
 

 

 
 
 

Replacing 

America  
 

9 QUESTIONS TO ASK BEFORE EMBRACING  
A SOCIALIST AGENDA  

 
 
 
 

Gil VanOrder Jr. 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

An Imprint of Ichthus Publications 



 
 
 
 
 
 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Replacing America: 9 Questions to Ask Before Embracing a Socialist Agenda 
 
Copyright © 2021 by Gil VanOrder Jr. 
 
All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored in a re-
trieval system, or transmitted, in any form or by any means, electronic, mechanical, 
photocopying, recording or otherwise, without prior permission of the publisher or 
the Copyright Licensing Agency. 
 
Our goal is to provide high-quality, thought-provoking books that foster encour-
agement and spiritual growth. For more information regarding bulk purchases, 
other IP books, or our publishing services, visit us online or write to 
support@ichthuspublications.com. 
 
Unless otherwise indicated all Scripture quotations are taken from The Holy Bible, 
New International Version® NIV® Copyright © 1973 1978 1984 2011 by Biblica, 
Inc.TM 

 
Printed in the United States of America. 
 
ISBN: 978-1946971746 

 
www.midnightridepress.com 
www.ichthuspublications.com



 

 

 
 
 

Contents 
 

 
Preface   v 

 

1 Is Economic Equality Attainable? | 1  
 

2 Is the Truth Knowable? | 27 
 

3 Is White America Racist? | 41 
 

4 Is Fear of Global Warming Warranted? | 69  
 

5 Is the Theory of Macroevolution a Scientific 
Impossibility? | 85  

 

6 Does Secularism Ultimately Result in Moral 
Decay? | 107 

 

7 Was America Founded as a Christian Nation? | 129  
 

8 Is the Bible an Important and Reliable Source 
of Information? | 157 

 

9 Is Happiness Elusive? | 177  
 

Epilogue   189 



 

 



v 
 

 
 
 

Preface 
 
 
I wish every American could read this book, especially the 
young people. It is full of truths not being taught in our 
public schools or our nation’s colleges and universities. In 
fact, in most cases just the opposite is being taught. As a 
result, most American youth have never been exposed to 
these facts and are unaware of their existence. Others may 
have heard of these facts but have been convinced they are 
not true. Educators have successfully brainwashed them 
into rejecting any reality that contradicts the socialist narra-
tive being advanced by the neo-Marxists in America today. 
Still others know in their hearts that the things written in 
this book are true, but because these truths are not popular, 
they don’t want to run the risk of being viewed as anachro-
nistic. They instead prefer to be accepted by the majority 
rather than be rejected for challenging the false narratives 
currently in vogue. For them, truth isn’t as important as 
popularity. 

Consequently, it is highly probable that most deniers of 
these truths will refuse even to consider reading this book. 
One look at the table of contents will convince them they 
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have no interest. Thus, my primary reason for writing this 
manuscript is not to change the minds of those who are op-
posed to reality, but to assure those who already know the 
reality of these truths that their beliefs are well founded. 
Facts remain true regardless of anyone’s acceptance or re-
jection of them. It is my hope that knowledgeable readers 
will become more and more encouraged in their convictions 
even though they are unpopular.     
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C H A P T E R  1 
 

Is Economic Equality Attainable? 
 
 
Poverty has been in existence from the beginning of rec-
orded history. Two thousand years ago, Jesus said, “The 
poor you will always have with you.” (Mark 14:7) To date, 
Jesus has been correct. Today’s counter-culture extremists, 
however, don’t believe Jesus knew what he was talking 
about. They are convinced that despite centuries of previous 
failures, they will be able to accomplish what has never been 
done before in the history of mankind. They will usher in a 
utopian world of economic equality and equity. Unlike 
every other attempt at social reform, the current band of 
radicals are convinced their efforts will succeed because it 
will be done through democratic socialism. The impossibil-
ity of implementing a socialism that is democratic will be 
examined later in this chapter, but it is important first to 
review what has resulted in the past by those promising a 
better society through the political, social, and economic 
philosophy of socialism. Socialist leaders always sound al-
truistic, but they turn out to be anything but. 
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Economist Walter Williams aptly stated that “socialists 
never reveal what turns out to be their true agenda. Look 
at the kind of statements socialist leaders have used to gain 
power. Note that all of their slogans before gaining power 
bore little relation to the facts after they had power.” 

The Soviet Russian leader Vladimir Lenin promised, 
“Under socialism all will govern in turn and will soon be-
come accustomed to no one governing.” 

Lenin’s successor, Joseph Stalin, said, “Advance towards 
socialism cannot but cause the exploiting elements to resist 
the advance, and the resistance of the exploiters cannot but 
lead to the inevitable sharpening of the class struggle.” 

Then there’s China’s Chairman Mao Zedong, who said, 
“Socialism must be developed in China, and the route to-
ward such an end is a democratic revolution, which will en-
able socialist and communist consolidation over a length of 
time. It is also important to unite with the middle peasants, 
and educate them on the failings of capitalism.”  

Cuban dictator Fidel Castro said, “Capitalism has nei-
ther the capacity, nor the morality, nor the ethics to solve 
the problems of poverty. We must establish a new world 
order based on justice, on equity, and on peace.” He added, 
“I find capitalism repugnant. It is filthy, it is gross, it is al-
ienating . . . because it causes war, hypocrisy and competi-
tion.” 

Venezuelan dictator Hugo Chavez promised, “I am go-
ing to do my best to try to create a country in which chil-
dren are not living in poverty, in which kids can go to col-
lege, in which old people have health care.” Adding, “I am 
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convinced that the path to a new, better and possible world 
is not capitalism, the path is socialism.” 

His successor, Nicolas Maduro, said, “Fidel Castro rep-
resents the dignity of the South American continent against 
empires. He’s a living legend: an icon of independence and 
freedom across the continent.” 

What were the results of these “great” socialist leaders’ 
utopian promises? 

Lenin’s cruel reign as a tyrannical dictator hardly left an-
yone becoming “accustomed to no one governing.” 

Stalin’s campaign didn’t mention that he would enact 
policies that would lead to the slaughter of 62 million peo-
ple in the Soviet Union between 1917 and 1987. 

Mao failed to mention that his People’s Republic of 
China would engage in brutal acts that would lead to the 
loss of 76 million lives at the hands of the government from 
1949 to 1987. 

Castro should have said that socialism has neither the ca-
pacity, nor the morality, nor the ethics to solve the prob-
lems of poverty. His programs completely failed. In Cuba 
people work for the government and receive $35 a month 
(doctors receive slightly more), which barely covers the 
price of beans and rice and a little cooking oil. Cuba today 
is an island prison with no escape. People are starving even 
though Cuban waters are teeming with fish, but no fishing 
boats are allowed because leaders know they would be used 
to escape from “paradise” to the evil United States. 

Did the leaders of Venezuela deliver on their promise to 
create a country in which children are not living in poverty? 



Replacing America 

4 
 

Just the opposite. Socialist leaders took the richest country 
in South America and turned it into the poorest. Socialism 
has turned oil-rich Venezuela into a country where there 
are shortages of everything from toilet paper to bread, 
where electricity keeps shutting down, and where there are 
long lines of people hoping to get food, people complaining 
that they cannot feed their families. Those who dare protest 
publicly against Maduro’s failed regime are mercilessly tor-
tured, imprisoned, or even killed. 

Because socialism is a fight against basic human nature, 
it requires brute force in the attempt to reach its goals. The 
best warning about socialism comes from Aesop who said, 
“Those who voluntarily put power into the hands of a ty-
rant . . . must not wonder if it be at last turned against 
themselves.”1 
 

Democratic Socialism 
 

Ilya Somin points out that the current advocates of “dem-
ocratic socialism” argue that this awful record isn’t relevant 
to their proposals. They draw an important distinction be-
tween their agenda and that of the socialist movements that 
caused such enormous suffering in other nations. They em-
phasize that these earlier experiments in socialism were un-
dertaken by authoritarian regimes. By contrast, they insist, 
today’s democratic socialists are committed to multi-party 
democracy. Mistakes and abuses of power will be curbed by 
electoral competition. 
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According to advocates of democratic socialism, “If the 
government abuses its power or mismanages the newly so-
cialized economy, we can just ‘vote the bastards out.’ Any 
aspiring American Lenin or Hugo Chavez will be voted out 
of office or—better still—will never be elected in the first 
place.” Unfortunately, the democratic part of democratic 
socialism is unlikely to save us from the socialist part. Voters 
in democratic systems can and do elect dangerous dema-
gogues. Hugo Chavez was democratically elected. 

A socialist state that controls the media would make it 
nearly impossible for voters to acquire enough knowledge 
to effectively monitor the government. It would greatly ex-
acerbate the already severe problem of voter ignorance that 
plagues modern democracy. In a world where most voters 
do not even know basic facts about the country, such as 
being able to name the three branches of the federal gov-
ernment, it is highly unlikely they will learn enough to 
properly monitor a socialist state. This is especially true if 
the media only reports news that supports democratic so-
cialist talking points. Omission of truth and facts from the 
media is just as much propaganda as reporting deliberately 
misleading stories and shaping untrue narratives. 

For three years the media in America had citizens believ-
ing that President Donald Trump had conspired with Rus-
sia’s President Putin to rig the 2016 election. Some even 
suggested Trump was a Russian spy. If the media in a dem-
ocratic country can convince its citizens that a president is 
corrupt when he is not, that same media can convince the 
public that a president is not corrupt when he is.  

https://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0804799318/reasonmagazinea-20/
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Even in a democratic country, the media can use misin-
formation to deceive the public into believing total false-
hoods.  

It is unlikely anyone will be able to quickly implement 
the full socialist agenda, or transform the U.S. into another 
Venezuela. But if left unchecked, the growing acceptance 
of democratic socialism on the left increases the odds that 
such things would happen over time.2 As often stated by 
economist Dr. Thomas Sowell, “If you give the government 
enough power to create ‘social justice,’ you have given it 
enough power to create despotism.” 

One of the many things the current crop of democratic 
socialists fail to understand is that people are basically self-
ish. If left unchecked, leaders fall prey to the temptations of 
deceit, greed, and absolute power. Even those who today 
wish only the best for everyone will become tomorrow’s 
despots when given the power. Socialism itself is rooted in 
selfishness and envy. The idea that taxpayers owe it to you 
to pay for what you want creates a self-centered sense of 
entitlement to what other people have earned. No one is 
entitled to anything they haven’t earned. If they think they 
are, there is no incentive to earn anything. Why work if the 
government is going to provide you with all that you are 
“entitled” to? Such a concept never works. Consider the 
following example. 
 

The Teacher Knows Best 
 

A story is told about a group of students who complained 
about the pressures of competing for good grades. The 
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teacher offered them a solution. He said he was willing to 
take everyone’s test scores, average them, and give everyone 
the same grade that resulted from that average. The stu-
dents were more than delighted to accept the teacher’s of-
fer. The next marking period, however, the average score 
was below passing. Every student had failed. Why? Because 
those who normally studied hard to obtain a good grade 
now felt it was not necessary because everyone would get 
the same grade regardless of their effort. There was no in-
centive to be the best in the class because it would not be 
reflective of their grade. They would get the same one as 
the rest of the students. 

Those who normally did the least amount of studying 
now did none at all. They were certain that the efforts of 
the studious ones would enable them to pass with abso-
lutely no effort on their part. Thus, every student who 
thought grade sharing would be equitable discovered that 
is was—but at the cost of not passing the course. 

This is always the result of democratic socialism. Social-
ists of all stripes (including democratic socialists) suppose 
that the way to end poverty is through income redistribu-
tion, confiscating wealth from the “haves” and handing it 
to the “have-nots.” Such a notion is like believing that re-
moving water from one end of a swimming pool and pour-
ing it in the other will raise the overall water level. Over and 
over again, that idea has been proven fallacious no matter 
how large the bucket used to try and make it work. Demo-
cratic socialists point out that the class averaging story never 
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actually happened and would not happen in a country un-
der a democratic socialist system. They are, of course, 
wrong because it has been tried and it resulted in the exact 
same thing that occurred in the classroom experiment. 
    

Americans Have Already Tried It 
 

Unknown to the vast majority of those who advocate for 
democratic socialism is the fact that such a governing policy 
has already been tried in America. However, America’s first 
democratic socialist experiments did not lead to shared 
wealth, but pooled poverty. 

The Pilgrims started life in the New World with a system 
of common ownership like the ideal proffered by socialism. 
The arrangement proved disastrous, however, and had to 
be scrapped for one which gave these first Americans the 
right to keep the fruits of their labor—and the incentive to 
produce more. 

The 104 people who arrived at Plymouth Rock on De-
cember 21, 1620 were organized under a charter which im-
posed a seven-year period of joint ownership. Thus, from 
the day they arrived in the new world, all clothing, houses, 
lands, crops, and cash were jointly owned. No matter how 
hard a man might work, he had little hope of personal gain 
for his effort. 

It led to a social order at odds with the dictates of human 
nature and what historian James Eggleston called a “sinking 
of personal interest . . ., in dissensions and insubordination, 
in unthrift and famine.” 
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The Pilgrims gathered what Governor Bradford de-
scribed as a “small harvest” and celebrated their first 
Thanksgiving with the Indians in the autumn of 1621. 

Another small harvest followed in 1622. The meager re-
turn came in part because of the lack of personal incentive 
to overproduce through hard work. Governor Bradford 
wrote that common ownership “was found to breed much 
confusion and discontent, and retard much employment 
which would have been to the general benefit and com-
fort.” Bradford also wrote that the more seasoned and ac-
complished men took it as an affront to be on par and 
forced to share in the same labor and rations as the “meaner 
and younger sort.” 

The “pinch of hunger” forced the Pilgrims to abandon 
their corporate charter in March of 1623. After “much de-
bate,” Governor Bradford “allowed each man to plant corn 
for his own particular [for his own household] and to trust 
themselves for that . . . so every family was assigned a parcel 
of land, according to the proportion of their number . . . 
this was very successful. It made all hands very industrious, 
so that much more corn was planted than otherwise would 
have been by any means the governor or any other could 
devise.” 

Suddenly, these heretofore mediocre farmers made their 
own capitalist “great leap forward.” Authors D. James Ken-
nedy and Charles Hull Wolfe report that while the Pilgrims 
planted 26 acres of corn, barley, and peas in 1621, and 
nearly 60 acres the next year, they planted 184 acres in 
1623. 
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Bradford reported that “instead of famine, now God 
gave them plenty, and the face of things was changed, to 
the rejoicing of the hearts of many.” Under the new system 
of private enterprise, “any general want or famine hath not 
been amongst them since to this day.”3 
 

Socialism Sounds Great 
 

Dr. Sowell writes, “Socialism sounds great. It has always 
sounded great. And it will probably always continue to 
sound great. It is only when you go beyond rhetoric, and 
start looking at the facts, that socialism turns out to be a big 
disappointment, if not a disaster. 

But people who attribute income inequality to capitalists 
exploiting workers, as Karl Marx claimed, never seem to get 
around to testing that belief against facts—such as the fact 
that none of the Marxist regimes around the world has ever 
had as high a standard of living for working people as there 
is in capitalist countries. 

But facts are seldom allowed to contaminate the beauti-
ful vision of the left. What matters to the true believers are 
the ringing slogans, endlessly repeated. But the very idea of 
subjecting their pet notions to the test of hard facts will 
probably not even occur to those who are cheering for so-
cialism and for other bright ideas of the political left.”4 

Sowell also points out that, “Under new economic pol-
icies beginning in the 1990s, tens of millions of people in 
India have risen above that country’s poverty level. In 
China, under similar policies begun earlier, a million people 
a month have risen out of poverty.” What were these new 
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economic policies? They were all designed to move toward 
a more capitalistic system. 

Unfortunately, this is not welcomed news by the radical 
left because these economic policies were evil capitalistic 
ventures and hence politically incorrect. So, such facts are 
simply ignored. Sowell quotes French writer Raymond 
Aron who admits that intellectuals want to see prosperity 
only “through State intervention” and “the revolutionary 
code” and hence are resentful over such capitalistic victo-
ries. Better poor under socialism than well off under capi-
talism seems to be their motto! 

Jason Mattera makes the observation that, “One of the 
things the utopians do in order to push their statist society 
is they have to attack successful people. They have to attack 
independent, industrious people. Because if they don’t, 
then it disproves their entire enterprise. 

Leftists are trying to say that society stinks. You can’t 
succeed in this society. So, you cannot point to successful 
people, independent people, and industrious people be-
cause that shows if you work hard enough, or if you think 
hard enough, or if you pursue your interests, then you can 
actually succeed in this society.”5 

This rhetoric and behavior is straight out of Saul 
Alinsky’s Rules For Radicals. Alinsky called for the so-called 
radicals to defend their agenda by ridiculing the opposition. 
“Ridicule is man’s most potent weapon. It is almost impos-
sible to counterattack ridicule,” he writes. “Also, it infuri-
ates the opposition, who then react to your advantage.” We 
see this in today’s media coverage of conservatives. 
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Ridicule is much easier to do than to prove how entitle-
ments elevate the poor to prosperity. Giving poor people 
money never makes them prosperous. Only jobs can do 
that. The most effective anti-poverty program ever devised 
is a job. America has spent trillions on anti-poverty pro-
grams—yet, we still have the poor among us. These pro-
grams don’t end poverty. They just incentivize it. 

Even the poor in America, however, have a higher qual-
ity of life than royalty in ages past and fair better than the 
middle class in many developed nations, and not to mention 
are far better off than the poor in socialist countries. 
 

Poverty in the United States 
 

Here are some facts about persons in America defined as 
“poor” by the Census Bureau, taken from various govern-
ment reports prior to the Covid-19 pandemic: 
 
•    80 percent of poor households have air conditioning. 
•    Nearly three-fourths have a car or truck, and 31 per-
cent have two or more motor vehicles. 
•    Nearly two-thirds have cable or satellite television. 
•    Half have a personal computer, and one in seven have 
two or more personal computers. 
•    43 percent have Internet access. 
•    One-third of poor families with children have a wide-
screen plasma or LCD television. 
•    One-fourth have a digital video recorder system, such 
as a TiVo. 
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•    More than half of them have gaming systems, such as 
an Xbox or PlayStation. 
 

When you compare this with the poor in any socialist 
country in the world, you realize that the poor under capi-
talism are far better off. 

The American dream cannot come true with a govern-
ment that punishes ambition, creativity, and success while 
rewarding failure. There is no equality or fairness in forced 
equal outcomes. 
 

Words from the Wise 
  

A quote often attributed to Abraham Lincoln regarding a 
socialist system reminds us: “the Government, which can-
not make everyone rich, is trying to accomplish what it can 
do—make everyone poor.” 

Thomas Jefferson understood the risk of socialism when 
he said, “Democracy will cease to exist when you take away 
from those who are willing to work and give it to those who 
are not.” 

Winston Churchill, said this of socialism: “Socialism is a 
philosophy of failure, the creed of ignorance, and the gospel 
of envy. Its inherent virtue is the equal sharing of misery.” 

A very interesting article (below) was written by Andrew 
Scott who experienced first-hand the results of socialism. 

 
Words from Jamaica 

 

“Mom, what happened to Sesame Street?” I was an 
inquisitive six-year old and my little mind could not 
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