
Definitions 

 

Conservatism: the political and dispositional tendency to cling to tradition 

and habit.  The argument is that what has worked in the past, worked, and 

that new unproven ideas are to be viewed with great caution and 

skepticism.  Conservatism can act as a barrier both to Progress, and to 

what we might term Regress, which is the imposition of bad ideas which 

make human life worse, as happened in the French Revolution and its 

Communist offspring. 

Cultural Sadeism: the doctrine that since no universal moral codes exist 

in nature, that they must be imposed by those in power.  The immediate 

and ineluctable problem that is faced philosophically, is that if moral codes 

are rejected, then those in power likewise have no formal means of 

regulating their own behavior, and that there are no principles which can 

be appealed to to limit the use of such power.  It leads necessarily to the 

centralization of power, and the doctrine that the good citizen is the 

conforming citizen, since constant variations of policy attend any system 

which is unregulated by principle.  The dystopia of Orwell’s 1984—and the 

very real regimes upon which it was based—are what I have in mind. 

Culture: A set of shared customs and beliefs which order the distribution 

and creation of meaning, truth, power, and material wealth. 

Henomoralism: the notion that the organizing moral principles upon 

which we place the most emphasis can vary with time.  One can value 

compassion without rejecting the harshness that sometimes accompanies 

justice.  One can value patriotism, without ignoring areas in which ones 

nation is falling short of its own ideals.  In time of war, one set of values 

may be needed.  In times of peace, another.  The underlying idea is that 

no one personal or civic virtue will in all times and places be most 

important.  As I have stated, the only perduring virtues are the rejection of 



self pity, perseverance, and the sincere desire to use perception to further 

human growth and qualitative felicity. 

Liberalism: Politically, the doctrine that governments are a necessary 

evil—since for now at least the self restraint facilitated by various types of 

virtue is insufficient to the task of protecting the weakest among us—but 

that authority should be spread as broadly as possible, and always kept 

within a context of structural blocks to the unlimited consolidation of 

power.   

The American Constitution is the most perfect liberal document ever 

created.  We all know that the three branches of the Federal Government 

check one another (in theory: practically, there exists no legislative 

remedy, currently, to the usurpation of authority by the Supreme Court), 

but there are many other structural balances.  The authority of the Federal 

Government was intended to be checked by the sovereign States, as 

codifed in the 10th Amendment.  The authority of our elected 

representatives—who can do what they want once they are elected—is 

checked by regular votes.  The potential usurpation of authority by a 

centralized military is checked by the guarantee of gun ownership, and the 

existence of State militias.  The underlying idea is that unlimited power, 

once granted, and even if benign at first, will sooner or later become 

malignant. 

Philosophically, Liberalism is the idea that since none of us can be 

presumed to possess absolute truth, that all of us be free to believe and 

say what we want, provided we injure no one else in so doing, and that the 

role of government is to protect those rights.  Constitutionally, the right to 

regulate areas of moral ambiguity were intended to rest with the States.  

This would include abortion, drug regulation, euthanasia, prostitution, and 

the provision of social services. 

Materialism: the Tubaform that everything about the Universe, from 

beginning to end, is in theory knowable; that God is a product of the mind; 



that mind is a product of chemical processes; and that biological death is 

therefore necessarily the end of individual consciousness.   

Moral Relativism: the idea that since human cultures vary in their ideas 

of proper behavior, that no universal moral truths exist.  Practically, this 

gets expressed in legalism, which conflates morality with what is legal.  

Thus, one can chastise the American government for interning suspected 

terrorists in Guantanamo Bay, without caring in the least for Cubans 

interned for much lesser political crimes on the same island. 

Motology: the notion that all generalized constructions of “reality” be 

viewed as at best provisional, and that formal attempts to reach a final and 

conclusive understanding of the nature of anything be viewed with 

skepticism.  Rather, we should attempt to understand how all things we 

can see relate to one another, and how one thing becomes another.  At 

root, it is the study of the motion within which we all live our lives.  This is 

the opposite of “ontology”, which seeks final answers.  It might be viewed 

as a pragmatic ontology, which in denying the need for final answers, 

avoids the many language games which have plagued philosophers for 

quite some time. 

Perceptual Breathing: the constant reconciliation of observation with 

abstraction.  Quite often we tend to form ideas which become fixed.  We 

conflate words that refer to actual realities, with those realities.  This 

separates us from the world and the constant change in it.  The world is 

constantly changing, as is our capacity to perceive it.  One can read the 

same book twice, but glean totally different things each time.  We when 

breathe in, on this metaphor, we abstract, and when we breathe out, we 

see. 

Qualitative Repression: the idea that we often restrain our own best 

impulses when under the thrall of bad ideas, or uncontrolled passions.   

Where, for example, the generally deployed idea among “educated” people 

holds that not expressing sexuality constitutes a necessarily unnatural 

activity, this notion counterbalances it with the idea that not expressing 



sincere love and loyalty is an equally unnatural condition, and far more 

injurious to our happiness. 

Scientism: the Tubaform that only those parts of human experience 

matter that can be measured directly.  Adherents of this idea believe that 

in principle there is no aspect of the universe that cannot be assessed 

objectively.  This includes the contents of human consciousness, which—as 

“epiphenomena” of chemical processes—are in theory directly measurable 

and predictable, albeit not in the near future.  Socialism, on this account, is 

a type of measurement: of morality.   

Sybaritic Leftism: the idea that the purpose of human life is the 

alleviation of conditions of material want, and the pursuit of pleasure.  It 

rejects the existence of human evil, preferring to regard all conflict as 

necessarily arising from misunderstanding.  This makes negotiation and 

appeasement the only means for maintaining peace in conditions of 

conflict.  

Telearchy: the idea that in social systems spontaneous, extended orders 

emerge as a result of generally accepted principles of behavior.  Such order 

is non-linear and in constant motion, but exhibits “intelligent” behavior.  It 

is the moral analogue of Adam Smith’s “invisible hand”, and the opposite of 

the idea that order can be imposed from the top down.  This concept is 

necessary for true anarchies, in which coercive State power is absent or 

only present in the form of communal enforcement of communal 

standards. 

Tubaform: a provisional statement which is used heuristically to tie 

concrete ends to concrete means, without assigning formal and final 

“reality” or ontological status to the claims being made.  For example, I can 

claim that Goodness is a path to happiness, without saying that this is 

NECESSARILY the case, by invoking purported natural or universal laws.  

The intent is to not get stuck making generalized statements in a universe 

in which things are constantly changing.   



It derives from the process of wave transformation in physics, in which any 

type of input can be deconstructed in terms of any other type of input.  

Mathematically, traffic noise can be converted to a symphony of tubas.  

Philosophically, it points to the contingency of all narratives.  Perfectly 

consistent, plausible statements can be made which are completely wrong 

in terms of their capacity to achieve the effects they claim they want.  All 

generalized cultural systems of thought are Tubaforms.  Examples would 

include Christianity, Freudianism (and depth psychology in general), 

Materialism, Vitalism, Darwinism, and others.  Our task is to see what is in 

front of us, not to impose our biases in consistent ways on a universe that 

can be made mute by simply not paying attention. 

Tumbler: any idea that works to disrupt an established intellectual order, 

without the use of rational argumentation backed by facts.  My belief is 

that the human mind tends towards reason, but is often disrupted by large 

inchoate ideas, repeated insistently by authority figures of some sort.  

Propaganda uses tumblers--for example the notion of America as an 

Imperialist power in the late 20th century.  Leftist indoctrination consists 

almost entirely in tumblers of various sorts.  Orienting itself in the past, as 

it does, Conservatism largely avoids this problem, without avoiding the 

lesser problem of people simply parroting old ideas.  What is proven tends 

to work, which means that actual understanding is not needed in many 

cases.  What is experimental often does not work, so the need for the use 

of reason is larger in such cases, making the abrogation of reason much 

more troublesome. 

 

 

 


