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Classical liberalism has been in decline for more than a century. Since the second half of the nineteenth century, in the U.S.
as well as in Western Europe, public affairs have increasingly been shaped instead by socialist ideas. In fact, the twentieth century
may well be described as the century par excellence of socialism: of communism, fascism, national socialism, and most enduringly of
social democracy including modern American “liberalism” and neoconservatism.

Assuming that the course of human history is determined by ideas (rather than “blind forces™) and historical changes are the
result of ideological ( 7 ) in public opinion, it follows that the socialist transformation of the last hundred years must be
understood as the result of liberalism’s intellectual—philosophical and theoretical-—defeat, i.e., the increasing rejection in public
opinion of the liberal doctrine as faulty. In this situation, liberals can react in two ways. On the one hand, they may still want to
maintain that liberalismisa ( - ) doctrine and that the public rejects it in spite of its truth. In this case, one must explain why
people cling to false beliefs, even if they are aware of correct liberal ideas. Does the truth not always hold its own attraction and
rewards? Furthermore, one must explain why the liberal truth is increasingly rejected in (@) of socialist falsehoods. Did the
population become more indolent or degenerate? If so, how can this be explained? On the other hand, one may consider the rejection
as indicative of an error in one’s doctrine. In this case, one must reconsider its theoretical foundations and identify the error which can

( = ) not only for the doctrine’s rejection as false but more importantly for the actual course of events. In other words, the

socialist transformation must be explained as an intelligible and systematically predictable progressive deconstruction and
degeneration of liberal political theory originating in and logically arising from this error as the ultimate source of all subsequent

socialist confusion.

(Adapted from Hans-Hermann Hoppe, Democracy: The God That Failed, Routledge, 2017, pp. 221, 224.)
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(77) a. boundaries b. expectations c. grounds d. shifts
(-1) a. sham b. solitary c. sound d. strange
(7) a. favor b. lieu C. memory d. spite
(=) a. account b. apologize c. apply d. ask
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Used with permission of Routledge from "On the Errors of Classical Liberalism and the Future of
Liberty" in "Democracy: The God That Failed" by Hans-Hermann Hoppe, 2001, pp. 221, 224;
permission conveyed through Copyright Clearance Center, Inc.
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This rapidity is worth considering.

CRDELEARLFOSE D LVLEICTEA LR, TOERNIHKS 3EL T,

(T & &)

2/ 2




et

T |mEE BN

g

&

ZORMPSMIEBRES | RAZEALLOIL
BERADNRWEEIT, OLBRTREATSIE,

2025 FEE LR H KSR FER SUEM R A TR

fRERK (RE) |
[ - HRE] — RS EEE E

[1]

1.
7y
)
vy
=)
2.

1/2



(1]

(&L F & B8]

2/2



	34_D_2025_ippan_eigo_ページ_1
	34_D_2025_ippan_eigo_ページ_2
	34_D_2025_ippan_eigo_ページ_3
	34_D_2025_ippan_eigo_ページ_4

