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  AUTHOR’S PREFACE






The reader may wonder how a man who died in 1949 came to write about events that occurred in the early 21st century¹. The explanation is simple: I didn’t. This work was discovered among my papers by persons unknown, apparently completed by individuals who had the audacity to imitate my style while possessing the good sense to improve upon it².

The present work concerns itself with what economists call “systematic dysfunction” and what normal people call “everything being somebody else’s fault³.” I have applied the same scientific detachment to the study of blame distribution that I once brought to the observation of hermit crabs and other creatures of dubious intelligence⁴.

The Circle of Blame, as I have come to understand it, represents humanity’s greatest achievement in the field of organized irresponsibility⁵. It is a system so perfectly designed that everyone can point to legitimate reasons why problems are not their fault, while no one need take responsibility for solutions⁶.




In Memory of Aunty Aud.
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CHAPTER 1: IT SEEMS THERE WERE TWO ECONOMISTS

In Which Ancient Wisdom Meets Modern Folly




It seems there were two economists who invented the Circle of Blame, though like most economic innovations, it was probably discovered by accident while they were trying to do something else⁷. The first was Adam Smith, who wrote about an Invisible Hand that supposedly guided markets toward beneficial outcomes⁸. The second was Karl Marx, who wrote about an Invisible Fist that supposedly guided markets toward revolutionary upheaval⁹.

Both men were Scottish, which should have warned us¹⁰.

Smith’s Invisible Hand was meant to explain how individual selfishness could produce collective benefit, though it worked about as well as most invisible things¹¹. Marx’s analysis suggested that the Hand was actually picking everyone’s pockets while they weren’t looking¹². Modern economists have resolved this contradiction by pretending both men were right, which is rather like saying that up and down are the same direction¹³.

“Tell me this wise father,” asks the First Son in Roger Lewis’s epic poem, “how much money is there in the world¹⁴?” The father’s response—that no man has the answers because men have lost sight of their prey in the pursuit—captures something essential about economic thinking¹⁵. Economists spend so much time chasing theoretical constructs that they forget what they were originally trying to catch¹⁶.

PERCY SHELLEY: The genius of Lewis’s dialogue is that it reveals how monetary systems create the very problems they claim to solve. People are first divorced from their estates, then forced to work for money to buy back what they originally possessed directly.

WILLIAM BLAKE: This connects to what I observed about mind-forged manacles. The Circle of Blame operates by convincing people that their chains are natural laws rather than artificial constraints.

The Maimonidean contradiction here is between Necessity and Choice¹⁷. Economic systems present themselves as natural necessities while actually representing human choices that benefit some at the expense of others¹⁸. The Jain perspective recognizes that both views contain partial truths—systems are necessary given current assumptions, but those assumptions themselves are choices¹⁹.

Smith and Marx both understood that economic systems shape human behavior, but neither fully grasped how those systems could be designed to make their own dysfunction appear natural and inevitable²⁰. This is the essential feature of the Circle of Blame—it makes systematic problems appear to be natural conditions requiring expert management rather than human creations requiring democratic transformation²¹.








  
  2

  
  
  ANCIENT GREEKS AND WORSE

  
  




CHAPTER 2: ANCIENT GREEKS AND WORSE In Which Democracy Becomes a Spectator Sport

The Ancient Greeks invented democracy, which was their way of ensuring that important decisions would be made by people who had nothing better to do than argue about politics²². They also invented philosophy, which was their way of making simple questions complicated enough to require professional philosophers²³.

Plato wrote about a Cave where people mistook shadows for reality, apparently unaware that he was describing his own Academy²⁴. Aristotle classified everything in the known world, including several things that didn’t exist and a few that wished they didn’t²⁵.

The Greeks’ greatest contribution to the Circle of Blame was the concept of hubris—the idea that human problems result from excessive pride rather than systematic dysfunction²⁶. This allowed them to blame individuals for collective failures while maintaining the systems that created those failures²⁷.

“We interrupt your discord to bring you this resolution from popular consciousness,” announces Lewis’s Synthesis in Bourgeois Resolution²⁸. The Greek innovation was to institutionalize discord through democratic debate while ensuring that the resolution would always favor existing power arrangements²⁹.

ALEXANDER POPE: The Greeks perfected what I later called “the proper study of mankind”—the art of making human folly appear natural and inevitable rather than artificial and changeable.

WILLIAM BLAKE: Their philosophical systems functioned as what I called Rational Demonstration—logical frameworks that made illogical arrangements appear reasonable.

The Maimonidean contradiction is between Wisdom and Ignorance³⁰. The Greeks claimed to pursue wisdom through philosophical inquiry while actually systematizing ignorance through academic specialization³¹. The Jain perspective recognizes that both processes occur simultaneously—genuine insights emerge alongside systematic mystification³².

Modern democracy has perfected the Greek innovation by creating systems where everyone can participate in debates about problems while no one can participate in decisions about solutions³³. This represents the Circle of Blame in its purest form—maximum apparent participation with minimum actual influence³⁴.
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CHAPTER 3: STRANGE BEDFELLOWS In Which Church and State Perfect the Art of Mutual Blame

The Medieval period saw the development of what historians call the Two Swords Theory—the idea that spiritual and temporal power should be separate but equal³⁵. In practice, this meant that the Church could blame the State for worldly problems while the State could blame the Church for spiritual ones³⁶.

This arrangement worked beautifully for both institutions and terribly for everyone else³⁷.

The Church developed sophisticated theological explanations for why poverty was spiritually beneficial for the poor and materially necessary for the rich³⁸. The State developed equally sophisticated legal explanations for why inequality was politically necessary for stability and economically beneficial for growth³⁹.

Between them, they created what Lewis calls “the pedagogy of the oppressed”—educational systems that taught people to accept their oppression as natural, inevitable, and ultimately beneficial⁴⁰.

“The conversation revolves and we find Revolution plagiarizes past mistakes,” observes Lewis in Bourgeois Resolution⁴¹. Medieval institutions perfected the art of channeling revolutionary energy into institutional reform that strengthened rather than challenged existing arrangements⁴².

PERCY SHELLEY: The Medieval synthesis represents the perfection of what I called “the mask of anarchy”—systems that appear to serve divine or natural law while actually serving human power.

The Maimonidean contradiction is between Sacred and Profane⁴³. Medieval institutions claimed to serve sacred purposes while actually pursuing profane interests⁴⁴. The Jain perspective recognizes that sacred and profane motivations often coexist within the same institutional structures⁴⁵.

Modern institutions have inherited this Medieval innovation, creating what might be called “secular theology”—systematic explanations for why current arrangements serve higher purposes even when they produce lower results⁴⁶.
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CHAPTER 4: A FEW GREATS In Which Renaissance Individualism Creates Collective Irresponsibility

The Renaissance produced several Great Men who were great primarily at taking credit for collective achievements while avoiding responsibility for collective failures⁴⁷. They invented the concept of individual genius, which was their way of explaining why some people deserved more credit than others for discoveries that required entire civilizations to make possible⁴⁸.

Leonardo da Vinci designed flying machines that didn’t fly, military fortifications that didn’t defend, and artistic techniques that couldn’t be reproduced⁴⁹. He is remembered as a genius⁵⁰. Michelangelo spent four years painting a ceiling that most people can’t see clearly from the ground⁵¹. He is also remembered as a genius⁵². This suggests that genius consists primarily of doing difficult things that don’t need to be done⁵³.

The Renaissance contribution to the Circle of Blame was the Great Man Theory of History—the idea that historical change results from exceptional individuals rather than systematic conditions⁵⁴. This allowed societies to credit individuals for positive changes while blaming them for negative ones, thus avoiding examination of the systems that produced both⁵⁵.

“Start here with your own experience,” Lewis’s Synthesis advises⁵⁶. The Renaissance innovation was to make individual experience appear disconnected from collective conditions, creating what might be called “systematic individualism”⁵⁷.

ALEXANDER POPE: The Renaissance perfected what I called “the ruling passion”—the idea that individual psychology could explain collective phenomena.

The Maimonidean contradiction is between Individual and Collective⁵⁸. Renaissance culture celebrated individual achievement while
















