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do think, at the absolute most charitable interpretation, the crux of his argument
relies on contra-elitism as the hook, a problem further exacerbated by an upsetting
lack of understanding towards people with ASPD. What I hope I’ve demonstrated
so far is that this is not a rhetorical tendency exclusive to liberals and ableists. At its
most benign, contra-elitism is the rhetorical equivalent of forgetting strangers can
hear you and your leftist friends making edgy jokes; sound travels to unintended
targets and, in the process, hurts people it wasn’t directed at. Depending on what
was said and who heard it (i.e. you, our wonderful readers), an apology might be
in order, followed by a thorough attempt to undo the damage done. Whether that
effort is convincing to our audience isn’t a matter in which we have the last word,
however.

In outlining this persistent rhetorical misstep under the label of “contra-elitism,”
I hope it becomes possible to identify this trendmore broadly and promote healthier
discussion of what’s actually wrong with this system we’ve stumbled into. Spoilers:
it’s not psychopaths you should be worried about.



6

Contra-ElitismisforLibs
Letmeposeaquestion:aretheworstpeopleatthetopbadbecausethey’re

toonormal,orbecausethey’renotnormalenough?Iputthisattheendnotonly
tocatchthescrollersamongyou(wedon’tjudgehere),butalsotohighlighthow
longdiscussionslikethiscangobeforeanyonebotherstomakesuchanimportant
clarification.“What’swrongwithRandPaul”isalong,longconversationwe’ve
alreadytried(and,inmyview,failed)tohavewithouraudience,soI’llusesome
otherexamplestoillustratemypoint.

I’msurewecanallagreethatOrangeManis,indeed,indisputablybad.“Or-
angeManBad”isavalidstatement.“OrangeManmentallyunstableandstupid,
thereforeheisbad”is,bycontrast,notatallavalidstatement.Thestatusofsta-
bilityandintelligenceasunambiguouslypositivepsychologicaltraitsisanableist
assumptioninheritedfromanableistsocietythatonlyservestopromoteableist
attitudes.Reactionarypopulismisnotlinkedtopsychopathologyinanycausalca-
pacity,it’sjustaconsequenceofthefactthatsomepeopleareabsolutelyterriblein
waysthatwe,peoplewhoaren’ttheworst,willneverbeabletofullyunderstand.
Toinsistotherwise(i.e.thatreactionaryideologyispathological)istoeffectively
condemnreactionariesfortheirdeviancy,tomalignfringeindividualsforbeingtoo
abnormal.Incaseitwasn’tclear,Idetestthisframingoftheissue.

Whatseparatesanarchistsfrommainstreamprogressivesisourrelationshipto
themarginal,theheterodox,andthedivergent–thatwhichwecall“deviant.”From
ourperspective,theproblemwithelitesistheirembodimentoftraitsonwhichthe
presentsystemplacesahighpremium(whiteness,wealth,cisheteronormativity,
etc.).Politicalauthority,economicprivilege,andallformsofsocialhierarchyare
themselvesarrangementsofdominationtoberejectedentirelyratherthanvalue-
neutraltoolstobeusedbyaproperrepresentative.Thisradicalanti-elitismisa
basicpremiseofanarchismthatafairproportionofusgetrightmostofthetime.2
Progressivesanddemocrats,ontheotherhand,dislikebadrulersspecificallybe-
causetheyaredeviant,and,asaresult,begintoresentthemforunderminingtrust
insystemstheywishwouldworkbetter.“Mentalhandicaps,”“daddyissues,”sexual
frustration,stupidity–thesedismissivebuzzwordsandshorthandsreplacerealin-
vestigationofthefactorsthatleadpoliticiansandtheultra-wealthydownfar-right
pipelines,allowGOPpopulismtobeapervasiveforceinpoliticaldiscourse,and
incentivizepublicofficialstoself-sensationalizebysayingstupidbullshitoncam-
era.Allofthisobscurestheactualreasonswhyawfulpeopledoawfulthingsinthe
nameofsimplisticelegance,givingaclearprognosisthatmakesforagoodhead-
line.ThisIrefertoascontra-elitism:thecriticismandcondemnationofindividual
elitesthroughvalidationandreinforcementofexclusionaryrhetoric,attitudes,and
narratives.

IdonotbelieveAndrewisacontra-elitistinabroaderideologicalsense,butI
2Thoughcertainlynotall.
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OnMay21st,2021,theCenterpublishedapiecebyAndrewKemletitled“Lib-
ertarianismvsPsychopathicDumbfuckery.”ThearticlediscussesRandPaul’sac-
tiveroleintheongoingdisinformationcampaignagainstvaccinationandCOVID
responsemoregenerally,focusingspecificallyonhispromotionofconspiracies
blamingeminentimmunologistDr.AnthonyFauciandtheU.S.governmentfor
“creatingtheCOVID-19pandemic.”ThecruxofAndrew’sargumentisachallenge
toPaultheYounger’sclaimtothelabelof“libertarianism”onthegroundsthat
consideringthehealthofothers,voluntaryadherencetothesuggestionsofpub-
lichealthexperts,andgettingthefuckingvaccineisaconsistentandnecessary
libertarianpositionforanyonewhotakesfreedomseriously.

Thisisnotwhypeopleareupset–atleastnotthepeoplewecaretolisten
to.Whatreadersarerightlyoutragedaboutistheobscenechoiceofterminology.
ThoughAndrewdoesattempttoclarifythathistargetisamaliciouslyignorant
politician,theparagraphinwhichheclarifiesthisis,inmyview,insufficient:

Idon’twanttominimizethesevere(andinmanyways,tragic)na-
tureofapsychopathydiagnosis.Ourunderstandingofpsychopathy
isevolving(notallpsychopathsareremorseless,forinstance,though
themostviolentoffenderscertainlyare)andbecausebothgeneticand
environmentalinfluencesoftenactoutsideaperson’scontrol,there
arelegitimatequestionstoaskabouthowresponsibleapsychopathis
fortheirownlackofempathy.Butgiventhatacallousdisregardfor
others’wellbeingisahallmarksymptomofpsychopathy,Ithinkthe
comparisonisaccurate.AndwhileIusedtothink,backinmysocial
democrat/statesocialistphase,thattherewasnodistinctionbetween
libertarianismandpsychopathy,havingbeenimmersedinthelitera-
tureandthehistoryoflibertarianismasaphilosophy,Iknownowthat
that’sasfarfromthetruthaspossible.

Thefactthatthisisn’tclarifiedattheverystartofthepieceisalreadyamon-
umentalslip-up,buttoaddinsultto(whatIassumeisunintentional)injury,this
isareallyweakqualification.Psychopathy,sociopathy,andantisocialpersonality
disorderareamongthemostvilifiedandmisunderstooddiagnosesinthehistory
ofpsychopathology,evenbyexpertswithinthefield.Dr.RobertD.Hare,apromi-
nentpsychopathologistwhodevelopedthePsychopathyChecklist(PCL-R),ina
classicdisplayofgood-faithdebate,attemptedtosuecriticsofhisdiagnostictest
intoshuttingup.ThevalidityofthePCL-Rhasbeendisputedintheliterature,with
thegeneralconsensusleaningmoretowardsacorrelationaltrendbetweenindivid-
ualsdiagnosedwiththeconditionandincarcerationrates,ratherthanadirectcausal
effectoncriminalityasiscommonlyassumed.

Neurodivergentpeople,includingthoseontheantisocialpersonalityspectrum,
arethetargetsofviolence,notperpetrators,andevenifclarifyingcommentslike
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this are present, the rest of Andrew’s piece does, in effect, “callously disregard”
the personhood of individuals on this spectrum by associating Rand Paul and pseu-
dolibertarian grifters with a complex and still largely unexplored psychological phe-
nomenon.

We are genuinely sorry we failed to be allies to our readers who fall on the anti-
social personality spectrum. This response is an attempt to make clear our realiza-
tion of that error, do better by our supporters and the radical spaces we inhabit, and
unambiguously condemn the broader use of ableist language to express contempt
for economic and political elites. Much like the work of former contributor-turned-
Keith-Preston-enjoyer Dakota Hensley, the original piece will be kept on the site
for the sake of context and record-keeping. That said, I now want to shift our focus
away from Andrew’s article to condemn the wider discursive problem in question:
applying popular stereotypes of psychopathology, heterodoxy, and deviance to the
condemnation of our rulers, economic elites, and representatives of privilege.

The Feelings of the Powerful
On publication, the first responses to this article will probably sound something

like this: “So what if the most powerful people in the world get some mean words
thrown at them sometimes? Tough shit! Their feelings don’t matter to me and they
shouldn’t matter to anyone – they have gallons of blood on their slimy little hands,
I’m not gonna be nice to thieves and murderers who profit off of our suffering!”

First, a clarification; your hostility towards the powers that be is obviously valid,
nowhere on this site will you find any statement to the contrary (if you ever do,
never be afraid to let us know). Everything is fucked, our planet is dying, and the
profiteers and cronies at the top do not care. Even in the rare event that they do
care in their heart of hearts, it makes little difference; the system is stacked in fa-
vor of heartless reactionaries who will gladly throw the oppressed people of the
world into wood chippers if it earns them clout, chewing up any well-meaning pub-
lic servant into ineffectual pulp for the right-populist disinformation machine to
turn into a bullshit scandal to be charged against “the left” as a whole. Our rulers
are killing us – some gleefully, others less so – and we’re right to bring attention
to their blood-soaked hands. To just say “I, too, am upset” would be a monumen-
tal understatement of my position, and I hope this paragraph’s open vitriol is an
adequate demonstration of that sentiment.

So, with all of that laid out, hear me out; in our condemnation of the spineless
crypto-fascists1 that are active participants in the burning of the world, we might
want to avoid reinforcing negative associations that hurt divergent, disabled, and
deviant individuals who lack the protections of the powerful. I highly doubt Rand
Paul or anyone in his position cares about being labeled a psychopath or “dumb-
fuck” by some left-wing anarchist think tank – his ego is completely unscathed by
accusations from the likes of us. What I can say with certainty is that people with
ASPD diagnoses absolutely do care if the language we use to describe callous politi-
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cians doing awful things suggests that psychopathy or “dumbfuckery” are at all
causally related to the matter at hand. A long time reader pointed this out publicly
and was deeply hurt by a source they trusted using terms that reinforce the nega-
tive connotation between pathology and awful behavior. The impetus for writing
this piece was the valid experience of someone not in power, not spreading disin-
formation, not doing anything to negatively affect public health; to say this is just
about a politician erases and ignores that specific impact of our words on people
we want to empower and liberate through our work here.

To our rulers, what we say gets lost in a sea of noise; to our allies, our fellow
radicals, and our friends, what we say is worth a lot more. We are heard first by
the people listening to us – our peers, supporters, and the people we want to help
– and it sends an awful message when we disregard their pain in the pursuit of
inflicting hurt on those above who deserve it. We don’t misgender cis people in
response to transphobia because the act of misgendering is itself a horrible denial
of identity that we want to de-legitimize in all circumstances, not normalize under
specific conditions. We don’t call the cops on our political enemies because wewant
to de-legitimize calling the cops on anyone, not normalize use of policing against
specific people. We don’t share Madison Cawthorne’s leaked nude video because
spreading revenge porn is an act of sexual violence that we want to de-legitimize,
not normalize. I trust you understand my point here: sound travels. The first people
to hear your message will be those closest to you (your peers and/or collaborators),
followed by your general audience who will likely share your work directly with
people in their circles or to social media. Unless you’re sending a direct, secure
message to Wacky Randy himself, it’s very unlikely that he or anyone in a similar
position will hear your grievances. What’s certain, however, is that your peers,
your audience, and your collaborators will read what you write and react to what
you’re saying. The more critical readers among us might find the language crude
and perhaps a bit tactless, but ultimately see the point you’re making (i.e. “this
politician did a really fucked up thing and that’s bad, actually, and ableism isn’t
okay”). Others might have a very different takeaway, however; in using the term
“psychopathic dumbfuckery,” you validate people who think the term “psychopath”
is synonymous with “misanthropic danger to society” and that ableist language
(“dumbfuck” included) is entirely acceptable when applied to political elites. This, I
would argue, is not a risk we should be comfortable taking.

1If the use of the term “fascist” to describe politicians who are, in the most technical sense, right-
wing populist GOP conservatives (with libertarian characteristics in the case of Rand Paul) is upsetting
to you on pedantic grounds, shut up. Just shut the fuck up, please. Nobody gives a singular solitary
shit about the proper application of “fascist” or “Nazi” except white nationalists and third positionists.
Put the dictionary down, go outside, and actually talk to people instead of policing the language people
use to express their frustration with white supremacist capitalist patriarchy. Shut up, shut up, shut up.
Roger Griffin is rolling in his grave and he’s not even dead yet, you aren’t doing anyone a favor, you just
look like a fascist entryist trying to control the conversation.


