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These shifting attitudes have occurred gradually over the past two decades, although the perception of
personal financial stringency appears to have risen more rapidly in recent years. The increased prevalence of
both views â€” that the country is increasingly divided along economic lines and that a given individual is on
the wrong side of that divide â€” finds support in national economic data. As numerous studies have
demonstrated in recent years, income gains over the last few decades have been heavily concentrated at the
very top of the income distribution. For example, in an update of their earlier study of long-term U. Recently
released Census Bureau data show that in , median household income adjusted for inflation was still 2. And
the trends are surely reflected in the growing numbers of Americans who view themselves personally as on the
wrong side of that divide. But in judgments about the larger state of the country Americans have traditionally
turned a deaf ear to commentaries or analyses that might be characterized as evocative of class warfare,
whether grounded in objective facts or not. Successive Pew Global Attitudes polls, for example, find that at
every income level, Americans are far more likely than Europeans to believe that individuals, not society, are
responsible for their own failures, economic and otherwise. Analysis of polling data over the years also
strongly suggests that the growing perception of societal divide is driven as much by political factors as by
economic ones. Not that the phenomenon is restricted to those of one political persuasion: As a result, the
increased perception of societal division in recent years coincides with a widening partisan gap in views of
American society. Differences in the current prevalence of this view across other demographic groups are far
more modest by comparison, as seen in the table. One exception is that people who are middle-aged record a
somewhat higher percentage-point increase in this perception compared with other age groups. The same is
true of people living in the eastern part of the country compared with those in other regions. But these
within-category variations are dwarfed by the political affiliation divide. This tendency to view the national
economy through the prism of politics is not a new phenomenon: Over the last two decades, the gap between
Republicans and Democrats on opinions about income distribution has consistently been larger than the gap
between upper- and lower-income respondents. As earlier Pew analysis has shown, a similarly strong political
influence is observed in judgments about the current and future state of the national economy. Still while
many people may view both their choice of political party and the state of the nation through the prism of
personal economic circumstance, other factors may dominate. To filter out the independent effects of party
affiliation, income and other demographic variables including income, race, sex and education, multiple
regression analyses were run on the July data. While party affiliation remains a significant influence, it is
dominated by the objective reality of economic status as well, to a lesser degree, by race. A more detailed look
at the increased prevalence of have-not status across various economic and demographic categories shows
surprisingly little variation across groups. Declines in perceived personal economic status vary little among
those in the top, middle and bottom thirds of the income distribution. As a result, the South now registers, by a
small margin, as the economically most satisfied region in the country. Haves, Have-Nots and Horse Races
What ramifications might these differing perceptions of a socioeconomic divide have for the coming primary
elections? At the moment the likely impact seems slight. A look at voter preferences among the leading
candidates in both political parties at the end of July shows little if any difference between those who see the
country divided between haves and have-nots and those who see no such schism. On the Republican side, the
only significant difference is a somewhat stronger showing for John McCain among those who see a divide
than among those who do not, a preference perhaps accounted for by the higher proportion of
Republican-leaning independents among his supporters. This is not to say that such perceptions will not play
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The Haves and The Have Nots By Chris Banescu - November 8, "The Haves and the Have Nots" is a very
common phrase used often in the mainstream of American society and in the social and political discourse;
many times by Christians trying to equate its meaning with the Christian principles of charity and caring for
the poor. You hear it being used constantly in newspaper and magazine articles, on television and cable news
shows, in univerisity lecture halls, in Congressional, presidential and other political debates, and even in many
religious circles. Yet few people realize and understand that this very same phrase and its implications come
from a different time and place. The origins of this seemingly benign comment come from an ideological past
rife with violence, murder, terror, and mayhem. The birthplace of this phrase is a past drenched with the blood
of countless innocents tortured, enslaved, imprisoned, and sacrificed in the pursuit of punishing the "haves" at
the hands of the "have nots" and allegedly trying to even out the imbalance between. The expression was used
and continues to be used by communist revolutionaries as they sought and many still seek to sow the seeds of
envy among their people, stoke the fires of revolution, and incite civil wars based on jealousy and resentment
between economic and social classes. It is the likes of Marx, Engles, Lenin, Stalin, Mao, and Pol Pot who first
adopted such expressions all the while using them to wreak havoc on their fellow citizens and shred the very
fabric of the societies and civilizations that gave them life and freedom. These social terrorists used this
expression and many others like it as the battle cry for energizing an entire philosophy of hate, tyranny,
oppression, and murder. That philosophy is called communism and its deadly legacy can be found written in
the blood of over million people it has slaughtered over the past 75 years. A superficial understanding of this
phrase would classify it as a benign comment; just a simple commentary on the realities of life. Yet its
simplicity and seemingly Christian idealism hides a malicious philosophy and secular humanist hope that is at
once both misleading and corrupt. The phrase implies that the imbalance in free societies between the rich and
the poor is a correctable wrong, and the equation must be corrected by government action. Whether such a
government is elected by the people or forced by revolution, I believe, the end results are basically the same.
Innocent people who suffer and have to involuntarily pay the price, so that others benefit for the sake of being
in the right social class. The only difference between communist regimes and more "free" ones, in the action
used to "correct" this inequality between individuals, is the level and severity of punishment endured. Under
the communist tyranny the "wrong" people not only lost their jobs, property, health, and freedoms, but also
paid with their souls and lives. In modern day America, the social welfare systems inspired by the horrible
reality of having "haves and have nots", takes a more "gentle", but still devious approach, by punishing those
who have and giving the fruits of their labors to those who have not. Such charity is enforced on the entire
society via a punitive tax system that progressively punishes those daring "haves" that consistently earn more
and work harder. This is indeed enforced discrimination and involuntary coercion and I dare say, enslavement
based on economic status, but very few people seem bothered by it much anymore. Those are the rules in the
utopian version of society as envisioned by communist and liberal-leftist demagogues. The proponents and
champions of such sanctioned prejudice and society-wide class warfare see themselves as the new messiahs of
the civil order, and make no attempts to hide that fact. They even use Christian symbolism and cherry-pick
Gospel messages and teachings to justify their injustice and bigotry and call it "Christian charity. As "The
Black Book of Communism" so eloquently stated, "a lie is not, strictly speaking, the opposite of the truth, and
a lie will generally contain an element of truth. Many of the examples from the New Testament, that talk about
helping the poor and caring for the needy, focus on personal and direct action by individuals called to act
freely. Christ taught and the Apostles preached that "we" as individual men and women need to act and help
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the poor. In the Gospel of St. Mark and also mentioned in Matthew the rich young ruler approached Jesus and
asked: Jesus responds very clearly: Notice that Christ did not say, "take the money and give it to someone else
to give to the poor", or "go give your money to a government agency and have them help the poor. Jesus asks
us to voluntarily and freely give and share our blessings with those less fortunate. This approach to charity is
indeed appropriate, blessed, and truthful. Giving of oneself voluntarily and helping those in need are indeed
noble and worthy goals that most Christians have and continue to practice. Christ did not call on us to bestow
on a government the right to re-distribute wealth, force people to be charitable, and enforce that right with
threats of imprisonment. Jesus called on individuals to practice personal charity, sacrifice, love and dedication
to helping the poor every day of our lives. Christ preached personal responsibility and accountability, not the
relegation of our duties to an impersonal government program. Such thinking is not Christian, is not truthful,
and is not right. In His Ten Commandments, GOD was warning us against the motivations practiced by
socialism and communism which sow envy, jealousy and hatred between people in order to steal from some
and give to the others. This is exactly the opposite lesson we have seen practiced by communism, socialism,
and now liberalism in our day and age. This is not the truthful and right way God spoke and Christ taught.
Confusing the two and allowing faceless agencies to enforce an involuntary and artificial social charity is
indeed a serious mistake which unfortunately far too many Christians seem to make. As we have clearly seen
in the many decades since the "war on poverty" started in America, trying to arbitrarily reset the "imbalance"
between the "haves" and the "have nots" has not brought about a socialist utopia or cured any of our social ills.
Worse yet, these social engineering programs have not made a dent in the ranks of the "have nots" and have
indeed made their lives more miserable by creating a cycle of dependency and corruption that has now
stretched for generations. The road to hell is indeed paved with good intentions. As we all know the path of
communism always leads to the enslavement and corruption of generations and ultimately to the death and
torture of tens of million of innocent souls, while the Christian path has brought about the salvation of
mankind and the redemption of creation. Which path you will chose will eventually determine the fate of this
nation. I place my full faith and trust in our Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ. His truth and His teachings will
ultimately save us all, including all the haves and have nots.
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Ahead of the Season 5 premiere of 'The Haves and the Have Nots,' we've made a list â€” accompanied by photos â€” of
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