
W h ite  Supre m acy
Unfortunate ly, th e  ide ology and practice  of W h ite  
Supre m acy is  w e ll and alive . It is  im portant to 
note , th at th e  'W h ite ' is  not about s k in color, but 
about a k ind of 'Supre m acy'. It is  calle d 'W h ite ' 
be caus e  it is  a Europe an conce pt, and bas e d on 
s trong racis t attitude s . Obvious ly, W h ite  
Supre m acy is  m ore  th an ide ology, m os t 
im portantly, s tructure s  of e nforce m e nt and control. 
But in th is  s h ort te xt i w ill focus  on ide ology.

W h ite  Supre m acy (W S) is  bas e d on th e  claim  th at 
ce rtain pe ople  are  s om e h ow  s upe rior th an oth e rs , 
and th at th is  w ould jus tify auth ority ove r th e  

oth e rs . W S is  an indis pe ns able  part of th e  
foundation of Europe an Re nais s ance  ph ilos oph y 
as  w e ll as  its  s cie nce s , m aybe  e xce pt 
m ath e m atics .

Th e  conce pt and w ill to dom inate  life  and living is  
th e  core  of W h ite  Supre m acy (W S), w h ich  in its  
curre nt s tate  is  bas e d in th e  De m ocratic 
Totalitarian Socie tie s  (DTS - USA, W e s t-EU, 
Aus tralia, Canada, Japan), w ith  its  curre nt le ade r 
be ing th e  USA. Th e  DTS ope rate  w ith  a 
com pre h e ns ive  pack age  of inte rve ntion and 
dom ination, applying a triage  of as s im ilation, 
s ubjugation, and e xte rm ination. Th e  orde r is  
founde d, m aintaine d and s e cure d by 
ove rw h e lm ing force , caus ing de ath  and 
de vas tation in h is torically unk now n dim e ns ions .

Th e  m orality of th e  DTS is  on dis play in th e ir 
actions , m os t cle arly re fle cte d and re affirm e d in 
th e  s ys te m atic m as s  e xte rm ination of m ore  th an 
tw o m illion Iraq i pe ople  s ince  19 9 0. But w e  als o 
s e e  us  in th e  de s truction of Yugos lavia, th e  
as s ault and occupation of Afgh anis tan, and oth e r 
Fore ign Occupie d Countrie s /Re gions  - FOC/R), 
in th e  w arm onge ring and re coloniz ation of w h ole  
re gions  in Africa and e ls e w h e re  (Inte rnational 
Com m unity Controlle d Countrie s /Re gions  
IC2C/R).

For th e  totalitarian s ch e m e s , to continue  th e  
plunde r and dom ination, to s uppre s s  life  and 
e xpand control. W h ate ve r w ork s  is  be ing us e d to 
m anipulate  or force  pe ople  into de s pair and 
s ubm is s ion, and to e xte rm inate  life  not value d 
w orth  living.

Our proclaim e d inte ntions  can ne ve r be  be lie ve d, 
be caus e  w e  us e  s pe e ch  m os tly as  a m e ans  of 
de ce ption, are  ne ith e r h one s t nor cre dible , and 
th e re for cannot be  trus te d. Talk ing one  w ay and 
acting anoth e r. Th is  is  w h at e xpe rie nce  and 
h is tory h as  taugh t us .

Ne ve r did th e  Europe ans  re frain or de part from  
th e  conce pt th at th e y are  th e  s tandard s e tte rs  for 
all to follow . W e  w e re  force d to conce de  s om e  
s pace  h e re  and th e re , but continue  to cling to a 
bas ic as s um ption of s upe riority. W e  s e e  th is  m os t 
cle arly re fle cte d in our conce ption and pratice  of 
'unive rs al h um an righ ts ', 'de m ocracy', 'progre s s '. 
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"... Eurocentric ideology that 
masquerades as a universal view 
in the fields of intercultural 
copmmunication, rhetoric, 
philosophy, linguistics, 
psychology, education, 
anthropology, and history."
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"... many today find it difficult 
to cease viewing European culture 
as the center of the social 
universe."
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"Without severe criticism, the 
preponderant Eurocentric myths of 
universalism, objectivity, and 
classical traditions retain a 
provincial European cast. ... The 
aggressive seizure of 
intellectual space, like the 
seizure of land, amounts to the 
aggressor occupying someone 
else's territory while claiming 
it as his own. ..."
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Le t us  look  m ore  clos e ly.

In re ce nt ye ars  w e  s aw  a re vival of W h ite  
Supre m acis t ide ology, bas e d on ce rtain ide a-
value s . Th e  m os t im portant of th e s e  are  h um an 
righ ts , de m ocracy, progre s s , fre e dom , libe rty, 
s e cularis m , and m ulticulturalis m . Th e s e  conce pts  
are  be ing pre s e nte d and pe rce ive d by m any as  
s om e h ow  abs olute  (unive rs al), in th e  cas e  of th e  
'h um an righ ts ' e ve n e xplicitly s tate d.

It h as  be com e  s o bad, th at th e re  s e e m s  to be  no 
w ay th e s e  conce pts  and ide as  can s e rious ly be  
ch alle nge d by e ith e r re as on or de cis ion. Not 
be caus e  th e s e  conce pts  h ave  be e n prove n to be  
s upe rior, nor w ide ly agre e d upon, nor is  th e re  any 
lack  of alte rnative  and contradicting conce pts , but 
be caus e  th e y h ave  be e n trans form e d into a 
m atte r of be lie f and dogm a, s e parate d from  both  
th e ory and practis e , and back e d by th e  m os t 
aw e s om e  m ilitary m ach ine ry, and th e  w ors t 
de s tructive  and viole nt civiliz ation k now n to 
h um ans .

H um an Righ ts  as  an Expre s s ion of 
W h ite  Supre m acy
H um ans  cannot cons truct or find unive rs al truth  
and rule s  by th e m s e lve s , or de fine  w h at is  jus t 
and righ t for all, s im ply be caus e  w e  are  jus t 
h um an and alw ays  re lative  to oth e r h um an. Be ing 
lim ite d as  w e  are , it s e e m s  obvious  th at our 
unde rs tanding of th e  unive rs e  in its  totality, or 
e ve n our re lations  as  part of th is  plane t e arth , w ill 
alw ays  re m ain lim ite d.

Pre s e nting w h ate ve r s ocial ide al, conce pt, or 
principle  as  'unive rs al' im plie s  th at it is  as s um e d 
to be  true  and applicable  to all h um an be ings , 
re gardle s s  of diffe re nce s  and re lations . It s h ould 
be  obvious  th at th e  ve ry m om e nt any group of 
pe ople  doe s  not agre e  and ins is t to de cide  for 
its e lf (in s e lf-de te rm ination and -de finition), th e re  
is  a conflict caus e d by th os e  w h o w ant to im pos e  
th e ir w ays  and vie w s  upon all oth e rs . Any de m and 
of com pliance  and s upport for e nforce m e nt 
be com e s  a blatant act of aggre s s ion.

H um an auth ority can ne ve r be  abs olute , if it trie s  
to be  and h as  th e  m e ans  of e nforce m e nt, it w ill 
ne ce s s arily be  e ith e r tyrannical or totalitarian. Th is  
is  w h e re  w e  are  today, s om e  ye ars  into th e  firs t 
Totalitarian Global Orde r (TGO), controlle d and 
dom inate d by th e  De m ocratic Totalitarian 

Socie tie s  (DTS).

Only a divine  e ntity trans ce nding h um an can be  
s uch  an abs olute  auth ority for all h um ans  and 
cons titute  unive rs al truth  and give  us  guidance  to 
re je ct or follow . And s ure ly, for th os e  w h o be lie ve  
th at th e  unive rs e  and all be ing w as  cre ate d, th e  
cre ator is  s uch  an auth ority.

In s um m ary, if any s e t of h um ans  claim s  auth ority 
ove r all h um anity, and actually all cre ation, th e y 
re ve al firs t th e ir totalitarian m inds e t and s e cond 
th e ir be llicos e  inte ntions . For th e y lack  e ve n th e  
m os t bas ic re s pe ct and offe nd any notion of 
re ciprocity, in e ffe ct le aving no ch oice  for pe ace . 
Com m unication lik e  ne gotiation is  turne d into 
tactical m ane uve rs  in a pe rm ane nt conflict, w h ich  
can only be  re s olve d th rough  victory and de fe at.

Th e  ide ology of h um an righ ts  doe s n't ne e d to be  a 
proble m  as  long as  it is  ne ith e r obligatory nor 
com puls ive  for th os e  of us  w h o don't agre e  w ith  
th e s e  h um an righ ts . In th is  it is  s im ilar to re ligion. 
To be  true , faith  and s ubm is s ion m us t be  
voluntary. Be lie ve  w h ate ve r you w ant and re s pe ct 
m e  to do th e  s am e . If be lie ving in h um an righ ts  
m ak e s  you a be tte r pe rs on, i'll be  h appy for th at.

I th ink  th at h um an righ ts  are  inde fe ns ible  
ph ilos oph ically and prove n dis functional or e ve n 
de vas tating in practice . Be yond th e  us ual m ulti-
face  s pe e ch , talk ing s om e  w ay and acting oth e r, 
th e re  s e e m s  to be  no us e  for h um an righ ts  but as  
a m e ans  of de ce ption and propaganda.

De m ocracy is  Propaganda and 
Pre ve ntion of Fundam e ntal Ch ange
De m ocracy is  not m ainly a particular s ocial-
political orde r, but an abs tract ide a-value , th e  
ultim ate  m e ans  of le gitim iz ing pow e r. Th is  goe s  
s o far th at e ve n dictators h ips , m ilitary, colonial 
and occupation re gim e s  conduct e le ctions  to 
fabricate  s om e  le gitim iz ation to th e ir rule .

De m ocracy is  a propaganda te rm , w h ich  is  not 
cle arly de fine d and m e ans  m any th ings  
de pe nding on w h o us e s  it and in w h ich  conte xt it 
is  us e d. W h e n you talk  w ith  de fe nde rs  or 
propone nts  of de m ocracy about th e  de m ocratic 
orde r, q ue s tions  are  ofte n ans w e re d by s tating 
th at w h at w e  h ave  is  not ye t th e  're al de m ocracy' 
and w h at w e  ne e d is  m ore  'de m ocratiz ation' and 
'participation'. Th e  obs cure  th ing is  th at w h at is  



com e s  w ith  a fram e w ork  to e xpre s s  oppos ition in 
th e  m e antim e . If and as  long as  th e  pe ople s  are  
m ade  be lie ve  in th e  cycle , it is  a vicious  one : an 
e ndle s s  loop e ns uring th at pe ople  w on't 
fundam e ntally ch ange  orde r and re lations .

Th e  fre e dom  of e xpre s s ion, fair and fre e  e le ctions , 
m ulti-party de m ocracy can bare ly dis guis e  th e  
pow e rle s s ne s s  of th e  citiz e ns . Th e  righ t to dis s e nt 
is  large ly jus t a m e ans  to k e e p us  from  re s is ting 
and m oving to ch ange  th ings .

W e  can publicly e xpre s s  our opinion and organiz e  
prote s t, w e  can vote  and e ve n run for political 
pos ition, but any s e rious  ch alle nge  agains t th e  
s ys te m  w ill undoubtly be  crus h e d m e rcile s s ly. W e  
are  pe ople  living in a cage  m ade  be lie ve  th at th e  
cage  is  fre e dom  and w h o no longe r k now  h ow  it is  
to be  fre e .

Mos t de m ocracie s  are  s e t up to call out th e  troops  
in cas e  th e  pe ople  ris e  up to ove rcom e  
de m ocracy. Fundam e ntally ch anging th e  political 
s ys te m  th e re for cannot h appe n th rough  th e  
s ys te m  but only th rough  s truggle  agains t it, and 
m os t lik e ly cannot avoid confrontation w ith  th e  
arm e d force s  s e curing it.

As  s oon as  any m ove m e nt de ve lops  into a s e rious  
th re at to th e  ruling groups  and organiz ations , it 
w ill be  targe te d, is olate d, infiltrate d, crim inaliz e d 
and attack e d. Any re al re s is tance  h as  to face  th e ir 
troops . Expe ct no le s s  th an th e  full pow e r of 
e nforce m e nt apparatus  m oving agains t us  if w e  
e ve r s tand up and re s is t.

Be  s ure  th at de m ocracy w ill not give  you acce s s  
to de cis ion m ak ing in any m e aningful w ay. Th e re  
w ill alw ays  be  anoth e r e le ction and your vote  w ill 
s till count ne xt to noth ing. Voting m e ans  
confirm ing bas ic acce ptance  of th e  political 
proce s s  and th e  rule  of w h ate ve r m ajority. Th e  
m yth  of de m ocracy as  a s upe rior political s ys te m  
doe s  not prove  in re ality.

But, arguing agains t de m ocracy is  m os tly us e le s s , 
be caus e  pe ople  be lie ve  not on th e  bas is  of 
re as on but drive n by s upe rs tition and dogm a. In 
th e  re alm  of politics , be ing agains t de m ocracy is  
too difficult to place  and lik e ly to le ad into 
is olation. It w ork s  lik e  'jus tice ', 'pe ace ', 's e curity'. 
You cannot s tand up ope nly and advocate  agains t 
'jus tice '. Th os e , w h o w ant to w age  w ar us ually 
s pe ak  about pe ace  and s e curity, w h ile  blam ing 

te rm e d 're al' is  not, w h ile  th e  re al de m ocracy, as  
w e  got to k now  and live  unde r in s o m any place s  
for s o long alre ady, is  re je cte d as  bas is  for an 
e valuation of th e  orde r.

Th e  DTS w ant to m ak e  de m ocracy anoth e r 
'unive rs al' value . Th is  is  bas e d on th e  s am e  old 
claim s  of s upe riority of our civiliz ation and 
s upre m acy bas e d on viole nce  and corruption.

W e  w ant to de fine , m onitor, inve s tigate  and judge  
com pliance , and im pos e  s anctions  upon all in 
de fiance . Ne ve r loos ing s igh t of our ow n inte re s ts  
and be ne fits , w e  w on't allow , and us e  m as s ive  
viole nce  agains t, any s e rious  ch alle nge  to our 
dom ination and control.

De m ocracy, h um an righ ts  and s cie nce  are  th e  
m os t fundam e ntal w e apons  of ide ological w arfare  
to de fe nd th e  claim  of s ocial s upe riority and w h ite  
s upre m acy.

Arguing agains t th e  th e ory of de m ocracy is  
re lative ly e as y, e s pe cially th e  rule  of m ajority and 
th e  role  of com prom is e  in th e  de cis ion m ak ing 
proce s s e s , prom oting divis ions  into inte re s t 
groups  and cons titue ncie s , le ading to pow e r play 
and dirty com prom is ing, th e  corre s ponding 
ce ntraliz ation of pow e r, th e  proble m  of s calability 
of s ch e m e s  of m e aningful inclus ion and 
participation, th e  re lation of propaganda and 
m as s  s ocie ty, or th e  s e cularis m  of capitalis t 
de m ocracy.

De m ocracy is  jus t an orde r us e d to organiz e  
control and oppre s s ion, a s ys te m  de s igne d to 
allow  for incre m e ntal and gradual ch ange s  w ith in 
lim ite d param e te rs  and only in ce rtain orde rly 
w ays , th e re by h e lping to pre ve nt any s e rious  
upris ing and re volution from  th e  bottom . It gre w  
out of and is  com ple m e nting capitalis m -
colonialis m -im pe rialis m .

Pe ople  are  told th at participating in e le ctions  and 
com plying w ith , and lim iting th e m s e lve s  to, le gal 
political proce dure s  is  all th e y can ge t, and th e ir 
only ch ance  of inclus ion and re pre s e ntation, 
oth e rw is e  th e ir inte re s ts  w ill s im ply be  ignore d, or 
w ors e  th e y w ill be  targe te d and pe rs e cute d.

Voting give s  pe ople  th e  illus ion as  if th e ir opinion 
actually m ak e s  any diffe re nce  w h ile  in re ality it 
doe s n't. De m ocracy alw ays  h as  a ne xt e le ction, 
providing h ope  for anoth e r ch ance  and e ve n 



th e  victim s  as  viole nt and aggre s s ors .

Oth e r W ays  of Life
W h e n th e  Cold W ar finally cam e  to an e nd and 
th e  dus t h ad s e ttle d, w e  be gan to s e e  m ore  
cle arly th at tw o dis tinct com pre h e ns ive  and 
com ple te  conce pts  of w ays  of life  h ad e m e rge d 
and w e re  m ore  ope nly be ginning to ch alle nge  th e  
dom inant s ocie tie s  and th e ir claim s  of s upe riority 
of th e ir civiliz ation and unive rs ality of th e ir 
principle s  and value s .

Th e  ch alle nge  com e s  from  Mus lim s  and 
Indige nous  Pe ople s  re s pe ctive ly. Both  h ave  in 
com m on th at th e y are  de e ply s piritual and non-
s e cular, w ith  h olis tic and coh e re nt code s  of life , 
provide  m e aning and guidance  for h um ans  as  
part of all cre ation, s tre s s  re s pons ibility and 
com m unity ins te ad of fre e dom  and individualis m . 
Both  rais e  h ope s  th at pe ople  can h e al from  th e  
dis e as e d m e ntality and re lations  im pos e d on th e m  
by th e  Europe ans  and th e ir dias pora, and can turn 
th e ir fate  and re s olve  pre s s ing proble m s  by 
im ple m e nting th e ir ow n s olutions  bas e d on and in 
accordance  w ith  th e ir ow n traditional be lie fs  and 
cus tom s , th at m e ans  to re cove r and re vive  th e  
w ays  from  be fore  Europe an s ubjugation and 
dom ination.

Agains t th e  Com m on Ene m y
Th e  m ajor contradiction of our tim e  is  W h ite  
Supre m acy and particularly th e  De m ocratic 
Totalitarian Socie tie s  (DTS). Th e  s truggle  is  
be tw e e n th e  DTS, trying to im pos e  th e ir w ay of life  
upon all oth e rs , and pe ople s  w h o w ant to de cide  
th e ir w ay of life  for th e m s e lve s . It is  about 
totalitarian dom ination or s e lf-de te rm ination.

W h ile  it m ak e s  s e ns e  th at w e  s truggle  toge th e r 
agains t th e  com m on e ne m y (th e  DTS and th e ir 
Totalitarian Global Orde r - TGO), th e re  w ill ne ve r 
be  agre e m e nt about th e  h e re afte r. Th e  luck y th ing 
is  th at w e  don't ne e d a com m on vis ion or 
principle s . Pe ople s  can de cide  for th e m s e lve s  
h ow  th e y w ant to ch ange  th e ir re lations . 
Contradiction and conflict be tw e e n pe ople s  can 
m os t e as ily be  avoide d by living s e parate  from  
e ach  oth e r. W e  m ay unite  in s truggle  agains t th e  
com m on e ne m y, but try to s tand cle ar of e ach  
oth e rs  w ay w h e n it com e s  to is s ue s  of w h e re  to 
go, w ith  w h om , w h e n and w h y.

Furth e rm ore , w e  s h ould focus  on th e  

cons e q ue nce s  of, and re pons ibility for, our action, 
ins te ad of th e orie s  and inte ntions . Le t us  not be  
confus e d by talk  and not try to bind oth e rs  to our 
ide ology or principle s . Le t us  not dis cus s  m e ans  
as  m uch  as  e ffe cts  and s pe ak  as  cle ar and 
coh e re nt as  w e  can.

W e  are  in a s ituation w h ich  provide s  gre at 
opportunity to bring to an e nd th e  h is tory 
dom inate d by th e  Europe ans  and th e ir dias pora. 
More ove r, be caus e  of s trong de pe nde ncie s , w e  
can be  s ure  th at th e  re pe rcus s ions  w ill be  
w ide s pre ad and fundam e ntal. To th e  e xte nd th e  
DTS, and particularly th e  Multi and Trans national 
Corporations , Organiz ations  and Ins titutions  are  
be ing w e ak e ne d, pos s ibilitie s  w ill aris e  for 
pe ople s .

W h at To Do?
* de -value  m one y
* re -de fine  prope rty and ow ne rs h ip
* de -le gitim iz e  th e  rule  of law
* dis -courage  inve s tm e nt
* dis -s olve  orde r 

Im portant Is s ue s
* no rule  of inte rnational law
* no unive rs al h um an righ ts
* no jus tice  no pe ace
* no inte rve ntion 

Agains t W h at?
* agains t DTS ins titutions  and organiz ations  

(IMF/W B/W TO/UN,ICC, e tc)
* agains t global production and com m unication 

ne tw ork s
* agains t m ulti- and trans national ins titutions  

and organis ations
* agains t fore ign de bt and inve s tm e nt
* agains t pate nt and copyrigh t prote ction
* agains t inte r-w orld touris m

Th ings  To Do
* re -organiz ing com m unity
* de -ce ntraliz ing com pe te nce  and control
* de ve loping s e lf-re liance  of com m unitie s  

ins te ad of inte r-de pe nde nce  of e conom ie s
* autonom y ins te ad of inte gration or 

as s im ilation by th e  dom inant s ocie ty
* s e lf-de te rm ination ins te ad of totalitarian 

dom ination




