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	Introduction

	July 4, 2026. A historic date. 250 years. That’s the amount of time since Congress approved the Declaration of Independence. That’s also, coincidentally, about the same amount of time that empires have lasted throughout history. I believe the current state of the nation speaks for itself as to whether that theory is valid. Humans are intelligent and can accomplish extraordinary things on an individual basis. But as we’re natural beings, no amount of intelligence or ingenuity can conquer the cycle of life and existence. Nature constantly moves in waves as it seeks equilibrium. Even as humans reach new heights of globalization and interconnectedness, the old adage remains relevant: History may not repeat itself, but it often rhymes. As above so below, what goes up must come down, all things come to an end. Instead of fighting against the current, I believe learning to navigate with the flow is the most important survival skill any human has had throughout history. But that often requires substantial skill in acquiring and processing new information.

	 

	Contemporary Controversies

	All the signs of a dying empire seem to be on full display within the US. Decadence and skyrocketing debt, alongside immiserating poverty. Overextension of military expeditions abroad. A heightened atmosphere of internal conflict. Many citizens would agree that a notable change has occurred in the US within the first quarter of this century, and especially throughout the previous one. Some may even say it’s a totally different country than they remember, or what the Founding Fathers created.

	Instead of accepting the surface-level answers that often placate the masses from inquiring deeper, I’d like to posit a holistic theory as to why all this is occurring in our nation at this time. As well as demonstrate that many of the premier national controversies of our time often tie back to the same root. To support my theory, I’d like to choose 10 questions that may most exemplify the division of our national consciousness:

	1.) Why did offshoring and deindustrialization occur?

	2.) Why have real wages effectively stagnated over the last 50 years?

	3.) Why does the US have the largest prison population?

	4.) Why are so many immigrants moving to the US?

	5.) Why has the current administration attacked birthright citizenship?

	6.) Why is race so controversial in the US?

	7.) Why has American politics become so polarized that it’s described as Communists vs Nazis?

	8.) Why is the rise of China seen as a threat to the West?

	9.) Why has there been limited action against global warming?

	10.) Why is the world increasingly experiencing a fertility crisis?

	As I pose these questions, I’ll present a multidisciplinary analysis and framework that may answer them for itself. This narrative will take us from the very beginning of our society to the contemporary state of the nation that we see today. I’ll show that these many disparate issues are, in fact, more intertwined than they appear. And in the end, based on the evidence, I’ll present my own analysis of what must be done to prevent our nation from falling like so many other empires before it. Sometimes it may not be a lack of intelligence or ingenuity that spells the end of a society. It can often be attachment to tradition and aversion to adaptability.

	Theoretical Foundations

	Before I begin to outline the narrative, I’d like to first take time to present a few concepts to ground my method of analysis. This will help form a solid base from which to evaluate the information. We must create an objective lens before we can begin to use it as a tool to examine our historical and contemporary circumstances.

	International relations teaches that there are multiple actors within a collective, each actor has different interests, those various interests compete within different levels of institutions, and the results within those institutions are what become laws or policy, which are often defined and influenced by norms.[1] Interactions more often than not resolve in favor of those with the most power. This will become apparent as the record of various interactions throughout history is recounted.

	Dialectical and historical materialism are other crucial tools of analysis. Dialectical materialism is a materialist theory and philosophy based upon the writings of Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels.[2] It emphasizes the importance of real-world conditions and the presence of dialectical contradictions, including within social class, labor economics, and socioeconomic interactions. A contradiction is a relationship in which two forces oppose each other, leading to mutual development. It was influenced by the Hegelian dialectic.

	Historical materialism is Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels's theory of historiographical analysis for understanding how humans developed throughout history. This can be seen as dialectical materialism applied to history. Historical change is located within the rise of class societies and the way humans work together to make their livelihoods. Technological development plays a crucial role in influencing social transformation, and extensively the mode of production over time. This change in the mode of production encourages changes to a society's economic and social system.

	Finally, the concepts of the base and superstructure are important to understand as well. In Marxist theory, base and superstructure are concepts that explain the relationship between a society's economic foundation and its other social forms.[3] The base consists of the social relations of production—the economic structure of society—that people enter into to produce the necessities of life. The superstructure refers to the legal, political, and cultural realms, including institutions, ideologies, and forms of social consciousness, which arise on this base. The core proposition is that the economic base conditions or determines the overall character of the superstructure. While this relationship is not seen as a simple one-way causality, as the superstructure can also influence the base, the economic factor is considered determinant in the long run.

	All of these concepts are important to understand in order to have a clear and objective base to analyze historic social and societal changes from. As I present the narrative, I’ll periodically refer back to them to demonstrate not only their relevance as tools for analysis of the past, but also as a roadmap to anticipate what may occur in the future. This framework is also fundamentally in opposition to philosophical idealism. Just as the body isn’t said to emerge from consciousness, the physical world doesn’t emerge from beliefs. Material conditions underscore any idealist thought. This point will also be demonstrated throughout the paper. Now that the groundwork has been laid, we can proceed to the information from a common base.

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Colonialism

	To understand the contemporary conflicts and controversies we see in our nation, as well as those in the world at large, I think it’s imperative that we have a holistic understanding of history. Just as the future is contingent on the actions we take today, the modern world came to be the way it is due to actions and circumstances of the past. I say this because there are a lot of people and movements who either try to dismiss or erase the past choices that brought us to our current contradictions, or try to rewrite history altogether to serve their specific narrative.

	Human society emerges from a collective agreement and ethos, so leaders, governments, and individuals naturally put great effort into controlling the dominant narrative. Because that narrative can mold society's perspective on who’s right, who’s wrong, what’s true, and what’s false. Instead of splitting hairs over opinions and perspectives, I’ll do my best to present the information and my arguments as matter-of-factly as possible. I’ll also include as many citations as I see fit so you can do your own research and come to your own conclusions. I don’t think any speculation is needed for the information I’m presenting. The truth speaks for itself.

	 

	Age of Discovery

	The first thing we need to understand for us to comprehend how the US developed to its current state is how the US came to exist in the first place. But in order to do that effectively, the birth of this settler colony needs to be placed in a global context. As everyone knows, the first boats to reach the Americas weren’t in 1607. As a matter of fact, European exploration didn’t start in 1492 either. The first European settlement abroad during the era that came to be known as “The Age of Discovery” was actually in Ceuta, Morocco in 1415.[4] This is important to understand because the US can’t be placed outside the context of all other European colonies.

	Even though there were many different European powers that participated in colonialism, they all stemmed from the same root motivation. The desire to increase trade and wealth. There were many conflicts occurring in the Mediterranean throughout the 15th century. That caused the stability and confidence in those trade routes to diminish. As the anecdote goes, Columbus and Europe sailed around the world looking for spices. Since the traditional trade routes wound up embattled in conflict, their next best option was to sail outside the Mediterranean looking for new trade routes. Since the New World wasn’t known yet, that meant sailing around Africa. Columbus himself spent years sailing along the coast of Africa with the Portuguese before he finally sailed west to reach the Americas.[5] I say all this to emphasize the fact that the US isn’t an isolated case from the rest of European colonialism. It’s just another spawn of the same united project, with the same motivations and desires to increase trade and wealth. It’s important to understand that and see it as a microcosm which is just part of the greater macrocosm.

	From the very beginning, European colonialism was propped up by an affluent elite and investors. Sailing across the world with no guarantee of return or profit on investment wasn’t a cheap venture. Many of the early explorers either had large estates themselves, or needed the blessing of someone who did. It can’t be forgotten that Columbus spent eight years pitching his planned voyage to multiple monarchies before he finally got the investment. But at this time period in Europe it wasn’t just the wealthy that had power. The Catholic Church had an outsized impact on domestic and international affairs as well. Before the League of Nations, NATO, UN, etc, it was the Catholic Church that often mediated disputes between parties in Europe.[6] Before the advent of nation-states or supranational organizations, religious bodies were often the only authorities that could transcend sovereign borders. This is important to remember because, even though the different European nations were separate, there was some attempt to have a uniting body above them to mitigate conflict. And that’s important to understand because, in my opinion, it becomes a recurring theme throughout the history of European colonialism and their imperial offshoots.

	 

	Primitive Accumulation

	The US. Canada. Australia. New Zealand. South Africa. How did there come to be so many “mini Europes” outside of the continent? Or better yet, what ultimately backs their claim to that territory which they know they historically don’t descend from in the first place? I think this is one of the most important questions to answer. I feel like it’s something that isn’t touched upon directly in nearly any conversation.

	In 1823, the case of Johnson vs McIntosh came before the Supreme Court of the US. It was a dispute over land title. Johnson inherited land originally purchased from the Piankeshaw tribes in the Indiana Territory. McIntosh had an overlapping land claim due to purchasing the same area via a grant from the US government. It became a dispute over whether the Native American or US government land claims were valid. Ultimately, Chief Justice John Marshall ruled in favor of McIntosh, using the Doctrine of Discovery as his reasoning.[7] What is the Doctrine of Discovery? I wouldn’t be surprised if a lot of people don’t know, I don’t recall it ever once being mentioned in all my years of school or college.

	What’s come to be known as the Doctrine of Discovery is actually multiple papal bulls issued by the Catholic Church during the second half of the 15th century to its subjects during the early Age of Discovery and beginning of European colonialism. In 1452 and 1455, Pope Nicolas V issued two papal bulls that authorized King Alfonso V of Portugal to “subjugate the saracens and pagans and any other unbelievers and enemies of Christ" and "reduce their persons to perpetual servitude", to take their belongings, including land, "to convert them to you, and your use, and your successors the Kings of Portugal."[8] The second papal bull also granted Portugal a specific right to conquest in West Africa and to trade with saracens and infidels in designated areas.[9] When Spain began to set sail and colonize lands in the New World too, a dispute came about. Thus, in 1493 Pope Alexander VI issued the Bulls of Donation to settle the dispute.[10] These bulls drew a north-south line 100 leagues West of the Cape Verde Islands. It gave the Catholic Monarchs of Spain exclusive rights to travel and trade west of that line, and to "bring under your sway the said mainland and islands with their residents and inhabitants and to bring them to the Catholic faith.”

	This history is important to remember, because these papal bulls from nearly 600 years ago still sit at the heart of US territorial claims in the modern day. And the doctrine still fully or partially backs land title in other European settler colonies today, as well as the parallel principle of Terra Nullius.[11] This is important to remember, because in every land they reached there were already tens, if not hundreds of millions of natives there. These claims aren’t valid because there were no humans there. They’re valid because the native claims aren’t recognized in favor of a specific world order. This point will also become a recurring theme and be expounded upon in the recounting of the history of European colonialism.

	“The discovery of gold and silver in America, the extirpation, enslavement and entombment in mines of the aboriginal population, the beginning of the conquest and looting of the East Indies, the turning of Africa into a warren for the commercial hunting of black-skins, signaled the rosy dawn of the era of capitalist production. These idyllic proceedings are the chief moments of primitive accumulation.”[12]

	This is one of my favorite quotes from Karl Marx, because it captures so succinctly what so many historians and economists fail to address head on. Where did European nations get their capital? The cotton for the mills in Manchester and the port in Bristol. The sugar bound for France from “La Perle des Antilles”, Haiti. The silver and gold bound for Spain from large regions in both North and South America. The root word for capitalism is capital. They had to get it from somewhere. And the actions had to be sanctioned by the monarchies and the church. None of these resources came from Europe, and nearly none of the labor was done by Europeans, but Europe was who benefited most from the arrangements. As stated earlier, they sailed around the world looking for trade and wealth. Once they found large expanses of land with resources not claimed by Europe, and got the blessing for their ventures from the proper authorities, the runway was set for the Great Divergence. One of the greatest consolidations of wealth in human history. To understand why, we need to understand the history of modes of production throughout human civilization.

	For the vast majority of human history, our societies were powered by the sun. Crops, animals, labor, etc. Everything we created and used had to, one way or another, come from sun energy. Wind, the hydrological cycle, ocean currents, all powered by the sun. Photosynthesis created and replenished our resources. There were no greenhouses. There were no cars. There were no freezers. All food and organic materials had to be grown by the sun. All resources had to be transported by humans or animals that subsisted on plants grown by the sun. There was no reliable way to store perishable food for long periods of time, so they had to learn how to survive off what the sun and land could provide for them over short periods. This is important because it also limited economic potential. It’s impossible to become a trillionaire as a hunter-gatherer who lives off the land. Goods and information moved at a much slower pace, on top of being created and replenished with the cycle of the sun.

	In terms of the three-sector model of economics, the vast majority of humans throughout history worked in the primary sector. That is, agriculture and farming, due to the vast majority of human societies throughout history being primarily agricultural. And even some up to today. When human society transitioned from nomadic to sedentary, a fundamental change in social relations also came with it. Large plots of land needed to be harvested and managed for an ever-increasing population. To keep overhead as low as possible for maximum profit, slavery became common.[13] Having slaves allowed the societies to keep their laborers at a subsistence level while hoarding the most surplus for the elite. It’s essentially maximizing the sun energy harvested while minimizing the overhead of subsistence for the laborers. That surplus becomes profit.

	This is important to remember, because almost none of the aforementioned resources were grown or extracted in Europe. Yet the profit became European capital nonetheless. Sugar, tobacco, silver
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