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The narrative of progress structures us foreign policy; it reduces complex social issues to simple technical linear problem/solutions – aff harms aren't true, they can't solve, and it turns case

Escobar 1995 [Arturo, Kenan Distinguished Professor of Anthropology, UNC-Chapel Hill Director, Institute of Latin American Studies, UNC-Chapel Hill Adjunct Professor, Department of Geography, UNC-Chapel Hill Adjunct Professor, Department of Communications, UNC-Chapel Hill Fellow, Institute of Arts and Humanities, UNC Fellow, Center for Urban and Regional Research, UNC Facilitator, World Anthropologies Network / Red de Antropologías Mundiales Research Associate, Instituto Colombiano de Antropología e Historia, Bogotá, “Encountering Development THE MAKING AND UNMAKING OF THE THIRD WORLD” 1995, page 52-53]

CONCLUSION The crucial threshold and transformation that took place in the early post– World War II period discussed in this chapter were the result not of a radical epistemological or political breakthrough but of the reorganization of a number of factors that allowed the Third World to display a new visibility and to irrupt into a new realm of language. This new space was carved out of the vast and dense surface of the Third World, placing it in a ﬁeld of power. Underdevelopment became the subject of political technologies that sought to erase it from the face of the Earth but that ended up, instead, multiplying it to inﬁnity. Development fostered a way of conceiving of social life as a technical problem, as a matter of rational decision and management to be entrusted to that group of people—the development professionals—whose specialized knowledge allegedly qualiﬁed them for the task. Instead of seeing change as a process rooted in the interpretation of each society’s history and cultural tradition—as a number of intellectuals in various parts of the Third World had attempted to do in the 1920s and 1930s (Gandhi being the best known of them)—these professionals sought to devise mechanisms and procedures to make societies ﬁt a preexisting model that embodied the structures and functions of modernity. Like sorcerers’ apprentices, the development professionals awakened once again the dream of reason that, in their hands, as in earlier instances, produced a troubling reality. At times, development grew to be so important for Third World countries that it became acceptable for their rulers to subject their populations to an inﬁnite variety of interventions, to more encompassing forms of power and systems of control; so important that First and Third World elites accepted the price of massive impoverishment, of selling Third World resources to the most convenient bidder, of degrading their physical and human ecologies, of killing and torturing, of condemning their indigenous populations to near extinction; so important that many in the Third World began to think of themselves as inferior, underdeveloped, and ignorant and to doubt the value of their own culture, deciding instead to pledge allegiance to the banners of reason and progress; so important, ﬁnally, that the achievement of development clouded the awareness of the impossibility of fulﬁlling the promises that development seemed to be making. After four decades of this discourse, most forms of understanding and representing the Third World are still dictated by the same basic tenets. The forms of power that have appeared act not so much by repression but by normalization; not by ignorance but by controlled knowledge; not by humanitarian concern but by the bureaucratization of social action. As the conditions that gave rise to development became more pressing, it could only increase its hold, reﬁne its methods, and extend its reach even further. That the materiality of these conditions is not conjured up by an “objective” body of knowledge but is charted out by the rational discourses of economists, politicians, and development experts of all types should already be clear. What has been achieved is a speciﬁc conﬁguration of factors and forces in which the new language of development ﬁnds support. As a discourse, development is thus a very real historical formation, albeit articulated around an artiﬁcial construct (underdevelopment) and upon a certain materiality (the conditions baptized as underdevelopment), which must be conceptualized in different ways if the power of the development discourse is to be challenged or displaced. To be sure, there is a situation of economic exploitation that must be recognized and dealt with. Power is too cynical at the level of exploitation and should be resisted on its own terms. There is also a certain materiality of life conditions that is extremely preoccupying and that requires great effort and attention. But those seeking to understand the Third World through development have long lost sight of this materiality by building upon it a reality that like a castle in the air has haunted us for decades. Understanding the history of the investment of the Third World by Western forms of knowledge and power is a way to shift the ground somewhat so that we can start to look at that materiality with different eyes and in different categories. The coherence of effects that the development discourse achieved is the key to its success as a hegemonic form of representation: the construction of the poor and underdeveloped as universal, preconstituted subjects, based on the privilege of the representers; the exercise of power over the Third World made possible by this discursive homogenization (which entails the erasure of the complexity and diversity of Third World peoples, so that a squatter in Mexico City, a Nepalese peasant, and a Tuareg nomad become equivalent to each other as poor and underdeveloped); and the colonization and domination of the natural and human ecologies and economies of the Third World.26 Development assumes a teleology to the extent that it proposes that the “natives” will sooner or later be reformed; at the same time, however, it reproduces endlessly the separation between reformers and those to be reformed by keeping alive the premise of the Third World as different and inferior, as having a limited humanity in relation to the accomplished European. Development relies on this perpetual recognition and disavowal of difference, a feature identiﬁed by Bhabha (1990) as inherent to discrimination. The signiﬁers of “poverty”, “illiteracy,” “hunger,” and so forth have already achieved a ﬁxity as signiﬁeds of “underdevelopment” which seems impossible to sunder. Perhaps no other factor has contributed to cementing the association of “poverty” with “underdevelopment” as the discourse of economists. To them I dedicate the coming chapter.

Specifically, the aff invokes the narrative of progress: 
-----------
Our impact is the biggest – the narrative of progress locks us into ignoring pressing economic, environmental, nuclear, and social issues that risk extinction because we believe our exceptionalism

Loewen 07(James W. "Jim" Loewen, American sociologist, historian, and author, University of Vermont, “Lies My Teacher Told Me”, page 285 – 286, 2007, RLA)

This is the America in which most textbook authors grew up and the America they still try to sell to students today. Perhaps textbooks do not question the notion that bigger is better because the idea of progress conforms with the way Americans like to think about education: arneliorative, leading step by step to opportunity for individuals and progress for the whole society. The ideology of progress also provides hope for the future. Certainly most Americans want to believe that their society has been, on balance, a boon and not a curse to mankind and to the planet. History textbooks go even further to imply that simply participating in society. Americans contribute to a notion that is constantly progressing and remains the hope of the world. As Boorstein and Kelley put it, near the end of A History of the United States, “ Americans – makers of something out of nothing – have delivered a new way of life to the far corners of the world.” Thus, the idea of American exceptionalism – the United States as the best country in the world – which starts in our textbooks with the Pilgrims, gets projected into the future. Faith in progress has played various functions in society and in American history textbooks. The faith has promoted the status quo in the most literal sense, for it proclaims that to progress we must simply do more of the same. This belief has been particularly useful to the upper class, because Americans would be persuaded to ignore the injustice of the social class if they thought the economic pie kept getting better for all. The idea of progress also fits in with social Darwinism, which implies that lower class lower owing to its own fault. Progress as an ideology has been intrinsically antirevolutionary: because things are getting better all the time, everyone should believe in the system. Portraying America so optimistically also helps textbooks with stand attacks by unpatriotic critics in Texas and other textbook adaptation states. Internationally, referring to have not countries as “developing nations” has helped the “developed nations” avoid facing the injustice of worldwide stratification. In reality “development” has been making Third World Nations poorer, compared to the First World. Per capita income in the First World was five times that in the Third Word in 1850, ten times in 1960, and fourteen times by 1970. It’s tricky to measure these ratios, partly because a dollar buys more in the Third World than in the First, but per capita income in the First world is now twenty to sixty times that in the Third World, The vocabulary of progress remains relentlessly hopeful, however, with regard to the “undeveloped.” As economist E.J. Mishan put it, “Complacency is suffused over the globe, by referring to these destitute and sometimes desperate countries by the fatuous no – menclature of ‘develiping nations.’ In the nineteenth century, progress provided an equally splendid rational for imperialism. Europeans and Americans saw themselves as performing government services for utilizing natural resources of natives in distant lands who were to backward to do it themselves. ¶ Almost every day brings new reasons for ecological concerns, from deforestation to the equator to ozone holes at the poles. Cancer rates climb and we don’t know why. We have no way to measure the full extend of human impact on earth . The average sperm count in healthy human males around the world has dropped nearly 50 percent over the past fifty years. If environmentally caused, this is no laughing matter, for sperm have only to decline in a straight line for another fifty years and we will have wiped out human kind without knowing how we did it. We Were similarly unaware for years that killing mosquitoes with DDT was wiping out birds of prey around the globe. Our increasing power makes it increasingly possible that humankind will make the earth uninhabitable by accident. Indeed, we almost have on several occasions. In the early 1990s, for example nations around the planet agreed to stop production of CFGs that damaged the ozone in the upper atmosphere. In 2006 Washington Post writer Joel Achenbach noted, “Scientists are haunted by realization that if CFCs had been made with a slightly different type of chemistry they’d have destroyed much of the ozone layer over the entire planet. We were simply lucky. All these considerations imply that more of the same economic development and nation state governance that brought us this far may not guide us to a livable planet in the long run. We do not simply face an energy crisis that might be solved if we only develop low – cost energy that does not pollute or cause global warming. On the contrary, if we had cheaper energy, imagine the havoc we might cause! Scientists have already envisioned how we could happily use it to decrease salinity of the seas, increase our arable Land, and in other ways make our planet nicer for us – in the short run. Instead, we must start treating the earth as if we plan to stay here. At some point in the future, perhaps before readers of today’s high school textbooks pass their fifteenth birthdays. Industrialized nations, including the United States may move towards steady state economies in their consumption of energy and raw materials. Thus, our oil crisis can best be viewed as a wake up call to change our ways. Second our use of oil (and all other fossil fuels) has a serious worldwide impact: global warming, As everyone knows, except some high school history textbook authors, this warming melts the polar ice caps, causing sea levels to rise. Oceans rose one foot in the last century. The most conservative estimates, embraced by the George W Bush Administration, predicts they will rise another three feet in this century. Around the world --- from Mexico to Venace to much of Bangladesh – hundreds of millions of people live close enough to sea level that this rise will endager their lives and occupations. The resulting dislocation will constitute the biggest crisis mankind has faced since the beginning a recorded history. And this is the most pleasant estimate. If the Greenland Ice Sheet Ricses the ocean may rise twenty three feet. Scientists James Lovelock in 1970 famously invented the “Gaia Hypothesus,” the idea that the earth acts as a homeostatic system. Recently Lovelock has pointed out that as Earth’s equilibrium gets disturbed, some disequilibrium processes may cause even faster warming. As the polar ice cap melts, for example , they no longer reflect the son’s rays, so the earth absorbs more heat. Lovelock predicts the death of billions of people before the equilibrium is established once more. Global warming also increases other weather problems: the average windspeeds of hurricanes have doubled in the past thirty years, and they are also more frequent. That’s not all. Evidence shows that carbon dioxide, a normal result of burning oil or coal, also makes oceans more acidic. Scientists warn that, by the end of the century, this acididty could decimate coral reefs and kill of creates that undergurd the sea’s food chain. “It’s the single most profound environmental change I’ve ever learned about in my entire career,” said Thomas Lovejoy, author of Climate Change and Biodivdersity. What we’re doing in the next decade will affect our oceans for millions of years,” said Ken Caldeira, oceanographer at Stanford University. In addition to our energy and global warming crises we face other severe problems. Thousands of species face imminent extinction. One list of likely canidadates includes a third of all amphibians, a fourth of the world’s mammals, and an eight of its birds. Wilson thinks the foregoing is optimistic and believes two thirds of all species will perish before the end of the century. Nuclear proliferation poses another threat. In 1945 only one country – the United States had the know how and economic means to build nuclear weapons. Since then, Great Britian, the USSR, France, China, India, Pakistan, Israel, South Africa, and apparently North Korea have joined the nuclear club. If Pakistan and North Korea can do it, clearly almost every nation on earth – and some private organizations, including terrorist groups has the capacity. The United States cam uncomfortably close to using nuclear weapons in Vietnam in 1969, and India and Pakistan came uncomfortably close to using them against each other in 2002. In the long run just keeping to the old paths regarding all these new problems is unlikely to work. “From the mere fact that humanity has survived to the present, no hope for the future can be salvaged,” Mushan noted. “The human race can only perish once.¶ 


Vote neg – refusing the narrative of progress is necessary to allow Latin American movements to rise up to check dominant narratives of exceptionalism

Rosenberg ‘6, (Associate Professor of Hispanic Studies and Comparative Literature at Brandeis (Fernando J., The Avant-garde and Geopolitics in Latin America, Google Books, p. 1-6, njw)

THIS BOOK is about the avant-gardes of Latin America and their critique of modernity.1 Rather than engaging in the construction of an alternative modernity or attempting to renegotiate the modern in relation to the traditional, these vanguardists, I contend, sought to produce a critique of the modern as a global project.¶ From the perspective of a narrative of progress, Latin America seems to be cast either as a relic from the primitive past or as an unrealized but promising future. The linear temporality of the Judeo-Christian tradition— "ascending, descending, progressive or regressive," as Gianni Vattimo (1992, 87) characterizes it—and its modern varieties—evolution, decadence, revolution, and novelty—were as deeply embedded in the Latin American discourses of emancipation as they were in every project of modernity. But the difference that the avant-gardes opened to inquiry, a difference that cannot be reduced to the contours of "cultural difference" in the traditional anthropological sense, is that at both ends of the foundational narrative—the promise of the future and redemption through and of the past—Latin American discourse reencountered itself as subject to a larger order. It is as if the various futurisms and primitivisms that European movements displayed in an attempt to articulate a reaction against a bourgeois, conservative order (to express it in blatantly vanguardistic terms) were untenable from the Latin American position. For the Latin American avant-gardes, these alternatives kept referring back to the subaltern situation of Latin Americans themselves vis-a-vis the idea of the West, a concept that neither clearly included nor excluded Latin America.-¶ From this position, Latin American avant-gardes could undertake a critique of modernity and its narratives, including those of "international"1 modernism and its avant-gardes, but along a different axis, not through rushing the temporalities of progress forward or through a return to primitive origins. Instead, they developed narratives of space that articulated the Latin American situation in a shifting world order. Some European avant-gardes movements (cubism, dadaism, surrealism, etc.) attempted to undermine the legacy of the Enlightenment and its foundation in the white man as the model of rationality and historical agency under the direction of universal, abstract progress. Because of their investment in modernity and their peripheral position in its foundational narratives, however, Latin Americans were forced to level their criticism through and with a particular attentive-ness to spatial issues that addressed this problematic inclusion but that were repressed by the same idea of progress that they embraced.¶ This is not to say that Latin American avant-gardes were at any point more "advanced" than their European counterparts. While they tried to unravel European cultural supremacy, European avant-gardes usually remained attached to an assumption of their own universality. Artistic flights overseas were one way in which this was expressed, as the search for non-Western ways of life and perception became an exploration into the repressed soul of the universal human. For Latin American avant-gardists, (many times, no doubt, inspired by the Europeans), that position was untenable because the process of "discovery" was carried out under the suspicion of reproducing colonial dynamics. Therefore, tracking down influences and assessing the degree to which Latin American movements followed or did not follow European movements, as has been done repeatedly, misses the point and reproduces a colonial logic of unilinear development that, as we will see, Latin American avant-gardes tried to destabilize.¶ Vicky Unruh rightly argues in her seminal book Latin American Vanguards (1994) that these movements overcame an idea of national and/or continental identity as rooted in an original nature and landscape.4 What Peter Burger in his Theory of the Avant-Garde (1984) called the nonorganic character of the work of art, that is, the possibility of assembling different components with no final resolution of the internal tensions, is akin to this moment in which identity was conceived as a collage (Unruh, chapter 3). The connection Unruh makes between the collagelike constitution of the work of art and issues of national and continental identity is compelling, since ideas of hybridism, transculturation, and cultural anthropophagy or cannibalization—conceptual tools that the avant-gardes favored—traversed the twentieth-century Latin American discussion. But to what degree did the vanguards represent only another step in the constitution of national or regional identities? No doubt, the different movements and writers are inevitably embedded in national traditions. But some texts of the vanguards, I propose, suggest that the question of identity is intertwined with a redefinition of the location of discourses about it in the context of a global negotiation. In these texts, the problem of loci of enunciation—that is, the conditions of possibility for Latin American artists and writers to intervene in the larger debate about modernity—takes precedence and redefines the problem of identity.¶ As part of a geopolitical shift that, with the advent of World War I, shook loose the assumptions of nineteenth-century liberal culture, the avant-gardists in Latin America explored the limits of a national, culturalist response to crisis of the universality of civilization. The concern of the national Creole elite in the constitution of its hegemony—namely, how to organize the nation (or Latin America, for that matter) so as to inscribe its culture more firmly in the annals of universal history—was for the first time left in suspense, owing to the war that put an end to the nineteenth century's faith in the rationality of European history and the worldwide projection.¶ Since literary criticism in Latin America was by and large engaged in the travails of the national cultural elite, I intend to open up the vanguard texts to this different set of concerns, shedding light by the same token on the makeup of that critical tradition. I am interested in the moments of interruption when vanguard experiments called attention to contemporary places of identification and symbolic production that were neither national cultures nor reducible to them. Such interruptions occurred as literary discourses exhibited an openness to planetary concerns that resulted in an exploration of vanguardistic ambition. As a result, the vanguards were led to recognize the indebtedness of literary discourses to the reproduction of colonial perspectives and to occupy positions of utterance that they imagined to dislodge this coloniality.¶ "From 1922 (the date is tentative, it is a situation of consciousness that has been defining itself little by little) all that has ended," writes Jorge Luis Borges (1926,15), the vanguardist, in reference to the sea change that set in motion a Latin American artistic and intellectual field that would no longer voice "our longing for Europe."5 Without attempting to reduce cultural production to a set of contextual conditions, I want to point out certain major historical trends that framed this alternative imaginary. The 1920s and 1930s were decades when the political order was reconfigured as the consequence of an ongoing change in the global geopolitical balance following World War I. It was a time of increasing democratization in the Latin American social space, but it was also an era of new pacts between conservative forces in different national arenas. The upheavals and revolutions that provoked regime changes in more than one national context at the end of the 1920s differed in character, yet they shared a common soil, as historian Tulio Halperin Donghi (1996, 371) makes clear:¶ The world crises that erupted in 1929 had an immediate and devastating impact in Latin America, the loudest sign of which was the collapse, between 1930 and 1933, of the majority of the political situations that had consolidated during the good times that came before. What was not immediately evident was that the crash differed from previous complications along the way not only in terms of its unprecedented intensity; this crisis ushered in a new era in which the painful solutions that had allowed the continent to incorporate itself into an increasingly global economy proved ineffectual. 6¶ We are not referring to a discrete event but to a broad historical pattern that subtly undermined faith in the viability of national autonomy as a way to frame, understand, and localize the production of culture. The question of what might constitute Latin Americas possibilities, its conditions of cultural production in this "increasingly global economy," was at stake in many avant-garde texts of the early 1920s.¶ A parallel demographic change touched on the imaginary of positive modernity and its inception in foundational national narratives. The rural-urban balance of power on which modernity as spatial conquest was carried out (that is, the city as a model of govern mentality whose effects were to be projected onto the rest of the territory) was unsettled with the formation of what the historian Jose Luis Romero (1986, chapter 7) called the "massified city." Major demographic changes were already occurring in many Latin American cities and had produced an overall change in the cultural landscape at the end of the nineteenth century. But the vanguard movements were the first artistic enterprises of the cultural elite that didn't react to this shift with strategies of domination, separation, or rejection. Instead, in an effort to cross the "great divide" between mass culture and elite culture, they integrated with and accommodated themselves to the logic of mass production and consumption.' The well-studied phenomena of unabashed promotion of artistic movements, the circulation of ideas through magazines, the interest in new media, and the political engagement with increasingly visible nonelite subjects can all be traced back to the vanguards' attempts to break through the narrowly conceived boundaries of literary culture.¶ This change of cultural practices entailed a broader concern with what I will call positionality. At a time when the hierarchies embedded in a notion of a progress that promised to spread from center to periphery and from city to countryside were being questioned, some cultural actors found themselves needing to gauge new configurations of production, circulation, and consumption within an expanded horizon, a world-system of attribution of cultural value and meaning. Countering modernity as a merely expansionist force, to the unilinearity of universal history, Latin American artistic movements would continue to posit places of resistance to anchor their identities in the midst of historical flows. Consequently, the elemental refuge of the baroque rain forest that magically eschews Western categories or the boundary-less hinterlands that haunt the gaze of the observer, though refractory of positivist discourse, would continue to be revamped (by early travelers of the nineteenth century, regional writers of the early twentieth century, and practitioners of magic realism) as a cornerstone of cultural formation. But the avant-gardes opened the possibility of a different strategy. Amid so much praise and condemnation of speed and transportation as icons of the universalized, homogeneously modern abolition of spatial constraints, the vanguards elaborated, for the first time, their own loci of enunciation imbricated in the circulation of goods, discourses, and peoples. Two seminal manifestos of the early 1920s—one Argentinean, the other Brazilian—are exemplary in that regard:¶ A single struggle—the struggle for the way. Lets divide it up: poetry for import. And Brazilwood poetry for export. (Schwartz 1991, 138)¶ Martin Fierro accepts the consequences and responsibilities of situating oneself. . . . Instructed on his antecedents, his anatomy, the meridian on which he walks, he consults the barometer, the calendar, before stepping into the street in order to live it with the nerves and mentality of nowadays... .8 To accentuate and to expand to the rest of the intellectual activities, the independent movement in language initiated by [poet] Ruben Dario doesn't mean .. . that we will renounce, much less pretend not to recognize, that every morning we use Swiss tooth paste, French towels, and English soap (Schwartz 1991, H3-I4)-9¶ Two native, national products, one commercial ("Brazilwood," the first Brazilian export to the metropolis and the source of the regions name) and one cultural (Martin Fierro, the mythic character in the epic poem about an autochthonous gaucho as a founder of Argentinean nationality) are not only the anchor for a renewed nationalism, as has been argued widely, but also become vantage points from which to understand an expanded geopolitics. The map projected to elaborate this position needs to be altogether different from the one inherited from the period of nation-state formation. The modern and the new, so the "Manifesto Martin Fierro" seems to claim, necessarily come from an elsewhere that also has the power to define modernity and its others, whereas the "Brazilwood manifesto" foregrounds the fact that what stands as artistically new also depends on a sort of validation that is not at all foreign to a global circulation of commodities.
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TEXT
THE UNITED STATES FEDERAL GOVERNMENT SHOULD ENTER INTO BINDING CONSULTATIONS WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA OVER AN OFFER THAT __________________________________________________________

CHINA WILL SAY YES 



GENUINE CONSULTATION ON REGIONAL HOTSPOTS NECESSARY TO BUILD A FRAMEWORK OF TRUST NECESSARY TO SAVE US-SINO RELATIONS, IMPACT IS WORLD PEACE
Vice Foreign Minister Zhang 12
[Vice Foreign Minister Zhang Zhijun at the Eighth Lanting Forum of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs Stay committed to peaceful development and win-win cooperation the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People's Republic of China: 28 December 2012 Westlaw]
China and the United States, one the world's largest developing country and the other the biggest developed one, are also the two largest economies in the world. That makes their relationship one of the most important yet complex in the world. Whether the two countries will live amicably with each other is an issue whose significance goes far beyond the bilateral scope and which concerns peace, stability and prosperity of the whole world. Some regard it a law of history that there have always been fierce clashes, at times, conflicts and wars, between an established power and an emerging power. But we reject such fatalism. In our view, in this globalized era when countries are inter-dependent with their interests closely linked, there has been a major shift in international relations. In the face of frequent global challenges, all countries would want to stick together to meet challenges together and pursue common development. This is an unstoppable historic trend. Those who go along with it will prosper and those against it perish. We are sober-minded on this and it is from this perspective that we view and approach China-US relations. We are committed to seeking new answers to old problems and are determined to foster a new major-country relationship based on mutual respect and win-win cooperation. 
What has happened in China-US relations shows that both sides stand to gain from cooperation and lose from confrontation. This year marks the 40th anniversary of the issuance of the Shanghai Communique and the resumption of contact between the two countries. China-US relations have entered a stage where they should no longer have doubts about further growth of this relationship. Over the past 40 years, great progress has been made in China-US relations. In particular, the two presidents have reached important agreement to build a new type of major-country relationship based on mutual respect and win-win cooperation, heralding a new, historic starting point for China-US relations. Two-way trade has surged from nearly zero at the time of resumption of contact to 446.6 billion US dollars last year and is expected to exceed 500 billion US dollars this year. The two sides, once in estrangement and confrontation, now engage in dialogue and cooperation. We have had the Strategic and Economic Dialogues (SandED), the High-Level Consultation on People-to-People Exchange and a total of more than 90 consultation mechanisms covering political, economic, trade, security, defense, scientific, technological, people-to-people, cultural, energy, the environment and many other fields. This is not commonly seen in major-country relations and speaks volumes about the dynamism and potential of China-US relations. More than 3.5 million visits are taking place between the two countries every year, nearly 10,000 every day on average. The two countries have maintained close communication and coordination on counter-terrorism, nuclear proliferation, climate change and regional hotspot issues. 
That being said, China and the United States still differ significantly in social system, development stage, history, culture and tradition and still face major and sensitive issues including Taiwan and Tibet-related issues. These issues, if not handled properly, will upset or even seriously damage the bilateral relationship. 
To dispel strategic mistrust and build a new type of major-country relationship is a demanding task which calls for unflinching efforts from both sides. At the current stage, I believe it is important for the two countries to do the following: 
First, they need to have candid and in-depth communication so as to avoid strategic misjudgment. China and the United States have maintained close high-level contacts and exchanges through quite a number of mechanisms of dialogue and communication including the SandED, the Strategic Security Dialogue and the Consultation on Asia-Pacific Affairs. Given the profoundly changing and complex international and regional landscape and the growing destabilizing factors and uncertainties, to have in-depth, candid discussions to find solutions and to strengthen coordination and cooperation will help reduce mutual suspicion and boost strategic mutual trust. Apart from increasing dialogue, coordination and cooperation on global issues and international and regional hotspot issues, it is also important that the two sides truly follow the principle of mutual respect, understand each other's national condition and public opinion, respect each other's choice of social system and development path, and refrain from imposing one's own will on the other side. 

THESE REGIONAL HOTSPOTS INCLUDE LATIN AMERICA
Beijing Xinhua 09
[Xinhua: 1st Round Sino-US Strategic, Economic Dialogue Concludes in Washington World News Connection July 29, 2009 Westlaw]
IV. On Sino-US Cooperation on International and Regional Issues The two sides discussed the common international challenges facing the two countries.  They were resolved to maintain close communication and coordination and work together with the rest of the international community for the settlement of conflicts and reduction of tension that trigger regional and global instability.  The two sides noted that traditional and nontraditional security threats are intertwined, and situations in Northeast Asia, South Asia, the Middle East and African require combined efforts. The two sides reaffirmed the importance of the Six-Party Talks, the continuing efforts to achieve denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula, and the maintaining of peace and stability of the Peninsula and Northeast Asia. They emphasized the importance of implementing UN Security Council Resolution 1874 and resolving the nuclear issue on the Peninsula through peaceful means.  The two sides agreed to exert greater efforts for the early realization of the aforementioned goals.  The two countries also pledged to increase coordination to jointly promote stability and development in Afghanistan and Pakistan. They agreed that senior officials from both countries with responsibilities for Iran and the Middle East should continue to consult closely on these issues. The two sides expressed their willingness to increase coordination and consultation on the issue of Sudan to jointly seek an early and enduring political settlement of the Darfur issue and promote the peace process between the north and the south of Sudan.
BOTh sides pointed out their shared opposition to terrorism and pledged to work collaboratively to strengthen global non-proliferation and arms control regimes.  They reiterated their respective nuclear policies and discussed the upcoming 2010 Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty [NPT] Review Conference and the Conference on Disarmament. The two sides also exchanged views on the Global Nuclear Security Summit proposed by the US side and reiterated the importance of existing dialogues on security, arms control, non-proliferation, and counter-terrorism issues.  The two sides intend to further enhance dialogue and cooperation to combat transnational challenges, such as cross-border crimes, terrorism, the illegal drug trade and piracy. 
The two sides agreed to enhance consultation on policy planning, Asia, the Middle East, Africa, Central Asia, and Latin America within the Strategic Dialogue framework, with a view to broadening and deepening cooperation on issues of mutual concern. 
V. On Mechanism for China-US Strategic and Economic Dialogue 
The two sides expressed their shared view that the SED will continue to advance China-US relations in tandem with other existing bilateral mechanisms.  The Dialogue represents a major initiative to further develop China-US relations in the new era, and offers an important platform for the two countries to deepen understanding, enhance mutual trust, and promote cooperation. In order to more fully explore shared solutions on a wide range of common challenges, the Chinese and US delegations look forward to further discussions on specific matters raised at the dialogues through special representatives of the two presidents, working groups, and existing bilateral dialogues.

OUR IMPACT IS THE BIGGEST – EVERY IMPACT SCENARIO CAN BE SOLVED BY SINO-US RELATIONS
Beijing Xinhua 09
[Beijing Xinhua in English China's official news service for English-language audiences (New China News Agency)] Xinhua 'Commentary': World Has Every Reason To Closely Watch Obama's China Visit 11/17/09 Westlaw] 
As American geostrategist Zbigniew Brzezinski said at a January seminar marking the 30th anniversary of the two countries' diplomatic ties, China and the United States have become important forces in global political and economic stability.
Since the ice-breaking visit by late U.S. President Richard Nixon to China in 1972 against the backdrop of the Cold War, bilateral cooperation has expanded to the areas of politics, economy, military and culture. 
BOTh countries are aware of the importance of their relations.
Though Obama won the presidential election under the banner of "Change," he decided to keep the U.S.' China policy of communications and cooperation unchanged, according to Harry Harding, a leading China specialist in the United States who has advised several presidents.
President Hu Jintao also stressed more than once that healthy development of Sino-U.S. relations is not only in the fundamental interests of both countries, but is also conducive to peace, stability and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region and the world at large.
Given the interwoven relations that China and the United States share in a global village, both nations see huge potential in seeking their common interests through expanded cooperation. 
And major challenges, such as the global economic downturn, terrorism, nuclear proliferation, and climate change, cannot be tackled by a single country on its own. Instead, they need the joint efforts of the international community, where the United States and China, as two influential countries, should play exemplary roles.
Obama's visit to China offered an opportunity for China and the United States to reach understandings and agreements and seek solutions to a variety of global issues.
China served as an important engine to drive forward global economic recovery while the United States saw its economy reverse the trend of recession in the third quarter of this year.
To reinforce the positive economic momentum and promote global development in a steady, orderly manner, the United States and China need to join hands in the spirit of mutual support.
Among all of the issues, global warming is a problem of immediate consequence. Earlier this month in Barcelona, representatives from more than 40 small-island countries warned during a five-day convention on climate change that any delay in a solution to the problem would increase the possibility of their homes being flooded.
As the world's two major greenhouse gas emitters, how the United States and China will cooperate and assume responsibility is a concern with global ramifications.
Undoubtedly, China and the United States still, and will always, have disagreements, especially in the fields of trade, currencies, greenhouse gas emissions, and political and military trust.
But disagreements provide room for talks, improved communications and enhanced cooperation.

3
INTERP - PREDICTIONS MUST HAVE A CLAIM, A WARRANT, AND STRONG DATA TO GET A DEFAULT 100% PROBABILITY, ANYTHING LESS GETS 0%. 

STRONG DATA REQUIRES (1) EXPLICIT DISCLOSURE OF (2) QUANTIFIABLE RESEARCH METHODS

THEY DON'T MEET – THEY ARE WEAK DATA

Rosekind 09
[Mark R. Rosekind, Ph.D Kevin B. Gregory Alertness Solutions The Moebus Aviation Report on "Scientific and Medical Evaluationof Flight Time Limitations": Invalid, Insufficient, and Risky Alertness SolutionsJanuary 2009]

While the extensive scientific literature on fatigue has definitively established its role in reducing alertness, performance, and safety, there remains a significant and critical gap in the scientific data available to address policy issues and provide specific solutions. There are few studies that have specifically tested an alertness strategy/fatigue countermeasure or compared an established regulatory policy to an alternative or quantified the benefits of implementing an Alertness Management Program (AMP)/Fatigue Risk Management System (FRMS). Regulatory authorities continually confront this gap between the science establishing fatigue as a significant safety issue and having data to address policy issues or provide specific solutions in their efforts to address fatigue risks through policymaking. EASA's request for scientific and medical evaluation of 18 specific flight time limitation questions is one more example of such an effort. However, the resulting MAR addressing the 18 posed questions is invalid, insufficient, and risky. The following highlights some of the most significant and relevant issues in each of these areas.
I. Invalid
a. No data. In 13 of the 18 questions posed there is direct acknowledgement that no data is available to address the question or the data that are cited do not specifically address the question posed. Therefore, 73% of the questions do not have any data or relevant,appropriate data to provide an evaluation of the issue identified (e.g., #1, 6, 10, 13).
b. Recommendations without data . Though acknowledging no data or no relevant data are available, specific recommendations are still made to address the questions posed. The primary task identified was to provide a scientific and medical evaluation of the questions posed, however, the MAR goes beyond this tasking to provide specific recommendations intended for policy making .These recommendations were not data-driven and relied on generalizing from other information to fill the "data gap" . However, the recommendations are presented in a manner to suggest that they could be used for data based policies.
c. Subjective data sources . A significant number of the scientific citations used to substantiate specific points were studies that utilized only subjective , self-reporting measures. Subjective, self-report measures can be discrepant from objective measures of alertness and performance, biased, and influenced by varied sources. It is critical that scientific data used as a basis for policy making be based on objective , measurable outcomes related to performance, relevant operational variables, behavioral actions,errors, incidents, accidents and appropriate safety measures. Subjective measures can complement these other varied objective outcomes but are highly questionable as the exclusive source for an evaluation or recommendation. For example, the MAR cites previous NASA research related to a subjective survey on sleep quantity and quality in onboard crew rest/bunk facilities (1). Yet the MAR does not include a complementary NASA study that included objective physiological measures of sleep quantity and quality in onboard rest facilities during actual operations involving two different flight patterns and three different aircraft (2).
d. Ignores operational experience and safety history. While a scientific and medical evaluation of the 18 questions posed is relevant, equally relevant is the operational experience and safety history of the activities being addressed. Policy making to address established safety issues could consider safety data, operational experience, relevant scientific findings, and where appropriate, economic factors. When the MAR goes beyond scientific and medical evaluation to make "practical" recommendations, it enters a realm where these other relevant factors (safety data, operational experience, 'economics, etc.) become significant considerations.
e. No quantification of risk/benefit . In policy-making efforts, it is critical to go beyond documentation of an effect to quantifying specifics of the risk . Regarding fatigue, this translates into both quantifying the risk and identifying the specific areas where these risks are expressed. First, this allows decisions about what specific fatigue-related risks to address and their priorities . Second, it provides a basis for determining expected,quantifiable benefits and outcomes that could be measured by implementing policies and activities . The MAR expert panel made an effort to use this approach in a couple of its responses (e.g., #2, 12). However, the quantification of risks and subsequent, quantifiable benefits of implementing policies and recommendations should be the lead issue in addressing all of the questions posed .

THE REASON TO PREFER IS EDUCATION – STRONG DATA IS KEY TO GOOD POLICYMAKING 

Saks 86
[Michael J. Prof of Law at Arizona State University, cited in a Supreme Court opinion and thousands of articles. B.A., B.S., Pennsylvania State University, 1969; M.A., 1972; Ph.D., Ohio State University, 1975; M.S.L., Yale Law School, 1983. *63 IF THERE BE A CRISIS, HOW SHALL WE KNOW IT? 46 Md. L. Rev. 63 Fall, 1986] 
I. EMPIRICAL EVIDENCE OF THE PROBLEM AND ITS CAUSES
One of the most important aspects of this as well as related earlier articles by Professor Galanter [FN2] and his colleagues [FN3] is that they inquire into the degree to which relevant empirical evidence supports the claims made concerning a litigation explosion, and they share with us the findings of that inquiry. The explosion appears to be more rhetorical than real.
Those offering wholesale condemnation of our civil justice system, and counseling a variety of reforms ranging from tinkering to  *64 radical alteration, are confident they know a serious problem exists and, what is more, they know its causes  . [FN4] Their  language is so strong and so clear that one hesitates to doubt the accuracy of their vision. But in support of their views, they  generally offer little more than unsupported assertions or anecdotes  , examples of which Professor Galanter has cited. Mere  assertion is simply that, and repeating something often or enlarging the chorus does not make it any more true. 
As I have noted elsewhere, [FN5] government by anecdote is a bad idea not because the anecdotes are untrue or are not evidence  (though sometimes they are untrue and therefore are not evidence), [FN6] but because they contribute so little to developing a  clear picture of the situation we are concerned about. It makes a difference if for every ten anecdotes in which an undeserving  plaintiff bankrupts an innocent defendant, zero, ten, one hundred, one thousand, or ten thousand equal and opposite injustices  were done to deserving and innocent plaintiffs . [FN7] The proportion of cases that results in some sort of error , [FN8]  and the  ratio of one kind of error to the other,  ought to be of greater interest to a serious policy-maker than a handful of anecdotes on  either side of an issue. After all, the reforms to be adopted are intended to change that ratio and the tens of thousands of anecdotes  it summarizes.
This brings us, then, to the kind of information that should form the core of the debate: data . If the explosion is real and the *65  crisis serious, it should not be difficult to find data confirming those fears. In this regard, Professor Galanter makes two important contributions to the liability crisis debate. He summarizes some important data, and he helps us to think about what they mean. Conscientious policy-makers will be interested to learn that 98% of civil litigation goes on in state courts, that those filings have declined in the past several years, and that even tort filings have increased only 1 % more than population growth. [FN9] Those urging reform, when they do point to data, usually point to the 2% of litigation that is handled by federal courts. Professor Galanter helps us to interpret the meaning of those federal data, [FN10] which show a 123% increase in filings over the past decade.
First of all, he notes that an increase in filings is not necessarily a reflection of an increase in plaintiffs' “litigiousness.” Changes in filing rates are equally a reflection of defendants' resistance to resolving disputes short of litigation. The filing rate reflects, as well, the volume of transactions, the number of actionable injuries resulting from those transactions, lawyers' case-screening practices, and, no doubt, numerous othervariables. [FN 1 1] Any real understanding of what is going on requires knowing what lies behind and gives rise to any change (or stability) in filing rates.
Moreover, Professor Galanter shows us that the 123% increase *66 means something other than appears at first blush. By disaggregating those cases into the categories supplied by the Administrative Office of the United States Courts, Professor Galanter finds that it is the federal government itself that has added by far the largest fraction of the increase in litigation, having increased its filings (of over-payment recoveries) by 6,683%! [FN12] Except for products liability (of which one-fourth were asbestos claims, now waning), the federal caseload for tort cases has been fairly stable.
These are but a few illustrations of the way Professor Galanter, and other empirically oriented legal scholars, force us to deal with the evidence of the world we propose to reshape through law reform. We need not limit policy debates to a mutually uninformative swapping of anecdotes or a heated exchange of quotations. In my view, it is enormously helpful to inform  ourselves about our world empirically  , and to think intelligently about the alternative interpretations of the relevant empirical  data. [FN13]
That the topographic map of vociferous reformers is not consistent with the most fundamental features of the landscape over  which they presume to reign should give us all pause. If their assessment of our condition — the easiest part of problem-solving — can be so inconsistent with the evidence, we might well be hesitant to accept their diagnosis of causes and their prescribed  treatment.

ITS A VOTER FOR PRECEDENT

Sterba 06
[Sonya K. Department of Psychology University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill Misconduct in the Analysis and Reporting of Data: Bridging Methodological and Ethical Agendas for Change ETHICS & BEHAVIOR, 16(4), 305–318 2006]
In conclusion, ethical and methodological specialists ’ gatekeeping efforts in the area of data analysis  and reporting  have remained strikingly disparate and insular to date. They neither coordinate with each other nor involve the research community in outreach efforts aimed at engendering self-monitoring. Their independent efforts have led to insufficient examination of the prevalence of overt and covert misconduct, and to inconsistent standards that are unreliably enforced. Yet the quality control of data analyses and reporting practices is of prime importance  . Thus, I propose three tactics to improve the prevention, detection, and deterrence of analysis and reporting misconduct that each involve melding of the methodological and ethical arenas. First, psychologists  need to better coordinate ethical and methodological standards pertaining to data analysis and reporting. Published methodological standards can lack the ethical imperative to motivate change, and published ethical standards can lack the specificity to direct that change. One first step toward coordinating standard setting across ethical and methodological specialties is offered here. Methodologists could be included on the committees of psychologists who create and revise research ethics codes and who respond to allegations of research ethics misconduct. In turn, committees disseminating methodological guidance, such as the APA Task Force on Statistical Inference, could include psychologists with research ethics expertise to aid in integrating an ethical perspective. Second, we need to increase applied researchers’ access to coordinated training in quantitative methods and research ethics. This will afford them the detailed methodological  knowledge and the ethical imperative to better selfmonitor their own analysis and reporting.  Specifically, a cross-fertilization of ethics and methods instruction needs to take place throughout undergraduate and graduate  training  , and also at the faculty level. Currently, statistical and methodological courses are typically devoid of research ethics discussions, and vice versa. In fact, these ethics courses and methods courses are typically offered in different departments, by faculty members who rarely interact. Faculty guest lectures from the companion discipline can begin to bridge these fields. In addition, short quantitative workshops (such as those offered by the Interuniversity Consortium for Political and Social Research) and ethics workshops (such as those sponsored by the APA Ethics Committee) are outlets for reaching researchers who may not have access to methodological or ethical specialists at their home institutions. (Neither the Interuniversity Consortium for Political and Social Research nor the Ethics Committee currently lists ethics in data analysis and reporting as a topic area covered in their educational outreach efforts.) It is essential that undergraduate and graduate psychology students be made mindful of the intersection of their methodological practices with ethical imperatives as they begin to conduct their own investigations—before poor habits become ingrained. We cannot expect students to completely autonomously make the connections between ethical and methodological imperatives; we need to scaffold them in this endeavor. This type of blended educational effort would increase the pool of journal and grant reviewers qualified to detect and enforce standards  for analysis and reporting conduct. This, in turn, would render the field ’ s  examination of data analysis and reporting  practices more pervasive and more reliable  .  Third, psychologists need to more consistently implement strategies for preventing and deterring data analysis and reporting misconduct. Random auditing of analyses in articles submitted for peer review, and perhaps also systematic surveying of peer reviews themselves, are potential preventative deterrents (Kimmel, 1996). These deterrents would essentially be an expansion of the Code’s mandate to keep data  available for potential reanalysis. If an audit of a given analysis reveals errors or discrepancies, the response would not be to try to determine whether this error was intentional or accidental. Instead, journal editors and reviewers would take it as their responsibility to inform authors of the ethical or methodological standards that were violated and issue a penalty—such as a request for reanalysis or replication—regardless of intent. This removes some of the professional hesitancy, fear of reprisals, and time involved in trying to prove intentional misconduct. This suggestion is in line with Snow’s (1959) argument that “if we do not penalize false statements made in error, we  open up the way, don ’ t you see, for false statements by intention ” (quoted in Kimmel, 1996, p. 273).

AND VOTE NEG ON PRESUMPTION – THE AFFS HARMS AND SOLVENCY HAVE ZERO PROBABILITY BECAUSE THEY ARE WITHIN THE STATISTICAL MARGIN FOR ERROR

Zellner 07
[Arnold Graduate School of Business, University of Chicago Philosophy and objectives of econometrics Journal of Econometrics Volume 136, Issue 2, February 2007, Pages 331-339]
On the relation of science and econometrics, I have for long emphasized the unity of science principle, which Karl Pearson put forward as follows: the unity of science is a unity of methods employed in analyzing and learning from experience and data. The subject matter discipline may be economics, history, physics, or the like, but the methods employed in analyzing and learning from data are basically the same. As (Jeffreys, 1957) and (Jeffreys, 1967) expresses the idea, “There must be a uniform standard  of validity for all hypotheses, irrespective of the subject . Different laws may hold in different subjects, but they must be tested by the same criteria ; otherwise we have no guarantee that our decisions will be those warranted by the data and not merely of inadequate analysis or of believing what we want to believe  . ” Thus the unity of science principle sets the same standards for work in the natural and social sciences. For example, this range of considerations is particularly relevant for those in economics who cross-correlate variables and assert causation on the basis of such correlations alone (See Zellner (1979a) for consideration of such tests and of alternative definitions of causality) or those who carelessly test all hypotheses in the “5% accept–reject syndrome.” Also, we must emphasize the importance of a general unified set of methods for use in science and the undesirability of unnecessary jargon and ad hoc methods.
Given that we take the unity of science principle seriously, we may next ask what are the main objectives of science. As Karl Pearson, Harold Jeffreys, and others state, one of the main objectives of science  , and I add of econometrics, is that of learning  from our experience and data. Knowledge so obtained may be sought for its own sake, for example, to satisfy our curiosity about economic phenomena and/or for practical policy and other decision purposes. One part of our knowledge is merely description of what we have observed; the more important part is generalization or induction, that is that part which “... consists of making inferences from past experience to predict future [or as yet unobserved] experience,” as Jeffreys puts it.
Thus there are at least two components to our knowledge, description and generalization or induction. While generalization or induction is usually considered to be more important, description plays a significant role in science, including economics. For example, Burns and Mitchell's monumental NBER study Measuring Business Cycles is mainly descriptive but valuable in  providing general features of business cycles about which others can generalize . While some have damned this work as “measurement without theory ,” the opposite sin of “ theory without measurement” seems much more serious. In fact there are too  many mathematical economic theories which explain no past data and which are incapable of making predictions about future or  as yet unobserved experience. Such economic theories are mathematical denk-spielen and not inductive generalizations to which I referred above. Further, I shall later mention another important role for description in connection with reductive inference.
In learning from our experience and data, it is critical that we understand the roles and nature of three kinds of inference, namely, deductive inference, inductive inference, and reductive inference.
As regards deductive inference, Reichenbach (1958) explains, “Logical proof is called deduction; the conclusion is obtained by deducing it from other statements, called the premises of the argument. The argument is so constructed that if the premises are true the conclusions must also be true. ... It unwraps, so to speak, the conclusion that was wrapped up in the premises.” Clearly, much economic theory is an exercise in deductive inference. However, the inadequacies of deductive inference for scientific work must be noted. First, traditional deductive inference leads just to the extreme attitudes of proof, disproof, or ignorance with respect to propositions. There is no provision for a statement like “A proposition is probably true” in deductive inference or logic. This is a deficiency of deduction for scientific work wherein such statements are very widely employed and found to be useful. Second, deduction or deductive inference alone provides no guide for choice among logically correct alternative explanations or theories. As is well known, for any given set of data, there is an infinity of models which fit the data exactly. Deduction provides no guide for selection among this infinity of models.
Thus, there is a need for a type of inference which is broader than deductive inference and which yields statements less extreme  than deductive inference  . This type of inference is called inductive inference by Jeffreys. It enables us to associate probabilities with propositions and to manipulate them in a consistent, logical way to take account of new information. Deductive statements  of proof and disproof are then viewed as limiting cases of inductive logic wherein probabilities approach one or zero,  respectively.
Jeffreys (1967), who has made major contributions to the development of inductive logic in his book Theory of Probability states that inductive inference involves “ making inferences from past experience to predict future experience ” by use of inductive  generalizations or laws  . And given actual outcomes, the procedures of inductive inference allow us to revise probabilities  associated with inductive generalizations or laws to reflect the information contained in new data  .
Note that for Jeffreys induction is not an economical description of past data, as Mach suggested since Mach omitted the all-important predictive aspect of induction. Further, predictive inductive inferences have an unavoidable uncertainty associated with  them, as Hume pointed out many years ago. For example, it is impossible to prove, deductively or inductively that  generalizations or laws, even the Chicago quantity theory of money  , are absolutely true  . Even Newton's laws, which were  considered “ absolutely true ” by many physicists in the nineteenth century, have been replaced by Einstein's laws. Thus there is an unavoidable uncertainty associated with laws in all areas of science, including economics. Inductive logic provides a quantification of this uncertainty by associating probabilities with laws and providing logically consistent procedures for  changing these probabilities as new evidence arises  . In this regard, probability is viewed as representing a degree of reasonable  belief with the limiting values of zero being complete disbelief or disproof and of one being complete belief of proof. 
For Jeffreys, Bayesian statistics is implied by his theory of scientific method. Thus, Bayesian statistics is the technology of inductive inference. The operations of Bayesian statistics enable us to make probability statements about parameters ’ values and  future values of variables  . Also, optimal point estimates and point predictions can be readily obtained by Bayesian methods.  Probabilities and/or odds ratios relating to competing hypotheses or models can be evaluated which reflect initial information and  sample information.  Thus, many inference problems encountered in induction can be solved by Bayesian methods and these solutions are compatible with Jeffreys's theory of scientific method. See, e.g., Berry et al. (1996), Box and Tiao (1973), DeGroot (1970), Fienberg and Zellner (1975) and (Zellner, 1971) and (Zellner, 1979b) for presentations, discussions and applications of Bayesian methods.
To illustrate inductive inference in econometrics, consider Milton Friedman's Theory of the Consumption Function  . In his book Friedman set forth a bold inductive generalization which, he showed, explained variation in much past data, a fact that increased  most individuals ’ degree of reasonable belief in his theory. Further, Friedman proposed a number of additional tests of his model and predicted their outcomes, an example of what we referred to above as inductive inference  . Many of these tests have been performed with results compatible with Friedman's predictions. Such results enhance the degree of reasonable belief that we have in Friedman's theory. This is the kind of research in economics and econometrics  , which illustrates well the nature of inductive  inference and is, in my opinion, most productive  .
As regards inductive generalizations, there are a few points, which deserve to be emphasized. First, a useful starting point for  inductive generalization in many instances is the proposition that all variation is considered random or nonsystematic  unless shown otherwise . A good example of the fruitfulness of such a starting point is given by the random walk hypothesis for stock prices in stock market research. Many researchers have put forward models to forecast stock prices by use of variables such as auto sales, changes in money, and the like only to find that their forecasts are no better than those yielded by a random walk model. In other areas, when a researcher proposes a new effect, the burden is on him to show that data support the new effect . The initial hypothesis is thus, “ No effect unless shown otherwise  . ”

They essentialize capitalism as an ideology – which dooms alt solvency and creates a self-fulfilling prophecy  by denying the very material reform of the plan.
Cleaver 00
[HARRY, PROFESSOR OF ECONOMICS @ UTEXAS. PH.D. STANFORD UNIVERSITY 1975 (ECONOMICS). READING CAPITAL POLITICALLY] [CT] [HTTP://WWW.ECO.UTEXAS.EDU/~HMCLEAVE/RCP1.HTML]

What we have here is a reading of Capital that is not only limited to being a passive interpretation, but which also, by restricting itself to the "economic" sphere or "base" effectively, makes of political economy the theory of the capitalist factory and its waged workers alone. (49) This has the effect of excluding the rest of society from the analysis -- not only the state and party politics but also the unemployed, the family, the school, health care, the media, art, and so on. As a result political economists who would try to take these things into account find themselves rummaging through Marx's writings looking for suggestive tidbits of "other" theories. (50) Yet it is precisely in these "other" social spheres that many of the major social conflicts of today are occurring. At the turn of the century, when working-class struggle was located primarily (but not uniquely by any means) in the factory, there was perhaps some excuse for reading Capital as a theoretical model of the capitalist factory. But as a result of the extensive social engineering of the 1920s and 1930s through which capitalist social planners sought to restructure virtually all of society, and as a result of the nature of recent social struggles against such planning, such interpretations today are grossly inadequate. The New Left correctly sensed this and avoided orthodox interpretations. The inadequacy of both orthodox and neo-Marxist theories became abundantly clear in the late 1960s. Both were unequipped to explain the revolts of the unwaged and were forced to appeal to ad hoc solutions. Orthodoxy revived historical materialism and tried to shove peasant revolts into the box of pre-capitalist modes of production. Student revolts were classified as either petty bourgeois or lumpen. Women's revolts were within the framework of some "domestic" mode of production. All were thus set aside as unimportant secondary phenomena because they were not truly working class. This of course set up the Party once again as the mediating interpreter of the real working-class interests and justified the attempt to repress or co-opt these struggles.
ALTHOUGH THE NEO-MARXISM OF THE NEW LEFT MADE THESE STRUGGLES CENTRAL TO ITS NOTION OF REVOLUTION, IT FARED LITTLE BETTER THEORETICALLY. BECAUSE IT ACCEPTED ORTHODOXY'S EXCLUSION OF THESE GROUPS FROM THE WORKING CLASS, ALL IT COULD OFFER WERE VAGUE EVOCATIONS OF "THE PEOPLE'S" INTERESTS. IN AS MUCH AS EITHER THEY FELL OUTSIDE THE "ECONOMIC" SPHERE OR THEIR PLACE WITHIN IT WAS OBSCURE, THESE REVOLTS HAD TO BE SEEN AS BYPRODUCTS OF THE GENERAL IRRATIONALITY OF THE SYSTEM. WE CAN THUS SEE THAT ONE GREAT WEAKNESS OF READING MARX AS POLITICAL ECONOMY HAS BEEN TO ISOLATE AND REDUCE HIS ANALYSIS TO THAT OF THE FACTORY. BUT IF THIS IS A WEAKNESS WHICH HAS MADE BOTH ORTHODOX AND NEO-MARXISM UTTERLY INCAPABLE OF ACCOUNTING FOR THE PRESENT CRISIS, IT IS NOT THE ONLY PROBLEM.
EVEN MORE IMPORTANT IS THE ONE-SIDEDNESS OF ALL THESE ANALYSES, FROM THOSE OF THE SECOND INTERNATIONAL RIGHT UP THROUGH THE CONTEMPORARY DEBATES ON CRISIS THEORY. THIS ONE-SIDEDNESS LIES IN THE LIMITED WAY IN WHICH THE WORKING CLASS, HOWEVER DEFINED, MAKES AN APPEARANCE IN THESE MODELS. WHEN IT APPEARS ON THE SCENE AT ALL, IT COMES IN FROM THE OUTSIDE AND USUALLY AS A VICTIM FIGHTING DEFENSIVE BATTLES. THIS IS WHY I WOULD LABEL THE MARXIST OR NEO-MARXIST CATEGORIES EMPLOYED IN THESE MODELS "REIFIED." THEY ARE "REIFIED" IN THAT INSTEAD OF BEING UNDERSTOOD AS DESIGNATING SOCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN THE CLASSES THEY HAVE BEEN TURNED INTO DESIGNATIONS OF THINGS, THINGS WITHIN CAPITAL SEPARATE FROM THE SOCIAL RELATION. IN FACT THE CONCEPT OF CAPITAL ITSELF IN THESE MODELS USUALLY DESIGNATES NOT THE CLASS RELATION (THAT IS SOMETIMES THROWN IN AS AN AFTERTHOUGHT) BUT RATHER THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION, MONEY CAPITAL, COMMODITY CAPITAL, AND LABOR POWER, ALL CIRCULATING AS MINDLESS ENTITIES THROUGH THE UPS AND DOWNS OF THEIR CIRCUITS. WHERE DOES THE IMPULSE TO MOVEMENT, TECHNOLOGICAL CHANGE, OR EXPANSION COME FROM IN THESE MODELS? WHY, IT COMES FROM WITHIN CAPITAL, OF COURSE, USUALLY THE BLIND RESULT OF COMPETITION AMONG CAPITALISTS. WHEN COMPETITION BREAKS DOWN IN MONOPOLY CAPITAL, MARXISTS LIKE BARAN, SWEEZY, AND JOSEF STEINDL DEDUCE A NECESSARY TENDENCY TO STAGNATION. IN EITHER CASE THE WORKING CLASS IS ONLY A SPECTATOR TO THE GLOBAL WALTZ OF CAPITAL'S AUTONOMOUS SELF-ACTIVATING DEVELOPMENT.
THIS WAS NOT MARX'S VIEW OF THE WORLD. NOT ONLY DID HE REPEATEDLY INSIST THAT CAPITAL WAS A SOCIAL RELATION OF CLASSES, BUT HE ALSO EXPLICITLY STATED THAT AT THE LEVEL OF THE CLASS THE SO-CALLED ECONOMIC RELATIONS WERE IN FACT POLITICAL RELATIONS:
EVERY MOVEMENT IN WHICH THE WORKING CLASS COMES OUT AS A CLASS AGAINST THE RULING CLASSES AND ATTEMPTS TO FORCE THEM BY PRESSURE FROM WITHOUT IS A POLITICAL MOVEMENT. FOR INSTANCE, THE ATTEMPT IN A PARTICULAR FACTORY OR EVEN A PARTICULAR INDUSTRY TO FORCE A SHORTER WORKING DAY OUT OF THE CAPITALISTS BY STRIKES, ETC., IS A PURELY ECONOMIC MOVEMENT. ON THE OTHER HAND THE MOVEMENT TO FORCE AN EIGHT HOUR DAY, ETC., LAW IS A POLITICAL MOVEMENT. AND IN THIS WAY, OUT OF THE SEPARATE ECONOMIC MOVEMENTS OF THE WORKERS THERE GROWS UP EVERYWHERE A POLITICAL MOVEMENT, THAT IS TO SAY A MOVEMENT OF THE CLASS, WITH THE OBJECT OF ACHIEVING ITS INTERESTS IN A GENERAL FORM, IN A FORM POSSESSING A GENERAL SOCIAL FORCE OF COMPULSION. (51)
THE POINT HERE IS THAT AS THE STRUGGLE FOR THE EIGHT-HOUR DAY DEVELOPS, AS IT BECOMES GENERALIZED, IT MOVES BEYOND THE PARTICULAR DEMANDS OF A NARROWLY DEFINED GROUP OF WORKERS AND BECOMES A DEMAND OF THE WHOLE CLASS AND THUS POLITICAL. THIS CORRESPONDS TO A HISTORICAL MOVEMENT WHICH BEGINS WITH THE DEMANDS OF A QUANTITATIVELY SMALL NUMBER OF WORKERS BUT WHICH CIRCULATES TO BECOME A NEW QUALITATIVE FOCAL POINT OF THE CLASS STRUGGLE. SUCH DEMANDS SPREAD IF THEY CORRESPOND TO THE UNDERLYING SOCIAL CONDITIONS OF THE CLASS GENERALLY. MARX SOUGHT OUT AND ANALYZED SEVERAL OF THESE STRUGGLES -- OVER THE LENGTH OF THE WORKING DAY, THE INTENSITY OF WORK, PRODUCTIVITY, MECHANIZATION, THE SOCIAL WAGE, AND SO ON. IN CAPITAL HE LAYS OUT BOTH THE SPECIFIC HISTORY OF THEIR DEVELOPMENT IN ENGLAND AND THEIR GENERAL PLACE WITHIN CAPITAL, THAT IS, WITHIN THE OVERALL CLASS STRUGGLE. FROM THE TIME WHEN THESE AREAS OF CONTENTION BECOME GENERALIZED, THEY ARE BRANDED AS CLASS AND HENCE POLITICAL RELATIONS. AT ANY GIVEN MOMENT PARTICULAR GROUPS OF WORKERS MAY OR MAY NOT BE ACTIVELY STRUGGLING FOR ONE OR ANOTHER DEMAND, BUT IF THEY DO, THE INDIVIDUAL STRUGGLE AT EACH FACTORY OR INDUSTRY CAN NO LONGER BE CONSIDERED AN ISOLATED "PURELY ECONOMIC" STRUGGLE BUT MUST BE GRASPED AS A PART OF THE WHOLE, AS A POLITICAL STRUGGLE FOR POWER. TODAY WE CAN SEE THIS EVEN MORE CLEARLY THAN IN MARX'S TIME BECAUSE OF THE TRANSFORMED ROLE OF THE STATE. THE RISE OF THE KEYNESIAN STATE HAS MEANT THE VIRTUAL MERGING OF NOT ONLY THE STATE AND THE "ECONOMY" BUT OF THE STATE AND "SOCIETY" ITSELF.
THIS IS A SECOND FUNDAMENTAL DANGER OF READING MARX AS POLITICAL ECONOMY AND AS IDEOLOGY. WE ARE PRESENTED WITH ELABORATELY DETAILED CRITICAL INTERPRETATIONS OF THIS SELF-ACTIVATING MONSTER IN A WAY THAT COMPLETELY IGNORES THE WAY ACTUAL WORKING-CLASS POWER FORCES AND CHECKS CAPITALIST DEVELOPMENT. MARX SAW HOW THE SUCCESSFUL STRUGGLE FOR A SHORTER WORKING DAY CAUSED A CRISIS FOR CAPITAL. THESE POLITICAL ECONOMISTS DO NOT: THEY SEE ABSOLUTE SURPLUS VALUE AS A REIFIED ABSTRACT CONCEPT. MARX SAW HOW THAT STRUGGLE FORCED THE DEVELOPMENT OF PRODUCTIVITY-RAISING INNOVATIONS WHICH RAISED THE ORGANIC COMPOSITION OF CAPITAL. HE THUS SAW RELATIVE SURPLUS VALUE AS A STRATEGIC CAPITALIST RESPONSE. THESE POLITICAL ECONOMISTS DO NOT: THEY SEE ONLY COMPETITION BETWEEN CAPITALISTS. MARX SAW HOW WORKERS' WAGE STRUGGLES COULD HELP PRECIPITATE CAPITALIST CRISES. THESE POLITICAL ECONOMISTS SEE ONLY ABSTRACT "LAWS OF MOTION." (52) THESE KINDS OF INTERPRETATIONS GLORIFY THE DYNAMIC OF CAPITAL, HOWEVER EVIL, AND PORTRAY THE WORKING CLASS AS A HAPLESS VICTIM. BECAUSE OF THIS, EVEN IF ONE WISHES TO SEE IDEOLOGICAL CRITIQUE AS A WEAPON IN THE CLASS STRUGGLE, ONE MUST CONCLUDE THAT SUCH THEORIES WHICH ACCORD ALL POWER TO CAPITAL CAN ONLY BE IN ITS INTEREST. SUCH CRITIQUES ARE PARTICULARLY WELL SUITED TO THE NEEDS OF LENINIST PARTIES OR ANY OTHER ELITIST GROUPS WHICH WOULD PRESENT THEMSELVES AS THE ONLY SOLUTION FOR THE CLASS. IF THE CLASS IS POWERLESS IN THE "ECONOMIC" STRUGGLE, AS THE THEORIES SAY, THEN ITS ONLY SOLUTION IS OBVIOUSLY "TO JOIN THE PARTY AND SMASH THE STATE." HOW THIS MASS OF HAPLESS VICTIMS IS TO ACHIEVE SUCH A FEAT WOULD SEEM TO BE A MYSTERY UNDERSTOOD ONLY BY THE PARTY HIERARCHY, WHO WILL PROVIDE THE NECESSARY LEADERSHIP AND WISDOM. BUT THE TRUTH IS THAT THE CLASS IS NOT POWERLESS AT ALL AND THAT THE PARTY LEADERS SEEK TO MOBILIZE ITS POWER AS A PRELUDE TO TAKING CONTROL THEMSELVES AND BECOMING THE MANAGERS OF A RATIONALIZED, PLANNED "SOCIALIST" ECONOMY IN WHICH THE WORKERS, THEY HOPE, WILL WORK EVEN HARDER THAN BEFORE.
CARD CONTINUES
THE FLAW THAT LIES AT THE VERY HEART OF CRITICAL THEORY'S CONCEPT OF BOURGEOIS CULTURAL HEGEMONY (JUST AS IT LURKS WITHIN POLITICAL ECONOMY'S THEORY OF CAPITALIST TECHNOLOGICAL DOMINATION IN THE FACTORY) IS ITS TOTAL ONE-SIDEDNESS. THE POSITING OF CULTURAL HEGEMONY, LIKE THAT OF AN ALL-POWERFUL TECHNOLOGICAL RATIONALITY, REFLECTS THE INABILITY TO RECOGNIZE OR THEORIZE THE GROWTH OF ANY WORKING-CLASS POWER CAPABLE OF THREATENING THE SYSTEM. ALTHOUGH THE THEORY MAY HAVE ACCURATELY REFLECTED THE NEW ISSUES THAT ACCOMPANIED THE RISE OF HITLER, STALIN, AND ROOSEVELT, ITS EXAGGERATED PESSIMISM BECAME MANIFESTED IN THE 1960S. THE LOGIC OF THE THEORY OF ABSOLUTE CONSUMERIST INTEGRATION FORCED MARCUSE, BARAN, AND SWEEZY TO INTERPRET THE UPHEAVALS OF THE TIME AS FALLING "OUTSIDE" THE CLASS STRUGGLE AND THEY BUILT THEIR HOPES ON WHAT THEY SAW AS REVOLTS AGAINST RACIAL AND SEXUAL REPRESSION AND AGAINST THE GENERAL IRRATIONALITY OF THE SYSTEM. THIS EXTERIORIZATION OF CONTRADICTION BLINDED THEM ALL TO THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE ACTUAL STRUGGLES OF WAGE WORKERS AS WELL AS THEIR INTERACTION WITH THE COMPLEMENTARY STRUGGLES OF THE UNWAGED. AS A RESULT MARCUSE COULD SEE ONLY DEFEAT IN THE DISSOLUTION OF THE "MOVEMENT" IN THE EARLY 1970S AND THE RISING DANGER OF A NEW FASCISM. UNABLE TO GRASP HOW THE CYCLE OF STRUGGLES OF THE 1960S HAD THROWN CAPITAL INTO CRISIS, WAS FORCED BACK TO THE POLITICAL ECONOMY OF BARAN AND SWEEZY FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC CRISIS OF THE 1970S. (82) IT IS IRONIC THAT, WHILE HE HAS SPOKEN OF A CAPITALIST "COUNTERREVOLUTION" THAT COULD LEAD TO 1984, HE CANNOT SEE THE "REVOLUTION" TO WHICH IT IS A COUNTER AND CAN ONLY PROCLAIM IT A "PREVENTIVE" ACTION BY CAPITAL. (83) HE DOES SEE THE REVOLT AGAINST WORK BUT INTERPRETS ITS RAMPANT ABSENTEEISM, FALLING PRODUCTIVITY, INDUSTRIAL SABOTAGE, WILDCAT STRIKES, AND SCHOOL DROPOUTS AS SIMPLY "PREPOLITICAL" SIGNS OF DISCONTENT AND OF THE POSSIBLE CRUMBLING OF BOURGEOIS CULTURAL HEGEMONY VIA MANAGED CONSUMERISM. (84) AS A RESULT HE HAS BEGUN, IN COUNTERREVOLUTION AND REVOLT (1972), TO REMODEL HIS CRITICAL THEORY INTO ONE OF HOW THE CONSUMERIST LOGIC OF CONTEMPORARY CAPITALISM MAY BE UNDERMINING ITSELF BY THE PRODUCTION OF NONINTEGRABLE, TRANSCENDENT NEEDS. HE POSTULATES A GROWING DIVERGENCE BETWEEN THE CONSUMERIST PROMISES OF CAPITALIST IDEOLOGY PROPAGATED BY THE MASS MEDIA AND THE WILLINGNESS TO DELIVER IN A PERIOD OF ECONOMIC CRISIS: "A CONTRADICTION BETWEEN THAT WHICH IS AND THAT WHICH IS POSSIBLE AND OUGHT TO BE." (85) THE POLITICAL CONCLUSIONS MARCUSE DRAWS FROM THIS ANALYSIS FORMULATE THE CURRENT POLITICAL SITUATION IN TERMS OF THE IDEOLOGICAL QUESTION OF WHETHER GROWING POPULAR DISSATISFACTION CAN BE CRAFTED BY A REVITALIZED NEW LEFT EDUCATIONAL AND ORGANIZATIONAL EFFORT INTO A REAL THREAT TO THE SYSTEM. DESPITE HIS AFFIRMATION THAT CONSUMERISM HAS ENLARGED THE BASE OF EXPLOITATION AND POLITICAL REVOLT, AND HIS CALLS FOR A NEW LEFT REVIVAL, IT MUST BE SAID THAT HE REPEATEDLY POINTS TO WHAT SOMETIMES SEEMS TO BE INSURMOUNTABLE DIFFICULTIES IN CARRYING OUT THIS PROGRAM. GIVEN HIS INSISTENCE ON THE ISOLATION OF RADICALS, HIS REPEATED AFFIRMATION OF THE "POLITICAL WEAKNESS AND THE NON-REVOLUTIONARY ATTITUDE OF THE MAJORITY OF THE WORKING CLASS," AND HIS ENDORSEMENT OF THE NECESSITY OF A "LONG MARCH THROUGH THE INSTITUTIONS" (WORKING WITHIN THE SYSTEM), ONE IS NOT SURPRISED TO FIND IN HIS FINAL DECLARATION THE TRADITIONAL OLD LEFT EVOCATION OF THE "LONG ROAD": "THE NEXT REVOLUTION WILL BE THE CONCERN OF GENERATIONS AND THE 'FINAL CRISIS OF CAPITALISM' MAY TAKE ALL BUT A CENTURY." (86) GONE IS HIS SENSE OF OPTIMISM THAT RODE THE WAVE OF STRUGGLES OF THE 1960S. MARCUSE SEEMS TO HAVE REDISCOVERED THE INHERENT PESSIMISM OF THE FRANKFURT SCHOOL'S CONCEPT OF HEGEMONY AS WELL AS ITS LIMITED POLITICAL PROGRAM FOR A LONG PROCESS OF "BUILDING CONSCIOUSNESS" THROUGH THE IDEOLOGICAL CRITIQUE OF SOCIETY. BLIND TO THE REAL POWER DEVELOPED AND HELD BY WORKERS TODAY, MARCUSE CANNOT SEE EITHER THE EXTENT AND DIFFICULTIES OF CURRENT CAPITALIST ATTEMPTS AT RESTRUCTURING OR HOW THE CONTINUING STRUGGLES OF WORKERS ARE THWARTING THOSE EFFORTS. OF THIS DRAMA HE CAN CAPTURE ONLY THE REPRESSIVE SIDE OF THE CAPITALIST OFFENSIVE AND FALLS BACK INTO A MORE OR LESS TRADITIONAL LEFTIST PROGRAM OF DEFENSE AGAINST AUTHORITARIAN STATE CAPITALISM VIA THE IDEOLOGICAL STRUGGLES OF CRITICAL THEORY.
TO SUMMARIZE: DESPITE THE ORIGINALITY AND USEFULNESS OF THEIR RESEARCH INTO THE MECHANISMS OF CAPITALIST DOMINATION IN BOTH THE ECONOMIC AND CULTURAL SPHERES, AND INDEED PRECISELY IN THE FORMULATION OF THOSE MECHANISMS AS ONE-SIDEDLY HEGEMONIC, CRITICAL THEORISTS HAVE REMAINED BLIND TO THE ABILITY OF WORKING-CLASS STRUGGLES TO TRANSFORM AND THREATEN THE VERY EXISTENCE OF CAPITAL. THEIR CONCEPT OF DOMINATION IS SO COMPLETE THAT THE "DOMINATED" VIRTUALLY DISAPPEARS AS AN ACTIVE HISTORICAL SUBJECT. IN CONSEQUENCE, THESE PHILOSOPHERS HAVE FAILED TO ESCAPE THE FRAMEWORK OF MERE IDEOLOGICAL CRITIQUE OF CAPITALIST SOCIETY.
TO RETURN TO THE MILITARY ANALOGY USED EARLIER IN THIS INTRODUCTION, WE CAN POSE THE DIFFICULTY THIS WAY: IF ONE'S ATTENTION IS FOCUSED UNIQUELY ON THE ENEMY'S ACTIVITIES ON THE BATTLEFIELD, THE BATTLE WILL ASSUREDLY BE LOST. IN THE CLASS WAR, AS IN CONVENTIONAL MILITARY ENCOUNTERS, ONE MUST BEGIN WITH THE CLOSEST STUDY OF ONE'S OWN FORCES, THAT IS, THE STRUCTURE OF WORKING-CLASS POWER. WITHOUT AN UNDERSTANDING OF ONE'S OWN POWER, THE EBB AND FLOW OF THE BATTLE LINES CAN APPEAR AS AN ENDLESS PROCESS DRIVEN ONLY BY THE ENEMY'S UNILATERAL SELF-ACTIVITY. WHEN THE ENEMY REGROUPS OR RESTRUCTURES, AS CAPITAL IS DOING IN THE PRESENT CRISIS, ITS ACTIONS MUST BE GRASPED IN TERMS OF THE DEFEAT OF PRIOR TACTICS OR STRATEGIES BY OUR FORCES -- NOT SIMPLY AS ANOTHER CLEVER MOVE. THAT AN ANALYSIS OF ENEMY STRATEGY IS NECESSARY IS OBVIOUS. THE ESSENTIAL POINT IS THAT AN ADEQUATE UNDERSTANDING OF THAT STRATEGY CAN BE OBTAINED ONLY BY GRASPING IT IN RELATION TO OUR OWN STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES.
IN THE MOVIE PATTON THERE IS A HIGHLY INSTRUCTIVE SCENE IN WHICH PATTON SEES THAT HE WILL DEFEAT ROMMEL'S ARMOR IN NORTH AFRICA AND CRIES, "ROMMEL, YOU MAGNIFICENT BASTARD, I READ YOUR BOOK!" HE IS REFERRING TO A TRANSLATION OF ROMMEL'S BOOK ON TANK WARFARE. IF PATTON HAD READ THAT BOOK OF HIS DECLARED OPPONENT THE WAY CRITICAL THEORISTS READ BOURGEOIS AUTHORS, HE WOULD STILL HAVE BEEN SITTING IN HIS QUARTERS WRITING "CRITIQUES" OF THIS POINT OR THAT WHEN ROMMEL ROLLED OVER HIM WITH HIS ARMY. INSTEAD, HE READ THE BOOK AS AN ENEMY WEAPON, WHICH IT WAS, IN ORDER TO DEVELOP BETTER STRATEGIES TO DEFEAT HIM. IT WOULD ALSO HAVE DONE HIM LITTLE GOOD IF, WHEN HE FINALLY FACED ROMMEL'S ARMY, HE HAD HAD NO UNDERSTANDING OF THE STRENGTHS OF HIS OWN FIREPOWER. (87)
IT SERVES LITTLE PURPOSE TO STUDY THE STRUCTURES OF CAPITALIST DOMINATION UNLESS THEY ARE RECOGNIZED AS STRATEGIES THAT CAPITAL MUST STRUGGLE TO IMPOSE. REVOLUTIONARY STRATEGY CANNOT BE CREATED FROM AN IDEOLOGICAL CRITIQUE; IT DEVELOPS WITHIN THE ACTUAL ONGOING GROWTH OF WORKING-CLASS STRUGGLE. BLINDNESS TO THIS INEVITABLY FORCES ONE BACK INTO THE REALM OF "CONSCIOUSNESS RAISING" AS THE ONLY WAY TO BRIDGE THE PERCEIVED GAP BETWEEN WORKING-CLASS POWERLESSNESS (CAPITALIST HEGEMONY) AND WORKING-CLASS VICTORY (REVOLUTIONARY DEFEAT OF CAPITAL).
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