
“It is precisely the relationships between the poor and the rich peoples of the world that keeps both the poor and the rich that way. Moreover, to deny a decent living to the majority who are continuously  at work, is to make an ugly situation more so. 
…………..

……….        

Then, this is what Krugman pointed out in his year 2007 book:
“The wealthiest o.o1% of Americans are seven times  richer than they were 39 years ago, while the inflation-adjusted income of most American households has barely edged upward. CEOs who typically earned 30 times more than the average employee in the 1970s now take home more than 300 times as much. That such an explosion of income inequality could occur is, and must be, explained in terms of the changing relative political power of capital re: labor. From the 1930s on and up through the 1960s, unions multiplied and gained strength, working conditions improved, social security and public housing came into being, and there were gains in public education, access to health care for the aged, poor, and disabled, etc. However, from the 1970s on all such reforms have increasingly been weakened or abolished.”

Next a few relevant numbers put forth in the NYT 12, 17, 2007 article “Chasm Widens Between Rich and Poor”

“The increase in incomes of the top one percent of Americans from 2003 to 2005 exceeded the total income of the poorest 20% of Americans was $283 billion in 2005. Just the increase for the top one percent was $525 billion – 37% higher than the total for the bottom 20%  The top 10%, top 1%, and fractions of the top 1 percent enjoyed their greatest share of income since 1928-29,”
   …………
      Long ago, Britain’s Lord Acton famously remarked that “power corrupts, an absolute power corrupts absolutely. The corruption of power has a long history, but the politics of the USA since the 1970s have increasingly and all too dangerously confirmed that famous remark, not only in our always more indecent society at home, but in our continuous and expanding wars abroad to be discussed. So? “We the People” have a great lot of work to do: together and soon!  Not least nor only in the sharply threatened health care, and the other realms which will be taken up after this.  That “this” and all else discussed in this book have always had much to do if we are to have a decent and same society.
Now, with the disastrous 2014 election, what we must do has both greatly increased and become very much more important – and difficult. But health care dependent upon money not need is worsening. We must get to work hard and soon to remedy that social crime. . Or else?
            D. Healh Care.
      The USA takes great pride in its health care; indeed, in our press it is often portrayed as being the best in the world. It may be so for the rich, but for most others the USA is way down on the list, and soon to get even worse. Those better off are headed by the West Europeans, the UK, Japan, and a few other nations who make us seem medieval. Why? Is that because the richest nation in all of history cannot afford to provide health care? No. it is because of the medical profession, hospitals, and pharmacy manufacturers who make a lot of money from their high prices, and are the world’s champion profit seekers.  
    All too many of the U.S. medical profession and its associates have been disgusting for decades and now will become more so unless we take strong political steps to force them to serve rather than rob us: steps already taken in all the other industrial nations.
      That said (and well known by almost all who are reading this) I will now turn to works from several fine critics, strengthening our knowledge and useful for the politics we must create.  I begin this with some headings of Ehrenreich’s “Hell Day at Work: what is indecently profitable in the USA’s money-making health system for the rich, but criminally expensive tor the public.
“Circuit City Slaughter” “JetBlue’s Corporate Meltdown.” “Blood in the Chutney.”  “Workplace Bullies.” “Big (Box) Brother.” “Fake Your Way to the Top!” “Cap Kids: New Frontiers in Child Abuse,.” “Wal-Mart Lacks Its Wounds.”  
     It could be thought that I am a paid pal of Ehrenreich, but I have never even met her. It is her important and readable work that does it. I now continue with her three critiques of the disgraceful nature of health care in the USA for all but the rich.  
    1. “Declining Health;”
“We Have Seen the Enemy – and surrendered.” “After bringing down the Third Reich, the Japanese Empire /et al./ the USA has met an enemy it dares not confront: the American private health insurance industry. /Both Democrat and Republican congressional candidates in /2008/ propose universal health insurance plans that would in no way ease the death grip of the leading life insurance companies Clinton has gone even further, borrowing the Republican idea of feeding the private insurers by making it mandatory to buy their  product….…Think of the damage: An estimated 18.000 Americans every year die because they can’t afford or can’t qualify for health insurance…. And what about the 400,000 insurance industry employees whose sole job is to turn down claims?”
                2. “Gouging the Poor”
“Despite the growing misfit between health care costs and personal incomes, it is not yet illegal to be sick. Not quite yet, anyway, although the trend is clear: hospitals are increasingly resorting to brass knuckle tactics overdue bills from indigent patients….Arrests for missed court dates are on the rise throughout the country…. It’s not just the dodgier, second-rate hospitals that are relying on the police as collection agents. Furthermore, to compound the suffering of the sick and sub-affluent, hospitals now routinely charge uninsured people several times more than the insured…. According to the Los Angeles Times , in one Calif. hospital chain the uninsured account for only 12 percent of their patients, but 35 percent of its profits.”
           
    3.“Health Care vs. the Profit Principle” 
“In general, the great accomplishment of the private health insurance industry has been to overturn the very meaning of “insurance. We all put in some money, though only some of us will need to draw on the common pool by using expensive health care.  And the insurance companies have further overturned it by refusing to insure the people who need care the most – those who are already, or are likely to become, sick.,,, This Is not because health insurance executives are meaner than other people, it’s just that they are running a business the purpose of which is not to make people healthy, but to make money, and they do very well with that…. If government insurance for children isn’t expanded to all the families that need it, there is no question but that some children will die – painfully and certainly unnecessarily. 
But at least “they will have died for a principle. In 2007, the Senate Finance Committee approved a bill that would expand state health insurance coverage for children that would expand state health insurance coverage for children to include 3.2 million kids who were not covered. Bush vetoed the bill.” 
……………

     What follows now was taken from an official comment in the International NY Times, July 10,2014;  “The Long Wait to See a Doctor.”
“American health care costs more but delivers slower service then in other advanced countries. That is the sobering news from a new survey from the physicians who polled some 1,000 medical offices in 15 large metropolitan areas across the country last year. The survey, conducted last year, assessed how long it would take a new patient to get an appointment for non-doc care in five different medical specialties. The national average was 19 days- Long waits have apparently become the norm in metropolitan areas.” 
 ------------
     I wonder how many days the doctors or their wives and kids have to wait; if at all when they are in trouble. Enough of the foregoing tales, and over to my position of what we could and should get to work with lots of serious political work: Now!
……………..    
         Here now is my unpleasant summary of U.S. health care realities:  
Despite all, the USA takes great pride in its health care; indeed in our press it is often portrayed as being the best in the world. That may be so for the rich, but for “We the People” the USA is disgracefully way down on the list headed by the West Europeans, the UK, Japan and a few other nations who make us seem medieval. Why? Is that because the government of the richest nation in all history cannot afford to provide health care? No. It is because the medical profession, hospitals, and pharmacy manufacturers who make money from their high prices, are also the world’s champion profit seekers. The U.S. medical profession and its associates have been disgusting for decades and will become more so unless and until we take strong political steps to force them to serve rather than rob us. Those steps have already been taken in all the other industrial nations, not by the profit makers until they were forced to by strong democratic pressures.  
We in the USA have every reason to envy our counterparts in, say, the UK or France, or Italy. For several decades I taught semesters in both Italy and the USA. Of the foreign nations mentioned, Italy is farthest from the top in its provisions. Nonetheless, although as on old geezer like me, lurching through his 70s into his late 90s with this and that going wrong , I have never had to provide more than my U.S. identity card to get treatment, surgery, hospitalization, with medicines included. Maybe it’s better in Finland, et al., but it’s sure as Hell way better here in Italy than in the USA.  It’s time for us Yankees to straighten up and become politically very active, if we – one and all --are ever to have healthier lives.”
    ----------------
That’s enough from my doings. Next a long quotation from the work of A.W. Gaffney, physician and writer, published in truthout  May 1, 2014:  “The Neoliberal Turn in American Health Care.  Its focus is upon “The failings of President Obama’s “Affordable Care Act of 2013 /”ACA”/.
“The ACA is a long shift away from the idea of a truly universal health care. It fails fundamentally to create what so many had  hoped for a system of universal health care, leaving millions still uninsured and underinsured, still  leaves individuals and families with dangerous financial  liability when illness strikes. The law fundamentally leaves intact a system of health care predicated on the neoliberal health care beliefs, for instance the “moral hazard” of free care, the primacy of health consumerism, and the essentiality of the private health insurance industry. This is not, however, an acute development: indeed, as we survey the last half century, a long slow, yet unambiguous neoliberal turn in the political economy of American health care becomes evident, during which the window for true universal health care – wide open ass recently as the 1970s –has been slowly closed: It was simultaneously an historic rise in inequality and an expansion of corporate power. These developments are, of courser manifest of a single transformation.. Yet the neoliberal revolution of the political  economy of the American health care  needs a much  deeper analysis and demystification -- particularly in light of  parallel changes  unfolding in other nations throughout the world .Though Franklin Roosevelt had cautiously chosen to leave a universal health care plan  out of his Social  Security Act of 1935  towards an end of his presidency. He returned to the idea calling for the “right to adequate medical care and the  opportunity to enjoy good  health” in  his 1944  State of he Union Address. His successor, Harold Truman re-initiated the campaign for a national health insurance. He had strong support from organized labor, but met  resistance  from  organized medicine  of  American Medical Association. It and others, including pharmacist industry poured millions of dollars into red- bating the public, an all but accused the Truman administration of communist sympathies. Truman’s health plan easily went down in the flames of Cold War politics.”

“With no universal system the U.S. instead had a rapid expansion of employer-provided health insurance. That move had begun during the war, when federal authorities excluded health insurance  benefits from  wage controls, thereby giving companies a  way to legally attract  scarce workers.”

“This dynamic was legally bolstered in the postwar period, when employer-provided private  health  insurance was exempt from taxation. Yet however many were insured in this manner, the  association of employment and health care excluded many  others --particularly those likely to be a unionized worker: casual  workers, blacks, women, the elderly, and so  forth. Elsewhere in the industrialized world, however, the  direction was clearly  towards diversity of universal models in the realm of national health services or national health  insurance, or some  mixture of the two.-- establishing at  least to some  extent -- “a right to health care” in those  nations”       
 ………
       Especially with today’s political rightists in power, those existing and soon wrongs cannot be put out unless and until “We the People” get seriously involved in creating a genuine people’s government – a need, always stronger, considering what will be discussed in the next chapter.

……………..
      The previous discussion/s/ have been all to filled with “rotten doings.” Now we move to our seemingly endless and most maximally rotten ways, WARS.  (After that, to provide what could be – but is not -- a heartening focus, I will turn to two more analytical Chapters: “The Environment and Waste (“VI”) and Education (“VII”)  
Having a peaceful nation should be the most important social realms in government support, but in the USA they are not and cannot be so long as the military are allowed to be cheered on as Number One, with wars: the leading taker of lives and money. Now, the war pushes, with the political development of the most recent elections, are more threatening now than ever. To which I will turn after the listing of “Notes which follows.     
Notes and References for C and D of Chapter Five

1.Thorstein Veblen wrote many books and many articles. Here I note only a few of his books: Absentee Ownership, The Theory of the Leisure Class, The Higher Learning in America, The Instinct of Workmanship.    

2.  Paul A. Baran, Progressive Economies. (1963).
3.  Thomas Piketty, Capital in the Twenty-First Century (2014  
4  Barbara Ehrennreich, This Land is Their Land. (2012)
5 A. W. Gafney, The Neoliberal Turn in Amercan Health Care. (2014)
6. Paul Buchett, Infuriating Facts About Our Disappearing        Middle-Class Wealth (2014) /Published by Truthout./ 
    E. Wars 

      As I write this I am in my 96th year. In all my years the USA has been involved in one war another. All but the two world wars were USA created in one way or another. If there were a contest on which nation had conducted the most wars in the modern era it would be difficult to decide the winner, but in my years it would be the USA. Consider the following quotation which gives a listing of the U.S. undeclared wars from 1798 to World War II:
“In the Caribbean to North Africa to the Mediterranean, Central and South America, China, Korea and the USSR /1918-19, soon after its revolution/. If we go on from 1945 /excluding) the list would include Angola, Cambodia, Chile, the Congo, Cuba, El Salvador, Honduras, Nicaragua, Laos, Panama, and Vietnam. /Young/

Then there is 1945 itself, the last year of World War II, when the World War had only Japan left for us to knock down, and then go home. I was a pilot in the USA there, doing mostly air-sea rescue because I was no good at fighting. When the war was toward its very end with only Japan to take, I was put in the small group which was to go into Japan along with the first fighters, to “set up” for the occupation. (The others I was to be with – other than the fighters -- were all on high levels; I was not.) We were just outside Japan in May 1945 when the atomic bomb was used. Many years later --In 1995 -- I read about what I am soon going to quote for you: The Decision to Use the Atomic Bomb, by Gar Alpeorvitz.. 
       I am bothered with an ugly set of truths concerning some very high dangers. In May 1945, (last year of the war) a high level of U.S. presidential advisers made recommendations as to how and when the atomic bomb should or should not be dropped. 
     However, such a bomb was used in the war with Japan.. The war could have been --should have been -- ended without the atomic bomb’s massive losses of lives. But, as noted by Alperovitz:
        “In May 1945 a high level group of presidential advisers.
The Interim Committee – made recommendations as to
how and when the bomb should be dropped, and it was understood that before the bomb was used the war with Japan could be ended by usual weaponry without significant loss of lives on either side.. 
      I will now put in the political positions of some of the nation’s highest leaders of their times and their betrayals. I begin with Admiral William D. Leahy. He went public with this statement a few years after Hiroshima and Nagasaki were destroyed:

“It is my opinion that the use of this barbarous weapon at Hiroshima and Nagasaki was of no material assistance in our war against Japan. The Japanese were already defeated and ready to surrender. My own feeling was that being first to use it we had adopted an ethical standard common to the barbarians of the Dark Ages. I was not taught to make war In that fashion, and wars cannot be won by destroying women and children.


And when once Supreme Commander of the Allied Expeditionary Force General Colin Powell was informed of the bombings, this was his response:
“I was conscious of grave feelings of depression and grave misgivings, on the basis that dropping the bombs on Japan was completely unnecessary, and that our country should avoid shocking world opinion by the use of a weapon whose use was no longer mandatory.    

Those were “the good ole days” of U.S. wars, but what we have been doing in the 21st century in Iraq and Afghanistan take the bloody prize in our almost numberless wars. However, that prize is too likely to be taken by our involvement in the potential wars Israel seeks against Iran and others in the region- I discussed those in Chapters II-IV, but I wish to add to that here. 
      Because Israel knows it cannot defeat Iran without U.S. assistance, we are the key factor in whether or not there will be an Iranian war – and all who would be involved know that. We must do all we can do politically to make it clear to Israel that the USA will not join them. An Iran war would be disastrous enough in itself, but if and when it occurs it is all too likely to be a suicidal step toward World War III and total disaster.
                             .
       The recent U.S. election gave virtually total power over U.S. military, and war or peace: and its leaning is toward war, not peace.  For that matter, is the USA the pursuer of peace? Consider the insanity in a major U.S. article’s headline May 2, 2012: “Pentagon encircles Iran: Victory would  take 3 weeks. 
         A long article followed and ended with this worry by its writers: “It could be – but is not -- amusing to note that although the world knows that Israel has long had nuclear weaponry, neither Israel nor the USA admit it publicly.”  
       The White House keeps saying we are on our way out of Iraq and are doing our best to end the war in Afghanistan – but as I write in late December 2014 we are sending in more troops.   It is more likely than not that we will still be fighting here and there; unless and until -- as with Vietnam -- we are kicked out by our pals or our “enemies.” 
     In any case, I now turn to quotes from various sources which are interesting and all too relevant of the lack of decency in the upper realms.  I begin with some cruel and relevant information about our prisons, which suggest that our country has a lot to do to clean itself up before going after others. 
    Now a question with a long answer: “What have wars got to do with finance? 
Answer: Plenty for Wall Street. Since the end of World War II the military have received much more by far from the US. Treasury than all the following taken together: health, housing. schools, and environmental protection,  I remember still how for a while after World War II, we generally hoped and assumed we had learned “No more wars!” Meanwhile we were on the way for substituting the French in Vietnam. But the many years of countless dead behind there were not enough.
    However: As the 1970s were ending, the USA, thinking it could trick the Soviet Union to take a beating, armed a tiny group called the Taliban to fight them. The USSR was bloodied for nine years, the Taliban cooled down, got poor again, and then, after a few years got smarter and began to support and take over the opium business in Afghanistan. As the 20th century ended it controlled that, had gotten rich and militarily strong -- and then?
       President Bush conceived what was conceived and put out as a bold offensive, and now we are in our 12th year…or is it the 14th?  
      Revealingly, last year the IHT gave a relevant and useful summary statement of our. military doings: 

“The Pentagon’s budget spending on ongoing and potential wars since 2000 equals the rest of the world’s defense budget combined, and is the highest since World War II.”
       Those trillions went mostly into the pockets of a few hundreds of the already very rich. They get countless millions a year, as young assistants get at least hundreds of thousands. Endless military expenditures might be seen as acceptable if society as a whole were thereby improved: it’s just the opposite. In   those years, as in the 1920s, as the always more enriched were having a fine time with the economy, they were also digging graves for the rest of us.
     That can serve as an introduction to the connection between Wall Street and Main Street. The USA has had always widening wars in recent decades. That is bad enough, but that our society has deteriorated badly along the way gives the stink of criminality. As the financial sector took the place of the industrial sector in terms of political power it also became politically liable for whatever is or is not being done to maintain or increase social wellbeing, and/or to protect the environment. 
      We are lurching downhill in both respects as Wall Street celebrates its always rising pile of money (and spends a lot of it  seeing to it that the Congress and the White House are cooperating: they surely have and will now go crazy about it. I write this in December 2014. Obama continues to take only weak steps toward peace, and has allowed the USA to become involved militarily elsewhere, which increases the probability that Israel will have its way.  
        We must become strongly active to prevent any further U.S. military involvements. Congress and the White House have already gone too far in those directions for too many years. Now our involvement in what Israel seeks is all too likely to worsen further and bring most of the Arab nations to wart. Israel knows it cannot defeat Iran alone and Iran knows it cannot defeat an Israel aided by the USA. We must have them both know we will not aid or fight them. 
      Also, the USA must understand that Iran will seek and is likely to achieve the support of the Arab world against us , sooner or later, if only -- but not only – because it cannot allow Iran to be defeated and is strongly seeking greater strength (and respect) for themselves. 

     I hope all of my worries are wrong, but even if only some are, we must do all we can to keep the USA out of what is otherwise likely to be a deadly number of wars for all concerned. Since World War II we have been all too much and too long the world’s warring leader. “We the people” have let – or cheered -- the USA to do what its war lovers and leaders wish. It may be too late for us to undue those harms, but the effort must be made – as much as we can develop them, especially now that Washington D.C. is under th control of war-lovers: bad enough with the near past, terrifying with the our latest elections. .   .  . 
       In sum, if we wish to avoid a third and ultimately nuclear world war, we must do all we can to see to it that the USA makes it clear to Israel that we are not going to help them in their war against Iran; soonest! And WE must do what we can not only to stop that war, but the others: to which I now turn.
     There are many reasons  for all nations to  become seriously involved in developing ways to end the long and horrible history of wars; to insure that the resources, knowledge, and productive strengths of the world be used to meet human and nature’s abilities and needs, rather than waste our skills to kill each other.
       The USA can and must take the lead in the efforts to protect and nurture, rather than continue to be its chief destroyer. Merely to write that way could be seen as an absurdity, but surely it is utter madness to sit back and await our self-destruction.  And it should be clear that there can be no reversal of our ongoing suicidal parade unless and until “We the People” lead and convince others – especially politicians and our government. Let us get to work now to make this our country; and never stop.   
      To give emphasis to that argument, here is an all too common example of but one instance of U.S. bombing and warring: in Iraq   See the following, quoted in Note 47 of John McMurtry’s Value Wars:  The Global Market Versus the Life Economy (Pluto Press, 2002):
“The USA’s 1991 bombing of Iraq led to UNICEF’s estimated deaths of  500,000 children, while the post-bombing sanctions have sustained this killing of children at an estimated rate of 5000 every month.”
……………………..
     That was horrible, but only one instant of the nation’s excessive militarism, combined with too much waste and inefficient public services; including education. The USA is the richest in natural resources in all of history.  However, in addition to our having stolen that richness from the native people, we increasingly dwindle away that richness; we have also been the most wasteful nation in resource use in consumption and production. The broad oceans on both east and west have protected our nation from enemy attacks more than all others. However, those oceans are now inadequate to protect us, given today’s weaponry and means of attack. That said, it needs adding that Obama will be induced to join Israel in its mad determination to make war on Iran and any others. We must do what we can to prevent that.
     In sum, the USA came into being at a time when modern technologies were increasing in numbers and uses.  However, the improvements of technologies in this era increasingly originate and are used beneficially more outside than “inside” the USA. As the major industrial capitalist nations fought two world wars and weakened each other, the USA not only benefitted economically from both wars but used them to improve its economy and become militarily unchallengeable.
     The U.S.” benefits” from those wars are now history. But: if and when there is another world war, it is all too likely to become more than that: likely to become a global disaster and the end of all:  USA included, of course.  So we must create and strengthen a national political movement whose immediate step is to keep the USA from joining Israel in a war against Iran or any others, and go on from there to make a decent and safe USA and find the time to create, expand, and work, with a political movement to help our people understand  that wars on their way not only cannot be “won” but would add to the likelihood of  deeper and wider wars which all too likely would become  the end of life on earth.  Is it impossible to build the needed movement?  It is better to try and fail than to sit back and give up. Let’s get to work now; never stop, and finally make this a country of and for the people, instead of a disgusting and dangerous nation ruled by a war-loving rich USA. 
    That said, I will now turn to two realms which are valuable for saving and improving our lives:  First in (VI)   “The Environment and Waste,” and then in (VII) “Education.”   
Chapter VI: The Environment and Waste
       What follows will emphasize the ever-increasing dangers to the air upon which our lives depend and, as well, how those dangers are intensified by our ever increasing wastes. I begin with   writing which warns us that we must change our ways of life soon, for how we live will all too soon destroy the air we breathe. The book from which this will be quoted is Richard Heinbera’s The Party is Over: Oil, War, and the Fate off Industrial Societies,
 (New Society Publishers, 2003)
“We are approaching the first stages of a new era, in which     each year less energy will be available to humankind, regardless of our efforts or choices. The only significant choice we will have will be how to adjust to this new regime. That choice to reduce energy usage and make a transition to renewable alternatives has profound ethical and political implications. But we will not be in a position to navigate wisely through those rapids of cultural change if we are still living with the mistaken belief that we are somehow entitled to endless energy and that if there is suddenly less to go around, it must be because “they” -- the Arabs, the Venezuelans, the Canadians, the environmentalists, the oil companies, the politicians -- take your pick, are keeping it from us.” 

     Then in his book Heinbdera adds the arguments of Harmut Bosse. And takes on the following extensive quote from the latter’s book Earth at a Crossroads: Paths to a Sustainable Future (1998);

“It is important that we understand the full implications of “sustainability.  A sustainable society will have to allow development without physical growth (of material and energy flows and population).   Its population must eventually remain below a certain limit that is probably less than today’s global population. The per capita use of energy and materials must be less than what it is now in the industrialized countries of the North. All energy must be renewable; all materials recyclable. These limited throughputs of resources must support a system that maintains an unlimited potential for non-material cultural, social, and individual growth.”
   ………
      That sounds pretty unpleasant.  However, if we don’t get to work on such lines, we’re going to get Hell on dirty wheels.
There are, of course, millions in lives considerably worse than “only unpleasant.”  The referenced is to the ongoing efforts of the rich and politically powerful to prevent anything whatsoever to reduce the dreadfulness worsening the lives of millions of U.S. poor. To which I turn for something of mine --  once more --for more attention, both here and under Education. 
“Increasingly since the 1970s “our” government has bowed to big business and the rich with always lowered taxes. In the same years they have nastily wiped out needed social programs for the health and safety of all --, mostly the vital needs of the poor -- in ways and means which should be seen as social crimes There are many millions in the USA who are inadequately fed, housed, and without badly needed medical care. The millions in those conditions are mocked and mistreated to the point of danger, especially if they are not “white” 
For a short while during and after World War II, there was a period of decent treatment to the unfortunate. However, since the 1970s there has been a disgracefully strong reversal to misery for the needy and a shamelessly added enrichment to the VERY rich. It is relevant to add that those early improvement years were made when a substantial percentage of the non-rich public was politically involved. We must work hard in that realm again: soon?  As of now, borrowing and spending and sports are considerably more important than political involvement – as the rich increasingly make matters worse through highly paid experts of mind confusion and waste: another unearned gift to the rich and powerful.    


………..
   Back to the environment, with two excellent and substantial observations from Foster.(First from 2009, then from 2011.) 

“It is clear that unless we soon make substantial changes in how and what we produce and consume the world will sink into irreversible and increasing dangers to air and water and much else upon which our very existence relies. There has always been destruction and waste, of course, but in the past century their qualitative and quantitative explosion are on or over   the edge. of becoming lethal. .Modern ways of what, how, and the ways in which we produce and consume have increasingly poisoned what we depend upon for life.” (2009)
“Who are WE?  First and foremost it is those in agriculture and industry who depend upon such doings for profits. But of course they need us customers to go along with them, pushed by the imagined needs or desires by advertising. “Us customers must awaken ourselves from such enchantment, now, for time is running out.”

“Life was difficult for most before the age of consumerism; because of our increasingly frail environment we have made it dangerously.”

“So it is no secret that today we are facing a planetary environmental emergency, endangering most species of the planet, including our own, and this impending catastrophe has its roots in the capitalist economic system.” /2011) 
………..   
      Those quotations were written early in this century.  The author acknowledges that his reasoning was anticipated by Veblen in 1923. So, here is some of what Veblen provided in 1923:

“The American plan of resource  exploitation was one of accumulation by encroachment on both the environment and the indigenous population with a settled practice of converting all public wealth to private gain on a plan of legalized seizure: to turn  every public need to account as a means of  private gain and to capitalize it as such. In that process staple resources were overexploited by speeding up 
the output and underbidding on the price, leading to a rapid exhaustion, with waste of the natural supply.”
   That set of processes set the stage for Veblen’s “absentee ownership,” now called “monopoly capitalism,” with always more collusive methods of turning public wealth to private gain by means of the careful regulation of scarcity and monopolistic pricing, especially evident in the timber, coal, and oil industries. Even earlier, (1899) Veblen had said this:

“The infiltration of salesmanship into production was the infiltration of economic waste; the expenditure of that does not serve human life or human well-being. The infiltration of salesmanship into production was the proliferation of economic waste; the expenditure that does not serve human life or human well-being.”.  
………………..
       Economic waste takes various forms: military spending and the sales effort: advertising , product variations , planned obsolescence and model changes…. All of that exploded in this century, armed by advertising;: e.g., in 2005 the USA spent over a trillion dollars on marketing (9% of GNP). To say that capitalism has been simultaneously the most efficient and the most wasteful productive system in history is to point to the contrast between the great efficiency with which a particular factory produces and packages a product and the contrived and massive inefficiency of an economic system which is owed to the marketing not the production of the product.  That’s great for the companies. However: They and we do not live alone: we live in a world now holding over 7 billion human beings, three quarters of whom  are without a safe, let alone a decent life: without enough to eat either of quantity or quality.
      Put differently, what has become the normal functioning of the capitalist world is very profitable indeed for a few thousand corporations, but it is murderous for sever billion others. In sum, we are living in a world mixing a low percent of the decently (an indecently rich) people, as countless others suffer on in disparity. Those of us who are informed of what is wrong – for ourselves and others – must respond politically. We can at least to so as some of our predecessors did in the past. There is an important lesson for us. 

        Three cheers for bringing about reforms, but they need not only to be brought about with much work,, but that work must be    sustained: or else, as we have experienced , it is stolen away and we lurch into ever-worsening social lives – and ever rising wealth for the rich. We must get to work now and never stop for a genuine democracy.  

     A substantial group of us must once more develop  and continue  local and national political groups for reforms and socio-economic advances.  People’s democracy must be worked for vigorously and continuously by a substantial number of us to be born, continue, and improve. It is not and has not been enough if we are ever to a safe and genuine democracy. It is not, and has not been enough to vote and nothing else between elections. 
    That was what all too many of us did as the 1960s lurched toward the 1970s.  So let us spend a bunch of time to give birth to and build a genuine democracy for “We the People.” It will be difficult and even wary to do what we need to do, of course.  But “their country” is lurching toward a U.S. version of fascism. We must prevent them from continuing in that dangerous and horrible direction and turn the nation to be a people’s society for all and for peace instead of what it is now: a rich man’s club and war lover.     
      So we must arouse both ourselves and others on our side who were once politically active to get going again, and for many others as possible to get started, and realize that as our political enemies are strengthening their weapons. We must do as much or more: those who are and could be among “We the  People” from center to left are decent but not increasing or using what could be our weapons: continuous political action.   
    Now I turn to the social realm undergoing always increasing damages from our “leaders”: 
Chapter VII: Education

    Education can and should be seen as one of the very main factors in our lives, along with our families and good health – not only because it helps us to get a better job than we would otherwise have /although that is vital/ but because it is the realm in which we can cover what and who we are would like to become. I will begin with a bit of history to support that position.

.

    The years 1945-1970 were economically the most buoyant and the most democratic in U.S. history. They were also the years   which broke the U.S. record for a widespread higher education for men and women, for they were the years in which literally millions of young people were able to undertake higher education. How come?
       Because they were the years in which almost 20 million U.S. veterans of World War II were supported by the government’s “GI Bill.” from freshman to Ph.D. at U.C. Berkeley. Moreover, the many millions of university students meant that thousands – including me -- were able to get teaching jobs, and book publishers were to sell additional millions of books, and….so on.
      That’s only the most obvious of the positive effects of the GI Bill, for those who were able to get a higher education. At least as important was the meaning to the society as a whole because of the 
 grate increase of learning and of doctors, engineers, scientists, et al.  

      That was yesterday: today and its people have at least as much reason to see to it that much governmental financing of university education is repeated and made permanent for everyone capable and desirous of going beyond high school. Why?

       “Because it is necessity” is the proper reply, for both individuals and society as a whole. It is all too likely that USA’s present period of today’s’ good business cannot last.  Why not?  Our prosperity depends upon our high level foreign trade.  Thus if and when those with whom our trade is vital weaken, it is only a matter of time before the weakness will be passed on in the U.S. economy. If that is so, what then should we begin to do: soon.
I have somewhat answered that question in other pats of this work; here I will focus almost entirely on meeting the needs and possibilities of education, if only somewhat
.       Before and well into the 20th century, education for a strong majority of people in the U.S. was badly limited unless you were from a rich family. Public education for all began as the 19th century ended, because industrialization requir4ed that most workers could read somewhat. Not until the late 1920s was                                  anything like – let alone required – to go to high school. However, after World War II   the GI Bill made it possible for 16 million war veterans to be sufficiently assisted financially for what ever education they sought, from missed grammar school up to the Ph.D. Nor was it a coincidence that for decades after the war the U.S. economy took the lead in the realms of engineering and science, Today?
      Since the 1970s, both in education and the economy, the U.S. has been moving backward, whether in the Ivy League, public colleges and universities, and all too many elementary and high schools. Once abundant reaching jobs have been cut to the bone and schools have more exams and less feeling of the curiosities and probabilities of young people. The tide is swirling out for education, along with our other needs and possibilities. The rich and powerful are grabbing what they want: we have to work hard to get back what we deserve and need.        
  Already in 2012 what was lurching along was seen by Thomas Friedman in the NYT. 2-26-2912. That was written several years ago, but it is still relevant – or more.:

“One thing we know for sure. With each advance of globalization the best jobs will require workers to have more and better education to make themselves above average.. Here are the latest unemployment rates from the U.S. Bureau of Labor statistics for U.S. people over 25:  The lower the education the higher the unemployment: “Those with lesser than a high school degree: 13.8%; those  with high school but no college: 8.7%; those with some college or associated 7.7%; those with bachelor’s degree or higher, 4.1%.    

……….

      In sum: “We the People” need another “Education Bill.” It should be normal and ongoing, both to allow the young to meet their needs and possibilities and to help the U.S. to meet its needs and possibilities. The first should not need an explanation either to the young, or their parents, but the needs of the nation if less obvious, are just as important.

            So, once more: We must work to achieve substantial education for the millions who must struggle, rather than take for granted, that they can go beyond any old required high school. A rich society such as ours should not have millions of young people struggling for a post-high school education, and one for which must have rich and supportive parents – if only, but not only – university educated young people can provide better and safer lives for all.

        OK, but wouldn’t that raise taxes? Yes, but they could and should be for the greater taxes to be placed on the silver and golden shoulders of those at the top of the income  structure, especially the top 15% and others with the high incomes. The taxes of the bottom half need not and should not ever reduce their net income below what is essential for a decent living. Also, educational improvements for all could be financed by reducing our military expenditures.

        That sounds good, but it would require a lot of political work by us, no? Yes, but that’s why I am writing this: is what we should be doing if we are ever going to have a decent society, no?  And might it not also add interest and pleasure to life?      .  
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Chapter VIII: Politics and the Conclusion
      Except for a few years in the 1930s and a short while after World War II, the U.S. socio-economy has been ruled over easily and entirely by those who have controlled agriculture, trade, industry, and finance. As the 19th century went on, agriculture gave way to industry, and since the 1970s industry has given way to Wall Street, which now dominates the socio-economy and our politics at home and abroad: the U.S. version of a dictator. 


Along the way the U.S. economy has undergone at least two related developments which – along with today’s politics – must be reversed: 1) an ever increasing emphasis and involvement in aggressive international operations and 2) our political domination by Wall Street and speculation, making the USA into a brutal gambling casino in which “We the People” at home as well as abroad have become the endangered losers.   First: some history.

Beginning in the last half of the 19th century and increasingly from 1920s into the 1960s, the USA became the global center of economic strength; then, as the 1970s took hold, we began our trip 
toward becoming history’s largest importer and exporter: transformed from being owed by all to owing six trillion.


Over time, almost all of us in the USA lurched into bottomless and un-payable debts. Put together, those developments --and their bought and paid for politics by Wall Street -- have guaranteed that the USA will ultimately sink into a homeless crisis: which will also crack up abroad.

 
We are now only in the first stages of that horror. We see our nation as the big winner over all others. However, it is all too probable that we are only in the early stages of what is all too likely to become a crisis and become the 1930s’ once more-- but worse: world-wide, deeper, broader, with ever more dangerous politicians and tangled up people. In recent years, much of the world has recklessly gained from U.S. behavior. However, they will soon find that they will never get back what is owed them, and that the source of their high profits was taking the world and itself to disaster. Now a closer look:      
. 

The USA has the highest per capita income, both today and in history. But only a tiny set of the “capita” gets its high incomes and profits: more than half of those who work for wages don’t get enough to live a decent life. 
       Income distribution in the USA between the two world wars was at least that bad for the overwhelming majority, but that began to change under the political pressures of increasingly organized and democratized unions and other participants. The latter were especially millions of war vets. Many, many of the vets got a supported education (myself included). But after a few years, those   who had been politically active (and their families) relaxed politically to take up and borrowing.  That is to be understood, but for many years now, it has become self-dangerous.  
     Now it is the need and responsibility of all of us once more to transform our needs into continuous serious politics and action. Then, as we relaxed, the business world and the war lovers rose up and took their grabs 
     As noted, since the 1970s the latter have succeeded in making an already heavy concentration and misuse of power to become always more so while, at the same time, U.S. militarism transformed what had begun to as the 19th century ended to become even more insanely occupied with one war after another.

Now with wars continuing or around the corner – e.g., Iran --  Win or lose the war, what is it that the thousands of wounded and death on both all sides have “won”? Of course the oil and weapons companies will know what they have won – once more.

     It is up to us to stop those literally insane and murderous doings, If we allow those ongoing policies to continue we will be on our way toward a repetition of the 1930s and its world wars: enough to end life on earth.  

        We have allowed ourselves to be hypnotized by those who seek and get always more profits and power, no matter what.  Moreover, what is awful already is all to remain and all too likely to become dangerously worse over time -- with a returned weak economy and serious unemployment. Also, we will continue our many wars which are all too likely to end only with global suicide.  As I write – December, 2014 – the USA is said to be crawling out of our 8-10 years of very weak economies and joblessness and/or poorer jobs, accompanied by who knows how many millions of worsen or no jobs. As will be discussed later, what is fine for Wall Street is more likely than not to descent to what will be increasingly terrible for the majority.                          
    We live now in a self-destroying social and natural environment with always more costly education on its way. To that, add our lack of a peace-seeking government, but one all too likely to be pushed into a war with Iran – desired and pushed by Israel and all too many by our leaders: it’s great for big business..  That war would be literally murderous itself and would also be a substantial lurch toward other wars.   
       Unless we can keep the USA from falling into that, we will be on our way into always nore global wars and suicidal humanity. That insane step away from peace has been well revealed in an article by Dean Baker: “Seven Years After Why This Recovery is Still a Turkey.”  (Published in truthout , November 24, 2014
“Our years of the recession brought about by the collapse of the housing bubble, would usually an economy fully recovered from the impact of a recession. However, after seven years it is not. and as matters now stand, it will take another 7-8 million jobs to bring the percentage of the population employed back to the pre-recession level. Moreover, today’s 5-8 % unemployment rate does not reflect the weakness of the labor force, since so many people have dropped out of the force. More than 7 million are working part-time who would have full-time jobs if they were available. According to the Congressional Budget Office, the economy is still operating at a 4.0 percentage point below its potential.   This translated into roughly $700 billion a year being thrown in the garbage because we don’t have enough demand in the economy.  That comes to more than $2,000 per year for every person in the country.” 
       ----------------
      Now I turn again to some of Veblen. Although writing in the 1920s he foresaw that the foolishness of his time would become the disaster in the future in the following ways: 
“1. Explosive consumerism with its advertising, its variation of appearance, and its planned obsolescence. 

2. Always more military spending (and its jobs and profits). 3.Always increasing economic, political, and social power and profits for giant corporations who benefitted from the foregoing.”

      To that ugly observation, add still this report on December 18, 2014 in International New York Times: 

 “Wealth gap in U.S. at widest point in 30 years: The Great Depression destroyed a significant amount of middle income and lower income families wealth.” 

      Now I also add something I pointed out back in 1980 in my 
Waste of  Nations: 

To say that capitalism has been simultaneously the most efficient and the most wasteful productive system in history is to point the contrast between the great efficiency with which a factory produces and packages a product such as toothpaste, and the contrived and massive inefficiency of an economic system that has people pay for toothpaste a price over 90% of which is for the marketing, not the production of the dentifrice. When I was little kid my hard working divorced mother often said to me “waste not, want not.
        ………………………
     Whether in the USA or much of the rest of the world we have allowed ourselves to be hypnotized by those seeking – and getting – always more profits and power. What is dangerously bad already is soon more likely than not to become much: an always weakening economy, higher unemployment, endless and suicidal wars, and a destroyed environment.  

         If and when we become seriously political we may not win; but we must try. If we don’t become politically serious and devoted to creating a truly democratic society we will continue our lurch toward an always worsening life at home until our lives are ended by totally destructive wars. 
        So, what should we do? My answer I will borrow from some of Noam Chomsky’s fine position, (as distributed by the New York Times Syndicate, December 4, 2014.) 

“The opportunities for intellectuals to take part in a genuine movement for social change are many and varied, and think that certain general principles are clear: Intellectuals must be writing to face and refrain from erecting convenient fantasies.

They must be willing to undertake the hard and serious intellectual work that is required for a real contribution to understanding. They must avoid the temptation to join a repressive elite and must help create the mass politics that will counteract – and ultimately control and replace – the strong tendencies  toward centralization and authoritarianism that are deeply rooted but not inescapable. They must be prepared to face repression and to ace in defense of the values they profess. In an advanced industrial society many possibilities exist for native popular participation in the control of major institutions and the reconstruction of social life. To some extent we can create the future rather than merely observing the flow of events. Given the stakes, it would be criminal to let real opportunities pass unexplored.”    

              (The foregoing I adapted from Chomsky’s essay “Knowledge and Power: Intellectuals and the Welfare-Warfare State.” 
       I now – finally – turn to my “Conclusion.” It will be mostly concerned with what we can and must do if we are ever to have a decent and safe society. I am of course aware that the “our country” is now more than ever controlled by a power and wealth determined government which is dragging us in the opposite direction, -- and that any significant political work by us is now very difficult; that any political work we do will be punished by those in power. 
        This is to stay that we are now in a society not only unpleasant, but dangerous. It is all the more then, for us to go to work and to “protect” as well as improve our lives and those of others -- not least our  children now and in their futures. That said, here is much of what at least we must go to work on.  I will begin with what we must work to reverse, and then I will turn to the positives of what we can and must put in their place. 
 ………

Since the 1970s U.S. income and wealth inequalities have broken already disgraceful records. In those same years, the powerful, facing little or no political opposition in Congress or in the voting process, have been easily able to increase their political power in all realms, including the reduction of their income taxes and thus increasing the tax burden on the rest of us. 


Along the way the powerful have brought about a harmful re-structuring and new restructuring of the economy, favoring finance over production: not least in having more of production to much cheaper labor in the poorer countries – with the result of  higher levels of long- term unemployment a home.     

      The associated social harm for the majority has made the USA into a playground for the rich and powerful. As they enjoy their riches, they are also carrying us toward socio-economic disaster at home. Meanwhile, their political power bows to and facilitates our continuous wars abroad. Until we can reverse those processes we will increase our difficulties at home and continue our lurches to what will become the last war – and the end of humanity.        Those dreadful probabilities will be reversed if and only if we do the difficult work of creating a substantial political movement which can achieve a sane, decent, and antiwar society.
     Now I turn to what “substantial political movement” should mean.  In doing so, I know that to do what we must do will be very difficult in our present political society. It is ruled fully by a strong right wing party, but a party with an even worse right gang as part of their politics. So; What must we do? 
          First: As soon and as much as possible we must work politically in our neighborhoods, towns and cities, our states, and nationally; work to create and always strengthen our politics for a genuine democracy. We must do what we can to be represented in our local and national political governments. We will be scorned and interfered with by the status quo politicians, the news, police, etc.  In what follows I may well repeat myself more than once. If so, some of that will be due to old age, but some will also be worth repeating.  In any case, here we go with what may be seen as serious needs and doings.  I begin (once more):  


Given the ongoing political and persuasive powers of business advertising and mind drugging, the odds are all too strong that they will continue to get what they want. Unless…… What will follow that “unless” in the USA depends upon what is happening now and what’s next (a) economically and politically, (b) wars, and c) what needs to be done by us in both. My plan is to deal with all of the foregoing but it will be done in mixed as much as 1, 2, 3, manners. 
.
       (a) The economy and politics:
     The foregoing pages have worked on what is wrong going to the levels of dangers for “the people.” What must we work for politically which meets human needs and possibilities. Here are merely some of the relevant answers. In a capitalist society the critical answer for most of us is found in earning a living.  To that I turn:  

Jobs: A strong program for achieving sustained full employment cannot be achieved without our sustained political efforts for achieving a restructuring of today’s income, wealth, and taxes. Only then can there be higher average wages, lower net profits, and the democratized tax structures required for needed programs.  


First and foremost is the need to end unemployment. It was not until the depression of the 1930s that the U.S. government even began to measure, let alone deal with, the jobless. It was not until the 1930s, when the number of those unable to find jobs was sky-rocketing toward 29% of the labor force and political protest   

was deepening that the Labor Department even began to take account. Even so, unemployment never got below  -- an understated  – 12% until World War II: which gave “jobs” to the 19 million in uniforms and military “employment,” and protection jobs for all the others.
       However, it is important to note that the official rate as measured in the past and still – the rate you read in the news –counts less than half off those who need and seek jobs are unable to get them. The “official rate” of the unemployed – the Bureau of Labor Statistics has revealed in a footnote – is but half of those unable to get jobs. Who are they? 1. The despaired and given up. 2. Those looking for months but haven’t looked precisely on the days which are used for the official report. 3. Part-time workers who have been and need to be full-time. 4. Diverse others seeking but not measured or the young who have given up trying.      
 .  

        The proposals to follow can sensibly be seen as hopeless given those now in U.S. power.  We cannot win them now, but our efforts can be informative, and will be both educational and add to our political membership and strength. Much of what is proposed would end joblessness and it would also meet the needs and improve the lives of the vast majority.  
Here are some examples:

.    Projects requiring numberless workers to do the building, the hauling, and manufacture of the many means involved: tractors, steam engines, tools, lumber, iron and steel, transportation, etc. 
But wouldn’t such projects cost too much. Indeed, they would cost a lot. But such projects are for meeting human needs and possibilities. Those who make complaints are silent or cheer when our numberless military “projects” are put forth or reviewed: e.g., the three trillion long ago spent for the unforgivable war in Iraq (with more now going on again), or the trillions for wars we have been taxed for after World War II for more weapons, planes, ships, etc., etc.  Now I turn to another of our tragically cruel systems:


U.S. Health Care: In recent years “our” government at last began efforts to have us move toward a decent health care system;   where “decent” means that the health care of our people – all of our people – would have their health problems taken care of – not only if and when we pay for it --- when it is needed: like the health systems in  all of advanced /and even some of the poorer/ nations.

Some good, though not if not fully steps were made-   However, the winning by Rightists of the recent election is already on its path of getting back to “their good ole days.” As a warning of  what is on its way back,  here is was and will soon again be its nature: unless we can prevent them.  Here then, was the nature of our non health care system. (all too much of which goes on.) 

Here is what has been – and still is all too common for all too many in the USA:  Countless thousands who though they had
jobs with medical coverage now know that have neither jobs nor health care. Even before the recent recessions there were all too many millions whose jobs did not give them access to health care. All of the foregoing are badly off and all are in the USA. 
    The USA claims to have the best care in the world.  Maybe so,, but only the very well off get it. It is too bad the millions with inadequate care are not living in Finland or most of Western Europe where for total health care all you need is the doctor’s address. In sum, all of Europe plus Canada and Japan – with variations--- provide health care which is considerably stronger than the USA – the richest country in the world: Shame on us.  
     To which I insert that much of the same contrasts between the USA and the UK and Western Europe are also found in employment assistance, education, housing, and the care of the old and the weak. That said, let me now send some more thoughts about education and also add some about housing.

    
In the earlier discussion of education, I praised our substantial assistance to war vets to begin or add to their educational training.  That was a very good governmental assistance to those whose lives had been upset or worse by the war.  But our youths shouldn’t have to participate in wars to attain to have a fully good education.  So, here an additional proposal whose basis is the decent good sense for our people and our society for all those who wish – but cannot afford – an education going beyond high school.



Substantial education for all of those after World War II of  GIs who became doctors, engineers, scientists, et al. That was long ago. The USA and its people today have at least as much or more reason to see to it such governmental financing of university education is repeated and made permanent for everyone capable and desirous of going beyond high school.       

 Why? “Desirous” is not enough these days. “Necessity” is the 

corect word, both for individuals and the society as a whole.
Thomas Friedman put it well as 2012 was beginning: 

“One thing we know for sure: With each advance of globalization the best jobs will require workers to have more and better education to make themselves above average.”
    “We need another “Education Bill.”  It should be normal and ongoing both to allow the young to met their needs and possibilities and to help the USA meet its needs and possibilities. Question: Why should the USA, the most powerful and advanced of all nations have to be concerned with its educational system? Answer: Our educational power is now in an absolute and relative set of declines, with more on their way. 
       Now, some concerns about Housing. A rich society such as ours should not have millions of its people badly housed. It is not only cruel, it is also stupid, for in doing so we are also overlooking how stimulating to the economy in jobs and other realms of production. Then raise the taxes of the rich to pay for it, Also, at the same time reduce our military spending.


       Now one final effort that needs being taken: this one is for the old. (I am well along my 90s, but am living on plenty of what came along in those years.) Of all the socio-economic realms in this work, those in the aged are most severely damaged and neglected in the USA. Many of them have jobs, when they have the strength to do so, but many more do not have the heath and strength and cannot, do not have support from their family, and just live in pain and hell. They need our help.     
     Finally, a statement for a good bye, with hope this work has been worth doing and will be somewhat useful for us to halt and reverse our ongoing severely rightist conservatism. The odds against our making the USA into a decent society are very high, but we must do what we can. We should not forget that similar odds were high in the USA in the mid-1930s, but we held on as long as we fought. 
     Now we must do all we can to put ourselves together and resist the awful steps they will be taking for further harms in the USA, and more wars over the world. We must organize ourselves to hold back the Republicans and their violent pals as much as we can, whether abroad or at home, and never cease to be building a substantial political party working hard for democracy.   
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