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Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2017 7:39 PM
To: Ivers, Mitchell
Cc: David Vigliano; Thomas Flannery, Jr.; Colin Madine; MILO Management Team; Ale»
Marlow
Subject: mss
Attachments: Dangerous MASTER EDIT MY 12-02-17.docx
Mitch,

Please find attached a new manuscript. Some notes:
1. I would like another 24-48 hours to add theory, history and pop culture material I consider critical to making
the case for me as a cultural icon in my own right as well as America's most relevant cultural and political critic.

There are also places in which the phrasing could be improved and language smoothed out a bit.

I'm getting you this now so you can begin to circulate it internally, but please note you will be receiving a new
version in a day or two.

2. I think we should move the alt-right chapter back to the end, or at least further down the table of contents._ I
HATE POLITICS AND I CONSIDER IT REALLY BORING. I haven't done that in this mss, but I'm pretty

set on it and will submit the book again later this week and with the new chapter order.

Also -- important -- I don't want the book to come across as whiny or self-justifying and that will be the case if
we have Leslie Jones material followed by alt-right/white supremacist material.

My response to my critics isn't: "Oh no, let me explain!”
Itis: FUCK YOU.

Nonetheless, all the clarifications you asked for are in here.
3. The ugly chapter has been nuked.
4. The feminism, gay, Gamergate and college tour chapters have been substantially rewritten.

5. 80-90% of your cuts have been made and 100% of your requests for clarifications, citations and further
explanations have been provided.

Let me know what you think! We're at 80,000 words, so I'm happy to consider any cuts you would like to make,
should you think we need them.

M
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DANGEROUS

Milo Yiannopoulos
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To John
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PREAMBLE

ON FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND POLITICAL CORRECTNESS

I am an icon.

A messiah.

A bleached-blond creature of the night who keeps the nannies, pearl-clutchers, cultural
scolds, gender activists, progressive bloggers, Black Lives Matter activists, gender studies
professors, “fat acceptance” advocates, transgender lobbyists and Islamophobia watchdogs up at
night.

I turn straight men gay." If you’re a woman, your boyfriend probably masturbates to me.

I wear police fetish gear, telling college audiences how much I love black dick while
scolding Black Lives Matter for not actually caring about black lives.

I bathe naked in pig’s blood to protest the death of innocent Americans at the hands of
Islamic terrorists and illegal aliens.

I am feminism’s worst nightmare.

I am the gay left’s worst nightmare.

I am the answer to politicians, journalists and professors who want to control what you
can say and thc languagc you can usc.

I want you to be able to say, do, read, play and be anything.

As a result, I scare the progressive left more than anyone besides Donald Trump.

My college talks spark riots that cause hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of

damage. People get shot at my shows.

! http://bostonreview.net/politics-gender-sexuality/daniel-penny-milosexual-and-aesthetics-fascism
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I am a cultural icon and a symbol of hope to millions of dissident young Americans,
conservative and libertarian alike, who see me as a valiant warrior against suffocating political
correctness, language policing and speech codes.

I predicted that 2016 would be the year social justice warriors on college campuses and in
the media lost their power — then I set about making that dream a reality.

I’m winning the war.

And I’m becoming very famous doing it.

If you’ve ever wondered what would happen if Mariah Carey picked up a copy of On
Liberty and developed a taste for hurling grenades into ivory towers, you’re in for a treat.

My name is Milo, and this book will tell you how I became what America now knows as
“the most fabulous supervillain on the internet” and “the dangerous faggot.”

I’'m a fire-starter and troublemaker who started out as an obscure British tech blogger and
rose to infamy as one of America’s most well-known polemicists and media personalities. I've
created absolute mayhem in half a dozen industries: media, by being a notorious columnist; tech,
by being banned from Twitter; education, by becoming the most in-demand speaker on
American college campuses; gaming, by almost single-handedly coming to the defense of an
entire generation of young gamers; and publishing, merely by dint of this book.

To the Establishment types who populate the media, academia and the entertainment
industry, my existence is downright apocalyptic. The appearance of my expensive shoes and
frosted tips and the sound of my laughter ringing down dorm corridors and across university
quads are horrifying to close-minded people, because they force the professors, journalists,
directors, activists and musicians to do something no one in America has done for a long time:

question their assumptions.
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My critics hate me because they can’t beat me. They tell all sorts of lies about me, calling
me absurd and untrue things like “far-right white supremacist” because they can’t wrap their
heads around how such a flamboyant, stylish gay man could have the opinions I do. They call me
a leader of the “alt-right” no matter how many times I say I’m not affiliated with that movement
and don’t much care for it.

They say I am responsible for the actions of others. When some anonymous reprobate
goes after a celebrity on Twitter, I get the blame. It’s like blaming Justin Bieber for the “cut for
Bieber” trend, in which teenage Beliebers posted pictures of cuts on their arms as a protest
against the Canadian singer’s drug use.

My supporters see me for what I am: a critical voice in the pushback against political
correctness, and a free-speech fundamentalist defending the public’s right to express themselves
however they please. Young conservatives and libertarians respond to me because I say the
things they wish they could—things about their dreary professors and odious left-wing
“comedians.”

Mischief-making musicians, actors and writers love me -- but only in private, because
they fear reprisals. Hundreds of them have written to me to say so. The names in my inbox,
which include Hollywood A-listers, rappers, reality TV stars, authors, producers and investors,
would make your head explode. There’s a secret society for conservatives in Hollywood called
the Friends of Abe. During its existence, only a few of its more than 1,500 members openly
admitted their affiliation®. These days what people in the Hills want to know is if you’re friends

with Milo.

2 https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2016/apr/21/secretive-hollywood-conservative-group-
dissolves-trump
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In my mind, I play the role gays were always meant to in polite socicty: I test the absolute
limits of acceptability. The social and religious convictions I represent do not map onto the
norms of nihilism and self-esteem peddled by social-justice warriors and progressives since the
1960s. But they have set me, and my army of fans, free. Instead of analysing my success, my
enemies brand me “leader of the alt-right” or whatever moniker they can reach for that they think
will do me the most damage.

I am a threat because I don’t belong to anyone. I’'m unaftiliated.

They hate that.

I'look and dress and behave as though I should have safe, MTV-friendly feminist
opinions. But I don’t.

I am the Ken doll from the underworld.

There are new taboos now, and they all come from the progressive left -- the army of
people who want to tell you how to behave. I am here to break apart that consensus.

In the 1960s, the Right was the prevailing culture and the left was the counter-culture.
Today, however, it is the left who form the prevailing culture and libertarians and conservatives
are the dissident counter-culture.

They hate that too.

In modern America’s politicized, identity-policed culture, I cannot be defined or
contained. Absurd, moralistic denunciations of me as “ultra-Right” fall hopelessly flat.

I 'am a gay man. They call me a homophobe. I'm a sexual libertine and free-speech
fundamentalist -- they call me a far-right troll. I date black men but they call me a racist. (They

say that even saying that is racist.) I’'m a Jew; they call me an anti-Semite. I want to keep men
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who are confused about their identies out of women’s bathrooms. For all of this, they call me a
reactionary bigot.
And when I dare to express myself in public, they riot, they boycott publishers and they
call anyone associated with me the most outrageous names.
Take the publication of this book, for instance. The response to this book is the whole

reason I wrote it.

In case you’ve been shunning all media — and who could blame you? — since 2015, the
announcement of Dangerous drew a tremendous outcry across social media, online media and
traditional media. Despite being launched between Christmas and New Year’s Day, when most
of the world is on vacation, the firestorm was immediate.

I’m used to the heat. A lot of what came at me with the announcement were the typical
lies I’ve dealt with for the last six months. Nonsensical and untrue charges, such as calling me
the leader of the alt-right, a white nationalist, or a homophobe.

The reaction to this book is the whole reason I wrote it.

But even I was surprised by the scale of the onslaught. The Chicago Review of Books
announced to great fanfare that they would not review another book published by my publisher’s
parent company, Simon & Schuster, in response to Dangerous. What are they so afraid of?

It isn’t my signature blend of outrageous behavior, my mockery of ideologies considered
sacrosanct in America today, or even my addiction to uncomfortably truths. The Establishment’s
real fear is that this book will deeply affect readers, especially young people. In particular, they
fear that the young people at the epicenter of political correctness in America’s universities will

begin to question the ideologies foisted upon them thanks to the book you hold in your hands.
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Weirdly, my views aren't even as radical, or “hateful” as my opponents seem to think
they are. I believe in free speech, freedom of lifestyle — for hedonistic liberals and traditional
conservatives both — and in putting facts before feelings. If you want white nationalism, go listen
to Richard Spencer. I'm more of a conservative Lenny Bruce, packaging ideas and facts that were
once pretty uncontroversial, and packaging them in bombastic, hard-hitting language. And what
does it say about the liberal left that they’re now the equivalent of the stuffy prudes who tried to
censor Bruce?

Political correctness has morphed over the last decade. It used to be a particular way to
think and speak in order to demonstrate to everyone around just how good of a person you are.
Fellow liberals might not know anything about you, but they’d know you are a virtuous person
based on your use of the term “undocumented American” instead of “illegal alien”.

The new brand of political correctness, popular on college campuses and the Internet, is
the idea that no speech should exist that directly challenges politically-correct ideas. To campus
radicals, and the professors who molded their behavior and outlook, it is incomprehensible that I
should be permitted to speak on their campus, or, even worse, publish a book.

They believe that any speech that disagrees with them is “hate speech.” That term has
been stretched so broadly that it has lost all meaning. Because they are not equipped for a world
in which individuals can disagree with what is deemed appropriate thought, they react in a
completely hysterical manner. Take for example Adam Morgan, the editor of the Chicago
Review of Books, who wrote in The Guardian that my book could inspire people to commit acts
of terrorism, specifically naming as examples Omar Mateen and Dylann Roof.

This is insane -- I gave a speech about the dangers of Islam mere steps from the site of

Mateen’s massacre, and the Internet Nazis who inspired Dylann Roof hate me too.
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The practitioners of the new political correctness rely on silencing the opposition instead
of winning with superior ideas. Whether purposefully or unwittingly, they’ve created a
generation afraid of critical thinking, challenging one’s beliefs and healthy debate. Freedom of
speech 1s America’s most cherished right, and implicit in freedom of speech is the freedom to
disagree.

If there isn’t a piece in a leading media source comparing this book to Mein Kampf by the
time it is published, don’t worry, it’s coming soon. And that’s precisely why this book is so
necessary.

In America, you are free to disagree. My embrace of unapologetic and sometimes even
offensive freedom of speech, and of putting facts, fun, and fabulousness ahead of feelings, has
made me dangerous to the world of political correctness. But all of their outrage and attacks have
made this book a bestseller, because freedom and laughter always win.

The message of this book is simple: Keep fighting, keep laughing and never stop doing
either. Political correctness only wins when we are too afraid to say “feminism is cancer.”

In the following pages, I’ll teach you how to cause the same sort of mayhem I do — in the
media, on campus and in your personal life — in defense of the most important right you have in
America: the right to think, do, say and be whatever the hell you want.

Keep reading and you’ll find out how you can become as terrifying to the forces of
political correctness and social justice as I am. And you won’t even have to go gay! I'll even
teach you how, despite my awesome personal qualities and tremendous professional success, |

stay so remarkably modest.
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PROLOGUE

THE ART OF THE TROLL

It was early 2017, and my campus tour was heating up.

Like, /iterally heating up. The University of California at Berkeley was on fire. As |
prepared myself in the green room for another triumphant address to an adoring college
audience, I was hearing frantic reports from outside the building that an armed, disciplined unit
of black-masked leftist protesters had stormed the building and were setting it alight. Soon,
assault was added to arson as I started hearing reports from outside that my fans were getting
beaten up and pepper-sprayed by the armed thugs.

While the university police twiddled their thumbs, following the University of
California’s limp-wristed policy of avoiding confrontation with violent protesters’, the rioters
(let’s call them by their real name) seized their barricades and used them as battering rams to
smash the windows of the student venue. Although I’m loathe to respond to the threat of
violence, I couldn’t overcome the objections of my security team, who quickly called the event
off and evacuated me from the building. After causing approximately $100,000 in damage to
university property, the rioters then marched off to attack the town of Berkeley, where they
proceeded to smash up a number of storefronts.

The outbreak of violence prompted a storm of media attention — as usual, attempts to shut
mc down only sprcad my mcssage to an cven wider audience — as well as a disturbing number of

op-eds in student newspapers including 7he Daily Californian defending violence and calling for

3 http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/matier-ross/article/Why-UC-police-let-anarchists-run-wild-in-
Berkeley-10908034.php
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more. One UC Berkeley alumni claimed that my very appearance on a college campus was an
act of violence, and that the riots were a form of self-defense”.

President Trump took a rather different view, sending jolts of terror into the hearts of
university administrators everywhere by threatening to pull federal funding from UC Berkeley if
they did not adequately defend freedom of speech.

How did this happen? How did a sassy gay Brit making fat jokes, mocking feminists, and
defending free speech cause a First Amendment crisis on American college campuses, complete
with violent riots and the threat of a White House intervention? How did I get this good at

pissing people off?

THE ART OF THE TROLL

2016 was the year of the troll. And, as one of the world's most famous trolls, I have
special insight into what that means.

What does it mean to be a troll? If you stray too far into whiny, crybaby social-justice
circles, trolling and political disagreement were one and the same. Others see no distinction
between trolls and those who send poorly-worded death threats to public figures.

Trolling is far more complicated and joyous than that. It is an art, beyond the grasp of
most mere mortals. It is one part trickery and one part viciousness -- the ideal troll baits his target
into a trap, from which there is no escape without public embarrassment.

The young memester faction of the alt-right accomplished this flawlessly by getting a
popular cartoon internet frog called Pepe branded a "hate symbol." Now, left-wing activists,

journalists, and "anti-hate" organizations will descend in a firestorm of fury on anyone who

4 http://www.dailycal.org/2017/02/07/check-privilege-speaking-protests/
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shares the frog picture, no matter how innocent the context, invariably making themselves look
ridiculous in the process.

The best part of it is, most left-wingers still refuse to accept that they’re being trolled.

Trolling has many elements. It’s often about telling truths that others don’t want to hear.
It's about tricking, pranking, and generally riling up your targets. And it's about creating a
hilarious, entertaining public spectacle.

Is it any wonder that a fabulous faggot like me is so good at it?

Even calling myself a faggot is trolling you. Calling myself a “fabulous faggot” is trolling
you fabulously. It’s an old trick I picked up from drag queens: always tell the joke the other guy
is going to tell about you first, and make it funny. Eminem perfected the same art in the late
1990s and early 2000s trying to break into rap as a white guy. It’s an incredibly disarming tactic,
and 1t’s one of the reasons I make so many black dick jokes at my own expense in my college
talks.

As Immortal Technique once so memorably put it, if you can take a dick, you can take a
joke. I can’t stand uptight people who won’t let themselves laugh at things that are obviously
funny for fear of being seen as “sexist,” or whatever. And I hate people who can’t laugh at
themselves. If you can laugh heartily at your own shortcomings and eccentricities, people will
give you permission to laugh at just about anyone. And it’s through laughter we connect with
others, and can reveal truths that most would find unpalatable or uncomfortable outside the
context of a stand-up routine or a humorous newspaper column.

Unfortunately, because the American media establishment has given up on actually
reporting anything of substance in favor of policing language for perceived bigotries, and

2% <€

inventing new offenses like “manspreadin mansplaining” and “manslamming” when it runs
2
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out of things to complain about, people are understandably afraid of cracking even the most
innocent jokes in public these days if they involve any group that isn’t straight white men.

Picking deserving targets, and making them hopping mad, is essential to good trolling. So
is annoying both sides. To anyone who comes to my shows, or reads my columns, or sees me on
TV, I’m a waspish, smart, interesting guy who just wants everyone to be free to read, do, say and
be whatever they want. It’s a shame that in today’s America, that’s considered controversial. But
nothing I actually say is that outrageous.

Yet, to the media, I am the Antichrist.

Left-wing reporters describe me to disbelieving readers as a misogynist, racist, white-
nationalist alt-right bigot. Actual Neo-Nazis, meanwhile, call me a “degenerate kike faggot” and
have declared a “holy crusade” against me.” ©

At least one of them must be wrong, but their collective confusion is so glorious that I
don’t want to correct cither.

This is top-tier trolling: annoying your critics so much they print hysterical lies about you
because they can’t beat you on the facts and because you get under their skin so effectively, all
the while torpedoing their own credibility and readership while your own fan base grows.

In my mastery of trolling, I am surpassed only by one man, or, rather one God-Emperor:
Donald Trump, a man who essentially trolled his way to the presidency. Like me, Daddy, as |
like to call him (in itself another troll), only went after deserving targets: the media, Hillary and
Bill Clinton, political correctness.

A master showman, Donald J. Trump can command the media’s attention even though

most of their leading lights utterly despise him.

3 http://www.breitbart.com/milo/2016/09/29/antisemites-and-white-supremacists-declare-holy-crusade-
against-milo/
6 http://www.dailystormer.com/stormer-book-club-crusade-the-final-solution-to-the-milo-problem/
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Forcing people who hate you and everything you stand for to point cameras at you for
over a year? That’s a level of trolling I can only hope to achieve one day.

We should never mistake cruelty for trolling. It’s true that to be a good troll, one must
have a certain level of disregard for other peoples’ feelings. But virtuous trolling must serve a
purpose; the difference between trolling and cruelty is that cruelty has no purpose except to hurt
someone. Trolls may hurt the feelings of delicate wallflowers, but they do so because reasoned
argument and polite entreaty have failed. And, to be completely clear, in my experience most of
those delicate wallflowers turn out to be sociopathic professional activists cynically playing the
victim, trying to persuade you that jokes on Twitter can cause lasting psychological damage.

The most high-minded trolls should troll only in the name of debunking some untruth or
exposing wrongdoing or hypocrisy. That’s what I try to do.

Trolling is the perfect weapon of a political dissident intent on spreading forbidden or
inconvenient truths. One of the purposes of trolling is to generate as much noise and public
outcry as possible, which has the added effect of drawing attention to the very facts society is so
eager to suppress. Furthermore, the mere act of unashamedly revealing such truths is frequently
all that is needed to generate the outcry in the first place. Trolling and truth-telling are made for
cach other; two bold acts of modern rebellion existing in perfect, intricate symbiosis.

Want to know why the trolls are winning? It’s because no matter how much you hate us,
yell at us, ban us from your comment sections, stamp your feet, throw your toys out of the
stroller or pretend that jokes on Twitter can cause you physical pain, we re the only ones telling
the truth any more.

If you tell lies to and about men, if you spread conspiracy theories about the “wage gap”

and “campus rape culture,” if you tweet “Kill All White Men” and “I Bathe In Male Tears,” if
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you close comment sections because you hate being ridiculed by readers who are smarter than
you are, if you prefer ideology and activism to facts, if you create an a hateful atmosphere in
which it’s okay to laugh at white people but no one else, if you are mean and vindictive and cruel
and sociopathic yet try to cloak yourself in the language of tolerance and diversity, if you get
people fired for bringing up studies or asking you to justify your claims, if you whip up outrage
mobs over innocent jokes on social media, if you see racism and sexism and homophobia and
transphobia and every other imaginable kind of bigotry everywhere just to get at people you
don’t like, and if you insist on warping reality to conform to your delusions, well. Don’t be
surprised if there’s a backlash, and don’t be surprised if that looks like Milo and President
Trump.

We don’t care how egregiously you lie about us or how many social media platforms you
ban us from, So long as facts remain offensive, the age of the trolls will never end.

“In times of universal deceit,” wrote George Orwell, “telling the truth is a revolutionary
act.” We live in a world where politicians lie to you, the media lies to you, your schoolteachers
and your professors lie to you. It’s little wonder that young people on campus retreat into safe
spaces when they hear ’'m coming -- the juddering foundation of lies that props up the
progressive worldview has become so fragile that even the slightest bit of contrary speech is
enough to shatter it. I bring a neutron bomb when a penknife would do just as well, and the
results are always spectacular.

I feel no animosity or hatred towards the kids who hide behind safe spaces and social
media blocking programs to protect their worldview. Their fragility is the result of an older
generation’s cowardice, and its inability to sort feel-good fiction from hard realities. They

wanted so desperately to believe that everyone is equal and that we could all get along, and now
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their kids have swallowed the lies they barely believed themselves. Trigger warnings and therapy
sessions are the result.

Freethinkers and cultural libertarians should take heart. Throughout history, there have
always been myths and irrationalities to defeat, and there have always been those who defend
them to the bitter, tearful end. Truth, like freedom, must be fought for in every generation. If
you’re reading this book, you’ll likely be one of the people fighting for it this time round. Good
on you.

Do not presume that just because I take sympathy on the cry-bullies that I intend to go
easy on them. I don’t, and nor should you. The fastest way to break the spell of political
correctness is to be relentlessly waspish, relentlessly offensive, and above all relentlessly funny.
The cooler, more jovial, and more welcoming you are, the faster you’ll be able to convince your
millennial peers to come out of their comforting shells and confront reality. And the louder and
more outrageously you shout your truths, the faster they’ll hear.

It’s cool to be the counterculture, and we’re it. Twenty years ago, it was conservatives
shutting down “obscene” bands and video games because they found them offensive. Now it’s
progressives. As a result, culture and counterculture have swapped places.

Today, the best way to rebel is to be conservative. Hold a placard saying there are only
two genders, and that race isn’t actually a social construct. Young conservative women: destroy
your briefcase and say you want to be a homemaker and mother. Hang classical art in your
bedroom and listen to Wagner -- that’s far more dissident than listening to Marilyn Manson these
days, much as I love him too. Conservatives are no longer the cultural elites, censoring dissident

leftist media. Leftists arc the cultural elites, censoring dissident conservatives. As a result, a
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marvelously rebellious young force has arisen on the web. It’s bold and it’s subversive. And I’'m
its most dangerous faggot.

You’ll get no end of excitement by following me, I promise. My ambitions are modest,
just like me. I only want to win the culture war for western civilization. Being named the next
Pope can wait.

I’ve only been doing this for two years, and I’ve had fists swung at me, bomb threats sent
to my events, and faeces through my letterbox. It can be scary sometimes, but then again I’ve
never been afraid of danger. I am, as my college tour bills me, the Dangerous Faggot. You can be
too -- and you don’t even need to be gay! Just read this book, stay fabulous, and always, always
tell the truth.

But there’s a serious point, too. Because there’s a dark side to political correctness and
the silencing of free speech, and that’s what this book will teach you to fight. Political
correctness is a mask. In today’s culture we make an effort to appear “inoffensive” (well, I don’t,
but you know what I mean). We are cautious. We want to protect others from hurt feelings and
inappropriate language and thought. At least, that’s what the progressive left has taught us is the
right way to behave.

But to exist this way is in defiance of our natural instincts toward hate and evil. Everyone
feels these things from time to time. When they are suppressed, awful things can happen -- like
mass murder.” The more time you spend trying to tame the beast, the worse the eventual
outpouring of dark power. Sooner or later we have no choice but to give in to our natures. This is
especially true of men.

America’s next school shooter won’t be a Milo fan. They will be one of the poor
misinformed goons outside, banging on an exit door, holding a sign that reads: “NO MORE

! http://www .breitbart.com/big-government/2015/10/02/how-to-stop-mass-shootings/
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HATE!” As the young Canadian writer Alex Kazemi remarked on my hit podcast, lesbian
shooters are going to be next big thing.® Unless, of course, every young person in America reads

this book.

8 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C6z01CgDIrM

880001274



FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 12/21/2017 05:07 PM INDEX NO. 654668/2017
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 68 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 12/21/2017

19

WHY THE PROGRESSIVE LEFT HATES ME

“97 per cent of workplace deaths are male.”

“Rates of rape and domestic abuse are far higher in Muslim communities than non-
Muslim ones.”

“The black community has a huge problem with crime and drugs.”

These statements are all facts’, yet in today’s America, introducing them to the
conversation instantly causes outrage, like telling old people there’s nothing in their mouths and
they can stop chewing. If you discuss them at all, you are expected to begin with certain caveats.
“I’m a feminist, but...” “I'm not an Islamophobe, but...” “The majority of African-Americans
arc law-abiding citizens, but...”

I rarely, if ever, use caveats, because they’re irrelevant. I prefer to discuss the facts
directly, and I use exaggeration and bombast, often outrageously. When Black Lives Matter
activist Edward Ward stormed the stage during my otherwise-peaceful speech at DePaul, my
response was to quip that, with all the security present, the black incarceration rate was likely to
rise even higher if he didn’t sit down and listen respectfully like everyone else. I then asked the
line of young black women roping off the stage if the reason they were so angry with me was

that I’d slept with so many of their male relatives.

9 http:/iwww.inside-man.co.uk/2015/03/03/97 -emplovees-die-work-men-2009-2014-fiqures/
http:/fwww.api-gbv.ora/violence/muslimwomen.php#stats
https:/fwww.b's.qov/content/pub/pdf/idofp1 2. pdf
https://lwww.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/htus8008.pdf
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I refuse to preface any discussions of Islam, for instance, with the usual fake niceties
about radical extremists.

Challenging the myths of the Left causes them to lose their minds. I puncture their
fantasies with attention-grabbing wit and style. I’'m also hot, which I’ll cover in excruciating
detail throughout this book.

But what really drives left-wingers up the wall is who I am. I should be one of them, you
see. I’m urbane and metropolitan -- I’'m at home at big-city cocktail parties, more so than regular
people. I watch RuPaul’s Drag Race and can name the finalists from every season. But I'm also
at home at the shooting range. I’m on top of the latest pop culture and tech trends and, unlike
doddery old conservative think-tank heads and bespectacled National Review columnists, I know
how to dress. Being gay and British, which Americans think are basically the same thing, I have
a flawless sense of style.

People like me are supposed to be good little metropolitan homos and vote Democrat.
We’re supposed to pretend we watch Girls and attest that it’s totally believable the female lead in
Star Wars: The Force Awakens could pilot the Millennium Falcon with greater skill than Han
Solo. Yet even before the left descended into safe-space silliness and identity-politics lunacy, I
wanted nothing to do with them. People like me were supposed to go to anti-war protests and
experiment with quinoa and hummus diets in their youth. But I was doing something different.

Yes, [ was in drug-saturated nightclubs in London, losing my virginity in interracial
fivesomes with drag queens, seducing my English teacher and parish priest and experimenting
with every depraved form of escapism I could find. And I listened to a lot of Mariah Carey,
Marilyn Manson and Wagner and thought about cutting myself, just like those troubled “cut for

Bieber” teens.
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Obviously I never did it, because even growing up on a farm I still had a mirror and I
always knew I was too beautiful to spoil.

Here’s where it gets complicated, though: I also studied music theory, Schopenhauer, and
Wittgenstein, and I read Margaret Thatcher biographies, shot my dad’s guns, and dreamt of
meeting George W. Bush. (I did later in life, but by then he wasn’t right-wing enough for me.)

Little did I know that I was breaking all the left’s rules by reading Ayn Rand’s Atlas
Shrugged and daydreaming that I was the heroically entrepreneurial protagonist, Dagny Taggart.

To understand precisely why the left hates people like me so much, it’s necessary to
understand how and why the left has changed over the past few decades. Political parties on the
left have shifted gears. They don’t represent working people any more; their constituencies have
changed and rather than defending the coal miner or factory worker from the worst excesses of
capitalistic fervor, left-wing parties these days concern themselves with pandering to the whims
and feelings of various minority groups and regulating language in the public square to make
sure it’s not “racist” or “sexist.”

Once concerned with great, era-defining questions, the left today is instead obsessed with
identity politics. To highlight just how small their priorities have become, let me tell you a story

from the recent past.

Ghostbusters

In the summer of 2016, I involved myself in a controversy that shouldn’t have been a
controversy: Paul Feig’s feminist-friendly, all-female Ghostbusters reboot. I published a catty

review of the abominable flick, tarring it with my trademark reserve as a crime against comedy. |
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castigated the abysmal performances from the lead actresses, including the inexplicably populat
Leslie Jones, as well as the movie’s mean-spirited attitude to men.

A day later, I would be banned from one of the web’s biggest social networks, leading to
weeks of headlines in national newspapers.

Of course, the film had been attracting controversy for months before its release. It
started when the film’s trailer debuted on YouTube, where it was immediately assailed by
peeved fans of the first, classic Bill Murray movie. They had read reports about director Paul
Feig’s plans to reinvent the franchise from the ground up, as well as the creators’ seemingly
sparse knowledge of the Ghostbusters universe. Like many die-hard pop culture fans, they were
annoyed. This, coupled with the fact that the promo video was intensely boring, led to it
becoming the most-disliked movie trailer in YouTube’s history.

Under normal circumstances, this would not be hugely controversial. Cult franchises like
Ghostbusters can be treacherous territory: upset the fans and you may be in for a lifetime of
loathing. Just think of what fans did to George Lucas after 7he Phantom Menace hit theaters.

But these weren’t normal circumstances, and the fans’ reaction to Ghostbusters quickly
became a media and political controversy. Partly as a means to market the movie, Feig and the
Ghostbusters cast began attacking their detractors as misogynists and sexists who only hated the
movie because of its all-female cast.

The media, amazingly, swallowed this obvious attempt to delegitimize criticism and ran
with it. Not just the film media, you understand, but also the political, mainstream and even
alternative media. The film started to generate more headlines than a Kardashian wedding. The
frantic pro-Ghostbusters campaign reached peak absurdity when, after disappointing box office

returns, politicians from the California Legislative Women’s Caucus gathered at a private
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screening to watch the movie. After the viewing, their leading members gave what felt to me like
a series of pre-prepared statements to journalists, each one of them celebrating the movie as a
work of high art and a progressive leap forward'’.

Feig transformed a movie about four out of shape, middle-aged men, three of them white
and one black to a chick flick with four out of shape, middle-aged women, three of them white
and one black. Groundbreaking.

The Ghostbusters reboot was also remarkably mean-spirited, which would have been
okay if it had actually been funny. It is perhaps the only movie I’ve ever seen that appears to
have been written entirely out of spite. Bill Murray gets chucked out of the window in the first
30 minutes, the villain is an incompetent white male secretary, and the movie seems to take a jab
at men every second. The petty identity politics also came out in the movie’s marketing, which
featured male director Paul Feig getting on his hands and knees on the red carpet before being
mock stepped on by the film’s all-female cast. Can you imagine a similar stunt, with reversed
genders? The press would seethe with confected outrage for weeks.

One of the reasons die-hard fans hated the new Ghostbusters is that its politics were
cynically inverted. In the original movie, the bad guys weren’t the ghosts. Everybody loves
Slimer and the Stay-Puft Marshmallow Man. The bad guys were the clueless bureaucrats in the
government, who set off a supernatural crisis through bumbling and red tape. The feminist
version, the enemy is all mankind. Every man in the movie is malevolent, moronic or both. To
add insult to injury, the Ghostbusters end up getting government funding at the end. (Like all
feminists, they can only survive thanks to state largesse or corporate diversity budgets, never on
their own merits.)

10 http://www.breitbart.com/california/2016/08/03/ghostbusters-california-womens-caucus-praises-smart-
bold-women/
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As you can tell, I wasn’t keen. So I wrote a scathing review of the movie, and I
mentioned on Twitter that I thought Leslie Jones looked like a dude. (She does.) Because even
then I had a huge following, some people took to tweeting Leslie Jones. A small minority
tweeted revolting things at her, such as comparisons between her and Harambe, the recently
deceased gorilla.

Despite what you’ll have read in the media, I neither tweeted anything racist at Leslie
Jones nor in any way encouraged the few anonymous people who did. But Twitter, which had
been trying to get rid of me for months, took the opportunity to permanently suspend my
account.

In this case, “targeted harassment” seems to mean “being famous and having the wrong
opinions.” Twitter — and the media — decided I was responsible for the actions of strangers on the
internet, all because I wrote a mean review, said Jones looked like a dude and laughed at her
poorly-spelled tweets.

This 1s a shocking double standard. We don’t blame Justin Bieber when he tweets or
posts on Instagram about Selena Gomez, prompting death and rape threats. We don’t blame
Beyoncé for what the Beyhive does to Taylor Swift. Other celebrities play out their feuds and
express their opinions all the time on social media with little or no thought to the consequences.
They are never held accountable for the actions of their fans. Only me.

I was banned because I'm popular but I have the wrong politics, and that makes me
dangerous.

The irony s, if you read my review, I made some pretty sympathetic remarks about

Jones. I said it was a shame she’d been cast in such a stereotypical sassy black momma role. I
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said it would be nice to see black women on screen who just happen to be black, rather than
indulging these tired Minstrel Show routines. But no one remembers that now.

I don’t mean to sound whiny about all this, because my Twitter ban made me a lot more
famous. It was one of the best things that has ever happened to me. It broke my addiction to the
constant little dopamine hits I got from all those retweets and likes. I get a lot more actual work
done these days.

Plus, being banned was cool, like Madonna being banned from MTYV in the 1990s and
getting even more wildly popular as a result. I joined an elite club of dangerous people, with my
homegirl Azealia Banks and right-wing investigative journalist Chuck Johnson. (All three of us
are Trump supporters; go figure.) As a result of my Twitter ban, I became, for a huge slice of
young America, a forbidden, guilty pleasure. And we all know those are the most irresistible
kinds of treat.

Most of the edgiest and most interesting people have now either left Twitter or been
struck off. The platform is dying, and so is the business behind it."' You know, I sort of feel bad
for anyone banned after 2016. They’re so behind the curve.

So, yes, I don’t mean to whinge because I’'m not in the least bit sad about it. But it’s
important to set the record straight when the lying mainstream media comes for you with its
usual arsenal of name-calling, hysteria, selective disclosure and outright mendacity.

I guess you could say this is the story of how the left, one of western civilization’s most
historically significant ideological traditions, found itself at a point where defending a
commercially unsuccessful, fourth-rate reboot of a 1980s movie about spooky ghosts became a

matter of high political importance, and banning a catty gay columnist from commenting on a

" http://www.marketwatch.com/story/twitter-tanks-and-becomes-fodder-for-ma-chatter-again-2017-02-09
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celebrity’s looks became a priority for a social network that once advertised itself as “the free
speech wing of the free speech party.”

It’s also a story of how I came to represent the left’s greatest fear: their opponents

becoming cooler, smarter, edgier and more popular than them.

Why All This Stuff Matters — And Pay Attention At The Back, Because This Is

Important

I promise we’ll get to the jokes and hair-care tips soon. But I want you to understand
some history.

In the past, the leftist coalition was based on economic class. The left were the champions
of blue-collar workers against the managerial, big-business classes. Their priorities were jobs,
pay, and decent living standards for ordinary citizens. A few leftists -- Bernie Sanders in the
United States, and Jeremy Corbyn in Britain -- continue this tradition. They are, notably,
significantly older than many other left-wing politicians. They are also loathed by much of the
establishment in their respective parties.

Why? Because the mainstream left, today, has very different priorities.

There was no reason why the left had to abandon its old blue-collar base, even if the base
had started to sour on the Democrats in the 1960s over civil rights legislation. The industries that
kept them in work may have largely disappeared, but the voters themselves didn’t go anywhere.
Indeed, as voters in old working-class heartlands entered a crisis, with insecure economic
prospects, the left should have been more attentive to their concerns.

But that didn’t happen.
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Instead, the left chose to abandon their old voters and seek out new prospects. Slowly,
they began to ignore the former working class, and turn to a very different electoral coalition:
latte-sipping metropolitan voters, women, and minorities. The fact that minorities were only a
small section of the electorate didn’t bother the left -- they could just import new voters,
regardless of how the rapid influx of cheap labor and new welfare recipients added pressure to
their already-beleaguered former base and regardless of the horrifying consequences for social
cohesion.'*

After such a betrayal, it’s remarkable that millions of former working-class families still
remain loyal to parties of the left.

As their electoral coalition changed, so too did the left’s politics. They became less
concerned with pay, more contemptuous of efforts to protect old industries, and practically
venomous towards the cultural values of their old voters. Barack Obama’s infamous 2008 quip
that former working-class communities “cling to guns or religion or antipathy toward people

. .. . . . . 14
who aren't like them or anti-immigrant sentiment or anti-trade sentiment”

epitomized the new
attitude of the left.

They no longer cared about the people they used to be expected to protect, abandoning
them more brutally and repeatedly than Taylor Swift is dumped by her love interests.

What they did care about was their new voters -- the so-called “rainbow coalition” -- and

ensuring minorities act and vote as a bloc.

Thus began the era of identity politics.

12 http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/law-and-order/6418456/Labour-wanted-mass-immigration-to-
make-UK-more-multicultural-says-former-adviser.html

1 http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2016/07/22/muslims-and-islam-key-findings-in-the-u-s-and-
around-the-world/

1 http://www. huffingtonpost.com/mayhill-fowler/obama-no-surprise-that-ha_b_96188.html
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(You know, I'm getting into this! I should consider a professorship somewhere. I'd be the
hot lecturer that the football team would consider an easy A -- or maybe just easy. I’d make an
excellent men’s studies professor.”” And frankly a teaching position is about the only position I
haven’t tried.)

The left has always been well-practiced at turning social classes against one another. As
far back as the 19th-century, socialists championed class warfare while conservatives
championed the ideal of “One Nation.” Yet the working class always proved frustrating to the
champagne socialists of the academy. Marxists were particularly perturbed when, during World
War One, the European working class, with the exception of Russia, chose to fight for King and
country instead of rise up against their masters. And so, in the 1920s, the Italian Marxist Antonio
Gramsci decided that the time had come for a new form of revolution -- one based on culture, not
class.

According to Gramsci, the reason why the proletariat had failed to rise up was because
old, conservative ideas like loyalty to one’s country, family values, and religion held too much
sway in working-class communities. If that sounds redolent of Obama’s comment about guns
and religion, it should. His line of thinking is directly descended from the ideological tradition of
Gramsci.

Gramsci argued that as a precursor to revolution, the old traditions of the west — or
“cultural hegemony,” as he called it -- would have to be systematically broken down. To do so,
Gramsci argued that “proletarian” intellectuals should seek to challenge the dominance of

traditionalism in education and the media, and create a new revolutionary culture.

15 http:/iwww.breitbart. com/big-government/2015/06/29/ive-"ust-been-appointed-oberlins-first-mens-
studies-professor/
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Gramsci’s ideas would prove phenomenally influential. If you’ve ever wondered why
you’re forced to take diversity or gender studies courses at university, or why your professors all
seem to hate western civilization, blame Gramsci.

In the 1950s and 60s, a group of European expatriate academics known as the Frankfurt
School married Gramsci’s idea of cultural revolution to the idea of a new revolutionary
vanguard: one made up of students, feminists, and minorities who felt excluded from mainstream
western culture and sought to change it. Their ideas would provide much of the intellectual
ballast for the cultural upheavals of the 1960s, and the subsequent transformation of the left.

That’s why Andrew Breitbart, who gave his name to the website I write for, wrote about
them extensively in his bestselling book, Righteous Indignation.

The New Left, as they came to be called, were responsible for the early stages of the
left’s pivot away from traditional class politics and towards the divisive, politically-correct world
of gender, racial, and sexual politics we know today. They were the ones responsible for making
issues like abortion, the reversal of gender roles, racial justice, pacifism, and multiculturalism
into major platforms of the left.

The students who joined the New Left in the 1960s became the professors who are
teaching you today.

The New Left also enjoyed phenomenal success in the realm of culture. For the youth of
the 1960s, rebelling against the over-protective, military-minded, and somewhat austere World
War Two generation, the ideas of cultural Marxism struck a chord -- even though, for the most
part, these young baby boomer didn’t realize where their ideas were coming from. Rock

musicians, the standard-bearers of young boomer culture, became fierce advocates for pacifism,
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feminism, gay rights, and all the other causes of the New Left -- a tradition that continues to this
day.

The other reason that the New Left was so successful is that in the 1960s, their arguments
made sense: There was real structural racism to be fought, racism that was institutionalized — and
legal. Gays were oppressed, by conservatives and liberals alike. Sexism in the workplace did
exist—even worse than on Mad Men.

The tragedy is that instead of granting life to the inherently divisive doctrines of Cultural
Marxism, these problems could easily have been solved with the milder tradition of Classical
Liberalism. Indeed, in 1950s Britain, it was classical liberal politicians of the Wolfenden
Committee who began the process of decriminalizing homosexuality. Marxists played little if
any role in it. They were as useful as Paris Hilton at a pie-cating contest.

For better or worse (and it was definitely for worse), the New Left became the defining
youth movement of the 60s and 70s, and although initially perceived as radical, its ideas would
eventually come to dominate the culture.

The counter-culture of the 1960s became the prevailing culture of the 1980s. In the
1960s, parents stopped their kids from going to rock concerts. In the 1980s, a conservative
British Prime Minister was endorsing Bob Geldof’s rock band. In the 1990s, a former member of
a rock band — Tony Blair — became the Prime Minister.

This rise of the New Left coincided with the decline of the unionized working class and
the rise of non-unionized workers, who in the 1980s were increasingly attracted by Ronald
Reagan and Margaret Thatcher’s promises of economic freedom and upward mobility. As the
left looked to fill the gap, they increasingly turned to the New Left, and its coalition of women,

social minorities, and immigrants.
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The consequences of this pivot are plain to sec today. While it’s a stretch to say that
modern leftist politicians want to overthrow capitalism (they’re actually quite happy to get rich
on the proceeds of globalization; Hillary Clinton is the perfect example), the intellectual legacy
of Cultural Marxism can clearly be seen in their opinions: The metropolitan elites of today’s
leftist political class have Gramsci’s condescension and contempt for working-class culture —
which is still strikingly traditionalist, despite the best efforts of media critics and journalists.

The knee-jerk endorsement of feminism, Black Lives Matter, and gay identity politics is
also in no small part related to this Marxist tendency to back the “revolutionary class” against the
“oppressors,” regardless of the facts. Another by-product of 1960s leftism is the quiet contempt -
- sometimes hatred -- of white males, who are (correctly) identified as the architects of western
culture.

You can spot these people a mile away if you know what to look for. They are the type
who will be disappointed by a DNA test that shows they are of 99% European ancestry because
they thought “I might be something interesting”. They are the type to point out at great pains that
true communism has never been tried. They will write articles defending the acceptability of
political violence from the safety of their gated community'°.

For the New Left, white males are the cultural counterpart to the economic bourgeoisie
class in classical Marxist theory -- a class of oppressors that must be overthrown by the
oppressed. The influence of the New Left is seen most clearly in universities, where efforts to
“deconstruct” the pillars of western civilization, from classical liberal humanism to the mythical
“patriarchy” proceed just as Gramsci would have wanted.

By the early 2000s, in firm control of the baby boomers’ cultural consciousness, the New
Left was on course to become the new cultural hegemony. Conservatives, preoccupied with

16 http://www.huffingtonpost.com/jesse-benn/sorry-liberals-a-violent-_b_10316186.html
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defeating the Soviet Union and reviving the ideal of the free market, had failed to grasp the
gravity of the left’s cultural revolution. On the right, the culture wars were left to social
conservatives, who obsessed over unwinnable fights like gay marriage, and alienated young
people with hare-brained censorship campaigns against rock music, comic books and video
games.

When social conservatives started going after Harry Potter for “promoting witchcraft,” it
became embarrassingly clear which side had won the culture wars. And it’s the culture that
matters: politics is downstream from culture, as Breitbart used to say. Politics is just a symptom,
which is one of the many reasons [ spend more time on college campuses than I do in
Washington, DC.

If you’re reading this and you’re in college, or you recently graduated, you can lay the
blame squarely at your parent’s generation for handing culture to the regressive lunatics and
social justice warriors. The previous generation of conservatives failed completely in their
attempts to save academia, the media and the entertainment industry. In many cases, they didn’t
bother to fight at all, preferring to spend hundreds of millions of dollars on think tanks and
magazines complaining about the problem while doing absolutely nothing to fix it, as brilliantly
set out in a well-known 2016 essay in the Claremont Review of Books."” The left, meanwhile,
was setting up university departments, organizing activist groups and installing itself in
Hollywood and New York City.

Ironically, the cultural left achieved dominance just at the point when they were no
longer needed. By the end of the 1960s, when the New Left were still on the fringe, their milder
allies in the social liberal movement were already well on their way to winning the really
important cultural battles. Jim Crow was dismantled, gays were allowed out of the closet, and

i http://www.claremont.org/crb/basicpage/the-flight-93-election/

880001288



FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 12/21/2017 05:07 PM INDEX NO. 654668/2017
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 68 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 12/21/2017

33
anti-discrimination laws were put in the statute books. By the 1990s, it was difficult to argue that
any social group in the west lacked equality under the law.

Indeed, thanks to the persistence of government redistribution plans and the early growth
of affirmative action, some groups were already getting favored treatment -- a sign of things to
come.

By 2010, the argument that racism, sexism, and homophobia were still rampant in
western society was starting to look absurd. Indeed, I suspect the reason that a previously
neglected issue like gay marriage eventually became such a cause célébre for the left during this
period is because it was, for them, the last clear-cut legislative battle that could be easily fought
and won.

Of course, the reason the left loves pelvic issues so much is that if you give people
freedom over wine, women and song they tend to acquire the illusion that they are free in other
aspects of life, too. That’s why so many people think they’re libertarians. So it was fine all the
while the left was telling people they could put anything into their bodies they wanted, because
that permissiveness appealed to readers, listeners, consumers and voters who didn’t notice that
they were being taxed oppressively, regulated minutely and manipulated in countless other ways.

Conservative thinker Robert Nisbet says it goes back to the French Revolution: If you can
live like the Marquis de Sade, who cares if Robespierre’s in charge?

At the end of the 1990s, a decade in which despite the LA riots and the OJ trial we could
all enjoy The Fresh Prince Of Bel-Air together without agonizing over white supremacist tropes
in the Banks household, the cultural left assumed complete control of media, academia and

entertainment. Once on the fringes, the New Left had become the establishment. They now
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possessed that most dangerous of combinations: a great deal of power, and nothing obvious or
important to use it on.

Seriously, you have to hand it to them. These guys put the work in. I do admire leftists’
energy levels. If I had to spend all day screaming and crying, blaming made-up concepts like the
“patriarchy” for my failure and defending Barack Obama, I’d be exhausted. Modern American

(24

liberals took Orwell’s “two minutes hate” from /984 and turned it into 24 hours. (The “two
minute hate,” for those unfamiliar, is a daily ritual in which every citizen in Orwell's dystopia
must watch a video depicting the Party’s enemies and direct hatred toward them for two
minutes).

How do they do it? Is it the corn syrup in their Kellogg’s breakfast obesity bowl?

Maybe I’ve stumbled onto the real reason they love Starbucks so much.

Why the Left Hates You

So what does this mean for you?

The priorities of the modern left are very different to those of the old. Because of their
intellectual pedigree in the angry, victim-centric doctrine of Cultural Marxism, the left is
committed to defending a worldview which arranges women, minorities, and gays in a sort of
league table of oppression, with straight white males as the eternal oppressors at the top of the
list, followed by gay white males, followed by straight white women, all the way down to
paraplegic black immigrant Muslim transsexuals at the very bottom. It’s a transformation so

stark, not even Rachel Dolezal or Caitlyn Jenner would dare attempt it. As I mentioned earlier, if
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you know anything about classical Marxism, it’s pretty easy to understand -- straight white males
are the “bourgeoisie,” the group oppressing everyone else.

The academic phrase for this is “intersectionality.” Intersectionalists are the ones
responsible for dreaming up new, ever more bizarre categories of oppression. Intersectionality is
the idea that there are “intersecting” categories of oppression: it’s not enough to just talk about
the oppression associated with being a woman; one most also talk about the oppression
associated with being a black woman, a black disabled woman, a fat black disabled woman, a fat
black disabled Muslim woman, and so on and so forth.

In plainer English, some people’s lives suck for a bunch of reasons. The progressive left
has constructed entire university departments just to parse that sentence.

The “Intersecting Axes of Privilege, Domination and Oppression” lists no fewer than
fourteen categories of oppressed groups with a corresponding “privileged group” for each one'®.
There’s whites (privileged) vs. people of color (oppressed), obviously, but there’s also “male and
masculine, female and feminine” (privileged) vs “gender deviants” (oppressed), attractive
(privileged) vs unattractive (oppressed), credentialed (privileged) vs nonliterate (oppressed), and
even fertile (privileged) vs infertile (oppressed).

Alongside each conflict between the privileged and oppressed is listed a form of
oppression. Our bias in favor of people who can read and write, is, according to the Axes of
Privilege, “Educationalism.” Our bias in favor of the fertile is “Pro-natalism.” Our bias in favor
of men who look like men and women who look like women is “Genderism.” Heaven help you if
you’re a literate, attractive, straight white man who looks and behaves like a man. According to
the categories of oppression dreamed up by intersectional theorists, nothing and no-one could be
more privileged.

'® https://archive.is/VWMLg
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This is why, despite facing their own unique problems, men, and especially white
working-class men, are routinely ignored by the new leftist political class — because, regardless
of the data, straight white men can never be the victims of anything. Any attempts to address
their issues are usually met with outrage and condescension. In 2016, when the British
conservative MP Philip Davies gave a speech at a conference on men’s issues, the reaction of
feminists in the left-wing Labour party was to demand he be suspended from his party. As for
whites, any attempt to organize is usually received by the mainstream as the a revival of Nazism,
despite the fact that much of such organizing activity today comes as a response to a culture that
appears to hate them.

What I like to tell my college audiences is this: I’d prefer a world with no identity
politics. I’d prefer we judged people according to reason, logic and evidence instead of barmy
left-wing theories about “oppression.” But if you are going to divide everyone up into black
versus white, male versus straight and girl versus boy, you have to accept that straight white men
are going to want their own special party too. If we are to have identity politics, we must have
identity politics for all.

Straight white boys in college aren’t neo-Nazis for resisting Black Lives Matter and
feminism or for advocating for their own identity groups: they are simply responding — entirely
logically — to what they’ve been told about how the world works. It just so happens they have
been born into a group that invented most of the best but also some of the worst stuff in history,
so they have to deal with that legacy and get called names.

Popular culture, dominated by the left, is instructive. Movies are filled with petty, mean-

spirited jabs at straight white males. There’s a huge trend in movies that seek to channel white
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guilt over slavery, with movies like Django Unchained, 10 Years A Slave and MLK. The straight
white male villains in these movies get progressively more sadistic and irredeemable.

Strangely, there are no movies about Ottoman or Middle Eastern slave-owners. I suppose
we’ll have to wait for Muslim guilt to become a thing. And that’s before we even get to the
pettiness of Ghostbusters.

With straight white males having replaced the bourgeoisie as the hated oppressor class of
the left, they’ve become fair game for smug champagne socialists in entertainment and the
media. That’s why you routinely see movies, stand-up routines, songs and Guardian columns
about straight white men that would be classified as “hate speech” if they were directed against
any other group in society.

Jokes about white men are currently in vogue. White men can’t dance, jump or sexually
satisfy their partners, but if you dare crack a joke that black women are loud, Asian women can’t
drive, Latinas are maids that steal, sleeping with black man will ruin your credit score or Asian
men make bad porn stars, you’ll receive more opprobrium and lawsuits than Michael Jackson
after one of his kids-only sleepovers.

The new, identity-driven left doesn’t hate only white men. One of the consequences of
replacing the old working-class/bourgeoisie dichotomy with the myriad identities of
intersectional theory is that everything has become much more complicated. Yes, straight white
males are the most oppressive, but how do you order everyone else? Are Muslims oppressing
women, or are women oppressing Muslims? Is a disabled black man oppressed more than an
able-bodied black woman? And what do we do about white males who are, let’s say for the sake
of argument, rich, pretty, popular, tetrific in bed and the authors of terrific, best-selling books

about free speech?
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The result of dividing their political coalition into a hierarchy of victim groups is a
tragicomic battle for the bottom. Battle for the Bottom is also the name of a movie I starred in
while in college. Each group’s advocates fight to be more oppressed than the others in this
system. You see this on social media all the time -- “white feminists” are attacked by
intersectionalists for not being ethnic enough, and thus not being oppressed enough. Or, using
the illogical logic of the left, they are criticized for being too ethnic, which of course is “cultural
appropriation.” Probably.

Anyone who knows basic social psychology could have seen what was going to happen.
Since the 1970s, social psychologists have been aware that emphasizing differences between
groups leads to mistrust and hostility. In a series of landmark experiments, the psychologist
Henri Tajfel found that even wearing different-colored shirts was enough for groups to begin
displaying signs of mistrust.

So guess what happens when you tell everyone that their worth, their ability, their right to
speak on certain subjects and — shudder — their “privilege” is based on what they were born with,
rather than any choices they’ve made or who they are?

Here’s what you get: the modern left. Blacks fighting gays fighting lesbians fighting
trannies fighting drag queens fighting everyone else. It’s the iron law of victimhood-driven
identity politics: Someone has to win, and everyone else has to lose.

Progressive identity politics ignores basic human realities. If you live authentically as
yourself as an adult, there will be repercussions. Not everyone will like you. People will be cruel
to you on Twitter. Some people may even want you dead. This is a fact of life and it is not
changed by all the “abuse and harassment” policies in all of Silicon Valley.

Progressives will never understand this. Or, if they do, they don’t care.
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Identity politics is universally attractive because it enables failures and weaknesses to be
spun as the products of oppression and historical injustice. The primary victims of it are the
designated “oppressor class,” for whom it can be humiliating and deeply unfair. Take MTV’s
White People, a documentary highlighting a handful of cherry-picked examples aimed to
demonstrate “white privilege” in action. It’s an hour of television designed to produce discomfort
in those with the wrong skin color. Or Netflix’s Dear White People, another pathetic dose of
race-baiting."”

Safe to say, it’ll be a while before we see Dear Black People on our screens, much as,
say, America’s police officers might have something to say to that community.

An even greater tragedy of identity politics is that it pits minority group against minority
group. If the last ten years in the public square were defined by women ridiculing, criticizing and
demeaning men, the next ten are going to be even more depressing, and even more socially
divisive.

Welcome to the era of Minority Wars.*

It sounds almost funny, but the modern leftist movement has argued itself into a position
where people can be discriminated against on the basis of gender, skin color and orientation.
“Straight white male” has thus become a socially acceptable form of insult.

The future of the progressive movement will be akin to the nightmarish community of
grievance-bloggers on Tumblr, where minorities, both real and imagined, engage in an endless
competition for supreme victimhood status.

This is why the left probably hates you too — even if you aren’t a straight white male:

If you’re gay, they’ll ask what your skin color is to work out if you’re really oppressed.

19 http://www.breitbart.com/milo/2017/02/10/milo-dear-netflix-sod-off/
20 http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2015/07/23/minority-wars-why-the-next-ten-years-will-set-
everyone-against-everyone/
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If you’re black, they’ll ask if you’re a woman.

If you’re a woman, they’ll ask you to stop worrying about Muslim rapists, you racist.

If you happen to fit into every conceivable minority group, heaven help you if your
opinions do not precisely follow political orthodoxy.

The modern left is an ouroborus, the ancient Egyptian serpent that eats its own tail,
constantly consuming itself in a twisted, never-ending cycle of victimhood, hatred and name-
calling. No matter how nice they are to you when they’re focusing on your particular group’s
causes, leftists will always, in the end, find a way to shame you about some alleged “privilege.”

And if they can’t win by public shaming, they rage and flounce off. Or at least threaten
to: was any spectacle more entertaining in 2016 than the sight of all those celebrities walking
back their promises to leave the country if Donald Trump was elected?

To the typical actor, threatening to leave the United States over the election was just
another set of lines to read. Like proclaiming during a performance of Henry V, “Once more into
the breach, dear friends, once more into the breach,” threats to leave the US were never meant to
be real. A Trump presidency was supposed to be as likely as Jon Stewart holding the city of
Harfleur under siege.

Did you notice, by the way, that these whiny celebs uniformly threatened to move to
overwhelmingly white countries? Imagine the chutzpah and obliviousness it takes to call
working-class Americans racist while you plan to move to Canada if your candidate loses. Even
Snoop Dogg, who promised to move to Africa, said he would only go to South Africa, which,
okay, is not a white country. But it’s not the Congo, either, and I’m guessing what Snoop had in

mind was a nice gated complex with other rich westerners.
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Aside from Snoop Dogg, if it wasn’t Canada, it was New Zealand, Australia or another
primarily white, English-speaking country. Why not Mexico or the Gambia? It turns out that the
Hollywood Left is even more racist than the high-level Nazis, who lowered themselves to
settling in South America. But Guatemala doesn’t have a Whole Foods, so Lena Dunham had to
cross it off her list.

Of course, I’'m forgetting the new definition of racist we have to use now: Everything is
racist, provided you’re a straight white male. Donald Trump -- and before him, Margaret
Thatcher -- were both right when they said that identity politics and name calling is what people

do when they don’t have any arguments left.

So Why DOES the Left Hate Us?

“Scab” was a derogatory word used by the unionized workers of the old left to describe
strikebreakers: members of the working class who, during a strike, decided that feeding their
families took priority over an abstract idea of left-wing solidarity.

The left loathed scabs with a passion that far exceeded their hatred for the bourgeoisie.
After all, the bourgeoisie were just following their interests when they cut pay and demanded
lower taxes. But by not following the marching orders given to them by the left, scabs were
allegedly betraying theirs.

So the word “scab” itself became an insult so damning that no amount of denial or
explanation could expiate it. Once branded a scab, you and your family were scabs for life. It
wasn’t Twitter that gave name-calling its power: social media just added scale and mob

mentality to an earlier leftist strategy for marking out untouchables.
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Just as the old left invented words to describe people who betrayed their so-called “class
interests,” so too does the new left employ a range of slurs to describe women and minorities
who don’t toe their line:

Blacks who suggest that killing policemen and burning local businesses might not be in
their best interests are “coons,” “Uncle Toms” and “House N***ers.”

Women who think that abandoning the rule of law on college campuses might not be the
best idea are accused of “internalised misogyny.”

Then there’s the old fallback of the “self-hater,” which can be applied to virtually any
identity group.

White men can only survive in this new landscape through self-flagellation and groveling
apology for what they are, by promoting how they’re “woke,” a “male feminist,” or a “straight
ally.” (See: Macklemore.)

No prizes then, for guessing why the left hates me so much. As I mentioned at the start of
this chapter, ’'m gay, I’'m metropolitan, and I’ve had more black men on me than you find in a
college basketball team. Yet I’'m not one of them. I get the “self-hating gay” variants daily. But I
am who I am, to quote a musical. Or, to put it in more poetic terms, “I am large, I contain
multitudes.”

My existence infuriates them, not only because I debunk their myths with style, wit and
humor that outclasses anything they’ve ever encountered, but also because their usual smears
don’t work on me. Feminists can’t accuse me of suspect motives, because I’m not interested in
women in anything other than an academic sense.

I can’t be accused of being homophobic -- only that laughable charge of “self-hatred,”

which most ordinary people accused of it instinctively react to with an eye-roll.
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And it’s a stretch to accuse someone of racism when they never shut up about their well-
endowed black boyfriends. (I’ll address this in more detail later.)

In short, I'm the left’s worst nightmare: a living, breathing refutation of identity politics,
and proof that free speech and the truth wrapped in a good joke will always be more persuasive
and more powerful than identity politics.

I’'m also particularly terrifying to the left because of what I represent: a repeat of the
1980s, when workers across Britain and the United States turned to Reaganism and Thatcherism.
The left are worried, you see, that I might not be the only dissident minority.

They’re afraid you might agree with me. Because if you’re reading this, there’s a good
chance you might be a woman, or black, or disabled. And there’s a change you, too, might have
realized that the left doesn’t have your best interests at heart, because you’re not “oppressed”
enough.

The left is afraid that, just as their old base abandoned them to become conservative-
voting “Reagan Democrats” in the U.S. and “Essex Men” in the U.K., so too will a new wave of
dissident women and minorities break apart their new coalition.

And you know what: They’re right.

Women and minorities aren’t idiots, and even with the left’s impressive dominance of
culture and education, they’re starting to realize that the identity politics they champion are
morally and empirically bankrupt.

One of the reasons the left reacted so hysterically to GamerGate, for example, was
because so many female and minority gamers joined the fight against feminist finger-waggers
and cultural scolds. This will be astonishing news to my critics, but /'m really popular with

women and minorities, who hate being spoken for by feminists and progressives.
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Rallying under the hashtag “#NotYourShield,” groups that the left took for granted like
gays, African-Americans, the disabled, and women stood up and told left-wing journalists to stop
speaking on their behalf. For those who rely on the mainstream media for their facts, the thought
that women and minorities might side with GamerGate, or with me, will no doubt come as an
extraordinary surprise. More on that later.

Rabid Social Justice Warriors considered #NotYourShield to be full of “ill-informed
women” with no purpose other than “shut[ting] down talk about racism.*"” Other left-wing
journalists made similarly disparaging comments, or, more commonly, ignored the tag entirely,
pretending instead that GamerGate was an exclusively white male uprising. If that sounds
familar, consider the apoplectic response from feminists and mainstream media journalists to
Trump’s success with female voters. Lena Dunham went on 7he View in full schoolmarm mode
to remind the feminist sisterhood of its duty to re-educate those poor, ungrateful, ill-educated
female hillbillies who voted Republican.”* (Those weren’t her exact words, of course, but we
understood what she meant.)

The left’s deepest wish is that we rebel minorities didn’t exist.

Nothing terrifies them so much as the thought of their cherished identity classes going off
the reservation. That’s why they reacted so hysterically - or in many cases, so silently - to
#NotYourShield. It’s why a black rapper repeatedly called black Breitbart journalist Jerome

Hudson a “coon” for disagreeing with Black Lives Matter.*

21 https://twitter.com/arthur_affect/status/523554495276806144
http://www.breitbart.com/london/2015/01/31/granam-linehan-saviour-of-women/

22 http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2017/02/10/lena-dunham-calls-out-white-women-who-voted-
trump-on-the-view.html

2 http://www.breitbart.com/big-hollywood/2016/07/20/rapper-talib-kweli-attacks-breitbartsjerome-hudson-
calls-coon-twitter-not-banned-platform/

880001300



(FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 12/21/2017 05:07 PM INDEX NO. 654668/2017
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 68 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 12/21/2017

45

And it’s why I’ve been called “self-hating,” and an internalized homophobe, as well as
every other absurd stand-in for “class traitor” you can imagine.

Historically, the left championed the powerless, and fought the powerful. This has
achieved good results, in the past. It meant that the left fought for workers’ rights, winning basic
protections for workers in the nineteenth and early twentieth century. Many of the basic luxuries
we take for granted today -- two-day weekends, 8-hour average workdays, and basic
occupational health and safety -- were won by leftist workers’ rights movements. Other
important achievements, such as the end of lynching in the American South, and the outlawing

of marital rape, were won by left-wing activists who instinctively defend perceived underclasses.

The dark side of this instinct, however, is the hatred of people deemed to be too
successtul or well-off: in other words, the “privileged.” This 1s often coupled with a patronizing
attitude towards allegedly oppressed classes. The early progressives, for example, were notable
for their disdain for both the top and the bottom of society. The British progressives had a
loathing for what they saw as the excesses of the Edwardian era, a time when the nobility and

upper classes flaunted their wealth and glamor.

Progressives were not socialists. They were animated not by Marxist ideology but by
moral fervor: they were often staunch Protestants. Susan B Anthony was even a Republican.
Their rcasons for championing women’s suffrage arc revealing: the historian Paige Mcltzer
describes how the cause of women’s suffrage was taken up by progressives who believed that
women were a force of moral purification, and before that by Republicans who championed their
right to vote. They wanted to use women to clean up government and civilize a society they

believed had become degenerate and corrupt.
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“Puritanism,” wrote H.L. Mencken, whose lifetime spanned the first progressive era, is
the “haunting fear that someone, somewhere, might be happy.” And who could possibly hate
happiness? Why, those who are denied it themselves. Authoritarian movements draw in ugly,
miserable, talentless people for precisely this reason — because it offers an outlet for their hatred
of the successful, the good-looking, and anyone who looks like they might be enjoying

themselves. In other words, people like me and my fans.

I’m not the first person to make this observation, of course. Rush Limbaugh famously
described feminism as a way for ugly women to get attention and enter the mainstream. But on
my travels around campuses, observing the rippling muscles of my frat boy fans and comparing
them to the stinky protestors outside, I can’t help but observe the difference between happy,
well-groomed, ambitious and intelligent Milo fans versus the raven-haired, facially-pierced,

blue-haired social justice apparitions protesting outside.

I mention colleges because there;s another reason you and I terrify the left: in addition to
challenging their dominance of designated victim classes, I also represent another constituency
the left has long taken for granted: the young.

The left needs ideological shock troops to propagate its ideas, and none have been more
useful to them than impressionable young people, who cagerly take up left-wing causes out of
their natural inclination to make an impact on the world, before the realitics of raising children
and paying a mortgage set in.

Like the generals of World War One, the left convinces young people that they’re going
to be heroes. In reality, they end up being indoctrinated into wacky, flimsy ideas that never stand

up to scrutiny, challenge, or contact with the real world, leaving them disappointed,
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disillusioned, and angry. The left puts its foot soldiers in the intellectual equivalent of the
Somme -- running at machine guns armed with bayonets.

But the left’s hold on the mind of young people is weakening -- and I am happy to be a
leading cause. In addition to my efforts to support millennial gamers, my “Dangerous Faggot”
tour rapidly mobilized a new breed of dissident student and my millions of fans across social
media ask me one thing more often than anything else: “How can we fight?”

For too long, conservatives have relied on pundits whose audience is primarily over 60.
In the case of Fox News, it’s over 70. There is no other libertarian or conservative pop culture
figure who comes close to the purchase I have with young people, who are sick of being lectured
to by the increasingly nannying left. America’s young conservatives and libertarians are looking
for heroes. I’'m happy to oblige.

Without an endless supply of eager young activists, the left is nothing. And I am
hoovering up those young people and spitting them out as mischievous, dissident free speech
warriors who don’t give a damn about your feelings.

So you see, I’'m more than just an outrageous faggot who spits uncomfortable facts at
casily-triggered lefties. I'm a cultural movement. For hundreds of thousands of students,
attending my talks, reading my columns, watching my videos, and wearing my SWAG By Milo
gear”" has become the ultimate statement of rebellion. Soon there will be millions of us.

Progressives succeeded in their long march through the left’s cultural institutions. They
became the establishment. But young people have always been instinctively anti-establishment,
and that’s where I come in.

Authoritarian liberals have become so comfortable that their arguments have degenerated
entirely into rhetoric and slogans -- whereas during the Obama years, libertarians and

24 Available at www.swagbymilo.com while stocks last
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conservatives were forced to develop a stronger basis in fact. It was only a matter of time before
Trump and I appeared to add the individual touches of rhetorical flourish and star power to the
freedom-loving conservative vision of the world.

And you can see how liberals respond when their backs are against the wall: with hate,
because they’ve forgotten how to argue. We represent something leftists simply cannot bear and

something they’re afraid they cannot beat.
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2

WHY THE ALT-RIGHT HATES ME

To the people who are proud to call themselves white supremacists, I am a “n****r-
loving ... kike faggot” and a “disease-ridden Jew.”*> But to NBC News and USA Today I am —

26 27 « . . : EE
— a “white nationalist leader.

at least until they are forced to issue grovelling corrections
This reflects more poorly on the media than it does on the uglier fringe of the alt-right. Aside
from the “disease-ridden” part, the Daily Stormer is closer to the facts.

Anyone who calls me a white supremacist has no understanding whatsoever of what
white supremacy is. But that’s sadly common in America today, where wearing a Trump hat is
enough to get you called a Nazi and attacked in the street by the black-masked “anti-fascists™ of
the left. The media, in its hysterical, fact-free hunt for racists under the bed, has lost its authority
in these matters.

So, for those of you still confused, I'm going to explain what white supremacy is, what

the alt-right is, and why I have no great love for either.

Hkok

In late November 2016, Bloomberg Businessweek published their annual Jealousy List, a

collection of “stories we wish we’d done this year -- and don’t want you to miss.” The list

25 http://www.dailystormer.com/disease-ridden-jew-acronym-milo-threatens-to-buy-4chan/

% http://www.breitbart.com/milo/2017/01/07 /fake-news-nbc-news-issues-correction-falsely-branding-milo-
white-nationalist/

2 http://www.breitbart.com/milo/2017/01/04/fake-news-usa-today-issues-correction-after-falsely-branding-
milo-as-white-nationalist-alt-right/
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included predictable names: The Washington Post, The New York Times, The Wall Street
Journal, as well as BuzzFeed and Deadspin. And then, not-so-predictably, was Breitbart.

And it wasn’t just any Breitbart article. Bloomberg specifically chose “An Establishment
Conservative’s Guide to the Alt-Right,” the whopping 5,000-word explainer on the controversial
movement written by me and my colleague Allum Bokhari. In addition to singling out the piece
as one of the best of the year, Bloomberg economics editor Peter Coy said he had “learned
something” from the piece.

I will dispense with the humility for which I am widely known: Bloomberg was right to
pick our story. It was the most influential piece of political journalism published that year, with
the exception of Ann Coulter’s Adios America, which heavily influenced Donald Trump’s
immigration policy.

The definition of alt-right has moved on since we penned our guide to the movement. In
March 2016, when Bokhari and I published our explanation of the movement, there was little
commentary, and no trace of an authoritative definition of the emerging alt-right in the media
beyond the usual hysterics and moral panic that, like clockwork, accompanies the rise of any
popular new right-wing movement.

The Daily Beast described it as a “White Power movement,” for which there was no
evidence. National Review portrayed alt-righters as embittered members of the white-working
class, which was also not correct. “Thuggish alt-right Trumpers” were the words used by Red
State, another conservative outlet that wrote in hand-wringing terms about for online trolling.
BuzzFeed described the alt-right as a “white nationalist movement” where “rare Pepes ... are

common.” (Don’t worry, I’ll explain what a “Pepe” 1s later in this chapter.)
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BuzzFeed also quoted lawyer Ken White, who lamented that it was “really hard to tease
out the genuine white nationalists from the trolls,” but added that “at a certain point the
distinction isn’t meaningful.”

Well, we thought that the distinction was very meaningful.

There’s a world of difference between teenagers telling jokes on Twitter about forbidden
subjects to wind up stuffy establishment conservatives and whiny social-justice warriors and
someone like Richard Spencer, who wants a “peaceful ethnic cleansing” of the United States.

Both the white nationalists and the neo-Nazis took over this ill-defined term “alt-right,”
and soon the people who enjoyed the label initially were being accused of sins they did not
commit. Eventually, the hardline white nationalists would solidify their hold on the movement,
with figures like Spencer gaining increasing prominence in the media. This of course suits the
media, who have always wanted to lump the memesters in with the true crazies. But that doesn't
make it right to do so.

In effect, the extremist fringe of the alt-right and the leftist media worked together to
define “alt-right” as something narrow and ugly, and entirely different from the broad, culturally
libertarian and classically liberal movement Bokhari and I had sketched out.

It’s profoundly anti-intellectual to substitute moral outrage for genuine understanding,
but that was the approach taken by many otherwise sensible commentators towards the alt-right
when it first emerged. This was grossly unfair: in its early days, before the white-nationalist
faction solidified its control over the movement, the alt-right included a member base as diverse
as disaffected Tea Party supporters and 18-year old meme addicts who were curious, as all young

people are, about a movement that defied so many taboos.
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Even today, it’s not clear-cut. There are even Jews who still identify with the alt-right™®.

To deny the movement’s complexity in a frantic effort to advertise their own moral
virtue, as so many columnists on the left and right did, was an act of supreme intellectual
dishonesty. Virtue-signalling, for those who don't know the term, is the tendency of some
individuals to signal their superior virtue by moral grandstanding, often in lieu of some other
endeavour, like accurately explaining a new political movement.

It was also wholly unjust to the younger members of the movement, who are perhaps the
first young members of a generation to be denied a chance to experiment with dangerous ideas
and not have their reputations tarnished forever. Their flirtation with the alt-right is nowhere near
as deplorable as the youth movements of the 60s and 70s, who joined violent terrorist groups like
the Red Faction (Baader-Meinhof) in Germany and the Weather Underground in the United
States. Those who did not join them openly cheered them on.

Surprise, surprise: if you join a left-wing extremist organization, your life is not going to
be ruined. Many of the young terrorists of the 1970s now enjoy cushy professorships at leading
institutions of higher learning. Wander into Columbia University, and you might find yourself in
a class led by adjunct professor Kathy Boudin, a former Weather Underground terrorist who
served 20 years in jail for assisting in the murder of two policemen of the Nyack, New York
police department, including the first black officer in the precinct.

Even before her release, the Harvard Educational Review was publishing her articles.

If you were in London and on the campus of the School of Oriental and African Studies
(SOAS) in May 2002, you might have bumped into Leila Khaled, who was being hosted for a
talk there®. What did Khaled do in her youth? Draw a picture of a cartoon frog in a Hitler

28 http://forward.com/scribe/348466/im-a-jew-and-im-a-member-of-the-alt-right/
2 hitp://www.city-journal.org/html/terrorist-returns-9942.htmi
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uniform, perhaps? No, nothing so grievous as that -- she just hijacked a plane on behalf of the
Palestinian Liberation Organization in 1969.

And of course, if you were a student at the University of Illinois in the early 2000s, you
may well have found yourself taught by Obama associate’® William Charles “Bill” Ayers, an
unreformed communist and co-founder of the Weather Underground, the same organization that
inspired the murder of two policemen described above, as well as dozens of terrorist attacks on
targets ranging from police precincts to the Pentagon.

Still, on the other hand, at least he never compared a black person to Harambe on Twitter.

You may say that neither ex-terrorists nor people who unrepentantly make racist jokes
should be teaching college students. But that’s not the paradigm we’re operating with now, is it?
And as long as we play the mainstream media’s game, spending more of our attention treating
harmless shitposters as a greater moral outrage than Bill Ayers’ professorships, we’ll never get
there either.

I have no sympathy for Ayers and others who took part in and directed terrorist violence
in the 70s. Still, I'd be sympathetic to someone who hung a Weather Underground or P.L.O flag
in their dorm-room in their youth because of the rebellious appeal they had in the that era. Young
people have always dabbled in radical, dangerous ideas, and so long as such dabbling was only a
phase and did not extend into violence, they shouldn’t be punished for it later in life.

God knows I've dabbled with dangerous iconography myself. I’ve worn just about every
political symbol you can imagine in my late-teen and early-20s experimentation phase, not

because I have any particular love for the regimes they come from. I just like pissing people off!

30 http://www.breitbart.com/big-journalism/2012/06/04/obama-ayers/
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Maajid Nawaz, former member of the Islamist group Hizb Ut-Tahrir and now one of the
world’s leading anti-extremist campaigners is an example of why we should be lenient about
what people do in their youth.

Young people flirting with dangerous imagery are the people Bokhari and I described as
the “memesters” in our taxonomy of the alt-right, and those are the people I will always speak up
for. Because as a walk through the past of some of America’s most notorious left-wing
professors shows us, there are lot worse things you could do in your youth than shock National
Review writers on Twitter. As many realized during the election, National Review needed a little
shocking.

That argument holds, by the way, if your desire to explode polite taboos includes taking
aim at the Holocaust.

What a lot of conservatives don’t realize is that no one aged 22 knows anyone who was
alive during the Second World War. And because they’re not educated properly, they don’t
regard anti-semitism any differently from racism or sexism. They simply weren’t taught about
the horrors of the Holocaust. And so, for many of them, right-wing journalists complaining about
oven jokes strike them as no different from left-wing journalists getting upset about sexism or
racism. They think it’s all a load of crap cooked up to save people’s feelings.

I happen to disagree, strongly, that anti-semitism is just like sexism or racism. I think it’s
a unique case, and in my college talks I often underscore what I think is a particularly virulent
history of bigotry against Jews. Since there have been Jews, it has always been dangerous to be
one, somewhere in the world. But to a lot of the teenagers 1 talk to, they regard complaints about
anti-semitism with the same contempt they do complaints about racism and sexism. And when

you look at what has sometimes passed for “anti-semitism,” you have to admit they have a point.
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It’s simply a fact that Jews are disproportionately well represented in the media, in the
entertainment industry and in banking. We perform well in those industries! And merely pointing
out that statistical success should not be considered anti-semitic. When you attack people for
telling the truth, you lose credibility — and young observers who don’t know any better might just
lump you in with the race-baiters of Black Lives Matter and the dishonest professional victims
who make up the majority of third-wave feminism.

As I say, I think anti-semitism is unique. But I can at least understand why so many
young people find jokes about the Second World War attractive: they drive establishment types,
especially conservatives, absolutely crackers. And I will defend to the death their right to tweet
jokes about gas ovens, no matter how distasteful I might personally find those jokes and no

matter who gets offended.

The Alt-Right Declares a Holy Crusade—Against Me

From day one, the media had an agenda: Let’s turn the alt-right into a synonym for “Neo-
Nazi,” and then accuse everyone we don’t like of being a member of the movement. It was an
old game, one we’ve seen many times before, and it was growing exceedingly tedious.

Their first target was me.

Because I was guilty of writing the only even-handed analysis of the alt-right — in other
words, I gave them a fair hearing, as I thought journalists were supposed to do — the mainstream
media decided to crown me queen of the movement, even though I never claimed to be a
member, and even though I have frequently been informed by its more ardently racist elements

that they don’t want a “racemixing kike faggot” like me at their meetings!
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Later I took to making public statements that I was not a member of the alt-right to see if
it would make a difference. It didn’t. Nothing would make the media tell the truth: journalists
simply lie and lie and lie until their enemies are beaten into submission.

I chose not to be beaten into submission.

The only people who want me at the head of the alt-right are the mainstream media, who
have variously described me as a “leader,” a “self-proclaimed leader” and a “face” of the
movement. These include NPR, the BBC, Bloomberg, The Daily Beast, The Daily Telegraph,
Prospect, London’s Evening Standard, The New Republic, and many, many more.

On the one hand, these guys are declaring the alt-right to be a racist, anti-semitic,
homophobic hate group. On the other, they’re saying that a gay Jew with a black boyfriend is the
head of it. Something doesn’t quite add up! But consistency has never been a strong point of the
liberal media.

I’m willing to accept that there a few idiots who simply don’t know any better working at
NPR and the Daily Beast. The rest are just outright liars. No matter how visually appealing my
face 1s, the alt-right joins campus crybabies, the morbidly obese, and the Muslim Brotherhood as
one of the few groups in America that does not want me associated with them. Perhaps some of
the younger, less serious memesters wouldn’t mind, but the hardline, white supremacists are
unequivocal about it.

“I am hereby declaring a Holy Crusade against Milo Yiannopoulos, who is the single
greatest threat our movement has at this time,” wrote Daily Stormer editor and 5-foot-2 skinhead
Andrew Anglin last year’'. “He is our arch-nemesis. We need to stop this kike.” (Anglin,

ironically enough, is rumored to be Jewish.)

31 http://www.dailystormer.com/stormer-book-club-crusade-the-final-solution-to-the-milo-problem/
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To repeat, for the idiots at NBC News, USA Today and CNN: the editor of the most hard-
core alt-right site on the web declared me the movement’s “arch-nemesis.”

Yet according to the media, I'm still the leader of the movement. Frankly, I am overjoyed
that both infantile communists and internet Nazis all hate my guts. All the worst people in the
world — feminists, cyclists, Black Lives Matter activists, vapers and, yes, the couple of thousand
Bitcoin brownshirts living in their parent’s basements really, really hate me.

Breitbart was another target of the mainstream media, which repeatedly sought to
pigeonhole us as an “alt-right” platform after our former Executive Editor, Steve Bannon, joined
the Trump campaign. Yes, Breitbart, where virtually our entire management team is Jewish and
most of our senior editors are Jewish, the same Breitbart that publishes the “Breitbart Jerusalem”
vertical, is supposedly a platform for a movement that, according to the mainstream media, hates
Jews and Israel.

The media’s ultimate target was the incoming Trump administration, which is why they
stepped up their attacks after Steve Bannon was appointed to the campaign team. During the
transition, as the establishment fought the populists for a seat at Trump’s cabinet table, the media
unleashed its full arsenal against Bannon and Breitbart. The Huffington Post and The Intercept
published mind-bending “explainers” on how Bannon was somehow both anti-semitic and pro-
Israel at the same time. According to 7he Independent, Bannon was an “alt-right media baron”
with “the ear of the president.” According to the L.A Times, the alt-right was actually “Steve
Bannon’s fringe brand of conservatism.”

Once again, the Fake News Media displayed its talent for spinning a web of lies across

multiple publications.

880001313



FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 12/21/2017 05:07 PM INDEX NO. 654668/2017
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 68 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 12/21/2017

58
But this was 2016, a year that unlike any other proved just how absurd, powerless, and
morally bankrupt the media had become. Donald Trump ignored the media pressure and named

Bannon his Chief Strategist.

The Fringe Takes Over

The media didn’t succeed in its main intention, which was delegitimizing the most
effective right-wing individuals of modern times. But they may have succeeded in killing off the
alt-right, or at least rendering the word meaningless and unhelpful.

In his praise of our guide to the alt-right, Bloomberg Businessweek’s Peter Coy said that
he thought the movement was “in a darker place” in November 2016 than it had been in March,
when we wrote our piece. He’s correct, it is — but that’s largely the fault of the mainstream
media.

You see, if you call something neo-Nazi for long enough, it will invariably attract actual
neo-Nazis and — this may surprise you! — scare off normal people.

The alt-right has always had a fringe element of Reich-loving basement-dwellers who
describe the Holocaust as a “Holohoax” and want to ban “race-mixing.” When we wrote our
guide to the alt-right, these were just one of many factions in the alt-right, alongside dissident
intellectuals, taboo-breaking kids, and instinctive social conservatives.

An Israel-supporting former Tea Party member was, in those days, just as likely to be
drawn to the alt-right as a Richard Spencer devotee, because it was the most exciting, dynamic,
and effective right-wing movement to emerge since the Tea Party. Even leftist outlets like

BuzzFeed acknowledged its power to dominate the internet and influence the news cycle.
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One week in September, shortly after Hillary Clinton read out several of my headlines ir
a speech on the alt-right, the national broadcast media spoke of little besides Pepe the Frog.
Pepe, for the uninitiated, is a cartoon frog from a web comic that went viral in the mid-noughties.
Originally used as a reaction image to signify a poster's emotional response to something (there
are “Sad Pepes, Happy Pepes, Angry Pepes and Smug Pepes — a lot like emojis), the frog
inexplicably evolved into something of a mascot for the alt-right and for Trump supporters.

Following the classic media playbook of “if you don’t understand it, call it racist,” the
media branded this innocent cartoon frog a “symbol of white supremacy.”

We should give thanks to NPR, CNN and the Southern Poverty Law Center for
identifying the real causes of racial tension in America. It isn’t terrible schools, or black
fatherlessness, or constant race-baiting from hucksters like Al Sharpton. No! It’s a cartoon frog.
And people wonder why no one trusts the media any more.

If you’re wondering why largely apolitical trolls are attracted to the alt-right, this is it --
nothing tickles them more than getting the entire world to discuss one of their memes and
desperately try to make sense of it. Double points if it makes people angry and they start calling
it names on cable news!

Pepe, I am happy to report, has escaped the redefinition of “alt-right” mostly unscathed,
and 1s still a mascot on college campuses, where he 1s used as a symbol of dissidence and
resistance to progressive left orthodoxy.

Largely thanks to the willingness of old-school conservatives to march in lockstep with
the mainstream media, the alt-right gradually came to be dominated not by pranksters and trolls

but by actual white nationalists. A turning point came shortly after Donald Trump’s election
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victory, when Richard Spencer foolishly encouraged a room full of his supporters to “hail
Trump,” which three people promptly did -- with so-called “Roman salutes.” **

Even nominal white identitarians like Paul “RamZPaul” Ramsey decided they’d had
enough with the movement after that, and promptly disavowed it>”.

It increasingly looks like the only people left in the alt-right movement will soon be
Holocaust-deniers, Richard Spencer fans and Daily Stormer readers. If that’s the case, I want
nothing to do with the movement -- and, presumably, the movement wants nothing to do with
me.

The only “Jewish Question” I'm interested in finding the solution to is how to get more

yarmulke-wearers checking the Republican box on election day.

32 http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2016/11/19/white-nationalists-and-nazi-saluting-tila-tequila-toast
emperor-trump-in-washington-dc.html
% https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=n8HBLX_khwQ
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WHY TWITTER HATES ME

In May 2016, I challenged Facebook CEO Mark Zuckerberg to a live debate. He had a
good reason to say yes. At the time, Facebook was embroiled in the second-biggest political
controversy in the world of tech that year. (The first, obviously, was my suspension from
Twitter. But more about that in a bit.)

Facebook had been caught in a lie: its “Trending News” feature, ostensibly designed to
provide users with a list of the most popular topics being discussed on the platform that day, was
in fact being manipulated from the top down, by a group of editors who were as biased as any
mainstream media newsroom.

Despite heralding a new age of free, unfiltered information in their early days, it seemed
that the differences between new media and old media were not so great after all. Both were
spoon-fceding information to their rcaders, deciding for the public what they should and
shouldn’t be allowed to see.

It wasn’t supposed to be this way. Users of social media were promised that information
would be free, with users choosing for themselves what they received, and from whom. And
that’s how it was at the start. In in the early years of Facebook, the idea of an editor deciding
what information you most needed to see today was laughable. Equally, there was no algorithm
deciding who saw what posts, when, and where. Instead, the system was simple -- users followed
other users, and saw a list of their posts, updated in real-time. Beyond the block button, there was

no filtering. If your friend made a post at 6:15 PM, you saw it at 6:15 PM. The present system,
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where Facebook chooses what you see, when you see it, and how you see it, is a radical
departure from that early, democratic ideal of the internet.

Of course, Facebook says it’s just delivering content to users that is high-quality and
relevant to their interests -- both politically neutral metrics. But it’s not hard to predict what will
happen when a company in one of the most progressive industries (tech), located in perhaps the
most progressive city in America (San Francisco), trusts its staff to implement policies neutrally.

In May 2016, it was revealed that the inevitable had indeed happened -- Facebook was
discriminating against topics of interest to conservatives on its “Trending News” feature. A
former employee of the team told Gizmodo that in addition to neglecting conservative trends, the
company also suppressed stories about itself while artificially promoting stories about the Black
Lives Matter movement.**

According to Gizmodo, Facebook’s team of “News Curators” were “told to select articles
from a list of preferred media outlets that included sites like the New York Times, Time, Variety,
and other liberal mainstream outlets. They would regularly avoid sites like World Star Hip Hop,
The Blaze, and Breitbart, but were never explicitly told to suppress those outlets.” A leaked
document published in 7he Guardian later confirmed that Facebook would check against a list of
preferred mainstream outlets (including the BBC, the liberal-leaning New York Times and CNN,
and FOX) before assigning a story “national-level importance.” ** In other words, it was up to
places like CNN to sign off on stories from right-leaning outlets before Facebook would touch
them. Can anyone spot the problem?

Facebook’s policy of discrimination against conservatives wasn’t mandated from the top

down, but it didn’t need to be. The truth is, Silicon Valley companies don’t save to institute

34 http://gizmodo.com/former-facebook-workers-we-routinely-suppressed-conser-1775461006
3 https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2016/may/12/facebook-trending-news-leaked-documents-
editor-guidelines
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policies of bias against conservatives -- all they have to do is give minimal oversight to their
overwhelmingly left-leaning employees, and turn a blind eye to the inevitable consequences.

And that’s exactly what Facebook did. “We choose what’s trending,” a former employee
told Gizmodo. “There was no real standard for measuring what qualified as news and what
didn’t. It was up to the news curator to decide.”

The source told Gizmodo exactly what this meant for conservative news, and for
progressive news. In short, the former was suppressed (“deep-sixed,” according to internal

Facebook jargon) while the latter was promoted.

Among the deep-sixed or suppressed topics on the list: former IRS official Lois
Lerner, who was accused by Republicans of inappropriately scrutinizing conservative
groups; Wisconsin Gov. Scott Walker; popular conservative news aggregator the Drudge
Report; Chris Kyle, the former Navy SEAL who was murdered in 2013; and former Fox

News contributor Steven Crowder.

Meanwhile, according to the source, stories about progressive causes like Black Lives
Matter were promoted, due to pressure from Facebook’s left-leaning staff (they would also
pressure Mark Zuckerberg to use Facebook to help swing the election for Hillary Clinton, and

blame him for not doing enough after she lost)*.

36 http://aizmodo.com/facebook-emploveeas-asked-mark-zuckerberg-if-they-should-
17710129907utm campaign=socialflow gizmodo twitter&utm source=gizmodo twitter&utm medium=s0
cialflow

https:/fwww.ws’.com/articles/facebook-emplovees-pushed-to-remove-trump-posts-as-hate-
speach-1477075392
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Facebook got a lot of pressure about not having a trending topic for Black Lives
Matter,” the individual said. “They realized it was a problem, and they boosted it in the
ordering. They gave it preference over other topics. When we injected it, everyone started
saying, ‘Yeah, now I’m seeing it as number one’.”” This particular injection is especially
noteworthy because the #BlackLivesMatter movement originated on Facebook, and the

ensuing media coverage of the movement often noted its powerful social media presence.

Facebook’s political bias scandal took place after Twitter’s. But because, unlike Twitter.
Facebook actually matters to normal people, it caused an instant response from politicians.

A stern letter from Senator Jim Thune, then Chairman of the Senate Commerce
Committee, called on Facebook to explain itself.

“If Facebook presents its Trending Topics section as the result of a neutral, objective
algorithm but is in fact subjective,” wrote Thune, then “Facebook’s assertion that it maintains ‘a
platform for people and perspectives from across the political spectrum’ misleads the public.” A
petition was also created by the Republican National Committee saying “Facebook Must Answer
For Conservative Censorship.”

Shocked by the response, Facebook leapt into action -- they announced a whitewashing
“internal report” (which of course found no wrongdoing at the company) and invited a bunch of
establishment conservatives to a behind-closed-doors meeting at their Menlo Park headquarters
to look like they were taking the right’s concerns seriously.

Breitbart received an invitation to attend the meeting, but unlike S.E Cupp, Glenn Beck
and other assorted establishment types, we declined to attend because we considered the

invitation a photo op, and not a serious effort to engage with conservatives. Instead, I asked
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Mark Zuckerberg to answer, in a live debate with me, to the only group who mattered -- the
millions of ordinary conservatives who used his platform. He refused.

I’m a humble man -- take a walk if you’re still laughing more 30 seconds after reading
that -- who can of course handle not receiving attention, so my response to Facebook’s snub was
characteristically gracious and mild. Along with Allum Bokhari, I wrote a series of stories
exposing the wacky progressive views of Facebook’s Trending News team®”*, leading to them
all getting fired and replaced with a computer algorithm™. You’re welcome, America.

Anti-Muslim activist Pamela Geller, who was banned from Facebook (and then
reinstated, following Breitbart coverage™) following the Muslim terrorist attack in Orlando,
Florida, is also not letting the matter of Facebook’s bias stand. Geller is currently suing the

company®', and in an article for Breithart, she explained why.

I am sick and tired of the suppression of our speech. We are unable to engage in
the public square. And yes, Facebook is the public square; it’s where we connect. We
have to fight for it. Shouting into the wilderness is not freedom of speech. My Facebook
page has close to 300,000 followers, and combined with my pages (SIOA, SION, AFDI),

the reach is another 100,000. It’s a critical connection.

3 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/07/14/facebook-trending-editor-ben-wagner/

%8 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/07/15/facebook-trending-editor-jennifer-jenkins-race-isnt-real/

i http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/08/27/entire-facebook-trending-news-team-fired-following-breitbart-
coverage/

40 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/06/14/pamela-geller-stop-islamization-america-reinstated-facebook-
following-breitbart-story/

“ http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/07/13/pamela-geller-suing-facebook/
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Facebook has immense power over organic media — the sharing of our
information and news between friends and associates. I would say too much power.

They’re trying to change the people by restricting our access to information.

Geller isn’t alone. Gun shop owners*?, immigration hawks* and admins of right-wing
meme pages™ have also faced censorship from Facebook.

Yet, amazingly, out of the leading web companies, Facebook is perhaps the best of the
bunch. The impression I get from speaking to Facebook’s management behind closed doors is of
a company trying desperately to rein in its own hyper-progressive employees. A report from 7he
Wall Street Journal revealed that in the middle of the campaign, Mark Zuckerberg faced pressure
from his community standards team to censor content from Donald Trump, whom they argued
was engaging in “hate speech.” The team even threatened to quit if Trump wasn’t censored, but
Zuckerberg reportedly held his ground.®

Zuckerberg also stood fast when faced with pressure to remove Trump supporter Peter

Thiel from Facebook’s board, releasing a statement in support of political diversity.*®

We care deeply about diversity. That’s easy to say when it means standing up for
ideas you agree with. It’s a lot harder when it means standing up for the rights of people

with different viewpoints to say what they care about.

42 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/06/17/gun-trainers-store-owners-banned-quickly-reinstated-
facebook-orlando/
43 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/05/18/facebook-censoring-content-critical-immigration/

44 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/05/21/facebook-bans-canadian-commentator-for-saying-it-targets-
conservatives/

4 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/10/21/report-facebook-employees-wanted-to-censor-hate-speech-
from-trump-threatened-to-quit/

46 http://www.breitbart.com/california/2016/10/20/facebook-zuckerberg-defends-trump-supporter-peter-
thiel/
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This doesn’t make Zuckerberg special, I should add. Assuming this isn’t a deception
(remember, he once called his own users “dumb fucks” for trusting him with their personal data),
he’s doing the bare minimum of what we expect from our social media companies -- providing
people with a platform to air their opinions, without letting his personal politics get in the way.

But he’s barely accomplishing that. Facebook requires constant policing from the
conservative media to keep the biases of their staff in check. On numerous occasions, wrongfully
suspended accounts - like Pamela Geller’s - have only been reinstated following coverage from
Breitbart. Facebook only took concerns over its Trending News team seriously after the
conservative media got involved, and only fired them after Breitbart reported on their political

biases.

Back to Twitter

“That trunk of humours, that bolting-hutch of beastliness, that swollen parcel of
dropsies, that huge bombard of sack, that stuffed cloak-bag of guts, that roasted
Manningtree ox with pudding in his belly, that reverend vice, that grey Iniquity, that

father ruffian, that vanity in years.”

My love of Shakespeare has provided me with no end of colorful ways to describe
Twitter and its sandal-wearing, hobo-chic CEO Jack Dorsey.
Not for Twitter, where its stock has declined some 80 per cent since 2014, and where user

growth has stalled since 2013, but for the rest of us, who receive the news of the company’s
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misfortunes with the grim satisfaction that karma, cosmic justice and divine retribution are alive
and well.

Twitter was once the most attention-grabbing of the social media platforms. It promised
to usher in a new age of instant, democratic free expression. Its character limit encouraged us to
share our rapid-fire thoughts with the world, without a filter. In its early days, Twitter could
justifiably claim that it showed us what was on the world’s mind at any given moment.

And it was fun! It was fun to watch governments and politicians humbled in the face of
the global citizenry’s unmoderated opinions. It was fun to engage in the raucous back-and-forth
between liberals, conservatives and libertarians, on a platform which, for a while at least, made
no effort to force everyone into intellectually stifling filter bubbles comprised of people who
think exactly the same way. It was the opposite of a safe space. It could embarrass governments,
kill officially-mandated myths, and even topple dictators. It was dangerous. Naturally, I was a
fan.

But, because Twitter was about freedom, fun, and the humbling of authority, it was only
a matter of time before the progressive left decided to crash the party.

They became particularly motivated after they figured out how much its users loved me
(really, it shouldn’t have taken them as long as it did to figure that out). In October 2015, Fusion
was already referring to me as “the internet’s biggest troll” with “terrifying allure” (both true)
and when, a few months later, Twitter removed my “verified” badge, the Huffington Post

congratulated the platform for “standing up for women online.” *’

Ugh, please.
It started with my blue verified check mark. Verified checks, for those of you who don’t
know, are given out to prominent figures who are likely to be impersonated. I’m probably the

o http://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/jessie-thompson/milo-yiannopoulos-unverified-twitter-blue-
tick_b_8944126.html
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most impersonated individual who isn’t Beyoncé, yet Twitter still took away my check mark,
and for ideological reasons -- a move that was then without precedent. Groucho Marx once said
he’d never be part of a club that wanted him as a member. I take the opposite view -- after I was
unverified, it’s pretty clear that the club’s become a lot less exclusive, and a lot less cool.

I knew from that moment that Twitter was looking for an excuse to ban me, and that they
would eventually find one. I also knew that when they succeeded, all hell would break loose. I
wasn’t disappointed, although Twitter’s shareholders probably are now.

The pretext they needed turned out to be the all-female reboot of Ghostbusters, a
remarkably bad film that flopped at the box office and contributed to Sony's decision to take a
near-$1billion write-down on its movie business.*® I covered the film in more detail in a previous
chapter. All you really need to know is that it was a vindictive and boring feminist reboot and
that before it had even been released, director Paul Feig was denouncing its critics as
“misogynist” and “right-wing.”*’

As always, the smell of butthurt attracts trolls, who prey on the easily-offended like frogs
on grasshoppers. As my Breitbart colleague Ezra Dulis eloquently put it, “To a Twitter troll,
there is no greater rush than a response from an angry celebrity — the knowledge that you, in the
middle of Podunkville, USA, have the power to get under the skin of someone rich, famous, and
surrounded by ass kissers.”°

So, when Leslie Jones, one of the four leading actresses in that cinematic trainwreck,

began angrily responding to her detractors on Twitter, the result was inevitable. She was feeding

the trolls, so they started to swarm.

48 http://uk.businessinsider.com/sonys-movie-division-1-billion-loss-2017-1?r=US&IR=T

49 http://deadline.com/2016/06/yara-shahidi-paul-feig-ghostbusters-pga-produced-by-conference-
diversity-panel-1201767470/

50 http://www.breitbart.com/big-hollywood/2016/07/20/leslie-jones-twitter-trolls-milo-yiannopoulos/
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Media reports say I was the one who led these swarms. This couldn’t be further from the
truth. She was engaging in running battles with her detractors on Twitter for hours before I got
involved, actively trading insults with them and provoking them.

(I suspect part of the reason why lefties in the media saw me as the ringleader of the trolls
is that it’s hard for them to imagine the idea that people can move collectively without a leader.
It’s their authoritarianism showing: for them, a herd must have a shepherd. It cannot move on its
own. The idea of people thinking independently and acting independently frightens them.)

My main offense was writing a review of her movie she didn’t like — if you don’t count
my real crime, which was daring to get into a feud with a black woman, itself seemingly proof of
racism in progressive America today.

I criticized Leslie Jones, tossing a few jabs her way. I can't stand celebrities with thin
skins. Getting hate mail is part and parcel of being famous no matter what you look like. I don’t
just get hate mail — I get dead animals and syringes full of mystery liquid through my letterbox.
But rather than bleat about homophobic stalkers, I resolve to get even by writing something that
will annoy the left-wing haters even more.

I tweeted that she was playing the victim,”' that her character in Ghostbusters was an
unfunny racial stereotype, and that her tweets were barely literate™. All are true. (Despite calling
people “bitches” all evening, she had the audacity to report me for that last one.)

Jones accused me of supporting the racists tweeting her gorilla pictures (wrong), and
retweeting sycophants accusing me of being a “Gay Uncle Tom.” (Later, she would laughably

claim that the retweet was a result of her “being hacked””””). Finally, she blocked me. I sent out a

51 http://media.breitbart.com/media/2016/07/CntB-7vUEAA-NN1.jpg

52 http://media.breitbart.com/media/2016/07/CntCAM3VIAART7T-.jpg

53 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/07/20/ghostbusters-leslie-jones-blames-hack-for-uncle-tom-
retweet/
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final tweet (“Rejected by yet another black dude!”) and left it at that. Another easy victory over a
hypocritical, thin-skinned Hollywood celebrity.

The next day, a day that will live in social media infamy, Twitter took my account away
forever. A few minutes before [ was scheduled to take the stage at a “Gays for Trump” party I
was headlining at the Republican National Convention, I was banned from the network forever. I
suspect — but of course can't prove — that they waited until just before my event deliberately, to
cause maximum damage. Remember, this is a company whose employees wrote
“#SCREWNERO” on a whiteboard in its San Francisco headquarters.

They didn’t plan on my preternatural skill for turning every minor setback into a gigantic,
glittering triumph.

The immediate result of my ban was the greatest barrage of press attention I’d ever
received. (I've since surpassed it, naturally.) CNN, CNBC, and ABC all wanted me on to talk
about it. Like all progressive imbeciles, Twitter HQ willfully ignored the Streisand Effect —
whenever censorship is attempted, it simply draws ever more attention to its target. Sometimes |
wonder if my biggest enemies are in fact my biggest friends, and are all secretly helping me out
while pretending to be leftists in public.

I was the number-one trending topic for a full day, with tens of thousands of users
tweeting the “#FreeMilo” hashtag in solidarity. It wasn’t long before my fans started scrawling
the slogan in chalk outside Twitter’s international network of offices. I’'m now seen as Patient
Zero in Twitter’s crusade against conservatives, particularly the Trump-supporting kind.

One of my more mischievous fans even filmed himself convincing a group of animal

rights activists to chant “Free Milo,” after persuading them that I was a captive donkey.
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Do I feel bad about being a catalyst for Twitter’s censorship? No more than Jean-Luc
Picard should feel bad about being a catalyst for the Borg’s invasion of Federation space.

By the way, one thing you won’t read in the media is that Leslie Jones directly incited
harassment against her critics, the very rule violation I was falsely accused of when Twitter
suspended my account. When one user suggested to Jones that some introspection might be in
order if she wanted to stop the wave of trolling, Jones responded with an unequivocal call to dog-
pile the user: “Bitch I want to tell everyone about you but I'm going to let everybody else do it
I'm gonna retweet your hate!! Get her!!”>* In another tweet, she also urged her followers to “go
after them like they going after me.””>> Twitter of course did nothing in the face of these flagrant
rule-violations; she didn’t even have to delete her tweets to unlock her account, which is the
site’s mildest form of punishment for a terms-of-service breach.

The left first proceeded 1n its crusade to censor Twitter with methods much the same as
their later campaign against “fake news” on Facebook: with a barrage of pressure from their
allies in politics and the media. A host of feminist whingebags, including ghoulish Democratic
congresswoman Katherine Clark and hand-wringing British Labour MP Stella Creasy, ginned up
a panic about “death threats” and “trolls” who were supposedly striking fear into innocent,
powerless women on Twitter. (Coincidentally, these women almost always turned out to be
professional feminist activists and left-wing politicians.) The narrative was repeated breathlessly
across the national media in both Britain and America -- and slowly, the platform that once
proudly proclaimed its status as “the free speech wing of the free speech party,” began to contort
into a feminist-friendly safe space in which you could tweet “#KillAllWhiteMen,”
“#MasculinitySoFragile” or “I BATHE IN MALE TEARS” without a care in the world, but if

54 https://archive.is/hHzf6
55 https://archive.is/9Qsz8
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you made a joke about a feminist, you risked losing your account forever. The double standards
quickly became obvious to everyone.

The censors received a boost in late 2015 when co-founder Jack Dorsey replaced
relatively pro-free speech Dick Costolo as permanent CEO. Dorsey, a close friend of DeRay
Mckesson who had marched with Black Lives Matter in Ferguson, Missouri,”® had a reputation
for wacky progressive values. He quickly set about turning Twitter into a sharia-compliant
conservative-free zone.

A crackdown began almost immediately. Just two months after Dorsey became CEO,
conservative actor Adam Baldwin received a temporary suspension for a tweet implying that
conservatives and libertarians were more sexually attractive than left-wingers. (An observation
that has been repeatedly confirmed by surveys and studies.>”) The tweet broke none of Twitter’s
rules, yet Baldwin was forced to delete it before his account was restored. This was at the same
time angry death threats to Donald Trump, then a contender for the Republican nomination, were
a daily occurrence.

I knew it was only a matter of time before Dorsey came for me too, because I am so
effective and popular, so I was determined to cause him as much trouble as possible before it
happened. And after it happened. And after Twitter is bankrupt. And after Jack Dorsey is
disgraced and handing out GoFundMe donation links on the streets of San Francisco. Really, the
man just sucks at picking enemies.

Like any CEO, Dorsey can’t admit his political bias openly. On the rare occasions when
he does address the issue, he insists that the platform is politically neutral. In an interview with

the 7oday show’s Matt Lauer shortly after my deverification, Dorsey flatly denied that the

% http://www.usatoday.com/story/tech/news/2016/06/01/twitters-dorsey-describes-time-ferguson-mo-
wake-up-call/85270192/
*T https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UTBaflj-ay0
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platform censors anything other than threats of violence, insisting that Twitter merely existed to
“empower conversation.”®

This is the same platform that banned me for being unkind about a celebrity, put a
“safety” filter on all outgoing links to the blog of Vox Day, sci-fi’s leading libertarian right-
winger, and has kicked countless right-wingers off its platform, sometimes temporarily,
sometimes permanently. These included conservative journalist Chuck C. Johnson, his platform
WeSearchr, actor Adam Baldwin, the cultural libertarian YouTuber Sargon of Akkad, and the
Canadian writer and anti-feminist Janet Bloomfield.

It also included a conscious crackdown on the alt-right, directly after the election. Dozens
of the movement’s prominent voices got the boot. At the same time, when Jerome Hudson, an
African-American writer for Breitbart was bombarded with racial slurs including “coon” and
“uncle Tom,” Twitter took no action.>” In the two months following the election, social media
analytics also discovered more than 12,000 tweets calling for the death of Donald Trump —
tweets that were allowed to remain on the platform.®® Yet Twitter continues to profess its
political neutrality. In my time as technology editor for Breitbart News, I have never seen an
example of an account suspended for sending death or rape threats to Donald Trump or any other
prominent conservative.

Twitter was also secretly discriminating against conservative news sources well before

the words “Facebook” and “fake news” emerged from a progressive news outlet. In February

2016, a source who worked closely with Twitter revealed to Breitbart that the company had been

%8 http://www.newsbusters.org/blogs/nb/tom-blumer/2016/03/20/twitter-ceo-dorsey-denies-censorship-
today-show-interview-lauer-fails

%9 http://www.breitbart.com/big-nollywood/2016/07/20/rapper-talib-kweli-attacks-breitbarts-jerome-hudson-
calls-coon-twitter-not-banned-platform/

60 http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-4189124/More-12-000-tweets-call-Trump-s-assassination.html
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“shadowbanning” inconvenient Twitter users and maintained a “whitelist” of trusted news
sources.’’

(“Shadowbanning” is the sneaky practice of removing or minimizing a user’s posts from
public view without alerting the user, who often continues posting, believing nothing has
changed.)

If Dorsey won’t address his platform’s blatant bias, he might one day have to answer to
the courts. On March 4 2016, I asked President Obama’s Press Secretary, Josh Earnest, about the
role that Obama might play in reminding social media platforms about the importance of
protecting free expression.

Earnest made it clear that even Obama believed that the success of social media platforms
1s “predicated on the important protection of First Amendment rights to self-expression.” He also
recommended that Twitter users who feel aggrieved by the platform’s policies should turn to
lawsuits as a response. Several such lawsuits are already in the works.

That was President Obama, the most powerful progressive of the last two decades. If
Twitter’s censorious direction received stern words from /is administration, Dorsey ought to be
quivering in his locally-sourced sandals when Trump takes office.

The death of Twitter is inevitable at this point, but Dorsey certainly isn’t doing anything
to slow down the process. Doesn’t he understand that if you suspend your platform’s funniest,
smartest, and most attractive people (hello!), you’ll bore other users to death as well? Not only
that, but the censorship also creates a chilling effect, frightening other users from speaking their
minds. On Twitter, a site designed for rapid-fire streams of consciousness, that means nothing

less than the death of the platform.

o1 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/02/16/exclusive-twitter-shadowbanning-is-real-say-inside-sources/
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There’s an impression, put about by the media, abetted by Twitter itself and now,
stupidly, accepted by just about everyone, that Twitter’s problems and the reason the company
hasn’t been acquired boil down to “abuse” and “harassment.”

Actually, the opposite is true. The history of social networks knows no exception to this
simple rule: when you start clamping down on free expression, you die. Twitter is no different.
Twitter can’t maintain user growth because it’s boring (all the cool people left, or have been
banned) and because the product is terrible, not because of “trolls.” If trolls were the problem,
newspaper comment sections, reddit, 4chan and YouTube would have closed down years ago.

People /ove getting into spats on the internet. Some people spend their whole lives doing
it! The only people who object to ridicule and criticism are touchy, fragile celebrities and
journalists with brittle egos who can’t cope with readers pointing out how biased and stupid they
are. Twitter’s problem is that there’s too little edgy speech, not too much, and the fact that people
who don’t want to hear from cach other too often do, because the product is so badly engineered.

I can’t believe I’m the only person who understands this.

The media’s “war on trolls” is actually just another kind of class warfare: politically-
correct university-educated elites don’t like how the working classes speak. They’re horrified by
the ribald humor, sharp language and raucous tone of working-class interactions. So they brand it
all as “abuse” and “harassment” and close their comment sections because they are too delicate
to engage with how ordinary people actually talk. And then they wonder why people think they
are snobbish and distant.

(The same thing is happening with the media’s failure to report accurately on the flyover

states, and its palpable contempt for working-class Trump voters.)
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Twitter could save a lot of money these days by writing its executives’ names on their
doors with pencil instead of fancy placards. Like an episode of Suifs, Twitter execs come, go,
change jobs and disappear under black clouds every few minutes. The office removal costs alone
must be astronomical.
And as for suspending me because of a spat with Leslie Jones... come off it. I mean, if

you’re going to sell out your core values to a celebrity, at least pick someone funny or talented.

Googl¢

Twitter 1s the Silicon Valley company where progressive bias is most apparent, but
Google is the company where it is the most dangerous. Google has perhaps more influence than
any other in controlling what information we get to see on the web, and it wields a frightening
amount of power. If Google decides that it doesn’t want web users to find something, it would be
very difficult to stop them — or even to find out that Google did anything in the first place. That’s
probably why, out of all the Silicon Valley companies accused of bias, it was Google’s that
Donald Trump addressed directly.

The occasion that led him to address it was the release of an explosive video showing
bias in Google’s search results. In the video, tech channel SourceFed demonstrated that searches
for Hillary Clinton did not autocomplete to words that were popular searches if they reflected
negatively on the Democratic candidate (for example "Hillary Clinton cri" did not autocomplete
to the popular search term "Hillary Clinton criminal"). This contrasted with the competing,
though far less influential Bing and Yahoo search engines, where all search terms autocompleted

correctly.
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Google denied altering its search recommendations to favor Clinton, saying it does not
autocomplete terms that are "offensive or disparaging when displayed in conjunction with a
person's name." But a later experiment from prominent psychologist Robert Epstein found that it
was perfectly possible to get Google to autocomplete disparaging search terms next to a person's
name -- so long as that person wasn't Hillary Clinton.

According to Epstein's findings, it was relatively easy to get Google to display negative
search terms for Clinton's primary opponent, Bernie Sanders, and for Donald Trump. Another
coincidence?

Eric Schmidt, CEO of the company that owns Google, is of course very much in the mold
of Tim Cook, Jack Dorsey, and Mark Zuckerberg. But unlike those three, his involvement in
politics suggests a direct link between his technology work and his support for left-wing
politicians. Schmidt is the founder of campaigning organization “The Groundwork,” the sole
purpose of which was to put Hillary Clinton in the White House, by putting Silicon Valley’s
technological prowess at the campaign’s disposal.

Schmidt, more than the other CEOs, save perhaps Tim Cook, was committed to Hillary
Clinton’s failed run for President. And Epstein's experiment, remember, showed that Google
displayed negative search terms for both Donald Trump and Bernie Sanders -- only Hillary was
let off.

WikiLeaks confirmed the Schmidt’s involvement with the Clinton campaign in an email
leak, which included a Democratic staffer acknowledging that Schmidt’s group was working
“directly and indirectly” with the Clinton team®*. Chillingly, a leaked email sent from Schmidt
himself suggested the creation of a voter database that regularly aggregates “all that is known”

62 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/10/19/wikileaks-googles-eric-schmidt-working-with-clinton-
campaign/
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about individual voters. Creating such a database is Orwellian in the extreme and sounds
daunting, but Google, with its vast quantities of user data, could pull it off with frightening
efficiency®.

It’s not just Schmidt, either. A report from 7he Intercept in April 2016 revealed just how
close Google’s relationship with the Obama administration was.®* The report showed that
Google representatives attended meetings at the White House “more than once a week, on
average, from the beginning of Obama’s presidency through October 2015.”

The Intercept’s report also showed how Google operated a “revolving door” with the

White House, with employees frequently moving between both.

...55 cases of individuals moving from positions at Google into the federal
government, and 197 individuals moving from positions inside the government to jobs at
Google. The data includes positions at firms that Eric Schmidt owns or controls — Civis
Analytics, The Groundwork, and Tomorrow Ventures — along with two law firms and
three lobbying firms that have represented Google. On the government side, staffers at
Obama for America and a handful of other political campaigns were included.

The data includes individuals from Google appointed to government boards while
maintaining their positions at the tech firm. Google board member John Doerr was
appointed to the President’s Council on Jobs and Competitiveness in February 2011. Eric

Schmidt has been part of the President’s Council of Advisers on Science and Technology

63 http://www.zerohedge.com/news/2016-11-01/wikileaks-reveals-googles-strategic-plan-help-democrats-
win-election

64 https://theintercept.com/2016/04/22/googles-remarkably-close-relationship-with-the-obama-white-
house-in-two-charts/
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since 2009. He was also more recently appointed to lead the Defense Innovation
Advisory Board at the Pentagon, which occurred outside the time frame of the data.

But the bulk of the moves involved job changes. Google alums work in the
departments of State, Defense, Commerce, Education, Justice, and Veterans Affairs. One
works at the Federal Reserve, another at the U.S. Agency for International Development.

The highest number — 29 — moved from Google into the White House.

With such a close relationship, it’s little wonder that Eric Schmidt fought so hard to elect
Hillary Clinton, the Obama continuity candidate.

Google’s bias matters immensely. Some might consider conservatives fortunate that tech
companies didn’t use all the powers at their disposal to influence the election. Google could, if
they wanted to, ban all links to Breitbart, as could Twitter and Facebook. But they would be
wrong -- in the current climate, conservatives feel just safe enough on social media not to flock
to competing platforms. There is growing awareness that the companies that serve as conduits
for speech on the web are no longer politically neutral, but not enough to trigger a mass exodus.

The numbers should horrify anyone who holds out hope that future elections might be
fair ones. One of Robert Epstein's earlier experiments found that manipulation of search results
can convince undecided voters to back a candidate with frightening efficiency®. In some
demographics, Epstein found that the conversion rate was up to 80 per cent.

If conservatives thought mainstream media bias was bad, just wait until they see the

effects of social media bias -- or worse, scarch engine bias.

Why Conservatives Must Take on Silicon Valley

65 http://www.pnas.org/content/112/33/E4512.full.pdf?with-ds=yes
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Given the high-tech forces ranged against him, it’s nothing short of a miracle that Donald
Trump won the presidency. In 2020, when social media and search engines are likely to wield
even more power, he may not be so lucky. If conservatives want to keep winning, they need to
get serious about Silicon Valley, and it needs to happen fast.

They need to be aware that, aside from rare exceptions like Peter Thiel, almost everyone
in the world of tech absolutely hates them. Jack Dorsey is an ardent Black Lives Matter
supporter who has joined the group on marches in Ferguson, Missouri. He has appeared on stage
with the group’s leading member, DeRay Mckesson and has brought censorious feminists into
Twitter to advise the company on who it should ban from the platform.

Mark Zuckerberg, meanwhile, is an ardent globalist who believes that the United States
should “follow Germany’s lead on immigration.”. Despite his flowery words in favor of political
diversity, he also banned employees from writing “All Lives Matter” on company whiteboards.

Eric Schmidt is less vocal, but as we saw above, potentially far more dangerous. He
already worked to put Hillary Clinton in the White House. Who knows what he will do to
sabotage Trump over the course of his presidency?

Soon, the only advantage conservatives have on the web will be the Drudge Report, an
incredibly well-trafficked news aggregator run by conservative media pioncer Matt Drudge. The
site can still instantly make a story go viral, and has been a constant thorn in the side of
progressives seeking dominance of the web. But it’s not good enough. Social media continues to
advance, and we cannot allow progressives to monopolize it without a fightback.

The biases of social media companies matter. Misused, the power of Silicon Valley could
easily swing elections. And all of that power lies in the hands of a handful of ultra-progressive

plutocrats.
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Social media bias is far more dangerous to conservatives than mainstream media bias.
Users believe they're choosing information sources themselves, and are more trusting as a result.
If conservatives -- and that includes President Trump -- want to avoid disaster, they need to get
serious about pressuring Silicon Valley to stay honest. They should raise the specter of antitrust,
media regulation, and all the other regulatory demons feared by America's social media
companies -- who have many legal and financial reasons for wanting to remain classified by the
courts as politically neutral platforms, even though everyone knows they’re not.

Republicans need to get aggressive, they need to constantly scrutinize and investigate
social media companies, keeping them under the spotlight at all times. They need to organize
around and encourage competitors.

It may be difficult for 60-year old politicians who grew up before fax machines were
invented, but it's their own political future at stake.

As for ordinary users, we should arm themselves with all the tools they need to fight back
against the companies that now oversee so much of our day-to-day communications. Learn the
data laws of your home country — what information social media companies are allowed to keep
on your activities, and what they're required to hand over if asked. Find other people who have
been treated injudiciously by social media companies, and form pressure groups. Organize letter-
writing campaigns to your congressmen. Tell conservative and libertarian journalists about
what's going on.

Fighting back against politically-biased social media companies is the most important
battle for conservatives and libertarians in the coming decade. Leftists at a college campus might
influence a few hundred other students if they're lucky. A social media company can influence

tens of millions. There is no greater danger to free expression and free speech today than the far-
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left biases of Silicon Valley. These are the arbiters of our conversations. They are looking over
your shoulder as you type. They are tracking what you share, and deciding who sees it. They are
dreaming up new rules to control what you say, and new algorithms to control what you see. Do

not let them get away with it.
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WHY FEMINISTS HATE ME

“I don’t mind living in a man’s world as long as I can be a woman in it.”
-- Marilyn Monroe
“For me, the issue of feminism is just not an interesting concept”
-- Lana Del Rey

“Math is hard; let’s lie about rape.’

-- Feminist Barbie

Feminism is dying. Although it has never had more influence on politically-correct elites
in the media and Hollywood, support for it is collapsing utterly among ordinary people of all
political persuasions, thanks at least in part to hysterical, free speech-hating feminist activists
who pedal lies and conspiracy theories on a daily basis.

To understand what’s going on, all you have to do is look at what western feminists
spend their time on.

Eggplant emojis. Spreading your legs apart on public transport. Explaining things.
Creating lists of tweets. Air conditioning. What do these five things all have in common?

They’ve all been denounced by spoilt brat feminist journalists as sexist.
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“Manspreading” is the term used to describe the practice of spreading your legs apart on
public transport. This alleged sexist outrage, which grew out of a feminist Tumblr blog®™ that
attracted viral attention in 2014, was actually made illegal in the city of New York®’.

2

“Mansplaining,” we are told by feminists, is the grievous sin of explaining something to a

woman whilst being male®®.

“Manthreading” is doing the same, to more people at once, on social media®. I’m happy
to report that neither are illegal ... yet.

Eggplant emojis? Yep, they’re sexist too. According to one feminist blogger, they’re the
“next frontier in online harassment””’. Because it looks like a penis, apparently. In a sign of just
how eager mainstream society is to please feminists, one of the largest photo-sharing networks
on the web, Instagram, promptly banned the eggplant emoji after concerns arose’'. Reader, I

hope the feminists never discover the Eiffel Tower.

66 https://iwww.buzzfeed.com/juliegerstein/this-tumblr-has-a-great-idea-for-men-who-take-up-t

pu http://www.telegraph.co.uk/men/thinking-man/11643052/Manspreading-arrests-the-long-arm-of-
the-law-just-invaded-our-personal-space.html
68http://time.‘Com/3590980/clickbait-normcore-mansp[ain-oxford-word-runners-up/
hitps://newrepublic.com/article/114234/lawrence-odonnell-vells-julia-ioffe-about-putin-and-snowden
http:/Inymag.com/daily/intelligencer/2015/1 1/nader-mansplains-monetary-policy-to-yellen.html

hitp:/iinthesetimes. com/article/16552/rebecca solnit explaing mansplaining

69http://gizmodo.com/men-please-stop-manthreading-1 790036387
0 http://www.vocativ.com/culture/society/the-eggplant-emoji-is-the-next-frontline-of-online-
harassment/

71http://www.cbc.ca/news/trending/instagram-bans-the-eggplant-emoji-from-new-search-function-
1.3052329
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Air conditioning is also sexist, according to mainstream feminist columnists. Men can
deal with the cold better, they say, and obstinately keep it cranked up’>. You know, I also get
cold quite easily, but I’ve never considered turning it into a sociopolitical issue.

How did everything from your sitting posture to your emojis come to be politicized by a
generation of wacky purple-haired gender studies alumni, at a time when fewer than one in five
American women describes herself as a feminist? How and why did corporations start taking
mad complaints from the overactive imaginations of New York bloggers seriously when their
actual customers so clearly don’t give a shit and run screaming in terror from grotesque
spectacles like Lena Dunham?

It wasn’t always like this. As recently as the middle of the twentieth century, feminists
had their sights set on laudable goals -- ending sexual harassment in the workplace, ending
discrimination, repealing archaic laws enabling marital rape, and -- above all -- establishing full
equality of opportunity for women. This movement, broadly defined as “second-wave
feminism,” had goals that few reasonable people could disagree with. And still today, fair-
minded women like Christina Hoff Sommers continue to beat the drum for what she calls
“freedom feminism” -- a feminism that promises equal legal rights and equality of opportunity.

Despite valiant efforts, the feminism of Sommers and her allies is not the one that men or
women recognize today. They see the petty feminism of Tumblr and BuzzFeed, the feminism
that belittles and demonizes men (manspreading, mansplaining, manthreading), the feminism

that obsesses over emojis and air conditioners. And they’re quickly being turned off the concept

- http://www.telegraph.co.uk/women/womens-life/11760417/Air-conditioning-in-your-office-is-

sexist.-True-story.html
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altogether. As the politically moderate columnist Heather Wilhelm puts it, “I didn’t leave
feminism, it left me.””

Honestly, don’t get me started on how they treat women who decline to describe
themselves as feminist.

Feminism describes itself merely as a movement for female equality. But it behaves like
something quite different: a vindictive, spiteful, mean-spirited festival of man-hating. And
women agree with me.

Heather Wilhelm’s sentiment is shared by increasing swathes of the western public, both
male and female, liberal and conservative. In Britain, only 7 percent of people choose to label
themselves as feminist’*. In America, the number is higher, but still dire -- only 18 percent of
Americans consider themselves feminist, according to a Vox poll”.

Broken down by gender, the numbers are still dire for feminism. In the British poll, just
nine percent of women identified with the label compared to four percent of men. The Vox poll
did not release its gender split, but another poll from YouGov and the Huffington Post found that
just 23 percent of women and 16 percent of men identified with the term’®.

Part of this unpopularity is without a doubt driven by the activists themselves.

Researchers at the University of Toronto discovered that people who were already inclined to

favor feminist causes were less likely to do so if they came into contact with a “stereotypical”

73
http://www.realclearpolitics.com/2014/12/10/1_didn039t leave feminism it left me 347327 html

74
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/women/life/only-7-per-cent-of-britons-consider-themselves-feminists/

75
http://www.vox.com/2015/4/8/8372417/feminist-gender-equality-poll

76
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/04/16/feminism-poll n_3094917.html
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feminist activist’’. The more people see feminists, the less likely they are to identify with
feminism ... Even if they’re already feminists! The researchers concluded that feminists and
other activists ought to behave in a less abrasive manner if they wanted to win support for their
causes.

Unfortunately for them (and fortunately for the rest of us), feminists continue to do the
exact opposite.

Lurking beneath the surface for the last decade has been a repellant brand of misandrist
bigotry, designed to justify the hatred of men.

Feminism as practiced by celebrities in the 2000s was just Mean Girls writ large: women
competing to be the hottest. Madonna used to say that women hate each other — if she read books
she’d know it’s called intrasexual competition — while men protect each other.

But in the 2010s, things got ugly. Feminists started to police the slightest perceived
infraction from men and call it “manspreading” or “mansplaining” while treating women who
dared to go off the reservation ideologically as subhuman. Witness the Rob Lowe roast with Ann
Coulter. If anyone dared call Lena Dunham a cunt as many times as they said it to Ann on that
show -- and believe me, I’ve been trying -- there would be uproar.

Because I’'m a compassionate soul, I’m going to explain in this chapter why feminists
hate me, but I’'m first going to explain how feminists can turn things around for themselves. I’'m
not just doing this because I’m kind and gracious and generous, of course. I’'m actually fond of
giving my enemies a guide to beat me. I do it all the time.”

It also doesn’t hurt that when I explain the real world to feminists it drives them even

crazier than they already are.

77
http://bps-research-digest.blogspot.co.uk/2014/01/activists-have-image-problem-say-social.html
& http://www.breitbart.com/social-justice/2016/03/21/how-to-beat-me-spoiler-you-wont/
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They call it Milosplaining.

MANHATERS

When you tell a feminist you don’t believe in feminism, they’1l often respond with the
inane line: “So you don’t believe in equality for women!” Yet in both the American and British
polls referenced ecarlier in the chapter, overwhelming majorities supported equality of the sexes --
86 percent of men and 74 percent of women in the U.K, and 85 percent overall in the U.S.

Clearly, both genders overwhelmingly believe that feminism and equality no longer mean
the same thing. Why could that be?

Can you think of any other topic that you can get 85 percent of Americans to agree on?
This is a country where 5 percent of the people believe Paul McCartney died in 1966 and was
replaced by a double, and 14 percent are unsure’”.

Maybe it’s down to the way feminists behave towards advocates of men’s issues -- even
when those advocates are feminists themselves.

In 2013, feminist filmmaker Cassie Jaye began making a documentary about the Men’s
Rights Movement (MRM), a movement that was fast become feminism’s favorite boogeyman,
mostly because it was right about just about everything and because its adherents ruthlessly
exposed the conspiracy theories and lies of third-wave feminism. Jaye went into the project on
the assumption that she was going to be examining a hate group -- that’s what feminist bloggers
and activists were then branding the MRM. As always, the facts didn’t match the narrative.

Jaye quickly discovered that the MRM was full of people with legitimate concerns that
long gone unaddressed by the mainstream. One of the clearest examples is men’s health. A

Breitbart analysis of stories on NPR’s website showed there are 2.8 times as many stories on

79 http://www.publicpolicypolling.com/pdf/2011/PPP_Release_National_ConspiracyTheories_040213.pdf
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women’s cancers as men’s, but bringing that up in public is still a guaranteed route to sneers and
ridicule from journalists, regardless of mortality rates.

On top of the lack of publicity, there is a huge gap in research funding. There’s a ten
percent gap in the survival rates for sufferers of breast cancer and prostate cancer, with prostate
cancer sufferers being approximately 10 percent more likely to survive the disease™. But the
funding gap is much higher than 10 percent. Figures from the National Cancer Institute show
annual funding for breast cancer outstripping that of Prostate Cancer by sometimes double or
more®’.

It’s not just cancer, either. In all of the top ten causes of death -- heart disease, cancer,
stroke, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, accidents, pneumonia and influenza, diabetes,
suicide, kidney disease, and chronic liver disease and cirrhosis -- men are more likely to die than
women. According to 2014 figures, American women have an average life expectancy of 81.2
years. For men, it’s 76.42%.

Another leading killer of men is suicide, frequently described as a “silent epidemic”
thanks to the rapid increase in the number of male victims over the past decade. CDC research
tracking suicides from 1999 to 2014 found that the rate of male suicide increased 62 percent
faster than the rate of female suicide®™. Men are now more than four times as likely as women to

die by their own hand.

80
http://www.cancer.net/cancer-types/breast-cancer/statistics
http://'www.cancer.net/cancer-types/prostate-cancer/statistics
81
https://www.cancer.gov/about-nci/budget/fact-book/data/research-funding
82

hitp:/fiwww.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2014/10/08/us-life-expectancy-hits-record-
high/16874039/

83 http:/fwww.breitbart. com/tech/2016/04/28/male-suicide-rates-massively-increase/
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These are all very real and measurable gender gaps, unlike the gender wage gap which is
completely explained by life choices. The other difference is that the gender wage gap gives
feminists something to complain about and pick up cushy diversity consulting gigs to “fix”,
while the gender health gap leaves men in coffins.

The health issues alone are enough to justify a men’s movement. But even the phrase
“men’s rights” provokes allegations of “misogyny” from the mainstream press.

The MRM has other complaints. There’s a lack of resources for male victims of domestic
violence. In Britain, for example, there are just 78 spaces in the entire country that can be used as
shelters for male victims of domestic violence, compared to approximately 4,000 for women,
despite the fact that women and men suffer domestic violence at roughly similar rates. Even left-
wing sources acknowledge this™.

There’s disparity in prison sentencing. A study from the University of Michigan found
that men, on average, receive sentences that are 63 percent higher than women, for the same
crimes committed in the United States®. One case in Britain neatly summed up the problem: a
woman was spared jail despite stealing £38,000 from her company’s debit card, because the
judge, in his own words, “hates sending women to prison.*®”

These issues alone -- putting aside all the other complaints of the MRM, from military

conscription to workplace fatalities to false rape accusations -- are more than enough to justify

84 http://www.independent.co.uk/life-style/health-and-families/health-news/domestic-violence-as-a-
man-its-very-difficult-to-say-ive-been-beaten-up-8572143 .html
https://www.theguardian.com/society/2010/sep/05/men-victims-domestic-violence

85 http://www. huffingtonpost.com/2012/09/11/men-women-prison-sentence-length-gender-
gap n 1874742 himl

86 hittps://www.thesun.co.uk/news/2579876/female-office-manager-who-went-on-38k-luxury-
shopping-spree-with-company-card-is-spared- ail-by- udge-because-he-hates-sending-women-to-prison/
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male advocacy. And even if feminists were concerned by the rhetoric of the Men’s Rights
Movement, they would have to be monstrously sociopathic to try to stop a respectable, feminist
filmmaker like Cassie Jaye from carrying out an impartial investigation of these issues. Wouldn’t
they?

Of course, that’s exactly what they did.

Earlier in this book I mentioned how mercilessly the left treats perceive “traitors” to its
identity-driven crusades. Jaye was no exception. Despite having a track record of acclaimed
work, with two award-winning documentaries under her belt, Jaye found herself cut off from
traditional routes of support. When I interviewed her for Breitbart, she told me that initial grants
were withdrawn once it became apparent that she wanted to take a balanced look at the
movement. “We weren’t finding executive producers who wanted to take a balanced approach,
we found people who wanted to make a feminist film,” Jaye told me®’.

In her search for funding, Jaye learned more about the institutional bias against men’s
issues. “There are no categories for men’s films though there are several for women and
minorities. I submitted the film to human rights categories, and was rejected by all of them.”
Jaye eventually had no choice but to turn to an internet crowdfunding campaign, which Breitbart
and a gang of other deplorables lent our support to. After I wrote a story about Jaye’s movie, it
was funded in a day™.

But what does it say about society’s hostility to men’s issues that it took a right-wing

provocateur like me to get the documentary off the ground? Where was the establishment, with

87 http://www.breitbart.com/big-hollywood/2015/10/26/the-red-pill-filmmaker-started-to-doubt-her-
feminist-beliefs-now-her-movie-is-at-risk/

88 http://www.breitbart.com/tech/2015/10/29/dear-cassie-jaye-sorry-for-manspreading-your-red-pill-
kickstarter/
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its supposed commitment to equality and fairness and human rights? And why can’t people talk
about this stuff without getting shouted down or ejected from polite society?

“Hostility” is the right word. Feminists and the establishment weren’t content to simply

895> and

not fund Jaye’s documentary -- they accused Jaye of having a “weird affinity for bigots
actively encouraged boycotts of the film. In Australia, the cinema slated to host the premiere of
the movie pulled out following a feminist pressure campaign”.

Jaye had betrayed the sisterhood, and the knives were out. And all it took was the mere
hint of an honest, impartial look at men’s issues. Is it any wonder that people no longer associate
feminism with equality of the sexes?

On the rare occasions society does take notice of men’s issues, feminists are usually there
to spoil the party. When men try to talk about their problems — not something many men are
comfortable doing in the first place — they are usually treated with indifference, anger, or scorn
by feminists. When the University of York’s equality and diversity committee announced they
would mark International Men’s Day with an event addressing men’s issues, particularly suicide,
they faced a campaign from more than 200 activist students and professors demanding the event
be cancelled. “We believe that men’s issues cannot be approached in the same way as unfairness
and discrimination towards women, because women are structurally unequal to men,” said an

open letter. The University of York quickly complied and cancelled the celebration.

This happened less than 24 hours after a male student at York had killed himself.”’

89 http://www.wehuntedthemammoth.com/2016/10/24/red-pill-director-cassie-jaye-hits-a-new-low-
with-her-appearance-on-a-white-supremacist-podcast/
90 https://www.theguardian.com/film/2016/oct/26/the-red-pill-melbourne-cinema-drops-mens-rights-

film-after-feminist-backlash
o1 http://www.breitbart.com/big-journalism/2015/11/18/male-university-of-york-student-commits-suicide-
on-day-his-university-ditches-international-mens-day-after-pressure-from-feminists/
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Examples of this sort of thing aren’t hard to come by. “Movember” is an annual event in
which men grow their mustaches to raise awareness for prostate cancer -- a whimsical grassroots
effort, it is one of the few instances in which awareness of a male cancer briefly rises to the fore.

Feminists, instead of helping, regularly complain about it getting attention in the press.
The left-wing New Statesman went further, complaining that Movember is “divisive, gender
normative, racist and ineffective.” (Why racist? Because “large numbers of minority ethnic men”
use mustaches as a “cultural or religious signifier.”). Or maybe because some races can’t grow
facial hair to save their life. An article in Rabble, a Canadian news site, complained about sexist
“Mo Bros” and their “exclusionary” behaviour’>, despite the fact that the vast majority of
Movember participants are hipsters in metropolitan areas. S/ate published an article from two
feminists whining that Movember “celebrated masculinity” in order to fight cancer. (They meant
it as a criticism.)

They wrote: “Are we grumpy contrarians and feminist killjoys who hate things precisely
because other people love them? Probably, but...”

Well, at least they have some self-awareness. But self-awareness alone won’t change the
fact that the number of people who identify as feminists in the west is approaching the number of
people who believe that blacks are innately inferior to whites.” (That’s fewer than 10 percent,
for any progressives who think the number is high.)

Testicular cancer 1s also one of the few men’s discases that has a grassroots awareness
campaign, called #CockInASock. It’s fairly self-explanatory and receives wide praise in
Huffington Post and Buzzfeed. Articles show chiseled men exposing most of their body to raise
awareness. Vice published an article condeming #CockInASock as an “inane counterpart” to the

92 hitp://rabble.ca/news/2013/11/open-letter-why-i-dont-participate-movember
93 hitp:/ffivethirtyeight.com/datalab/attitudes-toward-racism-and-ineqguality-ara-shifting/
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breast cancer awareness hashtag #nomakeupselfie, and claimed that “without exception,
everyone who’s doing it is a douchebag.”®” Fashionista celebrated the “objectification of the
male form” but complained that the common sight of pubic hair exposed a sexist double standard
(men have to shave and women don’t)””. Once again, feminists were taking a male advocacy
campaign and trying to make it all about them.

As the examples above demonstrate, we are living in an era when much of the feminism
on display to the public is petty, mean-spirited, obsessed with trivialities, man-hating and
implacably opposed to free expression.

A feminist makes a documentary about men’s issues and faces a boycott campaign.
Innocent fundraisers wear mustaches to raise money to fight prostate cancer and get lambasted as
sexist. Students try to raise awareness of men’s issues and get shut down by feminists working
with a university administration.

Is it any wonder that feminism has acquired a reputation for gratuitous, self-serving
hatred?

Ordinary people don’t like meanness — except when it’s done with a nod and a wink, in
service of a greater good, say by a roguish and charming gay British columnist — and they don’t
like sexism. I don’t mean “hatred” as the left frequently defines it, which is offensive jokes and
challenges to left-wing taboos, but actual, tribal, loathing. And I don’t mean “sexism” as in “men
disagreeing with me on Twitter” — I mean actual discrimination of the sort you find in child
custody cases.

Hatred is a theme that runs through the politics of the left. Socialists hate the financially
successful. LGBT activists hate fundamentalist Christians. Black Lives Matter hate police

94 https://www.vice.com/en_au/article/the-cockinasock-thing-cancer-charity-vanity
95 http://fashionista.com/2014/03/cockinasock
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officers, especially white police officers. But none of these groups hate with the PMS-fueled,
Mean Girls pettiness of feminism. Here are a few more examples.

In 2015, a British student activist Bahar Mustafa was pictured beneath a sign on a door
reading “no white cis men please,” while she made a faux tearful gesture beneath it. She had
already attracted controversy for banning “cis-gendered””® white males from the screening of a
film at her university’s student union, of which she then was a representative.

The incident occurred just as the mainstream press were becoming aware of the return of
segregation on campuses, under the guise of “safe spaces” for women and minorities. As the
press dug through Mustafa’s history, they found tweets in which she used the hashtags
“4#KillAllWhiteMen” and #WhiteTrash. Moderate liberals and establishment conservatives alike
huffed and puffed.

But as always, the establishment was late to the party. Mustafa wasn’t the first of her kind
-- she was just the first that the media took notice of. For years beforehand, the hateful instincts
of Mustafa had been running rampant among what is known as the “nu-feminist” left -- often
with the tolerance and even tacit approval of the establishment. Mustafa was set upon because
she was an easy target; less easy a target was Jessica Valenti, who posed for pictures wearing a
sweater bearing the slogan “I BATHE IN MALE TEARS” more than a full year before that.

Valenti is a columnist at the Guardian and therefore considered a protected class by other
journalists. No one should ever be investigated for hate speech, as Mustafa was, but it’s clear
from the example of Valenti, who once wrote the headline “Feminists Don’t Hate Men, But It
Woudn’t Matter If We Did” that discrimination against women has largely disappeared,
feminists have had to invent new, fake problems to stay relevant and to have something to be
angry about.

% «cisgendered” is left-speak for normal
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Many will say that I’ve written far worse than Valenti. I have! But I’'m not trying to lead
a self-proclaimed equality movement. The only cause I can partially claim to represent is that of
free speech, where I consider myself part of a long line of boundary-pushers who shocked the
mainstream, from Andres Serrano of Piss Christ fame to Marilyn Manson. If I were the leader of
an egalitarian movement it would deserve to be unpopular.

The problem with feminists isn’t that they’re hateful and outrageous -- it’s that they’re
hateful and outrageous while claiming to be just, and moral, and caring, and egalitarian. And, of
course, that almost everything that comes out of their mouths is a blatant lie, which will be

covered up by more lies and screeching insults if you dare to call them out on it.

LIARS

On November 14, 2014, Rolling Stone published a now-infamous article called “A Rape
On Campus: A Brutal Assault And Struggle For Justice At UVA.” It told the story of Jackie, a
female student at the University of Virginia who claimed to have been repeatedly raped by
members of the Phi Kappa Psi fraternity.

"Shut up,” she heard a man's voice say as a body barreled into her, tripping her
backward and sending them both crashing through a low glass table. There was a heavy person
on top of her, spreading open her thighs, and another person kneeling on her hair, hands
pinning down her arms, sharp shards digging into her back, and excited male voices rising all
around her. When yet another hand clamped over her mouth, Jackie bit it, and the hand became
a fist that punched her in the face. The men surrounding her began to laugh.

Horrifying, isn't it? It almost sounds too gruesome and sadistic to be true.

Well, that’s because it wasn’t.
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Within days of publication, the story began to unravel. Journalist Richard Bradley first
began to raise questions about the story on his personal blog, followed by conservative pundit
Steve Sailer. Bradley pointed out that Sabrina Rubin Erdely, the Rolling Stone journalist who
wrote the story, failed to identify or reach out to any of the men who according to Jackie
repeatedly raped her. Nor did she appear to have identified or communicated with Jackie’s two
friends, who allegedly corroborated her story.

The Washington Post eventually did track down the people who allegedly “corroborated”
Jackie’s story, only to receive a completely different account from them. They told the Post that
they felt Jackie had “manipulated” them, and that they had requested their names be taken out of
the Rolling Stone article, to no avail. It also emerged that Rolling Stone had agreed, at Jackie’s
request, not to contact any of her alleged attackers for their side of the story.

A subsequent police investigation involving 70 people, including Jackie’s friends,
colleagues, and members of the Phi Kappa Psi fraternity found no one to corroborate her story.
By mid-2015, Rolling Stone’s article had been retracted and removed from the site, the editor
responsible for publishing the story had resigned, and the magazine was facing multiple lawsuits.

Rolling Stone’s humiliation came at the height of the “rape culture” panic on college
campuses, in which feminist activists convinced the media, as well as the White House, that
college-aged women were being raped at levels comparable to war-torn, lawless countries like
the Democratic Republic of Congo.

The statistic they endlessly trot out is that “1 in 4” women will be sexually assaulted
during their time at college, a number they arrive at based on surveys where even the researchers

who conduct them admit that their numbers are likely to be inflated by response bias”’. Actually
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reliable statistics, from the Burcau of Justice, put the figure at 6.1 per 1,000 for students and 7.6
per 1,000 for non-students”. Still too many, but not even close to the number President Obama
has repeated.
(Despite suffering a lower rate of victimization, it’s the privileged college students who
get all the attention from politicians. Weird!)

I understand why society has been gripped by the “rape culture” panic for so long —
anyone who challenged it looked like they were challenging the accounts of rape victims. Who
would want to do that?

But I still find it hard to understand how everyone allowed themselves to be hoodwinked
for so long. Rape has existed since the first caveman saw a cavewoman with less facial hair than
usual and picked up a bone club. How did we get the idea that it's a brand new crisis, worse than
it's ever been? The crime statistics are inarguable: rape has declined nearly 75 percent since the
carly 1990s” and continues to plummet.

But though it is shocking, it is not really so surprising. For some time now, feminists
have preferred fiction and feelings to fact and reason. As discrimination against women has
largely disappeared, feminists have had to invent new, fake problems in order to stay relevant
and in order to have something to be angry about. “Campus rape culture” is a particularly

egregious and damaging example, but there are many more.

ANTI-SCIENCE

http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2015/09/21/how-misleading-is-the-new-one-in-four-campus-rape-
statistic.html
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https://lwww.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=pbdetail&iid=5176
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http:/iwww.slate comv/articles/news and politics/foreigners/2014/12/the world is not falling apart the ir
end lines reveal an increasingly peaceful.html
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Feminsts' denial of facts isn't contained to recent panics like rape culture. Some feminist
myths have been circulating for decades. The pay gap is perhaps the most well-known and
widespread feminist myth. Taken as an article of faith by business leaders and politicians alike,
this feminist lie claims that women (on average) are only paid $0.79 for every dollar earned by a
man.

Study after study'*'! has shown that the wage gap shrinks to nonexistence when
relevant, non-sexist factors like chosen career paths, chosen work hours and chosen career
discontinuity are taken into account.

The key word 1s chosen. There is a gap between the average pay of men and the average
pay of women, but this gap is almost entirely explained by women’s own choices. Men prefer the
technical jobs -- they go into engineering, petroleum, nuclear fission, while women prefer the
people-oriented professions: teaching, nursing, social work. Men also tend to go into the dirty,
dangerous professions -- it’s not for nothing that 97 percent of workplace deaths are male. And it
just so happens that the jobs preferred by men tend to be higher-paying as a result.

When the debate reaches this stage, feminists will usually pivot and make one of two
arguments: (a) that “women’s jobs” should be higher-paying or (b) that the pernicious social
influence of the patriarchy brainwashes women into staying away from high-paying STEM
(science, technology, engineering and mathematics) fields.

In its economic illiteracy, the former argument betrays the Marxist pedigree of third-

wave feminism.

100

http://scholar. harvard.edu/files/goldin/files/dynamics of the gender gap for voung professionals in th
e financial and corporate sectors.pdf
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hitp:/iwww hawaii.edu/religion/courses/Gender Waage Gap Report.pdf
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The latter is one of the more interesting chicken-and-egg problems in feminism. They say
they want more women in STEM, yet also encourage women to sign up for worthless gender-
studies degrees. As Christina Hoff Sommers says: “Want to close the wage gap? Step one:
Change your major from feminist dance therapy to electrical engineering.'?*” No feminists ever
do.

The feminist war on science doesn’t end there. (Oh, you thought Republicans were the
ones waging war on science? Think again.'”) Possibly a greater intellectual travesty is what
feminists have done to the study of gender differences, which ought to be one of the most rapidly
expanding frontiers in our understanding of ourselves, but, under the direction of feminists and
left-wing universities, has withered into mindless repetition of 1960s social-science shibboleths.

One of the reasons that feminists fight so hard to stop big-box retailers selling “girls’
toys” (dolls houses, baby pushchairs, stuffed toys) and “boys’ toys” (action figures, toy trucks,
building sets) is because they fervently believe that these innocuous playthings socialize men and
women into their respective gender roles. They believe, or say they believe, that if you make a
girl play with a truck or a train set, she’ll be more likely to grow up to be an engineer.

Thanks to decades of pseudoscience from feminist academics and left-wing sociologists,
this last argument can be tricky to unravel. Indeed, some of the era’s foremost psychologists --
Steven Pinker, David Buss, Robert Plomin, Simon Baron-Cohen -- have spent much of their
careers doing just that.

The sum total of their research is overwhelming -- gender roles are largely governed by

nature, not nurture as feminists would have you believe. The most compelling research comes
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https://twitter.com/chsommers/status/664172152992722944
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http://www.city-journal.org/html/real-war-science-14782 html
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from Baron-Cohen, perhaps the world’s leading autism rescarcher. Baron-Cohen grew interested
in gender roles after he noticed that boys were approximately four times more likely to be
diagnosed with autism'®* than girls. He knew that autism was correlated with over-systemizing,
or an over-technical brain. So he decided to test if boys really were, as the old sexists believed,
born with more technically-oriented brains than women.

The lynchpin of the feminist argument that women are made, not born, is the claim that
girls are socialized into their female roles during their early childhood. In order to test this claim,
Baron-Cohen decided to run experiments on newborn babies -- before any socialization could
take effect. He provided male and female babies with a physical-mechanical object (a mobile)
and a social object (a face). Lo and behold, the male babies showed greater interest in the mobile,
while the female babies showed more interest in the face.

Other studies also drive home the inescapable reality that men and women are simply
wired differently. Surveys of women across countries have found that women in developing
countries, where jobs and resources are scarce, are more likely to enter STEM fields'®. Yet in
the vastly more feminist west, where women have greater financial security and career choices,
women choose different professions. In other words, when women have a choice, they don’t
choose STEM.

That’s not to say women don’t find any scientific fields appealing. Psychology (people
oriented) and biology (plants, animals, and again people) are both dominated by women, as is
veterinary medicine. Whenever I meet a feminist who claims that the patriarchy prevents women

from going into astrophysics and computer science, I always ask them why it hasn’t also
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http:/iwww.autism-help.org/points-gender-imbalance.htm
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http://psyeh.fullertor.edu/rlippa/abstracts 2009.htm
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prevented them from going into biology, where 58 percent of bachelor’s, master's degrees, and

106

doctorates are given to women . I’ve yet to receive a persuasive answer.

There is more. Men and women respond differently to stress -- women prefer to be with

people, while men prefer to be alone'”’

. Men and women also experience romantic jealousy
differently -- men are more upset by sexual infidelity, while women are more upset by emotional
infidelity (the thought that a man might be forming an emotional connection with another

lover)'®

. Gender differences can also be observed in entertainment -- men prefer realistic
shooters and competitive video games, while women prefer social games like 7%e Sims.

Men prefer action movies, women prefer rom-coms. No matter how hard the leftists of
entertainment try to change things, men and women continue to give money to the products that
they like.

There is now an overwhelming array of evidence ranged against the out-of-date, 1960s
theory that gender is socially constructed. But really, we don’t even need it, do we? Unless you
live in your basement for your entire life (and some men do, but only men!), the reality of gender
differences is inescapable.

Yet say this on Twitter or in a national newspaper column and watch all hell break loose.

Nothing is more amusing than watching the frustration of feminist parents as they come
to terms with this reality. One amusing incident occurred in September 2016, when a writer for
the left-leaning Canadian magazine Maclean’s, Shannon Proudfoot, lamented on social media

that she could “already see her daughter preferring pink.”

“I have no idea why because we’ve worked so hard to avoid that,” wailed Proudfoot.
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hitp:/iwww . nytimes.com/2011/11/06/education/edlife/where-the-womern-are-biology. hitmil
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http:/iwww. webmd.com/women/features/stress-women-men-cope
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http://news. health.com/2015/01/14/straight-mer-more-prone-to- ealousy-over-sexual-infidelity-study/
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Joel Wood, an assistant professor at Thompson Rivers University quickly replied with
some emotional support. “Pink and Disney princesses,” Woods complained. “We tried to
discourage them, but our daughters gravitated towards both.'*”

You’d think Mattel was selling pole-dancing Barbie the way these feminists want their
daughters to reject what most young girls actually like.

I find the anecdote both hilarious and uplifting. It’s hilarious, in the same way that
watching a cartoon villain humiliated by a plucky hero is hilarious, and it’s uplifting because no
matter how hard leftists try, they simply can’t beat human nature.

But why should they try in the first place? There’s nothing more annoying than the
constant demands of feminists for utterly pointless gestures, whether it’s a lack of gendered toy
aisles in supermarkets, or the alleged scourge of “brogrammers” and their sexist banter that
allegedly keeps women out of STEM fields (though again, strangely, not biology, or veterinary
medicine, or... you get the idea).

In pursuit of their hare-brained crusade to destroy gender roles, feminists want to control
the lives of boys and girls in minute detail. Ordinary people recognize this for what it is: stupid,
pointless authoritarianism. And feminists wonder why they’re unpopular.

If feminists want to regain credibility, and perhaps tackle the issues that still matter to
women, they will first have to come to terms with reality -- and that starts with the reality of
gender roles.

Second, and most importantly, they will have to rediscover a commitment to free speech

and start showing up to debates again, armed with facts instead of feelings.
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http:/Mibertyunyielding.com/2016/09/02/liberal-parents-twitter-distraught-children-normal-healthy/
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MANIPULATORS

I often face accusations that I'm too harsh toward feminists, and I can see why people say
so. After all, I don’t just critique feminists” arguments, do I? I never miss a chance to draw
attention to their appearance. And let’s face facts: some of them look frightful. My old favorite
Lena Dunham is a particular travesty, being both shockingly unattractive and determined to pose
nude or semi-nude at every chance she gets. No-one wants to see obese hairy men with their tops
off, so why does she assume people want to see her naked form on the front of their magazines? I
just don’t understand it.

I will readily admit that my fixation on appearance is part of my faggy obsession with
aesthetics. Like a true gay stereotype, I used to do a lot of interior design. Bad aesthetics offends
me on a visceral level, and I can’t help but point it out, whether it’s male or female. I often draw
attention to the pallid complexions and thinning hairlines of my male opponents — but enough
about Ben Shapiro!

But if there wasn’t a point to my appearance-focused one-liners, if they served no greater
purpose, and if all they accomplished was mere cruelty, I would happily contain my impulses.
However, there is an important underlying point to this that most people overlook.

1t’s so much fun!

Okay, okay, I'm kidding. It’s this.

Anyone who’s paid close attention to the evolution of the left over the past few decades
will have noticed that it’s taken a decidedly therapeutic turn. This is the subject of books like
Therapy Culture by Frank Furedi and One Nation Under Therapy by Christina Hoff Sommers,
which charts the rising trend to treat feelings and emotions as things that ought to be protected

rather than challenged. On campuses, this instinct finds its expression in “trigger warnings,”
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demanded by social justice warriors to warn students in advance of content — be it lectures,
books, films, or works of art — that might hurt (or “trigger”) students.

At the University of Oxford in the UK, for example, law students demanded trigger
warnings before lectures on sexual assault law, on the grounds that such subject matter is
potentially distressing. The thought that students should seek to toughen up rather than wrap
themselves in cotton wool never occurred to them.

This left’s embrace of therapy culture has led damaged people to gravitate to the
movement. And why wouldn’t they? Instead of encouraging people to change themselves, the
left tells vulnerable people that they should instead change the environment around them to
protect themselves from having their feelings hurt. It’s not their problem, the left soothingly
says, it’s society’s.

Obesity, another disorder that is as much mental as physical, gets the same treatment.
More than a third of adults are obese in the United States alone, with nearly 70 per cent classified
as overweight in some way''®. Furthermore, health problems caused by obesity are also one of
the biggest causes of healthcare expenditure, with estimates of the annual cost ranging from $147
billion to $210 billion per year. Obese employees are also estimated to cost employers an extra
$506 per obese worker per year' .