 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Outline of a critique of feminisms (biological or gender identity-politics)
Feminisms (& implicitly LGTQetc. Isms) as ideology (all ideologies are slave ideologies) and, specifically, feminism as leftism (leftism as slave revolt to create and maintain improved forms of institutional enslavement, with the ultimate goal of perfectly implemented world slavery – a boot smashing every human face, forever, with perfect acceptance of its necessity by all):


The Theory: Feminism as cultural, economic and political ideology - on the one hand, a means for those who are in the know to control and manipulate others behaviors for personal power, status and profit by constructing realist (ontologically ideological) conceptual unities qua abstract behavioral identities of (scientific) biological sexual dimorphism and/or (social-historical) gender concepts of woman and/or female (from otherwise unique individuals) in order to prescribe correct and incorrect, right and wrong, political, social, economic and moral behaviors to the putative members of the abstract conceptual classes of woman and man and/or female and male, always with additional emotional investment in passive aggressive envy and resentment.

On the other hand, a means for those (the vast majority) who remain mostly unaware to identify with a larger than life ideological principle allowing and encouraging control and manipulation of one’s own and others behaviors according to the dictates of specific realist concepts qua abstract behavioral identities of (scientific) biological sexual dimorphism and/or (social-historical) gender concepts of woman and/or female (although these behavioral identities are often to one degree or another self-contradictory, confused or confusing due to the amalgamation of more than one specific concept into incomplete, unstable syntheses), with additional emotional investments in passive aggressive envy and resentment.

In either case (most cases are the former, although many have at least some degree of awareness of the former), the categorical, realist concepts are created and continually recreated as intersubjectively aliented entities maintaining some degree of putative subjective power to determine the correct behavioral identities of individuals from outside their own lives, even though this power is actually self-alienated by the individuals involved, and could at any time be reclaimed by individual persons in order to determine their own identities through their own self-creating choices. However, self-alienation has so far been much preferred over the refusal of self-alienation thanks to the perks involved in slavery.


The Practice: Feminism as culturally, economically and politically-exercised and mandated sexism - the maintenance of any ideological manipulation and control requires the identification of a socially-constructed (more accurately, an intersubjectively-constructed) ideological enemy. In this case men and/or the male, which must be demoted, demonized, disempowered, and removed from any and all allowable equal and open social (cultural, economic or political) intercourse, with the ultimate (abstract) goal of destruction, castration or obliteration of the offending abstract concepts – as instantiated by actually-existing individuals who can be plausibly identified with such concepts. Thus, ideological feminisms constitute never-ending wars of ideologically-identifying women against ideologically-identified men (whether or not those identified as enemies in any way self-identify ideologically as men). Anything ideologically-identified men do must be denounced as in some essential way Evil, simply because the offending category of “men” ideologically requires this. This accounts for the many varieties of male demoninzation (from merely confused and self-contradictory to absolutely insane) within the vast conglomeration of ideological feminist cult-practices.

In practice excuses for belief that men as a conceptual category are evil and ultimately unreformable must be continually updated, as historical rationales lose their legitimacy due to actual changes in human behavior as previous forms of civilization (institutional regimes of human institutions) have progressively disappeared. The fact is the actual, current instances of identiable groups of men en masse opposing women’s suffrage, equality of compensation, ownership of property, control of finances, educational and occupational opportunities, etc., etc. is already approaching zero in most of the world. Therefore, ideological feminisms must increasingly target imaginary forms of supposed male supremacy whose existence becomes more and more unverifiable the farther they are pushed. As ideology trumps any sensible rationality, the goal posts that were once on fields of play are continually shifted farther and farther into outer space and beyond. Thus we have are left with a now purely-symbolic “Patriarchy” (with almost no identifiable members) which needs to be “smashed.” There are supposed widespread conspiracies of  “systemic” discrimination against women, despite most institutional laws and operations having long-ago dropped any such organizational discrimination, in favor of inclusion. Where once there existed important organizational and ideological institutional defenders of at least some forms of arguably patriarchal norms in (especially) religion, culture, politics and business, these have largely retreated and are becoming more and more invisible. And this means that the imaginary ideological specters of “patriarchy” and “sexism” are being pursued increasingly (and ironically) as witch-hunting campaigns to enforce the dominance of new dogmas of ideological feminism at the margins of social existence – cancel-culture, censorship, increasing institutional discrimination specifically against men, and more and more attempts at erasure of all historical descriptions of gender differences and of biological and physiological distinctions between genetic male and female. 

(While it is certainly possible to construct non-ideological (or anti-ideological) feminist theories, that is, feminist perspectives that avoid any construction of an abstract, ideological enemy, this always requires a post-left awareness and a practice which actively and explicitly criticizes ideological self-alienation, which is so far the project of only an extremely small minority of any population anywhere in the world, when it even exists at all in anyone who employs “feminist” terminology without irony or critique in mind.)

To really understand the new frontiers of feminist militance, we need to examine the current culture, economic and political context (and impasse) of ultra-modernity that we have reached that have brought us to this point of breakdown.

Pre-civilizational: Free, diverse, inventive forms of human animality and cultures in loose association and dissociations

• Initial development of symbolic cultural forms, and eventually languages, that allowed for more and more complex forms of tool-making, cultural arts and social interactions.

Ancient World: Emergence and constitution of histories of civilizations as breakdowns of previously free, diverse forms of human animality with the initial catastrophic onsets and spread of hierarchical institutions and slave economies.
• Development of religions based on self-alienating artistic conceptions, that in turn allowed and favored the creation and development of initial symbolic-hierarchies and slave institutions. based on animalistic/anthropomorphic stories.
• More and more abstract & complex religious self-alienations that consolidated cultural imagination into centralized hierarachical forms were favorable for the creation and development of larger and more powerful kingdoms and empires.

• The more crudely animalistic/anthropomorphic religious self-alienations increasingly became fetters on the further development of centralized hierarchical forms and slave institutions, at which points less animalisatic/anthropomorphic forms of religion were favored for larger and still more powerful hierarchical forms and systems of enslavement.

Modernity: The rise of secularization, as more and more of these hierarchical forms and system of enslavement shed their more primitively religious aspects and adopted more and more secular cultural bases and expressions: the rise of science, industrialization, increasing specializations and the age of revolutions.

Post-Modernity: Actually, merely hyper-modernity, which is the highest (so far) stage of modernity. Modernity self-destructively turning on itself as the limits of its development become more and more apparent physically and culturally (general ecological destruction, as well as specific destruction of important areas of human biology and physiology, cultural abilities, with widespread practical arts and crafts deskilling, increasing levels of lifelong immaturity, etc.) 

Three possible endings:
A world gone mad: self-destructing in worldwide ecological collapse, possibly hurried along by nuclear war land the self-extinction of humans

A new dark age of slavery: Degeneration or reversion to earlier stages of modernity through more or less successful breakdowns of hyper-modernity (of capitalist-empire globalization, computerization, large-scale supply chains, mass resource-extraction, consumerism, world wars, etc.). Breakdowns leading to mass starvations, relocations, wars and population declines that are stabilized in different areas of rebirth through the reinvention of earlier forms of more sustainable and direct subsistence cultures and institutions, largely based upon older early-modern-style slave institutions.

A new dark age of anarchy: Regeneration to post-slavery institutional structures through more or less successful breakdowns of hyper-modernity where mass-destruction is limited, while diverse insurrectional centers create and institute new and diverse forms (including some reworked, largely pre-civilizational forms) of non-hierarchical cultures.
