
Liberal Detox: Racism 

By Seawolf 

 

 

Oh yeah we doin’ this.  

 

“I’ll have those niggers voting Democratic for the next 200 years.” 

 

So what horrible heathen said such a thing?  Had to be a dastardly Republican, right? 

Ha, you couldn’t be more wrong.  It was Democratic President Lyndon B. Johnson upon the 

passing of the Civil Rights Act in 1968. 

And it turns out he was right.  Liberals have utterly devastated the black community, and it was 

entirely intentional.  Let’s find out exactly what ‘racism’ means and who actually helps 

minorities. 

To do so, we’re going to go back in time.  As those who read the Global Warming Detox know, I 

have a time machine. 
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(The following is partially taken from a variety of sources, and is not as memey as other Detox’s, 

hit the sources link to see more.) 
 

Well look at this!  What those who went to government schools would never guess is that from 

1865 to 1965, blacks were one of the most competitive, entrepreneurial, Christian and moral 
races in our country.  Blacks had the highest percentage of entrepreneurs in the country and 

the highest percentage of marriage in the country. Black entrepreneurs were so competitive that 
in 1932, FDR’s Democrats had to put together the Davis-Bacon Act to help protect the white 

unions. 

 
In the 1890s, there were four public high schools in Washington D.C.; one black, the M Street 

School/Dunbar High School, and three white. In 1899, Dunbar averaged higher standardized test 
scores than students in two of the three white schools. From 1870 to 1955 Dunbar repeatedly 

equaled or exceeded performance on national standardized tests. 

 
In 1950, 72 percent of all black men and 81 percent of black women had been married. 

 
Every census from 1890 to 1950 showed that black labor force participation rates were higher 

than those of whites. 

 
To those who cry ‘racist!’ was all this success due to slavery? 

 

 
Solid options. 
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More!  Prior to the 1960’s the unemployment rate for black 16 and 17-year olds was under 

10 percent.  Before 1960, the number of teenage pregnancies had been decreasing; both 

poverty and dependency were declining, and black income was rising in both absolute and 

relative terms to white income.  In 1965, 76.4 percent of black children were born to 

married women. 

 
 

But then, everything changed.  Liberals got the idea in their head to create a permanent 
underclass, a group of voters so beholden to the government that they would never leave their 

plantations again. 

 
 

 
 

 
Pre-Trump more than 80 percent of black females were unemployed across this country.  

Seventy-six percent of black men abandon their children and forsake marriage.  Illiteracy is 

running afoul. There are more black males dropping out of high school than dropping out of 
college. 

 
Between 1960 and 1964, blacks were rising into professional and other high-level positions at a 

rate greater than the five years following passage of the Civil Rights Act. 
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The 1960 census showed the first signs of a decline in black marriages, with acceleration in later 
years.  Since the 1960s the black labor force participation rates have been lower than whites and 

unemployment rates for black 16 and 17 year olds has never dropped below 20 percent. 
 

In 1980, 31 percent of all black first-born children were born to teenage mothers. 

 
By 1992, 54 percent-of all black children were living only with their mothers. 

 
From 1990 to 1994, 77 percent of first births to black women were premarital. 

 

In the 1980s and 90s, an absolute majority of those black families with no husband present 

lived in poverty. 

 
In 2005, black people accounted for 13% of the total U.S. population yet they were the victims of 

49% of all the nation's murders; and 93% of black murder victims were killed by other black 

people. 
 

 
When’s the last time you heard the media Ministry of Truth talk about that?  I guess they only 

care about dead black people depending on who did the killing. 

 
It doesn’t get better. 

 
Less than half of black students graduated from high school in 2005. 

 

In 2009, 73% of black children were born to unmarried mothers. 
 

In 2012, blacks in New York constituted 78% of shooting suspects and 74% of all shooting 
victims even though they are less than 23% of the city’s population. Young black men in New 

York are 36 times more likely to be murdered than young white men. 

 
In 2014, black males between the ages of 14 and 17 commit homicide at ten times the rate of 

white and Hispanic males of the same age combined. 
 

In many urban areas, the black illegitimacy rate is well over 80 percent. 

 
In 2014, the national unemployment rate for blacks was over 13%, nearly five points above the 

average for all Americans. And black teen unemployment was over 40%. 
 

 

If all that is because of slavery and racism, why were blacks doing fine before liberals got 

involved?  Why do liberals ignore all the problems in the black community and just blame 

whitey? 
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You tried that one already, got any other tricks? 

 
Lemme hit you with some more knowledge. 

 

The No. 1 problem among blacks is the effects stemming from a very weak family structure. 
Children from fatherless homes are likelier to drop out of high school, die by suicide, have 

behavioral disorders, join gangs, commit crimes, and end up in prison. They are also likelier to 
live in poverty-stricken households. 

 

But is the weak black family a legacy of slavery? 
 

In 1960, just 22 percent of black children were raised in single-parent families.  Fifty years later 
(after the liberals got involved,) more than 70 percent of black children were raised in single-

parent families. 

 
According to the 1938 Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences, that year 11 percent of black 

children were born to unwed mothers. Today? 
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Is that supposed to be a delayed response to the legacy of slavery? 
 

The bottom line is that the black family was stronger the first 100 years after slavery than during 
what will be the second 100 years.  Good job liberals. 

 

And by that I mean, good, evil job.  You accomplished your goal of creating a permanent 
underclass. 
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Lotta good your ‘caring’ is doing. 

 
It is important to note that two-parent black families are rarely poor.  Only 7 percent of black 

married-couple families live in poverty.  Among black families in which both the husband and 

wife work full time, the poverty rate is under 5 percent.  Poverty in black families headed by 
single women is over 35 percent. 
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The undeniable truth is that neither slavery nor Jim Crow nor the harshest racism has decimated 

the black family the way the welfare state has. 
 

 

Still think ZOMG RACISM!!11! is the problem in the black community?  Well, for starters there 
has been a steep decline in racism in this country.  At the turn of the 20th century, lynching’s 

occurred at a rate of three per week.  (Committed by democrats, but more on that later.)  Now, 
racially-motivated killings of blacks occur at a rate of zero to one per year.  What’s more, racist 

attitudes that were once commonplace have now become fringe.  A Gallup poll found that only 4 

percent of Americans approved of marriages between blacks and whites in 1958.  By 2013, that 
number had climbed to 87 percent, prompting pollsters to call it “one of the largest shifts of 

public opinion in Gallup history.”  
 

 

Thomas Sowell performed two experiments on this subject.  The first natural experiment 
occurred when Sowell used 1970 census data to compare the incomes of second-generation West 

Indian blacks and American blacks in the New York metropolitan area.  Both groups would have 
looked and talked the same; both groups were born and educated in the same area; and both 

groups were trailing brutal histories of chattel slavery. 

 
But despite being subjected to the same racist treatment by local whites, second-generation West 

Indian black families were highly successful, out-earning American black families by 58 

percent, and even out-earning the national average income by 15 percent.  

Sowell’s conclusion was unequivocal: “Neither race nor racism can explain such differences.”  

 
The second natural experiment involved comparing the outcomes of black immigrants on the 

whole with the outcomes of American blacks (i.e., blacks descended from American slaves.)  
Although black immigrants (and especially their children, who are indistinguishable from 

American blacks) presumably experience the same ongoing systemic biases that black 

descendants of American slaves do, nearly all black immigrant groups out-earn American 

blacks, and many—including Ghanaians, Nigerians, Barbadians, and Trinidadians & 

Tobagonians—out-earn the national average. 
 

"I'll give you the short answer. It's CULTURAL, not racial. And it is courtesy of LBJ's 

"Great Society," and the Democrat party's subsequent programs to buy votes and 

maintain a perpetually aggrieved underclass in America." 
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*sigh* 

 

Let me translate that last line for you.  Liberals don’t care about dead black people when other 
blacks kill them.  Hell, they don’t care about dead black people when anyone other than whites 

kill them.  Hell, they don’t care about black people at all.  Don’t believe me?  How do you 
explain this?   

 

In the city of Chicago, more than 750 people were murdered in 2016, giving it more homicides 
than the more populated cities of Los Angeles and New York combined.  Furthermore, 

Chicago’s population is only 32.9% Black, according to the 2010 Census, yet 75% of its murder 
victims are African American. 

 

Incredibly, the murder per capita rate is even higher in Baltimore and St. Louis than Chicago’s, 
as is the percentage of Blacks in its population, and again the vast majority of those murdered in 

these cities are African American.  Nationally, Blacks comprise roughly 50% of the murder 

victims, despite being only around 13% of the population.  

 

When’s the last time you heard the race hustlers crying bloody murder about the liberal haven’s 
of death aka major cities? 

 
That would be never.  Because again, 93% of black homicide victims are killed by other 

blacks, and that just doesn’t fit the narrative. 
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Thanks to liberals, blacks in America are essentially living in Rwanda. 

 

 

 
 

 

 
And you are one of the worst things to ever happen to the black community. 

 
But seriously.  The CDC's National Center for Injury Prevention and Control lists the homicide 

rate per 100,000 as 23.1 for blacks, 7.8 for Native Americans, 7.6 for Hispanics, 2.7 for whites, 

and 2.4 for Asians. 
 

The reality of crime in America is that the white and Asian homicide rate is on par with 
Finland's.  The American black homicide rate is on par with those of Zambia and Rwanda (22.9 

and 26.6 per 100,000, respectively).  

 
 

Instead of talking about this, you bring this up and the tyrant liberal only screams RACIST 
thereby making the plight of Black Americans even worse, rather than discussing the problems.  

(Of course, why would they want to discuss problems they themselves caused?) 
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And they have been run by Democrats for MULTIPLE GENERATIONS!  Nothing positive 
has happened for all the decades the tyrant liberals have been in charge!! 

 

Liberals, of course, do far worse then ignore the damage they are causing in the black 
community.  They’re actively making it worse!  Do liberals tell blacks struggling in school that 

they can escape government schools and go to charter schools?  No, they kill charter schools and 
voucher systems, trapping blacks in government schools. 

 

Do they encourage black students to hit the books and study hard?  Nope. 
 

They encourage them to hold a protest march to demand that school officials lower standards and 
grant diplomas to just about everyone.  SAT scores too low?  No problem -- just demand that 

colleges drop the SAT in favor of "community experience."  If the lack of a high school diploma 

is a disqualification for a good job, file a lawsuit to exclude a HS degree as discriminatory since 
fewer blacks graduate.   

 
Sue, blame everyone else, drop the standards of success.  How’s that gonna help black 

students in the real world?  Spoiler: It won’t, but it will create a permanent underclass 

forever chained to the government. 
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Sure that’s gonna help.  (People get paid for that crap!  Just wait ‘til the College Detox.) 
 

Hell, teachers have even been suspended for saying blacks are harder to teach than whites.  
Rather than, you know, trying to get to the root of the problem, the teachers are suspended, and 

no help is actually given to blacks.  Blacks and Mexicans are punished more than whites, but 

Asians are punished less than all.  No one bothers to check for underlying reason behind bad 
cultures, they just scream racism and keep the dependent, dependent. 

 
 

Thomas Sowell writes “…while today’s underclass is not only denied those tools, but receives 

excuses for remaining in poverty-and ideologies blaming their plight on others, whom they are 
encouraged to envy and resent.  The end result is an underclass generation that has trouble 

spelling simple words or doing elementary arithmetic, and which has no intention of developing 
job skills. 

 

By having their physical needs taken care of by the welfare state, as if they were livestock, the 
underclass are left with ‘a life emptied of meaning,’…since they cannot even take pride 

 in providing their own food and shelter…Worse, they are left with no sense of responsibility in a 
non-judgmental world… 

 

No society ever thrived because it had a large and growing class of parasites living off those who 
produce.  On the contrary, the growth of a large parasitic class marked the decline and fall 
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 of the Roman Empire and the collapse of Spain from the heights of its golden age.”   
 

Translation:  Liberals have a vested interest in keeping the poor, poor. 
 

Monty Pelerin adds “The incentive structure and work ethic for large sections of each country's 

population have been destroyed.  Instead of having citizens with the natural human spirit to 
progress, all countries now have a zombie class -- untrained, unmotivated citizens living off 

government handouts…. 
The regulatory state and its onerous taxes have destroyed productivity.  Entrepreneurs and risk 

capital have fled to climates where they are treated fairly…The zombie class is growing.  The 

"takers" rather than "makers" find it more comfortable (or lucrative) not to work, but instead to 
collect welfare.  This class has forgotten or never learned work habits and consider themselves 

entitled to live at the expense of others.” 
 

 

Which, again, is exactly how liberals want them.  Chained to government. 
 

Still don’t believe me?  Let’s hop back in that time machine and trace the history of democrats, 
republicans and blacks. 

 

Now, I’ve already shown that blacks were doing better in the years after slavery than the years 
after liberals chained them to the government, but let’s dig into slavery in America, because all 

we hear from the lying charlatans is blah blah blah racist blah blah blah founders are terrible blah 
blah blah slavery. 

 

Yes, slavery is horrific, but slavery was COMMON everywhere in the days of Americas 
founding.  That doesn’t make it right, but to hear the lying charlatans speak you’d think America 

was the only country ever to have slaves. 
 

“Slavery has existed since time immemorial on every continent except Antarctica, as Thomas 

Sowell wrote years ago.  An estimated one-third to one-half of the inhabitants of the Roman 
empire, for example, were slaves.  For more than 1,000 years, slaves (few of them Africans) 

were one of the basic commodities of trade across most of the world.  But let’s focus specifically 
on African slavery. 

 

Sub-Saharan Africa had a slave economy long before Europeans came along.  But the external 
African slave trade of the early modern era had two basic components: Eastern and Western. The 

Eastern slave trade went to Arab countries. For a long time, the Arabs bought or captured 
European slaves, but when that supply dried up, they turned to Africa.  Numbers are hard to 

come by–weirdly, the Arab slave trade hasn’t been as widely studied as the Western trade–but 

this source estimates that 17 million East Africans were sold into slavery in Islamic countries. If 
that number is correct, the Eastern slave trade was considerably larger than the Western. 

 
The following chart shows how many slaves disembarked at various locations between 1501 and 

1875.” 
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A total of 10,702,654 slaves transported in the Atlantic trade.  Of those, only 388,747 arrived in 
mainland North America, what became the United States–3.6% of the total in the trans-

Atlantic trade, and well under 2% of the total slaves exported from Africa.  

 
Trans-Atlantic slaves went primarily to Brazil and the Caribbean.  Portuguese Brazil imported 

more than 12 times as many slaves as North America.  Brazil abolished slavery in 1888.  
Meanwhile, importation of slaves into what became the U.S. declined dramatically beginning 

in 1776 and terminated in 1807, pursuant to the Constitution, although a few were imported 

illegally thereafter. 
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“Does this mean that slavery, here or elsewhere, was A-OK?  Of course not.  Through all of 

human history, slavery has been a horror.  But virtually no one seriously opposed slavery in 
principle (as opposed to hoping that his own group would not be enslaved) until the late 18th and 

early 19th centuries, when Christians in England and America, with a powerful assist from Jews, 

argued for the first time that slavery was wrong per se.  The Arab slave trade, and slavery in 

Arab countries, continued long after that–in fact, to this day.  Do the hair on fire charlatans 

ever bring that up? 
 

Here in the U.S., the Republican Party was founded principally to combat slavery, which the 

Democratic Party fought bitterly to preserve.  After the loss of 600,000 lives–far more than the 
number of African slaves who were brought to the colonies, although of course others were born 

here–abolition was achieved.” 
 

Already you may be able to see the point of bringing all this time machine history up.  If slavery 

created American prosperity, why in the hell didn’t all those other places-where slavery was 

MUCH more prominent-achieve similar success? 

 
Via American Thinker, “Lacking the motivating force of self-interest, such systems have proven 

to be highly inefficient, as well as inhumane, and hinder economic growth.  So, while a small 

elite can live well through the efforts of others under these systems, the overall economy suffers, 
there are fewer opportunities, and a lower standard of living for members of society as a whole.  

 
If American prosperity is based on slavery, then we would expect other nations that participated 

in the transatlantic slave trade to also be prosperous.  If we take Brazil, for example, that nation 

took about 20 times more slaves than the U.S.  However, the U.S.’s GDP per capita is about four 
times greater than Brazil’s.  Although the standard of living in Brazil is significantly lower than 

that of the U.S., other nations in South America are even worse off and among the poorest in the 
world, despite their historical experience with slavery. 

 

If American prosperity were based on slavery, then we would expect to learn that in the 1800s 
the Southern States were wealthier than the Northern States, where slavery was illegal.  

However, this was simply not the case.  The Industrial Revolution, which included new 
mechanized manufacturing techniques along with innovations in transportation and 

communication, such as the railroads, steamboats, and the telegraph, dramatically increased 

production.  This was the driving force of the North’s economy, and in 1860, 90% of the 

nation’s manufacturing output came from the North.  

 
In the Southern States that became the Confederacy during the Civil War, 84% of the population 

worked in agriculture in contrast to 40% in the North.  Although the South had an agricultural-

based economy, through mechanized techniques the North also surpassed the South in some 
areas of agriculture.  For example, in 1860 80% of the U.S.’s wheat was produced in the North.  

Southern plantation owners had less motivation to invest in modern farm machinery since they 
owned slaves, so Southern agriculture remained more dependent on labor, which hindered 

progress and economic growth as the North became more mechanized and productive.  In 1860 
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per capita income in the South was only 72% of the U.S. average, so there is no evidence that 

slavery made the South wealthy, let alone the entire U.S. 

 
The overwhelming majority of people in the South were poor farmers who did not own slaves.  

The 4.9% of Southerners who did own slaves had most of them working on plantations to 

produce cotton, which was the South’s biggest cash crop.  Almost all was sold to the British 
market. Cotton made up 59% of exports from the U.S. at the outbreak of the Civil War, but in 

1860 cotton production represented just 5% of the U.S. economy.  It is also worth noting that in 

the years after the war cotton production increased dramatically without the use of slave 

labor.” 

 
 

Now to the Founding Fathers, arguably the greatest group of individuals that ever existed, for 
they had the greatest idea of all time.  That man has certain God given rights that no elite can 

take away.  That man can rule himself.  Contrary to what is taught in government schools 

indoctrination camps, “the Founders unambiguously saw slavery as evil.  George Washington 
said, “there is not a man living who wishes more sincerely than I do, to see a plan adopted for the 

abolition of it,” and Thomas Jefferson’s original draft of the Declaration of Independence calls 
the slave trade an “execrable commerce” and an affront “against human nature itself.”  

Gouverneur Morris called slavery a “nefarious institution” and “the curse of heaven,” and John 

Jay said, “It is much to be wished that slavery may be abolished… To contend for our own 
liberty, and to deny that blessing to others, involves an inconsistency not to be excused.” 

 
Slavery was a prerevolutionary inheritance that the principles of the American Revolution 

unequivocally condemned. The Founders were self-consciously creating a nation based on 

natural human equality, a foundation intended to overturn the old world’s supremacist theories—
both feudalism and monarchy.  The Revolution’s equality principle, they hoped, formed the basis 

on which America would eventually abolish slavery. 
 

The most ardently revolutionary region of the country, New England, also led the first abolition 

movement. Prior to the revolutionary period, few significant public discussions of slavery’s 
injustice took place. But following the Revolution’s equality principle, eight states—either 

through their legislatures or their courts—began abolishing slavery after the publication of the 
Declaration.  Vermont did so in 1777, Pennsylvania in 1780, Massachusetts and New Hampshire 

in 1783, Connecticut and Rhode Island in 1784, New York in 1799, and New Jersey in 1804.  

 
The Founders laid the constitutional ground for abolishing slavery.  One example is Article I, 

Section 9, Clause 1, which states that Congress could prohibit importation of slaves starting in 
1808.  On the first day that this clause became operative, Congress passed, and President Thomas 

Jefferson signed, this prohibition into law.  Congress took additional steps to restrict slavery.  It 

passed the Northwest Ordinance of 1787, which outlawed slavery in the Northwest Territories.  
Seven years later, Congress made it illegal to build ships for the purpose of the slave trade. 

 
Another often-ignored fact is that America was home to approximately 60,000 free blacks 

around the time of the Founding; this number tripled in just 20 years.  Black Americans voted in 
several states, which appears to make America the first nation in recorded history where both 
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races voted side by side. Those free and freed persons represented the beginning of our long and 
strenuous path toward justice.” 

 
In short, the founders knew their idea, that mankind can exist and thrive without rulers or kings 

or elites, was an idea the world had never had before.  They could have been even more stringent 

against slavery in the constitution, but some southern states would never have voted for it that 
way.  The founders knew passing the constitution and giving this fledgling idea a chance was of 

utmost importance.  So rather than having no constitution and making the lives lost in the 
American Revolution pointless, they compromised, and still put in bans on slavery to go into 

effect in the future. 

 
For all the vitriol thrown the founders way, the US was still far ahead of the rest of the world 

when it came to banning slavery.  “Slavery wasn’t abolished until 1834 in the British Empire, 
1848 in French colonial possessions, 1858 in Portuguese colonies, 1861 in Dutch Caribbean 

colonies, 1886 in Cuba, and 1888 in Brazil.  The pace of abolition was even worse in the non-

Western part of the world.  Barbary pirate slavers from North Africa enslaved more than a 

million Europeans until the end of WWI, three times the number of Africans sold to 

America.  Slavery wasn’t abolished in China until 1910 (but was still practiced until 1949) and 
didn’t completely end in Korea until 1930.  Qatar allowed slavery until 1952, Saudi Arabia and 

Yemen until 1962, and Mauritania until 1980—nearly 200 years after it was abolished by the 

state of Massachusetts. 
 

Using the latest reliable figures from 2016, the Walk Free international human rights 
organization estimates that on any given day 40.3 million men, women, and children will be 

victims of modern-day slavery in Africa, Asia, and the Middle East.  Tragically, that number is a 

low estimate, given the lack of reliable data from Arab states and the prevalence of slavery that 
still exists there.” 

 
But you don’t hear the Ministry of Truth harping about that, do you? 

 

Now something you may have missed above, and that the media will never mention, is that the 
Republican party was founded to free the slaves, while the democrats founded the KKK.   

 
Wait, what? 

 

Yep, you heard correctly.  The government schools and media claim that magically the parties 
switched magically at some point magically.  But let’s take a look at history, shall we?  

 
The democrat party started in the 1820s and immediately pushed for the removal and extinction 

of Indians.  The first Republican president was Lincoln, who freed the slaves.  Democrats fought 

to keep slavery.  Democrats voted against the civil rights amendments.  Democrats wrote the Jim 
Crow laws.  The democrats founded the KKK, and even made a former Grand Kleagle of the 

KKK, Robert Byrd, a US Senator and forth in line for the presidency.  He was in office until the 
eons ago age of 2010.  Did you ever hear the hair on fire media report any of this? 
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The democratic party also appointed the first and only member of the KKK to the Supreme Court 
and opposed every anti-lynching bill put forth by Republicans.  It was Democratic president 

FDR who put Asians in internment camps during WWII.  Democrats filibustered the second set 

of civil rights laws giving equal protection to minorities.   
 

And the dems response to all this is, ‘Lol somewhere along the line the parties magically 
switched.’  Oh yeah?  Do current Republicans praise liberal democrat FDR?  Woodrow Wilson?  

LBJ?  Jimmy Carter?  Bill Clinton?  When did this party switch happen? 

 
Face it, democrats have always had it out for blacks, and as proven above, that continues to this 

day. 
 

Oh!  And just for (sickening, vomit inducing) fun, here’s liberal democrat hero Margaret Sanger 

on blacks:  “Colored people are like human weeds and are to be exterminated.”  She opened her 
first abortion clinics in inner cities, and it’s no accident that even today, “79 percent of Planned 

Parenthood’s abortion facilities are located in black or minority neighborhoods.”   
 

Also, liberal democrat icon Ruth Bader Ginsburg said: “Frankly I had thought that at the time 

Roe was decided, there was concern about population growth and particularly growth in 

populations that we don't want to have too many of.” 

So tell me, black community, what in creation have liberal democrats ever done for you? 
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Fin. 

 

 
PS. 
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