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Preface

On Tuesday, November 4, 2008 the citizens 
of  the United States elected Barack Obama, 
the Democrat candidate, to the office of  Presi-
dent.  Many of  the almost sixty-million who 
voted for John McCain, the Republican can-
didate, considered Mr. Obama to be the most 
radical Progressive politician ever elected to 
the presidency.

For example, it was indisputable that Mr. and 
Mrs. Obama had been for decades members 
of  Chicago’s Trinity United Church of  
Christ whose senior pastor was the Rev. Jere-
miah A. Wright Jr.  Pastor Wright was a pub-
lic supporter of  Louis Farrakhan who is a 
virulent anti-Semite and hater of  the United 
States.  After the September 11, 2001 terror-

ist attacks the Rev. Wright gave a fiery sermon in which he gleefully yelled that 
“America's chickens are coming home to roost!”  In another sermon the Rev. 
Wright said “God damn America, that's in the Bible for killing innocent people.” 
Mr. Obama considered Pastor Wright to be his spiritual advisor and the good pas-
tor officiated at Mr. and Mrs. Obama’s wedding.  Before Senator Obama disassoci-
ated himself  from the Rev. Wright he said "I can no more disown him [Jeremiah 
Wright] than I can disown the black community.”

vi

Bill Ayers, the unrepentant domestic 
Marxist terrorist in whose home Barack 
Obama’s political career was kicked off, 
stomps on the United States’ flag in 
2001.
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Many also knew that Barack Obama's first run for the Illinois State Senate was 
launched at the house of  Bill Ayers and his wife, Bernadine Dohrn.  The 1995 
event was a fundraiser and kickoff  for the campaign.  These two individuals are ut-
terly unrepentant about their previous lives as leaders of  a domestic Marxist terror-
ist organization in the late 1960s and early 1970s, that being the Weather Under-
ground.  When provided the opportunity to apologize for the murder and may-
hem of  his terrorist group in 2001 Ayers responded by saying "I don't regret set-
ting bombs. I feel we didn't do enough."

In 2007 Senator Obama was desig-
nated to be the “most liberal Senator” 
by the National Journal.  In 2008 Louis 
Farrakhan endorsed Senator Obama, 
leading Senator Hillary Clinton to criti-
cize the implied ideological commonal-
ity. During the 2008 campaign Senator 
Obama chose to denigrate tens of  mil-
lions of  American citizens when he 
made his “bitter clinger” comments.  
Five days before election day candidate 
Obama said in a public speech that his 
purpose was to “fundamentally trans-
form” the United States.

My purpose is not to relitigate the 2008 presidential election.  Rather I’m point-
ing out that those who opposed an Obama presidency had very good reason to 
fear the consequences of  his victory.  And yet there was no coordination among 
the George W. Bush Justice Department, Intelligence Agencies and State Depart-
ment to investigate the Obama campaign as possibly infested by traitors.  There 
was no fraudulent “dossier,” funded and created by the McCain campaign using 
foreign (primarily Russian) sources to undermine Senator Obama’s candidacy or 
to destroy his presidency after his win.  And after Mr. Obama won the election 
there was no outpouring of  demands for “resistance” by outgoing Bush high rank-
ing officials.
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This photo was hidden from the public until 
2018.
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There were no Republican calls to impeach Mr. Obama from the moment he 
was declared the election winner.  There were no attempts to persuade Electors to 
vote for Mr. McCain even though a majority in their state had voted for Mr. 
Obama.  There were no claims that Mr. Obama’s victory was illegitimate due to 
foreign (primarily Russian) interference and even vote count changing in the elec-
tion.  Celebrities didn’t speak about blowing up the White House, ask how long it’s 
been since an actor assassinated a president or pose with a mock decapitated 
Obama head.  Elected Republican officials didn’t call for Obama administration 
officials to be hounded out of  the public square.

No, the people in opposition to Mr. Obama accepted that the nation had legiti-
mately elected the most radically Progressive man in its history to the Presidency.  
They weren’t happy about this development, but had no intention of  being a dis-
loyal (to the nation’s will and its Constitution) opposition.

And yet, when in 2016 the nation chose to elect Mr. Trump to the presidency 
all hell broke loose.  All the things that hadn’t happened to Mr. Obama did hap-
pen (and then some) to Mr. Trump.  

As a result the nation hasn’t been this divided since the 1960s Vietnam War 
era.  A credible case can be made that our contemporary division is worse since in 
the 1960s it was a foreign policy issue over which we were divided as opposed to 
now when the very legitimacy of  our democratic institutions are under attack.

What this nation has been experiencing since election day 2016 is nothing less 
than a wild Progressive riot in our streets, our government agencies, our mass me-
dia, our educational institutions, our states, and our federal legislatures and courts.    
The riot’s purpose is to overturn the 2016 election results, thus disenfranchising 
the over sixty-million citizens who elected Mr. Trump to the presidency.

This situation represents a radical break in our nation’s culture and institutions.  
This book seeks to explain how we arrived here and where we could be going.  By 
so doing perhaps the illusions that allowed such a situation to develop can be dis-
pelled, thus enabling a more effective opposition.
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C H A P T E R  1

Introduction

“And if you see anybody from that Cabinet in a restaurant, in a department store, at a gasoline 
station, you get out and you create a crowd. And you push back on them. And you tell them 
they're not welcome anymore, anywhere.” Representative Maxine Waters, June 2018.

When Representative Maxine Waters spoke to a crowd of  Trump Administra-
tion “resisters” in June 2018 her words amounted to a declaration of  mob rule.  
She called for Progressive activists to identify administration officials in the public 
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square and then to form mobs that would drive them out.  Although Rep. Waters 
didn’t explicitly call for violence there could be no reasonable assumption that an 
angry, hate filled mob would never reach that end.

This call to assault has been heeded on numerous occasions.  The Washington 
Post in a July 2018 article identified Trump administration officials Kellyanne Con-
way, Stephen Miller, Steve Bannon, Vice President Pence, Sean Spicer, Scott 
Pruitt, Ivanka Trump, Jared Kushner, Sarah Huckabee Sanders and Kirstjen Niel-
sen as victims of  verbal assault and personal threats.  A waitress at a high-end Chi-
cago bar spit in the face of  Eric Trump.

The list of  politicians and celebri-
ties who have deployed violent lan-
guage or imagery against President 
Trump is long, including ex-Vice 
President Joe Biden, Senator Corey 
Booker, Robert De Niro, Kathy 
Griffin, Johnny Depp, Snoop 
Dogg, George Lopez, Moby, Rosie 
O’Donnell, Mickey Rourke, and 
Larry Wilmore.  In New York City 
a Shakespeare in the Park produc-
tion of  “Julius Caesar” depicted a 
Trump look-alike being brutally 

murdered to the applause of  many in the audience. House Speaker Nancy Pelosi 
told senior Democrats that she’d like to see President Donald Trump in prison.

These public assaults are not limited to members of  the Trump administration.  
Senator Ted Cruz and his wife were driven out of  a restaurant by a mob.  Senate 
Majority Leader Mich McConnell has had angry protestors outside of  his home 
on numerous occasions (including one where a mob member said that McConnell 
"should have broken his little raggedy, wrinkled-(expletive) neck" and another hold-
ing a voodoo doll yelled "Just stab the m----- f----- in the heart.").  A journalist sug-
gested that Sen. Susan Collins deserved the death threats she has received.
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Kathy Griffin, ISIS like, holds up the mock decapi-
tated head of President Trump.
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Nor are private citizens immune from this riot mentality.  Outspoken conserva-
tives Charlie Kirk and Candace Owens were driven out of  a Philadelphia restau-
rant by an aggressive mob.  Tucker Carlson of  the Fox News Channel has had ag-
gressive demonstrations outside his home while he was out, terrifying his wife and 
children.  Antifa mobs have rampaged through the streets of  multiple cities de-
stroying property and beating up anyone who gets in their way.

Although none of  the above incidents 
ended in murderous violence, this was not al-
ways the case.  A Bernie Sanders supporter, 
James T. Hodgkinson, in 2017 carefully 
planed and then conducted an attempted 
mass murder of  Congressional Republicans. 
 He came within a hair’s breadth of  achieving 
the greatest political mass murder in Ameri-
can history.  After Steve Scalise survived near 
death from the shooting a Progressive PAC 
proposed a billboard with the message “Take 
out Scalise.”    

Nor should we overlook the brutal from be-
hind surprise attack by Senator Rand Paul’s 
next door neighbor, also in 2017.  With re-

gard to the 
physical attack 
itself:

The Associated Press story described how injuries like 
this “can lead to life-threatening injuries,” with pain lin-
gering for “weeks or months.”

Sen. Paul’s attacker “was a socialist who frequently 
fought with neighbors about health care policies 
and other liberal issues.”

A contemporary Rip Van Winkle, awakening in 
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Rep. Steve Scalise near death after be-
ing shot by Hodgkinson (top) and Pro-
gressive billboard a year later (bottom).

Sen. Rand Paul after the attack
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2017 would have assumed that these near catastrophic events would give Progres-
sives pause about their violent rhetoric.  Nothing of  the sort happened. A year 
later, undeterred by these violent events, Maxine Waters was declaring Progressive 
mob rule without the slightest concern about where it could lead.

The mob rule mentality isn’t limited to public confrontations and violent lan-
guage.  No, the institutions of  our federal government were transformed into weap-
ons by which opponents to Progressive rule could be discredited, destroyed and im-
prisoned.  In particular:

• The IRS, the most feared department in the U.S. government, was used to har-
ass, demoralize and delay citizen groups seeking to exercise their Constitutional 
right of  free political speech.

• The Justice Department used an unverified political opposition research docu-
ment from Hillary Clinton’s campaign to obtain secret warrants to spy on Don-
ald Trump’s campaign during an election.

• The FBI’s top leadership and investigators intervened in an election on the side 
of  Hillary Clinton to discredit Donald Trump.

• A Special Prosecutor’s office was created by bureaucrats appointed by the 
Obama administration not to investigate a publicly defined potential crime, but 
rather to search for a crime (i.e., “Show me the man and I’ll find you the 
crime.”).  That office used its virtually unlimited power to capriciously destroy 
the lives of  individuals from one the Republican party for “process crimes” (e.g., 
claims that they lied to the FBI or Congress) while utterly ignoring these same 
crimes in the Democrat party.

• The nation’s spy agencies, the CIA, NSA, etc., were used to spy on not just 
American citizens (totally illegal), but also Donald Trump’s campaign (antidemo-
cratic and totally illegal).  They also, when Trump won, massively leaked sensi-
tive national intelligence information to discredit the new President.

• Ex high ranking Obama Administration officials traffic in emotionally explosive 
rhetoric against the next duly elected President.
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• Ex-Attorney General Loretta Lynch made a video that was distributed by the 
Senate Democrats that claimed without a shred of  evidence that “our rights are 
being assaulted” and the only remedy is street protest up to and including blood 
and death.

• Ex-CIA Director John Brennan tweeted that President Trump is “treasonous” 
and “in the pocket of  Putin.”

• Ex-DNI James Clapper claims that President Trump is a Russian asset (i.e., a 
Russian spy) on national cable television.

• The drive to impeach President Trump by House Speaker Nancy Pelosi and In-
telligence Chairman Adam Schiff  is being conducted outside any pretense to 
due process or public transparency.

The mentality that justifies this resort to mob rule is on the move and growing 
in power.  For those of  us who believed that the foundations of  our republic were 
generally sound this development has come as a terrible shock.  

We need to get over it and acknowledge the truth.  The Progressive Left is at-
tempting to impose mob rule in this nation.  If  they are successful then the next 
step will be the disenfranchisement of  all citizens through destruction of  at least 
their First and Second Constitutional Amendment rights.  Beyond that will be the 

permanent establishment of  a soft po-
lice state dedicated to the continuance 
of  Progressive elite power.

Only the utterly disinterested or will-
fully blind among non-Progressives 
can doubt what is currently at play 
here in the United States.  If  we don’t 
peacefully defeat this movement in 
public debate and at the ballot box 
then we may be forced to face the pos-
sibility of  an actual civil war in our 
streets and homes.

13

Top: Loretta Lynch, John Brennan and James Clap-
per.  Bottom: Nancy Pelosi and Adam Schiff

https://www.wnd.com/2017/03/loretta-lynch-need-more-marching-blood-death-on-streets/
https://www.wnd.com/2017/03/loretta-lynch-need-more-marching-blood-death-on-streets/
https://www.wnd.com/2017/03/loretta-lynch-need-more-marching-blood-death-on-streets/
https://www.wnd.com/2017/03/loretta-lynch-need-more-marching-blood-death-on-streets/
https://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2018/07/16/brennan_trump_fears_putin_putin_now_the_master_puppeteer_of_donald_trump.html#!
https://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2018/07/16/brennan_trump_fears_putin_putin_now_the_master_puppeteer_of_donald_trump.html#!
https://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2017/12/19/james_clapper_putin_knows_how_to_handle_an_asset_and_thats_what_hes_doing_with_trump.html
https://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2017/12/19/james_clapper_putin_knows_how_to_handle_an_asset_and_thats_what_hes_doing_with_trump.html


C H A P T E R  2

The Political Framework
Messianic Hopes and Dashed Dreams

The 2016 Presidential Election
Overview

The nature of  the 2016 presidential election represented a sea-change for the rela-
tionship between the citizens and government of  the United States.  This result is 
not a sudden discontinuity, but rather the visible manifestation of  shifting beliefs 
that have been occurring over decades.
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The central question that has been debated over recent decades is are we a na-
tion of  laws or men (to use the traditional phrase)?  By “a nation of  laws” I mean 
something far beyond the existence of  a written legal code.  After all, even the 
most vile totalitarian governments have written laws.  Rather, I define “law” to 
mean a philosophical conviction that there exists a standard of  truth that is un-
changing and above the shifting opinions of  men.  Thus the right purpose of  law 
is to discover and then apply this ultimate standard to human affairs.  Similarly, “a 
nation of  men” designates an opposing philosophical conviction that mankind is 
the fundamental standard of  truth.  In this philosophy, to tie a nation to ideas that 
are presumed to be “unchanging and above” men is to pretend the existence of  a 
standard that doesn’t really exist.

The two major political parties have, incompletely and imperfectly, but none-
theless clearly, come to hold these opposing views.  The Republican Party, for all 
its compromise and failings, seeks to advance the “nation of  laws” philosophy. 
 The Democratic Party, for all its compromises and failings, seeks to advance the 
“nation of  men” (though they would substitute a new term for “men”) philosophy.

I’m certain that there are many readers who would strenuously object to this 
partitioning of  philosophies between our two main political parties.  Democrats 
might argue that they are no less wedded to “the rule of  law” than are Republi-
cans.  Certainly, in a party of  millions there exists significant variation in political 
principles.  However, what can the dominant position of  the Democrat Party, sus-
tained over generations, that the Constitution must be interpreted as a “living 
document” mean other than that current human opinion trumps foundational 
law?  Republicans might likewise argue that they are not so tightly coupled to ulti-
mate standards that they can’t exercise the flexibility to deal with novel contempo-
rary issues.  However, what can the dominant position of  the Republican Party, sus-
tained over generations, that our Constitution must be interpreted primarily 
through discovery of  its “original intent” mean other than foundational law 
trumps current human opinion?

The Candidates

The contrast between the two major party candidates was stark.  
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In Mrs. Clinton we had a lifelong political activist, First Lady, Senator and Sec-
retary of  State.  She was the ultimate political insider who had prospered both in 
personal wealth and in power relationships.

In Mr. Trump we had a man who had never held a political office prior to his 
candidacy for President.  His life as a self-promoting businessman and playboy in 
New York City exposed him to the worlds of  business and politics in its most bare-
knuckled forms.  As a presumed member of  the elite social class he had the oppor-
tunity to participate in and observe the Progressive elite over decades.

When these two individuals clashed in the 2016 Presidential general campaign 
the heat and light generated created a spectacle previously unexperienced by the 
electorate.  The light shed on the true nature of  our political disagreements was 
revelatory. 

Donald Trump

When Donald Trump entered the Republican primaries on June 16, 2015 
there were already eleven well known politicians in the race.  Over time, that num-
ber would grow to an astounding seventeen candidates.  By many accounts this 
was one of  the most formidable, talented group of  Republicans to seek their 
party’s presidential nomination in many election cycles.  And yet, less than eleven 
months later, on May 4, 2016, Donald Trump had defeated all sixteen of  his rivals 
and stood as the presumptive Republican nominee.

How could a novice politician have demolished a field of  supposedly accom-
plished and savvy competitors with such apparent ease?  The nation watched in 
stunned amazement as he dispatched Governors, Senators and even other political 
“outsiders” in rapid succession.  With every victory the chorus would rise saying 
that he had this time (finally) hit his peak and it would now all come crashing 
down.  It never did.  And so, on July 21, 2016, Donald Trump accepted the nomi-
nation of  a party whose establishment despised him and with a significant minor-
ity of  members who had difficulty convincing themselves to support him.

I believe that Mr. Trump achieved this astonishing result due to two decisive fac-
tors, those being:
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1. He positioned himself  as the unrestrained spokesman for the anger and frustra-
tion of  a large segment of  citizens who had watched their country being “fun-
damentally transformed” by the Obama administration without effective oppo-
sition by the Republican Party, even though they had been given control of  
both chambers of  Congress.

2. He combined the idea of  Constitutional governance with his personal success, 
wisdom and will to power.

The feckless response of  the Republican leadership in Congress to President 
Obama’s policies created the space necessary for Mr. Trump’s candidacy.  These 
supposed tough politicians were obviously cowed by the absurd and disingenuous 
argument that to effectively oppose the policies of  a President who happens to be 
black, is racist.

Yes, they did oppose “Obama Care,” the IRS targeting of  conservative groups, 
immigration and many foreign policy decisions (among many others).  However, 
to many citizens their opposition appeared to be feeble if  not merely for show.

So, the issue was effectiveness.  Congress has precious few credible tools by 
which to reign in an Executive Branch that ignores and bypasses legitimate roles 
of  the Legislative Branch.  Under normal conditions, the only credible tool is the 
“power of  the purse.”  That is, Congress can refuse to appropriate the money nec-
essary for the Executive Branch to fund its policies.

Once President Obama assumed office it was immediately clear that Congres-
sional Democrats had no interest in upholding the prerogatives of  Congress.  So, 
in 2010 and 2014, the Republicans won control of  the House and Senate, respec-
tively.  The promises of  Republicans to effectively stand up to what many viewed 
as a corrupt, out of  control Executive Branch suddenly evaporated once they as-
sumed office.

So, with regard to the first point above, Donald Trump entered the campaign 
with statements that made it absolutely clear he was not cowed by the political cor-
rectness that had shielded the President in particular and progressives in general 
from direct political attack.  These statements, almost because of  their coarseness, 
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appeared to some to be a breath of  fresh air.  Here’s what he said on June 16, 
2015 while announcing his candidacy for the Republican nomination.

“When Mexico sends its people, they’re not sending their best. They’re not sending you. 
They’re not sending you. They’re sending people that have lots of  problems, and they’re 
bringing those problems with us. They’re bringing drugs. They’re bringing crime. They’re 
rapists. And some, I assume, are good people.”

This formulation was designed to signal to the many U.S. citizens concerned 
about illegal immigration that Trump was not beholden to the PC speech limita-
tions imposed by our elites (of  both parties).  It certainly was a key reason that Mr. 
Trump catapulted to the front of  the Republican pack (and stayed there).  But, 
what can be said other than that this was a crude and cruel characterization?  My 
point is that Mr. Trump was likely using his skills as a self-promoter and marketeer 
to differentiate his product (himself) from every other candidate for the Republican 
nomination.  And, it worked.

Mr. Trump thus benefited from a visceral, emotional reaction to someone 
who finally had the guts to stand and fight.  In fact, the more outrageous the non-
PC statement, the more convinced were his supporters that he was the man to 
turn back the progressive tide.  It made no apparent difference that Mr. Trump 
had, for decades, lived comfortably in the hyper-liberal bubble that encompasses 
New York elite society.  In spite of  Mr. Trump’s demonstrably liberal past, his core 
support was so powerful that it withstood lies and gaffes that would have destroyed 
most any other candidate.

With regard to the second point, the serial failures of  Congress and the Su-
preme Court (e.g., their “Obama Care” decision) to effectively constrain the 
Obama Administration undermined many a citizen’s confidence in the Constitu-
tion.  

Of  all Mr. Trump’s opponents, none had used their political office to oppose 
President Obama’s policies with the vigor of  Ted Cruz.  Yes, Senator Cruz won 
the second most number of  delegates and was second to last to drop out, but, in 
the end, Mr. Trump decisively defeated him.
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My conclusion is that many Republican primary voters rejected Senator 
Cruz because he clung to control of  the Congress as the primary means by which 
the people should oppose overbearing government.  After almost eight years of  
work to create Republican majorities in both Houses of  Congress, with virtually 
nothing to show for it, they concluded that Senator Cruz, for all of  his commit-
ment to conservative principles, had placed his hope in a demonstrably ineffective 
source of  power.

Finally, returning to the first point, it’s likely that many of  Mr. Trump’s support-
ers viewed the cruelty and crudity with which he treated his opponents as a 
marker of   power that would effectively oppose the progressive’s march towards a 
“fundamentally changed” nation.  And so, Mr. Trump, in spite of  conduct clearly 
unbecoming of  a presidential candidate (or any office of  public trust), won the Re-
publican nomination for President.

Hillary Clinton

Hillary Clinton’s path to the Democratic nomination was the exact opposite of  
Donald Trump’s to the Republican.  She entered the race as the presumptive 
nominee and ultimately obtained the goal.  However, her progress was seriously 
impeded by the unexpected popularity of  a 75 year old socialist from Vermont 
who wasn’t even a member of  the Democratic Party.  Whereas Mrs. Clinton strug-
gled to generate even modest levels of  popular enthusiasm, Mr. Sanders regularly 
spoke to large crowds of  almost delirious supporters.

Over the course of  the primary campaign, Mrs. Clinton eventually vanquished 
Mr. Sanders, with the scandalous assistance of  the DNC.  Along the way it 
emerged that no one in the Democratic Party was able (or, more likely, was willing) 
to provide a cogent explanation for how socialism differs from Democratic eco-
nomic policy.  Mr. Sanders eventually endorsed Mrs. Clinton in spite of  the clear 
corruption in the nominating process.

Insofar as Mrs. Clinton actually won Democratic voters approval, I believe that 
the following two decisive factors led to her victory.

19

http://observer.com/2016/07/wikileaks-proves-primary-was-rigged-dnc-undermined-democracy/
http://observer.com/2016/07/wikileaks-proves-primary-was-rigged-dnc-undermined-democracy/


1. Whereas Mr. Sanders sought direct state control over the means of  produc-
tion, Mrs. Clinton proposed indirect control, by requiring individuals and com-
panies to use their property in the ways defined by her and her progressive fol-
lowers.

2. Mrs. Clinton could be counted on to run to the head of  every progressive pa-
rade to claim leadership of  its social justice cause du jour.

With regard to the first point, that which in 2016 separated the elite leadership 
of  the Democratic Party from its radical Progressive base was the realization 
that actual Socialism is a monstrous failure.  You need only look to Venezuela for 
the most recent practical example, although you need to go way back to the 20th 
Century to find the genocidal truth in the Soviet Union, People’s Republic of  
China, and Cambodia.  As currently in Venezuela, the best case result is “only” e-
conomic, cultural and social ruin.

Certainly the base didn’t want these outcomes either.  However, unfortunately, 
many didn’t know anything about Socialism’s bloody history and many others 
were convinced that ‘this time we’ll get it right!’  So, the trick during the primary 
season was to keep the base on board while not explicitly embracing an actual So-
cialist program.  Mrs. Clinton accomplished this by moving aggressively to the left 
on as many issues as possible and by rhetorically railing against Wall Street (while 
keeping their massive donations pocketed and withholding the texts of  her many 
private speeches to them).

Thus, the economic machine that creates the abundant wealth necessary for 
the comfortable existences to which the Western Progressive Left has become ac-
customed would, by Mrs. Clinton’s assurance, go on unabated.  Her economic pro-
gram didn’t seek to completely destroy the benefits of  nominal private ownership 
of  property, rather, it promised to allow enough wealth to be created to continue 
funding her supporter’s lifestyles while maintaining the facade of  government deni-
ability for the certain negative consequences of  government control (it’s those bad 
companies again!). All of  this wealth would supposedly be created even as the cul-
ture that enabled it was pulled down.  Of  course, this was pure fantasy.  But it was 
absolutely necessary that both contradictory ideas be simultaneously believed in or-
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der for the Progressive project to advance.  This disconnect from truth and reality 
brings us to the second point.

Mrs. Clinton has shown, over 25 years of  public life, the ability to lie with as-
tounding shamelessness and effectiveness.  In the most recent scandal over her ap-
palling negligence in protecting classified information as Secretary of  State, virtu-
ally everything that she has said has been shown to be a lie.  She brazenly lied over 
the coffins of  the four dead Americans, murdered in Benghazi Libya, then called 
the grieving parents who objected liars.

Let me be clear.  All politicians lie, and Mr. Trump also lies with a frequency 
and  shamelessness that simply stuns.  However, Mrs. Clinton’s above lies were told 
while and about her service as Secretary of  State, the senior Cabinet Officer and 
person fourth in line to be the President of  the United States.   That raises the 
level of  seriousness considerably.

With regard to consistency, Mrs. Clinton pretends to care about the presumed 
veracity of  women claiming sexual assault, but spent her husband’s two terms as 
President destroying the characters of  the many women who accused her hus-
band of  sexual assault.  Anyone who lived through Mr. Clinton’s two terms as 
president knows that, going in, presidential lying was considered a serious fault, 
but by the end was considered by many to be an admired art form.

Thus, personal truthfulness or consistency had no role in Mrs. Clinton’s politi-
cal positions — from the assumed veracity of  women claiming sexual assault, to 
economic policy, to same-sex marriage, to international trade agreements, to 
crime and punishment, to immigration policy (I could go on) — the only “good-
ness and truth” is what the progressive movement declared it to be on any given 
day.  And, Mrs. Clinton would be in the lead, condemning anyone who deviates 
from that day’s progressive orthodoxy and demanding that our society uniformly 
comply which each and every demand.

How then did she convince so many decent, generally honest people to vote for 
her?  I believe the answer is twofold.  First, the Progressive movement gives all 
practical appearance of  owning the moral high ground and running the show. 
Thus, many people just assume that they deserve this position.  Secondly, they see 
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progressives such as Mrs. Clinton speaking with utter conviction and without con-
tradiction by the mainstream media, and therefore assume that they must be tell-
ing the truth.

Making Sense of the Post-Election World

On June 16, 2015 a celebrity businessman descended the escalator in his self-
named building to declare himself  a candidate for the Presidency.  His name is 
Donald Trump, and, aside from my shock at the crudity of  his language concern-
ing illegal immigrants, I barely took notice.  After all, he was just one more candi-
date for the Republican nomination, and, so I believed, was just in it for the free 
publicity.

A little more than thirteen months later, in July 2016, the Republican Party offi-
cially nominated Donald Trump as their candidate for the U.S. Presidency.  Four 
months later, in November 2016 Donald Trump was elected to the Presidency. 
And, for the years since his election we have witnessed a political firestorm that 
has melted the facades of  our society, revealing disturbing and surprising informa-
tion.

I will address the specifics of  this firestorm in future chapters.  In what follows I 
will attempt to explain the philosophical issues that lie beneath the surface events 
we are experiencing.

A Deep and Dangerous Divide

Anyone paying attention to politics knew that there was a growing divide be-
tween “Left” and “Right” long before the emergence of  Donald Trump.  How-
ever, by his winning of  the Presidency in an unexpected and stunning upset, it be-
came apparent that another fundamental divide had occurred: between those who 
consider themselves to be the “ruling class” (Republican and Democrat) and those 
whom they presume to rule.

Prior to President Trump, although Democrat and Republican politicians were 
separated by differing world-views, they were apparently united by their member-
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ship in a “ruling class.”  Within this elite bubble there were shared assumptions 
about the boundaries of  public discourse and policy positions.  

Thus, when then President George W. Bush supported comprehensive immigra-
tion reform in 2007, his administration was participating in a bipartisan initiative.  
The bill’s sole sponsor in the Senate was Majority Leader Harry Reid, though it 
was crafted in large part as a result of  efforts by Senators Kennedy, McCain and 
Kyl, along with Senator Lindsey Graham, and input from President George W. 
Bush, who strongly supported the bill.

Both parties were surprised by the vehemence of  public opposition, leading to 
eventual failure of  the bill.  In fact, the public opposition to “comprehensive immi-
gration reform” was so broad and deep that President Obama, even with Demo-
cratic control of  both Houses of  Congress in 2009 and 2010, was unable to de-
liver a bill.

Looking back, “comprehensive immigration reform” was the last hurrah for bi-
partisan government in the United States.  However, it was only bipartisan in the 
sense that the “ruling class” had all agreed that their solution was the best that 
could be achieved for the country.  In real democratic bipartisanship the national 
leaders convince their respective constituencies that the solution is the best that 
can be achieved for the country.  In this leadership task they utterly failed.  Conse-
quently, the voting public simply refused to fall into line.

This watershed event should have been a wakeup call to our bubble-bound 
elite.  But, so convinced were they of  their positional permanence that they 
thoughtlessly wrote the whole thing off  as a strange political outlier.  It turns out 
that they were deeply mistaken.

Other observers, however, recognized this situation for what is was — a funda-
mental breach between a country’s citizens and their elected officials.  By their re-
fusal to acknowledge concerns of  the citizenry about illegal immigration as legiti-
mate, the bipartisan elite had created a huge political vacuum.  In a democratic re-
public someone was bound to eventually fill that vacuum.  The only questions 
were by whom and when.
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How We Got to Here

Setting aside our ideological leanings and personal preferences, can we all 
agree that “here” is legitimately described as a nation suffering from a schizo-
phrenic nervous breakdown?  Need I describe the behavior of  our elected political 
leaders, the media, our clergy, professors, bureaucrats, lawyers, business leaders, ce-
lebrities, etc., in detail to support this point?  If  I do than you must have just re-
cently awoken from a decade long coma.

I am not here pretending to be some wondrously moderate soul who stands 
above the fray tisk-tisking at all those foolish others.  No, I am way down there in 
the fray, driven by my own set of ideological leanings and personal preferences. 
However, if  we believe that there is something called the truth which exists beyond 
leaning and preference, then we must acknowledge the sad, pathetic state into 
which we have led this nation.

Any nation will be riven by powerful opposing forces.  The issue is wether those 
forces can be accommodated within the bounds of  civilized politics or will burst 
forth into chaos, violence and disaster.  At this point it could go either way.

Although both the progressive left and conservative right appear to be suffering 
from schizophrenia, the underlying reasons differ considerably.  Therefore, in the 
following sections I will discuss these specific cases within this context.

The Conservative Right

The primary source of  confusion within the conservative movement has been 
just what to conserve.  The inability of  conservative politicians to answer this ques-
tion within the bounds of  successful politics created deep antipathy between them-
selves and those whom they presume to represent.  The consequent disgust and dis-
trust has risen over the years to the point that conservative politicians sometimes 
appear to have disowned their voters, and the voters have disassociated themselves 
from the politicians.  That this was allowed to happen is one of  the greatest feats 
of  political madness in my living memory.

Where to start?  Were this a less contemporary meditation I’d go way back to 
1990 when President George H. W. Bush broke his solemn promise of  “read my 
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lips: no new taxes!”  Rather I’ll begin with his son, President George W. Bush.  Mr. 
Bush ran for President in 2000 on the slogan of  “compassionate conservatism.”  It 
was only after his election that we found out that “compassionate” meant:

• Signing into law the McCain-Feingold Campaign Finance Reform Bill that sub-
stantially diminished the freedom most necessary for a healthy republic, that be-
ing political speech

• Prosecuted a war in Iraq that a majority of  citizens came to believe was an utter 
failure

• Continued the increase in governmental spending that was un-
differentiable from that of  a progressive leftist

• Enthusiastic support for a “comprehensive immigration bill” that was supported 
by the business community and the Republican donor class but that was anath-
ema to a majority of  citizens

• Refused to defend himself, his administration or his philosophy from vile assaults 
by the political opposition

• Standing idly by, or even encouraging (i.e., easy loans to bolster home ownership) 
government policies that caused the 2008 financial crisis.

When Mr. Bush left office in 2009 he had managed to utterly discredit the con-
servative political philosophy, thus paving the way for a disastrous experiment in 
progressive leftist rule.

In 2008 a demoralized Republican Party managed to nominate for President 
the man least able to challenge the ideology and policies of  the Democratic nomi-
nee, Senator Barack Obama.  

That man was Senator John McCain.  Here we had a man who had sought to 
gain favor with the mainstream media as a “maverick” by gleefully and sometimes 
savagely attacking more conservative members of  his own party.  He was a cham-
pion of  “bipartisanship,” which in practice meant caving to the progressive left on 
core issues such as freedom of  speech and illegal immigration.  Finally, he was one 
of  the most “hawkish” national politicians at a time of  extreme war-wariness in 
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the nation.  None of  this created much enthusiasm in the Republican base or in 
the general population.

And, just as with George W. Bush before him, his bipartisanship counted for 
less than nothing when confronting the Democrat machine.  All of  his former 
“friends” in the mainstream media turned on him once the candidates were in 
place.  He could not draw credible, clear distinctions with the ideology or policies 
of  the most leftist Presidential candidate in American history because he didn’t ap-
pear to have a philosophy other than pragmatism.  He wasn’t trusted in judge-
ment, temperament or philosophy by a large portion of  the Republican base.

Perhaps no-one could have beaten Senator Obama.  However a political party 
picking the candidate least likely to, when his deficiencies were clearly apparent, 
can only be judged as terrible political malpractice.  And so, after the 2008 elec-
tion Barack Obama was President and the Democrats held large majorities in 
both the House and Senate.

The Republican Party had utterly failed to earn the respect of  its opponents 
and the trust of  those whom it presumed to represent.  The only term that ap-
proaches the truth is “utter political debacle.”

The Progressive Left

The progressive left is absolutely certain about and united on what they want. 
That being the “fundamental transformation” of  a nation founded on evil and 
made powerful by plunder.  There is precious little from our founding and history 
that merits preservation.  No, the whole nation is so corrupt that the only reason-
able and moral choice is to burn it down to the bare earth and start afresh.

But it is this very certitude that has led to madness.  So certain is the progres-
sive left of  its moral perfection that it has justified and used corrupt means to 
achieve its chosen ends.

And so, our institutions have been weaponized against anyone who dares to dis-
sent.  Thus, the IRS was turned into a tormentor of  “right-wing” groups seeking 
to organize and speak.  The Department of  Justice and FBI conspired to protect 
their ideological friends and destroy their enemies.  The “Intelligence Commu-
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nity” leaked anything, regardless of  damage to the nation, that undermined their 
perceived political opponents.

Individuals and businesses have been randomly destroyed by braying mobs to 
induce terror in all the rest of  us.  Professors in “institutions of  higher learning” 
teach irrational, failed ideas as vanguards of  an achievable utopia.  The “main-
stream media” descended into ideological conformity and political partisanship 
that would make Pravda proud.  Sexual predators were protected because they sup-
port the “correct” political positions. This just scratches the surface, but I trust that 
my point is made.

So certain were they of  the permanence of  their political power that all pre-
tense of  respect for our nation or its “unwoke” citizenry was dropped.  Their Alin-
sky lawgiver, Barack Obama, had led them out of  slavery to our founding ideas 
and institutions.  All their political opponents had been decimated when the Marx-
ist Red Sea came crashing down upon them.  

And then, power would certainly be handed to Hillary Clinton, who would 
lead the progressive left across the Jordan River.  Once across they would finally 
obliterate their political enemies and build their utopian “promised land” where 
everyone would be equal, but some would be permanently more equal than oth-
ers.

But something else happened on the way to progressive utopia.  It turns out 
that when many citizens saw the progressive left’s true beliefs, behaviors and inten-
tions they recoiled in horror.  Many of  them had assumed that the progressive left 
was a force for reform and renewal.  What they actually began to see was some-
thing completely, and disturbingly, different.  And so, they began searching for 
someone, anyone, who could stand against this rising tide of  political correctness 
and corruption.

Thus, when Hillary Clinton inexplicably lost the Presidential election all of  
their fantasies  came crashing down upon them.  How could they have possibly 
lost a fair election?  How could the citizens of  Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, Michigan 
and Ohio have failed to vote in the correct manner?  It couldn’t possibly be be-
cause history wasn’t on their side, or because they had governed in a corrupt man-
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ner, or that the populace failed to see their moral superiority.  NO!  It could only 
be because Donald Trump conspired with Russia to steal the election!

Yes, rather than do any soul searching about their own beliefs and behavior, the 
progressive left apparently descended into a state of  madness (or madness like a 
fox).  But hey, if  you can’t fundamentally transform this vile nation by winning elec-
tions then other means must be found.  After all, comrades, the ends justify the 
means.

Where We Are Now

If  nothing else, the election of  Donald Trump to the Presidency has clarified 
what was before a murky situation.  Prior to this event it appears that the Republi-
can elite’s top priority was to conserve the idea that beneath all of  our policy differ-
ences there existed a common creed spanning the Progressive-Conservative divide. 
Yes, we may disagree vehemently on means, but, so they believed, we were all pur-
suing common ends, and valued our common heritage.

Thus, for the past thirty years Republican elites have stressed their willingness 
to “cross the aisle” to work with their Democratic opponents.  There is nothing in-
herently wrong with this idea.  However, so determined were they to preserve the 
concept of  national cohesion that they actively refused to notice that “compro-
mise” usually meant conservatives compromising their core values to move to-
wards progressives.  As I have previously noted, even the most ardent Republican 
“bipartisans” suffered vile political and personal attack if  they were contending 
with an accredited progressive in an election.

The patience of  non-progressives towards “bipartisanship” likely ran out with 
the 2012 Republican nomination of  Mitt Romney for President.  For, here was a 
man of  manifest good intentions and manners who had successfully governed a 
“blue” state (Massachusetts) as a Republican.  Yet, this man was systematically slan-
dered in the Presidential campaign to such effect that he ended up reviled by a plu-
rality of  the population.  Why then shouldn’t citizens who opposed the progressive 
project conclude that it was a losing proposition to nominate nice, bipartisan guys 
for the Presidency? 
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No, after eight years of  abuse the electorate that opposes Progressive policies de-
cided that only a bare-knuckled street fighter was capable of  winning back the 
Presidency.  They nominated Mr. Trump, supported him through thick-and-thin 
and turned out to vote him into office.

Looking back on the 2016 Republican primaries, it’s clear to me now that Mr. 
Trump won by sequentially exposing each opposing Republican candidate as a 
wimp.  Thus, what I and many others saw as cruel, uncouth behavior actually had 
a rational purpose.  Most of  the other Republican candidates said that they were 
the one who could effectively oppose the progressive movement.  By showing that 
they would wilt under cruel attack Mr. Trump demonstrated that they, like Mitt 
Romney, would collapse under the far more powerful attacks of  the Democrat 
media-political machine.

If  progressives and Republican elitists are appalled by Mr. Trump’s victory 
then they need only look to themselves for the reason.  For they had built a culture 
in which progressives were free to engage in the most savage and dishonest attacks 
on their opponents while elite Republicans cowered in fear before them.

This is the description of  an unofficial quasi-caste system (based on family, edu-
cation and outlook), where the progressive left sits at the absolute top and elite Re-
publicans get to occupy (as long as they behave properly towards their betters) the 
next lower rung.  Far, far below them sit the unwashed masses of  citizens — igno-
rant, stupid and immoral.  How dare this low caste rise up and elect someone who 
intends to represent their interests!

What are the interests of  those who elected Donald Trump to the presidency 
will be discussed next.

The Interests of the “Basket of Deplorables”

In 2016 Hillary Clinton, while running for President, insulted approximately 
one-quarter of  the United States’ citizens.

“You know, to just be grossly generalistic, you could put half  of  Trump’s supporters into 
what I call the basket of  deplorables. Right?” “The racist, sexist, homophobic, xenophobic, 
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Islamaphobic—you name it. And unfortunately there are people like that. And he has lifted 
them up.”

By this statement Mrs. Clinton gave voice to the quasi-caste hatred that ani-
mates far more of  the Progressive program than many would like to admit.

I am not here to claim that any segment of  our population is morally superior. 
Those citizens who chose to vote Mr. Trump into the Presidency are all fallen, frail 
flesh and blood, exactly as are those who voted for someone else or didn’t vote at 
all.  I am here to point out that this quarter of  the nation’s population has legiti-
mate interests that both the Democrat and Republican parties had ignored for dec-
ades.

We must first identify to whom Mrs. Clinton was referring.  We can begin by 
agreeing that this “deplorable” quasi-caste can be found within that segment of  
the population who are willing to vote for Republican candidates.  That is, if  you 
are a reliable Democratic voter then in spite of  any personal faults or bad behav-
iors, you are certainly not a “deplorable.”

However, not all people who are or vote Republican are “deplorables.”  If  you 
are in this group but submit in silence to, or better yet, actively support core Pro-
gressive policies (e.g., open borders immigration) then you can avoid (as long as 
you don’t stand between Progressives and the acquisition of  political power) falling 
into this category.  Make no mistake though, you are both stupid and likely evil, 
but not to the point of  being an actual “deplorable.”

The above discussion helps, but doesn’t sufficiently describe the boundaries of  
the “deplorable” quasi-caste. To accomplish that we must revisit some of  the other 
statements made by the leaders of  the tiptop Progressive quasi-caste.  The most 
useful of  these was made by candidate Barack Obama in 2008.

You go into these small towns in Pennsylvania and, like a lot of small towns in the Midwest, 
the jobs have been gone now for 25 years and nothing’s replaced them. And they fell 
through the Clinton administration, and the Bush administration, and each successive ad-
ministration has said that somehow these communities are gonna regenerate and they have 
not.
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And it’s not surprising then they get bitter, they cling to guns or religion or antipathy toward 
people who aren’t like them or anti-immigrant sentiment or anti-trade sentiment as a way to 
explain their frustrations.

Mr. Obama was right about the economic frustrations experienced by a large 
segment of  our population.  However, note also the condescension and contempt 
with which he responds to these very real issues.  For, in his mind, these sorry com-
munities are so full of  incompetent people that neither Democrat or Republican 
administrations were able to pull them out of  failure.  The reason is that they are 
bitter, small minded folk who stupidly “cling” to dangerous or irrelevant totems of  
the past.  Sounds a lot like “irredeemable” to me.

Another boundary setting statement fell from the lips of  no other than Nancy 
Pelosi, Democratic leader of  the House of  Representatives in 2017.  Joe Scarbor-
ough set up the discussion by asking:

But how do Democrats who have the right policies economically, in their minds, how do 
they reconnect with a middle America who feels like sometimes they are looked down upon 
because of  their faith or their values?

Her answer to this softball question shows the depths of  contempt that lives in 
the Progressive mind towards those who don’t share in their ideology.

“And I say, this will be a little not in keeping with the spirit of  the day of  unity, but I say they 
pray in church on Sunday and prey on people the rest of  the week, and while we’re doing 
the Lord’s work by ministering to the needs of  God’s creation they are ignoring those needs 
which is to dishonor the God who made them.”

With this material I believe we can identify the boundary between the lowest 
“deplorable” quasi-cast and all that sit above.  They tend to:

• live in small towns, suburbs or rural areas

• be (but are not all) middle to upper-middle class

• have suffered significant, sustained economic frustration and/or decline over the 
past 30 years

• be Bible-believing Christians
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• own guns or support gun ownership

• oppose Obamacare

• oppose open-borders immigration

• have become suspicious of  “world-trade” agreements

• not embrace gay-marriage or the other aspects of  “queer ideology”

• not embrace radical environmentalism in general, or “climate change” in particu-
lar

• believe that the United States in particular and Western Civilization have great 
value and should be preserved

• love their country, believe that it has mortal enemies and honor those who de-
fend it.

As far as I can tell, these are the people who made the difference in electing 
Mr. Trump to the Presidency.  This is a group who found themselves actively 
hated by the Democrats or treated like an embarrassment by the Republicans for 
decades.  The idea that these citizens would forever ignore the fact that neither ma-
jor political party cared about, let alone addressed, their interests was ludicrous.

Such a situation couldn’t last in a functioning democratic republic, and it 
hasn’t.  The question that now faces us is will the United States continue to be a 
democratic republic or is it on the way to becoming something else?

What is at Stake?

Our nation is engulfed in an angry, sometimes violent debate about something. 
 But what is it?

People who think that this all started with Donald Trump are seriously mis-
taken.  Recall that many in the Democratic party “resisted” the election of  George 
W. Bush in 2000 and then proceeded to destroy his person and administration. 
President Bush did nothing to help himself  by attempting to “split the difference” 
between conservatism and progressivism, and, by leading us into a war with Iraq 
that came to be seen as justified by faulty intelligence and naive expectations.
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The nation then traded the “compassionate conservative” philosophy for “fun-
damental change” progressivism by electing Barack Obama to the presidency. 
However, there was no “racial healing” to be found in this historic development 
but rather increasing racial division.  There was no achieved consensus on health 
care reform, but rather a solution supported by a bare majority of  the Congress 
shoved down the throats of  a majority of  the citizens in opposition.

Many people believe that we have withdrawn into two political camps that 
share no common ground.  In that scenario there is only the question of  who will 
finally defeat whom.  But, for that to happen a stable “51+%” of  the population 
would have to emerge that lasted for a generation.

Given the disinterest of, say, 60% of  our population in politics and policy (a po-
sition that I better understand after the past 20 years), one reasonable expectation 
is that the ideological “20%” on the left and right will compete in an unstable envi-
ronment.  In this scenario, we would experience huge policy swings as unreconcil-
able ideologies sequentially gain temporary political power.  This is exactly what 
we see now, with Donald Trump reversing Barack Obama’s policies.  Were a 
Democrat to win in 2020 or 2024 we would see the same dynamic.

But although the above scenario seems bad (because it is), I contend that it is 
the optimistic scenario.  That is, it assumes that, over time, the irreconcilable differ-
ences between left and right will be resolved by the working of  a stable democratic 
republic.  Yes, there will be many terrible consequences from the instability.  But 
the instability will occur because the citizens of  the republic can’t make up their 
minds.  And, even within this instability there will still exist a stable constitutional 
system that protects fundamental liberty.

The more pessimistic scenario is that we are leaving a constitutional democratic 
republic behind and heading towards tyranny.  The election of  Mr. Trump has, if  
nothing else, allowed light to penetrate into the dark crevices of  our elite ruling 
class.  And what has been revealed is truly alarming.

The Obama Administration used its temporary public trust to weaponize pow-
erful law enforcement, intelligence, regulatory and revenue departments of  the fed-
eral government to attack citizens and groups with opposing views.  The scope 
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and depth of  this corruption is far beyond what could have imagined prior to 
2008.

It has become clear that a significant motivation for the violent emotional pro-
gressive frenzy over Trump’s election is because what they thought would be for-
ever hidden will now come to light.  It’s not just that they lost a Presidential elec-
tion.  No, it’s that the people against whom the federal government was being 
weaponized forced these corrupt practices into the light.  And note well — this re-
action does not depend on the personality or policies of  Donald Trump.

Under President Obama the Democrat Party was devastated at the federal Con-
gressional, state and local levels.  The last bastion of  power was their hold on the 
Presidency.  They thought that hold was unbreakable.  They found out to their hor-
ror that the people who had voted against their candidates at all other levels of  gov-
ernment would do the same at the Presidential level.

Their response was to “resist” the Trump Administration in all ways imagin-
able, from violent street riots, to shameless leaking of  classified information, to pub-
lishing unattributed innuendo as fact, to ginning up a “Russian collusion” narra-
tive that was without a shred of  credible evidence in support.

Does the Democrat Party presume that, while they own the Presidency, they 
are free to use the overwhelming power of  the state to subvert, intimidate and 
criminalize opposition?  Is the Democrat Party claiming a “veto power” over Presi-
dential elections?  If  the U.S. citizenry doesn’t vote the “politically correct” way 
does anything go to overturn their decision?  

I hope the answer to these questions is a resounding No!  Because if  the answer 
is anything less then we are contending between a constitutional democratic repub-
lic and naked tyranny.
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C H A P T E R  3

Understanding the 
Progressive Mind

I suspect that many Americans are currently living in a state of  bewilderment.  I 
don’t know if  someone who is thirty is as affected as someone in their fifties or 
older.  For myself  (in the second age group), the nation in which I am now living 
bears scant relationship to that in which I grew up.  This is certainly true from the 
technological perspective, but that has been the case for almost every generation 
that has participated in the American experience.
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The primary cause of  this bewilderment is the state of  the American psyche. 
 The closest analogy that I can come up with is that we began experiencing a sort 
of  cultural nervous breakdown in the 1990s followed by a profound schizophrenic 
break after 9/11.  Of  course I’m not here discussing the state of  each individual’s 
psyche.  Rather, it’s the general cultural milieu that presses in upon our individual 
psyches, pressuring them to move in specific directions.  Thus, this definition 
of schizophrenia (Google Dictionary) for an individual also applies to our contem-
porary collective behavior as a political culture.

a long-term mental disorder of  a type involving a breakdown in the relation between 
thought, emotion, and behavior, leading to faulty perception, inappropriate actions and feel-
ings, withdrawal from reality and personal relationships into fantasy and delusion, and a 
sense of  mental fragmentation.

We are currently a nation splintered into contending groups who appear to 
have lost the ability to communicate, let alone cooperate, with each other.  These 
groups can be roughly divided into two primary camps (of  course there are numer-
ous exceptions).

The first is populated by people who tend to define themselves by associations 
and interests outside the realm of  politics.  To them, though politics may be an im-
portant part of  life, other domains like faith, family, neighbors, sports, etc. have 
clear priority.  Although there is no agreed name for this group, I’ll refer to them 
as the “commoners.”  This is justified not by any presumption of  lower ability or 
value, but rather by the fact that they see themselves as part of  a common heritage 
and culture.  Thus, they have appreciation for the nation and those through whom 
it was formed and maintained.  If  there is a central organizing principle for this 
camp it is opposition to the idea that the nation must be “fundamentally trans-
formed” in order for it to be valued.

The second camp draws in people who see themselves as intellectually, morally 
and ideologically superior to such an extent that they are the natural leaders of  
our nation.  These people value academic degrees, career success, political power 
and personal accomplishment above virtually everything else.  Although the larg-
est and most vocal component of  this group is the Progressives, it is clear that 
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there are also many members of  the Conservative intelligentsia and political class 
who see themselves this way.  For obvious reasons I will cal this group the “elite.”

While the elite are by definition much smaller in numbers than are the com-
moners, many people yet look to them as their political guides and/or are influ-
enced by them through various forms of  education and media.  Thus, the elite 
wield significant democratic power.  They wield overwhelming institutional power, 
having taken over virtually all educational, entertainment, government bureau-
cratic, news, legal and international organizations, among others.

One key differentiation between the elite and the commoners is that the elite 
consciously know who they are and carefully control who gets to be a member. 
Commoners generally don’t see themselves in terms of  group identity, so are far 
more amorphous.

Much of  what I have done in this book traces back to this distinction between 
the above described groups.  Clearly, I see myself  as a member of  the commoners 
(although my high interest in politics is a deviation). One of  my goals is to give 
voice to their issues and perspectives.

However, it is at the personal level that our current cultural disorder creates the 
greatest pain.  For example, when families split or valued relationships are ended 
over political disagreements. It is also occasionally at the personal level that impor-
tant insights can be obtained into the psyches of  those with whom we disagree.  I 
have had numerous personal interactions with members of  the Progressive group 
that rise to this level.  

In most cases my knowledge about their views and actions comes from the pub-
lic record.  The Progressive individuals discussed in the following sections are gen-
erally of  a special type.  That is, they tended to see themselves as enforcers of  Pro-
gressive orthodoxy.  Therefore, they are far more aggressive and vocal than are 
most in the elite group.  However, it is almost unheard of  for less aggressive mem-
bers of  the elite camp to criticize or reject the positions taken by these enforcers.  
In this the Progressive elite behaves more like the Borg than a collection of  inde-
pendent people who share a common outlook.  The sin of  us commoners is our 
unwillingness to be assimilated.
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S E C T I O N  1

Making Sense of Progressive 
Nonsense

Have you ever wondered how it can be that 
those people who stand on the street corner 
loudly proclaiming their opposition to misog-
yny and racism can turn around and launch 
the most vile misogynist and racist attacks?  If  
so, first understand that you have just engaged 
in ideological “wrong think.”  But, if  you, like 
me, persist in trying to understand what drives 
our current crisis, then read on.

One major barrier to understanding Progressivism is the apparent nonsense of  
their positions.  Of  course they don’t see it as nonsense.  To an outsider who tends 
to give a benefit of  the doubt their reaction is often to assume that they are just 
missing something.

I’ve concluded that you are not missing anything.  It’s not that Progressives are 
living on a higher intellectual and moral plane that the rest of  us can’t understand.  
No, it’s rather that they have been so self-lobotomized by their ideology and narcis-
sism that they no longer are able to comprehend the absurdity of  their positions. 
Our job is therefore to be the one who simply points out that the emperor has no 
clothes.

Misogynists Against Misogyny!
Sara Palin

Take Sarah Palin.  Here we had a generally popular governor 
of  a state that sends both Democrats and Republicans to Wash-
ington D.C.  Yes, she was in disagreement with the Progressive 
Left and may have been elevated too soon (or mistakenly) to a 
national ticket.  But how did that justify the vile outpouring of  
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objectification and misogyny to which the Progressive Left subjected her and her 
daughter?

Consider this summary from a recent academic paper titled “Sexualizing Sarah 
Palin: The Social and Political Contexts of  the Sexual Objectification of  Female 
Candidates”:

While few opportunities existed prior to Palin to study women running for national, execu-
tive office in the U.S., it is safe to say that she has received the most sexually objectifying cov-
erage to date (Heldman et al., 2009). Fourteen percent of  Palin’s coverage mentioned her ap-
pearance, and it was often intensely misogynistic: “‘looks like every librarian in a Cinemax 
movie;’ a ‘VPILF’ (‘vice president I’d like to —-’)’” (Heldman et al., 2009, p. 12). Other me-
dia comments about Palin include, “‘I initially dismissed her as good-looking, [but] that 
backfired’; ‘Caribou Barbie…Malibu Barbie… Presidential Barbie’; ‘Winking Wonderwo-
man of  Wasilla’; our ‘National Obsession’; ‘His cheerleader choice’; ‘Hugh Hefner asked 
Sarah Palin to pose for Playboy, because right now she’s posing as a vice presidential candi-
date’” (Heldman et al., 2009, p. 17). It is difficult to determine if  her amplified objectifica-
tion is due to her attractiveness, the new era of  objectification, or both.

Or how about David Letterman making a “joke” about the statutory rape of  
Palin’s daughter on national television:

“One awkward moment for Sarah Palin at the Yankee game — during the seventh inning, 
her daughter was knocked up by Alex Rodriguez.”

Sarah Sanders, Ivanka Trump and Brigitte Gabriel

You can find more recent sick-
ening examples (many more 
can be easily found) for Sarah 
Sanders (see “Comedian’s 
Sarah Sanders ‘roast’ stuns 

White House Correspondents’ Dinner”) and Ivanka Trump (see “Samantha Bee 
hits Ivanka Trump with a filthy sexist attack — The silence on the left is deafen-
ing”).  

Finally, consider the  Linda Sarsour tweet from 2011:
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“Brigitte Gabriel = Ayaan Hirsi Ali. She’s 
asking 4 an a$$ whippin’. I wish I could 
take their vaginas away- they don’t de-
serve to be women.”

Linda Sarsour went on to become a 
Progressive power player and highly 
visible leader in the Women’s March. 

 Apparently public, vile, violent fantasies about mutilating other women was not 
sufficient to prevent her ascension to the top of  the Progressive movement.

Let there be no doubt, this vile behavior was from the Progressive Left.  There 
was no shame in saying these things, and virtually no criticism from our presumed 
Progressive moral betters in response.  That is, the very people who would have 
thrown a conniption fit had a female Progressive politician (or one of  their daugh-
ters) been subjected to even 1% of  this abuse had nothing to say about these inci-
dents.  This selective deployment of  moral outrage is nothing less than an implicit 
endorsement.  And it is also a clear warning to any woman who is non-Progressive 
or who works for a non-Progressive that she can be subjected to this treatment.

We are bound to ask why, and, how Progressives justify such behavior.

Racists Against Racism!
Clarence Thomas

Black men and women who dare to vio-
late the prescribed ideological bound-
ary for their race have been viciously 
attacked by Progressives for genera-
tions.  Clarence Thomas (a sitting Su-
preme Court Justice) is a notable exam-
ple.  Thomas summarized the experi-

ence of  non-conforming black treatment by Progressives in his statement to the 
Senate Judiciary Committee during his confirmation process.
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“It’s a national disgrace. And from my standpoint, as a black American, as far as I’m con-
cerned, it is a high-tech lynching for uppity blacks who in any way deign to think for them-
selves, to do for themselves, to have different ideas, and it is a message that unless you kow-
tow to the old order, this is what will happen to you. You will be lynched, destroyed, carica-
tured by a committee of  the U.S. Senate rather than hung from a tree.”

Kanye West

We need go back only a few months to 
find obvious and extreme examples of  
this mentality among Progressives.  Take 
the case of  Kanye West.  Here we have a 
man who was loved by the Progressive 
Left for claiming in 2005 that President 

Bush “doesn’t care about black people.”  He sat atop our culture as the coolest, 
most hip performer who could get away with anything.

But the second he voiced support for President Trump for materially improving 
the economic situation of  blacks (along with all other Americans) he was viciously 
mocked and dehumanized.  This instant transformation from worshiped pop-star 
to hated moron is well described in this article.

What a difference a year makes. It wasn’t long ago that Kanye West was the darling of  Hol-
lywood, the news media, liberal politicians and some of  the more vocal members of  the civil 
rights groups. Among the words to describe him back then were brilliant, dynamic, talented, 
musical genius, great humanitarian, successful entrepreneur and so many more. He was 
praised from every corner of  the entertainment world and was often the much sought-after 
guest of  honor at elite gatherings and many times headlined glitzy award shows. He was one 
of  their biggest heroes. Of  course, that was when his leftist fan club just assumed that he 
thought the same way as did they and held the same political opinions that are required to 
be a ‘good progressive’. But he doesn’t, and his former worshipers went into shock, when he 
began to express his personal views and, just like that, the love turned to the vilest hatred 
imaginable.

This CNN panel discussion is typical of  the vicious rhetoric deployed against a 
previously loved black performer who voiced support for President Trump.
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“Kanye West is what happens when negroes don’t read,” said Bakari Sellers.

Candace Owens

Consider Candace Owens, a young, promi-
nent conservative commentator.  She and 
 a colleague were assaulted by a Progressive 
Leftist mob while minding their own busi-
ness at breakfast.

While this type of  vicious mob action has 
become commonplace on the left, this inci-
dent stands out for what was said by the 
lily-white Progressive mob to this black 
woman and the black and Hispanic police 
officers who arrived on the scene. Their 

chant to Owens was “F**k white supremacy.”  When the police showed up to de-
fuse the situation they chanted “Cops and Klan, hand in hand.” They also spent 
time in a primal scream mode, which they apparently consider to be the equiva-
lent to a compelling argument for their point of  view.

What are we to make of  a mob composed of  white people screaming at blacks 
and Hispanics that they are white supremacists?  This is clearly something beyond 
the typical racist denigration of  any minority person who rejects the Progressive 
worldview.

To understand the source of  this apparent Progressive hypocrisy on 
misogyny and racism we will have to enter the Alice in Wonderland world of  cur-
rent identity politics.

What are They Thinking?

How would you respond if  someone walked up to you at a social event and said 
“All black people think and vote alike, and all women think and vote alike“? There 
are tens of  millions of  Americans who would be shocked and appalled by this state-
ment.  But there are also millions who would consider it to be a “matter of  fact” 
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utterance, and tens of  millions of  others who are willing to accept this idea.  Both 
of  these groups consider the other to be sexist and racist.

Since this section is focused on explaining what I consider to be Progressive 
nonsense I’ll leave it to others to argue the opposite point.  But make no mistake, I 
consider the Progressive ideology on race and gender to be destructive, dangerous 
nonsense.  But it is nonsense that is tearing our nation apart.

If  we are going to make sense of  this nonsense the best starting point is the Pro-
gressive concept of  Identity.  To Progressive elites and those who follow them iden-
tity is a wholly self-generated attribute that is so fluid that it can change radically 
over days or even hours.  Thus identity has been utterly disconnected from any-
thing outside an individual person, for example, God.

Extreme examples of  this fluid self-identification chaos are 
easily found.  Recently a male (if  you will allow me to pre-
sume wildly) physical education teacher was disciplined by 
his school district for refusing to oversee the disrobing of  a 
female student who identifies as male.  We also have numer-
ous examples of  male athletes who identify as female win-
ning championships in female athletics.  On race we have 
the example of  Rachel Dolezal, who though white choses 
to identify as black (but not as African-American).

Facebook provides between 50 and 70 “gender options” (depending on who’s 
counting when and where).  Finally, al-
though outside the domain of  race and 
gender, a man in the Netherlands was su-
ing to have his age reduced by twenty 
years because he identifies as a younger 
person.  There simply seems to be no 
boundary left that cannot be broken by 
the concept of  human identification.

While this identity ideology appears 
to provide virtually unlimited choice, it also creates massive opportunity for confu-
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sion.  A recent article points out that many people are literally collapsing under 
the responsibility of  being the sole architect of  their identity.

But it is the flip side of  this ideology that frees Progressives to behave in ways 
that previously would have been generally agreed to be racist and misogynistic. 
For, if  identity can be selected then it can also be denied.  That is what happens to 
blacks and women who step outside the Progressive established boundaries for 
their race and gender.  That is, a black person and/or woman who choses non-
Progressive positions is not accepted as  black and/or a woman.

Therefore, the Progressive mob is freed to treat then not as blacks and/or 
women but rather as enemies of  their race and/or gender who, if  deemed neces-
sary, can be destroyed with impunity.  Note that this explains how it is that a lily-
white Progressive mob can accuse Candace Owens, a Conservative black woman, 
of  “white supremacy.”

This also explains how  Linda Sarsour could tweet

“Brigitte Gabriel = Ayaan Hirsi Ali. She’s asking 4 an a$$ whip-
pin’. I wish I could take their vaginas away- they don’t deserve 
to be women.”

Note that Sarsour is explicitly applying the above de-
scribed identity ideology that women who disagree with 
Progressivism need not be considered to be real women. 
 Rather, they are enemies of  their gender who deserve to 
be mutilated in the most vile way imaginable.

But it’s actually more fundamental than identity politics. 
 That is, the intellectual foundation for this position is the racist and sexist premise 
that “All black people think and vote alike, and all women think and vote alike.” 
Of  course, like most of  the Progressive positions this assumption is obfuscated by 
complex philosophical formulations and impenetrable jargon.  If  you seek a more 
practical explanation ask yourself  why it is that Progressives always hear the racist 
or sexist “dog whistles” supposedly used by Conservatives?  I mean, if  they can 
hear messages that the rest of  us can’t in this regard then what does that make 
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them?  Thus this appears to be far more an example of  psychological projection 
than logical reasoning.

This is simply a special case of  the general Progressive position of  dehumaniz-
ing any person who they consider to be in opposition to their goals, and particu-
larly those who are a a threat.  To the radical elite Progressives we nonconformists 
are only one or two steps above a zombie.  They can therefore attack us by any 
means necessary without shame or human sympathy.  Of  course most Progressives 
don’t go to this extreme.  However, neither do they generally speak out against 
their fellow Progressives who do.  And, that silence is in effect an endorsement of  
these vile tactics.

I am not here saying that racism and sexism doesn’t exist in Conservatism (and 
other non-Progressive ideologies).  They most certainly do.  However, I am saying 
that it is a major problem that the dominant governing ideology (as measured by 
institutional power) is built on these evils.  That is, racism and sexism are not devia-
tions from, but rather direct consequences of their ideology.

How do Progressives get away with this?  A first means is the use of  obfuscation 
to cloak the truth.  A second means is misdirection.  That is, because Progressives 
scream the loudest about opposition to racism and sexism (and, by the way, Fas-
cism) most people assume that they must be free from these moral failures. The 
tragic fact is that, behind this obfuscation and misdirection real racism and sexism 
has been allowed to grow into a terrible moral cancer within the Progressive move-
ment.  Treatment cannot begin until we admit the truth.
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S E C T I O N  2

The Progressive Compulsion for 
Cruelty

Under extreme duress members of  a particu-
lar political persuasion can succumb to what 
amounts to mass hysteria.  A specific example 
of  this phenomenon on the Conservative side 
is the set of  conspiracy theories that swirled 
around the suicide of  Vince Foster, Deputy 
White House counsel in the Clinton admini-
stration.

My contention is that the behavior currently 
occurring in the Progressive camp is different 

in kind from simple hysteria.  That is, prominent Progressives have entered the 
realm of  conscious, unmediated hatred expressed as appalling, purposeful cruelty.

We have experienced nonstop hatred regarding Donald Trump (and his sup-
porters) from the moment it became clear that he had won the 2016 Presidential 
Election.  That’s now over three years and counting, with no sign that we are head-
ing back to any sort of  normalcy.  The intensity of  this hatred-fueled cruelty has 
been far beyond anything that I have observed in my four-plus decades of  adult-
hood.  The public displays of  rage, fear and outright assault boggle the mind. The 
scope of  this behavior is not limited to isolated members of  the general public, but 
rather extends into the highest levels of  the Progressive movement, including 
elected officials.

Although this extended bout of  hatred manifests itself  in many and sundry 
ways, the most prominent and revealing aspect can be understood as an extreme 
form of  projection.  The Encyclopedia Britannica defines this behavior as follows.

Projection is a form of  defense in which unwanted feelings are displaced onto another per-
son, where they then appear as a threat from the external world. A common form of projec-
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tion occurs when an individual, threatened by his own angry feelings, accuses another of  
harboring hostile thoughts.

The principal example of  this behavior is that while the Hillary Clinton cam-
paign was using a foreign agent to concoct political dirt on candidate Donald 
Trump from sources in Russia, they simultaneously charged that Mr. Trump was 
colluding with the Russians to steal the election.  Once Mr. Trump was elected 
high government officials who had corruptly (and likely illegally) used their un-
elected positions to spy on and then undermine the President spewed accusations 
that the Trump administration was a danger to our democracy.

These general comments, while necessary, don’t convey the actual intensity and 
scope of  what is occurring in the Progressive movement.  Thus, specific examples 
are required to explore this ongoing and troubling situation.  As you will see, this 
deranged rage is not limited to President Trump and his administration.  No, it 
has metastasized to virtually every area in which Progressives encounter disagree-
ment with their beliefs.

I will not be generalizing these specific cases to the population of  people hold-
ing Progressive views.  However, to the extent that Progressives refuse to condemn 
this behavior (or even worse, affirm it) they do bear responsibility for its toxic im-
pact on our culture and politics.

“Entitled” Women Attack “Toxic” Men

The dominant contemporary moral framework defines women as morally supe-
rior to men.  Many people consider this attitude to be due to the millennia of  men 
believing the opposite about women.  The theory is that current men are benefit-
ing from the centuries-long patriarchy that can only be corrected by an imposition 
of  the opposite conceit.  One is left to wonder if  it will take 5,000 years of  this cor-
rection to finally “balance the scales” of  “gender justice.”

Attacking and Humiliating the Men in their Lives

Regardless, this belief  has led to numerous cases of  women (often wives) humili-
ating the men in their lives in highly public ways.  The perpetrators clearly feel 
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“entitled” by their designated social superiority to behave in this manner.  I sup-
pose they think that this cruelty is a part of  the retributive justice necessary for the 
historic prejudice of  men to be corrected.  In reality they are destroying their own 
most intimate relationships and sowing distrust, angst and disorder among the gen-
eral population.

This situation first clearly lit up on my radar when Victoria Bissell Brown’s ti-
rade against all men, definitely including her husband of  50 years, for the out-
come of  the Bret Kavanaugh affair was published by the Washington Post.  The 
following short excerpts provide a sampling of  this woman’s uncontrollable, vi-
cious rage.

This was 30 minutes of  from-the-gut yelling. Triggered by a small, thoughtless, dismissive, 
annoyed, patronizing comment. Really small. A micro-wave that triggered a hurricane. I 
blew. Hard and fast. And it terrified me. I’m still terrified by what I felt and what I said. I am 
almost 70 years old. I am a grandmother. Yet in that roiling moment, screaming at my hus-
band as if  he represented every clueless male on the planet (and I every angry woman of  
2018), I announced that I hate all men and wish all men were dead.

Although I don’t have any firsthand knowledge about the inner-dynamics of  
her marriage, the following description of  her husband’s response is telling.

My husband of  50 years did not have to stifle a laugh. He took it dead seriously. He did not 
defend his remark, he did not defend men. He sat, hunched and hurt, and he listened. For a 
moment, it occurred to me to be grateful that I’m married to a man who will listen to a 
woman. The winds calmed ever so slightly in that moment. And then the storm surge welled 
up in me as I realized the pathetic impotence of  nice men’s plan to rebuild the wreckage by 
listening to women.

Is it out of  line for me, a mere man, to conclude that Victoria Bissell Brown’s 
behavior was infantile, cruel and deranged?  Is it impermissible to point out that 
her seeking out of  a publisher for this screed entailed utter contempt for the feel-
ings of  her husband?   Also, am I being unfair to notice that her self-described be-
havior ironically confirms the male prejudice that women are overemotional?  To 
sum up, is Victoria Bissell Brown above criticism by a man because she is a 
woman?  It’s time to firmly answer No! to all of  these questions.
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There have been other less extreme but still troubling examples of  this dynamic 
since then.  For example:

Men Have No Friends and Women Bear the Burden

Toxic masculinity—and the persistent idea that feelings are a “female thing”—has left a gen-
eration of  straight men stranded on emotionally-stunted island, unable to forge intimate rela-
tionships with other men. It’s women who are paying the price.

What ‘Good’ Dads Get Away With

Even Good Husbands Are Sexist. Here’s What I Did About Mine.

Entitlement to Spit in the Face of a Man

Recently Eric Trump was in Chicago and went to a high end bar.  What hap-
pened next would be unbelievable had I not lived through the past decade.

Shortly after Eric Trump had arrived at Aviary, an upscale bar in Chicago on Tuesday 
night, a young female employee walked up to him and spit in his face. According to Breit-
bart, an eyewitness said the woman “murmured inaudibly something that sounded like it 
was anti-Trump.”

ABC5 Chicago’s Mary Ann Ahern reported that the offender was immediately handcuffed 
and taken into custody by Trump’s Secret Service agents. She was later released after 
Trump declined to press charges.

This was a clear case of  assault, but given the cultural circumstances no 
charges were filed.  To her credit the new 
mayor of  Chicago criticized this act.  I will 
be stunned if  there is significant criticism 
from the Progressives about this woman’s be-
havior.  In their moral universe this is just 
the act of  a victim fighting back against one 
of  her oppressors.

The Washington Post confirmed this state of  
Progressive “New Rules” by publishing a 
piece in which Stephanie Wilkinson offered 
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her thoughts on the recent spitting incident involving Eric Trump. Wilkinson is for 
it (or at least willing to defend it).  As reported by HotAir, “Stephanie Wilkinson is 
the owner of  the Red Hen restaurant in Lexington, VA.  That’s the restaurant that 
refused service to White House Press Secretary Sarah Sanders last June.”

In a sane world this deranged employee would have been fired on the spot and 
hauled before a court to account for her assault.  But, apparently since she can 
claim the role of  a “victim” and the real victim of  this assault was a Progressive 
“enemy,” nothing of  the kind has occurred.  Please pardon me if  I draw conclu-
sions about the true moral standing of  the Progressive movement based on this 
and the previous case.

Christian Commentary

I can almost understand how the secular culture could have come to believe 
that men are inherently worse than women, but it is a theological scandal that the 
same has occurred in Christianity.  When the Apostle Paul, quoting multiple 
Psalms, wrote in Romans that:

“There is no one righteous, not even one;
there is no one who understands;
there is no one who seeks God.
All have turned away,
they have together become worthless;
there is no one who does good,
not even one.”
“Their throats are open graves;
their tongues practice deceit.”
“The poison of vipers is on their lips.”
“Their mouths are full of cursing and bitterness.”
“Their feet are swift to shed blood;
ruin and misery mark their ways,
and the way of peace they do not know.”
“There is no fear of God before their eyes.”  
Romans 3:10-18 (NIV)
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he is making a universal declaration regarding the human condition.  Thus, we 
are all, male and female, under the same curse of  sin.  Yes, men and women tend 
to manifest this common sinfulness in different ways.  But the underlying condition 
is exactly the same.  And yet we have not just tolerated, but in many cases actually 
encouraged feminist theology that claims moral superiority for women and moral 
depravity for men.

The Christian Church has thus in many cases surrendered itself  to the domi-
nant secular ideologies running rampant in our culture.  It should rather be a confi-
dent, faithful beacon of  truth that opposes the soul-destroying beliefs sadly personi-
fied by Victoria Bissell Brown and her sisters in misandry.

There is neither Jew nor Gentile, neither slave nor free, nor is there male and fe-
male, for you are all one in Christ Jesus.  
Galatians 3:28 (NIV)

The Totalitarian Face of Abortion Revealed

We have entered a new and shocking phase of  Progressive abortion support. 
 Long gone are the days of  “safe, legal and rare.”  In its place we now find the 
claim that abortion support is a pinnacle of  virtue.  Even more appalling, it’s no 
longer abortion under constrained circumstances, but rather up to the moment of  
birth and even after birth (i.e., infanticide).  It is this murderous position that Pro-
gressives now consider to justify absolutely vile public conduct.

Hateful Harasser of Young Girls and Old Women

For Exhibit A I give you Brian Sims, the 
Pennsylvania State Representative (D) who 
publicly assaults young girls and an old 
woman as they peacefully pray and demon-
strate in front of  abortion clinics.  His actions 
are well summarized by Rep. Jerry Knowles 
(R) in his memo seeking Sims’ censure.

On the first occasion, Representative Sims re-
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corded himself  berating, harassing, and violating the First Amendment rights of  an individ-
ual, whom he labeled, an “old, white lady” for peacefully protesting and praying in public.

On the second occasion, Representative Sims again recorded himself  berating, harassing 
others. He went a step further the second time, though, calling for the “doxing” of  three mi-
nor children and one adult female. By soliciting strangers on the internet for their personal 
identifying information (i.e. names and addresses), Sims placed these citizens in reasonable 
fear for their own safety, merely because they were exercising their constitutional right to 
peacefully protest.

It should be noted that Representative Sims also used his elected position to intimidate the 
individuals with whom he was interacting, clearly stating on the videos that he was a mem-
ber of  the Pennsylvania House of  Representatives.

Bloody Minded Madness

Exhibit B is another state representative, 
this one being Alabama State Rep. John 
Rogers (D) during a hearing on a proposed 
abortion bill.  Apparently this statement 
was intended to change the hearts and 
minds of  those supporting the bill.

“All I’m saying to you is it ought to be the 
woman’s choice,” Rogers said. “I’m not about to 
be the male telling a woman what to do with her 

body. She has a right to make that decision herself. Through rape or incest. Some kids are 
unwanted. So you kill them now or you kill them later. You bring them in the world un-
wanted, unloved, you send them to the electric chair. So, you kill them now or you kill them 
later. But the bottom line is just that I think we shouldn’t be making that decision.”

Since 1983 sixty-six people have been executed in the state of  Alabama.  The 
last execution by electric chair occurred in 2002 (all have been by lethal injection 
since then).  In other words, less than two people per year have been executed 
since 1983.  Between 2006 and 2015 an average of  9,641 abortions per year have 
been preformed in Alabama.  So, by the logic of  this bloody minded monster were 
abortion eliminated:
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• Un-aborted babies would grow up by the thousands to commit capital crimes;

• The number of  executions would rise from less than two per year to thousands;

• Alabama would reinstitute the electric chair to execute these thousands of  new 
capital criminals per year.

This is the generous but implausible interpretation.  He most likely means that 
mothers should have the right to condemn their unwanted children to death after 
birth.

But this vile man wasn’t done.

This [above statement] set off  a firestorm, with the president’s son tweeting, “This is stom-
ach curling and makes Ralph Northam look like a moderate on abortion.”

Rogers fired back Thursday, defending his remarks on abortion and personally attacking 
Trump saying, “That’s an honor. Thank God. Right on … Him being born is the very good 
defense that I have for abortion. His mother should’ve aborted him when he was born, and 
then he wouldn’t have made that stupid statement.”

Note that this second quote supports the less generous interpretation of  this 
man’s beliefs.

So where were the supposedly morally superior Democrats on this man’s evil 
rantings, virtually nowhere.

On Wednesday, Republicans denounced comments by State Rep. John Rogers, D-
Birmingham, suggesting that children killed in abortions would have to be killed in the elec-
tric chair later if  they had lived.

Morally Vacuous Presidential Candidate

Lest you leave with the misapprehen-
sion that this moral idiocy is limited to 
low level state politicians I give you Ex-
hibit C from the vacuous musings of  a 
U.S. Senator and presidential candi-
date Kirsten Gillibrand (D., New 
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York).

“If  you are a person of  the Christian faith, one of  the tenets of  our faith is free will. One of  
the tenets of  our democracy is that we have a separation of  church and state, and under no 
circumstances are we supposed to be imposing our faith on other people. And I think this is 
an example of  that effort.”

I challenge anyone to discover the logical progression of  ideas within this state-
ment.

Senator Gillibrand wasn’t done.  Later on she compared pro-life beliefs to ra-
cism, anti-Semitism and homophobia.  Here’s what she said while discussing ap-
pointments to the judiciary.

“I think there’s some issues that have such moral clarity that we have as a society decided 
that the other side is not acceptable,” she said.

“Imagine saying that it’s okay to appoint a judge who’s racist or anti-Semitic or homopho-
bic. Asking someone to appoint someone who takes away basic human rights of  any group 
of  people in America—I don’t think that those are political issues anymore.”

In what moral universe does a presidential candidate denigrate roughly half  
the population as the equivalent to racists, anti-Semites and haters of  homosexuals 
for being pro-life?  In the Progressive moral universe exposed by the 2016 presiden-
tial candidate Hillary Clinton.

Combining Abortion Support and Misandry

The prize for packing the most viciousness 
into a single statement goes to Rep. Norma J. 
Torres, provider of  Exhibit D.

A routine House debate nearly exploded Wednes-
day when California Democrat Norma J. Torres 
implied her Republican colleagues were “sex-
starved males” for opposing abortion.

“Mr. Speaker, it is tiring to hear from so many 
sex-starved males on this floor talk about a 
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woman’s right to choose,” Torres said as lawmakers debated a rule setting up amendment 
consideration for a four-bill spending package that includes funding for public health pro-
grams.

Torres, one of  the newest members of  the House Rules Committee, clearly broke House 
Rules — members cannot personally impugn their colleagues on the floor.

Note that this item nicely ties together the feminist misandry of  the previous 
section with the abortion totalitarianism of  this one.

No further comment is necessary.

Yes, Different in Kind

I’m certain that many Progressives take great offense at my claim that their cru-
elty is “different in kind” to that of  Conservatives.  It’s certainly true that there are 
no ideological bounds on who deploys cruelty in support of  their political beliefs. 
Thus it’s certainly true that Conservatives are guilty of  this sin.

However, I contend that at some point of  intensity a difference in degree be-
comes a clear difference in kind.  For example, were one man in a political debate 
to call another a moron that would be cruel.  However, were a man to incite hate-
ful violence against an opponent that’s a difference in degree that creates a differ-
ence in kind.  The former can hurt someone’s feelings, the other can lead to bodily 
harm or even death.

It also matters who is the source and what is the scope of  cruelty.  It’s morally 
wrong for a blowhard in a neighborhood bar to call someone evil and stupid.  It’s 
quite another for an elected official to publicly do so, or for a prestigious national 
newspaper to publish such commentary.

There’s another way to think about this issue.  Were a Conservative public offi-
cial or publication to provide the “mirror image” of  the examples I’ve previously 
discussed what would it look like?  Try these on for size (inserted word changes in 
[bolded brackets]).
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• Woman to Man hatred: … screaming at my [wife] as if  [she] represented every 
clueless [female] on the planet (and I every angry [man] of  2018), I an-
nounced that I hate all [women] and wish all [women] were dead.

• Pro Choice to Pro Life hatred: I give you [name], the State Representative ([R]) who 
publicly assaults young girls and an old woman as they peacefully [demon-
strate for Pro-Choice in front of] abortion clinics.

• From capital punishment for unwanted children to for abortionists: So you kill them now or 
you kill them later. You [abort] the unwanted, unloved, you send [the abor-
tionist] to the electric chair.

• Right to abort vs. right to life as obvious evil (Note that this quote works in either direction with-
out modification, so imagine it being said by a Pro-Life Presidential candidate): “Imagine say-
ing that it’s okay to appoint a judge who’s racist or anti-Semitic or homophobic. 
Asking someone to appoint someone who takes away basic human rights of  any 
group of  people in America—I don’t think that those are political issues any-
more.”

• Sex starved to sexual predators: Mr. Speaker, it is tiring to hear from so many [sexual 
predator] males on this floor talk about a woman’s right to [abortion].

Yes, it’s possible to find outrageous, even cruel statements by Conservatives. 
However, I’m not aware of  statements and/or behavior by elected public officials 
or reputable national publications that are the equivalent in viciousness to these 
Progressive examples.

The Road to Perdition

But we are not of them who draw back unto perdition; but of them that believe to 
the saving of the soul.
Hebrews 10:39 (AKJV)

How can people descend to this level of  depravity while simultaneously having 
unshakable confidence in their moral superiority?  And, how can the Progressive 
community provide support for this depravity either implicitly by their silence or 
explicitly by their approval?
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I have been, in effect, asking these questions for quite awhile. In the following 
sections I attempt to explain the underlying causes.

The Ends Justify the Means

Progressivism is a dangerous combination of  utopianism and collectivism. That 
is, they believe that human society can be perfected by the application of  properly 
directed collective action.

It is the ends embraced by Progressivism that encourage the descent into ex-
treme self-righteousness.  For if  your presumed ends are a utopian state in which 
all evil has been defeated and all good obtained then to oppose these ends can 
only be viewed as the rejection of  good in favor of  evil.  It is within this dynamic 
that Progressives are capable of  hateful, vicious, dehumanizing behavior towards 
anyone who opposes them, or even who insufficiently support them.

Since their ends are not those which naturally occur in human society an exter-
nal power must be applied.  That power is found in ever increasing government 
and institutional power.  Progressives are forever proclaiming their love for human-
kind while instituting policies that grind individual humans into the dust. There is 
simply no room in their moral universe for ideological diversity.  Therefore it is 
their collectivist love of  humanity that enables their extreme viciousness towards 
individual humans without the slightest sense of  shame or remorse.

Intersectionality and Victim-Based Morality

The ends/means dynamic has been a sufficient driver of  Progressive hate for 
decades past.  However, the more recent addition of  victim-based moral superior-
ity under the ideology of  intersectionality has turbocharged Progressive tempta-
tion to evil.

One helpful definition of  intersectionality can be found here.

the complex and cumulative way that the effects of  different forms of  discrimination (such 
as racism, sexism, and classism) combine, overlap, and yes, intersect—especially in the expe-
riences of  marginalized people or groups.
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It is the combination of  group identity and victimization that creates the 
witches brew of  unlimited self-righteousness at play today in Progressive politics. 
The following excerpt provides a good summary of  our current situation.

For instance, the idea that certain groups have suffered more historical oppression than oth-
ers and are therefore owed certain entitlements is hardly novel, but the intersectional pre-
scription that historical victimization can be understood as a kind of  mathematical equation 
of  oppression, in which the intersection of  our various identities creates an imposed moral 
hierarchy, with the victims at the top and the privileged at the bottom, is a fairly recent phe-
nomenon. It has been ramped up to include ever more historically marginalized groups and 
encapsulates an ever broader systemic process of  oppression. These ideas have become the 
norm among my generation (millennial), providing an a priori perceptual framework, which 
leads us to approach many modern problems through the lens of  group identity and histori-
cal oppression—sorting out the noble victims from the privileged victimizers to establish 
who symbolically represents the good and who is emblematic of  evil. Such a totalizing ideol-
ogy is primed to stoke reactionary flames on both sides of  the political aisle and feed into 
the culture war in America and elsewhere.

Note that each person associated with extremely vicious moral conduct from 
the previous sections belonged to at least one victim group:

• Victoria Bissell Brown: feminist woman;

• Brian Sims: gay;

• John Rogers: black;

• Kirsten Gillibrand: feminist woman, explicitly embraces intersectionality;

• Norma Torres: Hispanic woman.

Given the identity group based presumption of  moral superiority, the “good vs. 
evil” and “ends justify the means” mentality of  Progressive ideology it’s unsurpris-
ing that these people feel entitled to conduct themselves in this manner.
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The incentive to jump onboard the vic-
tim train is so overwhelming that even Pro-
gressive white men (the bottom of  the bar-
rel in victim-based morality) can’t resist. 
 For example:

James Livingston, a Rutgers history professor: 
“OK, officially, I now hate white people. … I 
hereby resign from my race. F— these people.”

The good white male professor wasn’t 
done virtue signaling his intersectional 
 wokeness.

… Livingston wrote on Facebook on May 31 that he’d come from a Harlem burger restau-
rant that was “overrun with little Caucasian a-holes.”

“OK, officially, I now hate white people,” wrote Livingston. “I am a white people, for God’s 
sake, but can we keep them—us—us out of  my neighborhood?”

And then there’s the MSNBC/CNN endorsed white male presidential candi-
date:

Michael Avenatti, criticizing the GOP senators during the Brett Kavanaugh hearings: 
“These old white men still don’t understand that assault victims and women deserve respect 
and to be heard.”

This ideology by which human beings are assigned moral superiority or inferi-
ority simply by their membership in identity groups has resulted in a whole new 
level of  viciousness in Progressive rhetoric and action.  We haven’t hit anything ap-
proaching bottom yet.

The Abolition of God

The ultimate root cause of  this self-righteous madness is the abandonment of  
the Christian religion (which is based on transcendent revelation) in favor of  a secu-
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lar religion based on Progressive human ideology.  We return to the previously ex-
cerpted article for an excellent summation.

Intersectionality is a secular religion: it advocates an all-encompassing worldview, which ex-
plains the vast interlocking mechanism of  human oppression at the expense of  critical rea-
soning. It even functions like a religion, operating on the basis of  an original sin of  privilege, 
excommunicating heretics, awaiting a judgment day in which all oppression with be under-
stood and overcome, and promoting figures who are considered beyond reproach (saints) 
who purportedly embody the doctrine’s best representatives. Ultimately, intersectionality is a 
quest for meaning in a world from which religion has been thoroughly uprooted. And, like 
all religions, it functions in accordance with our deeply felt unconscious needs, rather than 
our conscious choices and actions. Of  course, one can no more reject the human impulse 
towards religious experience than the existence of  gravity, but we can engage in our own per-
sonal line of  inquiry—in which questions hold more meaning than answers. This is our only 
bulwark against human vice. And always will be.

Fortunately there are many citizens in the United States who are not subject to 
this evil ideology.  However the question of  their willingness to understand and 
then effectively oppose this terrorizing creed remains in the balance.
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S E C T I O N  3

Our Bloody-Minded Betters

I imagine the reader finishing the previous sec-
tion on Progressive cruelty, “turning the page” 
to find the accusation of  bloody-mindedness, 
and wondering “What’s the difference?”  My 
contention is that there is an exceedingly sig-
nificant difference.  So much so that what we 
are seeing is a significant escalation in national 
danger as we move from cruelty to bloody-
mindedness.

Think back over the previous section and note 
that in each case we observed the verbal behavior of  individual Progressives.  Yes, 
their cruelty ripped noticeable holes in our social fabric.  But this is a rather com-
monplace consequence of  hateful rhetoric that occurs on a nonpartisan basis 
(though I contend much more commonly and intensively in the case of  Progres-
sives).

The jump from cruelty to bloody-mindedness has to do with the scope and con-
sequences of  behavior.  In what follows I’ll explain this jump into the realm of  de-
structiveness that tears national sized as opposed to personal sized holes in our cul-
tural fabric.

A Terrible Escalation

In modern times “bloody-minded” is a British phrase used to mean “stub-
bornly contrary or obstructive.”  While I can embrace this modern definition 
given the Progressive “resistance” movement, the original historic definition of  “in-
tent upon blood and warfare” is closer to the mark. Shakespeare used this phrase 
in King Henry VI, Part III (1592):
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SUFFOLK:
Thy name affrights me, in whose sound is death.
A cunning man did calculate my birth
And told me that by water I should die:
Yet let not this make thee be bloody-minded;
Thy name is Gaultier, being rightly sounded.

EDWARD:
Now breathe we, lords: good fortune bids us pause,
And smooth the frowns of war with peaceful looks.
Some troops pursue the bloody-minded queen,
That led calm Henry, though he were a king,
As doth a sail, fill’d with a fretting gust,
Command an argosy to stem the waves.

I particularly like the reference to the “bloody-minded queen,” as it captures 
the utter depravity of  those who claim moral superiority by condemning Donald 
Trump while simultaneously supporting the most vile and corrupt woman in con-
temporary politics, Hillary Clinton.

The attempt by the Progressive ruling class to nullify the 2016 Presidential elec-
tion by what amounts to a soft coup has driven this nation closer to the brink of  a 
Constitutional crisis and open violence than anything since the 1960s.  The fact 
that they do so without the slightest sense of  shame or even mild embarrassment is 
a bright marker for the general “bloody-mindedness” of  the Progressive move-
ment.

Although he settled on “bloodlust,” Michael Goodwin in the New York Post 
has made this same point.

A natural consequence of  Progressive bloodlust.  Note the virtue signaling while proposing 
an assassination, which could only happen in the post-2016 election Progressive moral break-
down.

But no president in modern times has also faced endless assaults on his right to even set foot 
in the Oval Office and exercise the powers of  the presidency. Yet here we are, nearing the 
third anniversary of  his election by a decisive margin, and still the resistance to his right to 
govern rages on.
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The precedent is terrifying. If  this is the start of  losers always declaring election results inva-
lid, America is doomed.
…
The dirty tricks in 2016, the flames of  treason fanned by Hillary Clinton and top members 
of  the Obama administration, the wild media scoops and whispered accusations — all of  it 
had been considered and found to have no merit. The Russia, Russia, Russia charge was 
false and it was time to move on.

Instead, the left immediately began searching for another silver bullet. One way or another, 
they would bring down Donald Trump.

Thus was born Ukraine, Ukraine, Ukraine. In an instant replay, Speaker Nancy Pelosi and 
Rep. Adam Schiff  again declared the president guilty of  impeachable offenses before they 
held a single hearing.

Their only evidence was the flawed, secondhand claim of  an anonymous source with parti-
san ties. They don’t care. They are on a mission to destroy.

Clinton, incapable of  shame and impervious 
to anything but self-interest, emerged again to 
declare Trump “an illegitimate president.”

The media, too, jumped on the Ukraine band-
wagon, giddy with certainty that this time, 
they’ll get the president they hate.

To hear the fulminations, impeachment won’t 
be enough. Only a public hanging will satisfy 
their bloodlust.

There is no way to know how or when this 
madness ends. Only one thing is certain: it 
won’t end well.

I’ll examine this turn to Progressive bloody-mindedness and discuss why it 
poses a terrible threat to the peace and prosperity of  our republic in what follows.
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The Party Line Tell

How can we know that we are living through a “terrible escalation” political 
moment?  After all, political acrimony is the norm in our nation.  So, isn’t what 
we’re now experiencing just a continuation of  past rancor?

My first inkling of  this state-transition occurred while observing the behavior 
of  Democrat senior leaders after the 2016 election.  Recall that, prior to the elec-
tion when the polls claimed that Hillary Clinton was the overwhelming favorite to 
win, the entire Democrat establishment from President Obama on down were all 
on the “party line” that it would be un-American if  not treasonous for Mr. Trump 
to reject the election results.  Here’s what President Obama had to say on this is-
sue.

“That is not a joking matter,” Obama said. “No, no, no. I want everyone to pay attention 
here.”  …  “when you try to sow the seeds of  doubt in people’s minds about the legitimacy 
of  our elections, that undermines our democracy.”  “Then you are doing the work of  our ad-
versaries for them,” “Because our democracy depends on people knowing their vote mat-
ters.”
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Dear reader, please pause to carefully consider these words.  President Obama 
was not here making a conditional statement (e.g., IF my party wins THEN the 
election results must be accepted).  No, President Obama was making a statement 
of  principle, independent of  results, about the seriousness of  maintaining legiti-
macy for our elections.  The fact that Hillary Clinton happened to be considered 
the prohibitive favorite to win this particular election was irrelevant.

So, given this solemn statement of  principle by the President whom they 
served, how did high Obama administration officials react when Donald Trump 
unexpectedly won the 2016 Presidential Election?  We all know the answer.  They 
responded by rejecting the legitimacy of the election and by declaring 
open, unremitting resistance to a Trump presidency!

In particular:

• Ex-Attorney General Loretta Lynch made a video that was distributed by the 
Senate Democrats that claimed without a shred of  evidence that “our rights are 
being assaulted” and the only remedy is street protest up to and including blood 
and death.

“I know that this is a time of  great fear and uncertainty for so many people,” Lynch says. “I 
know it’s a time of  concern for people, who see our rights being assailed, being trampled on 
and even being rolled back. I know that this is difficult, but I remind you that this has never 
been easy. We have always had to work to move this country forward to achieve the great ide-
als of  our Founding Fathers.”

“It has been people, individuals who have banded together, ordinary people who simply saw 
what needed to be done and came together and supported those ideals who have made the 
difference. They’ve marched, they’ve bled and yes, some of  them died. This is hard. Every 
good thing is. We have done this before. We can do this again.”

• Ex-CIA Director John Brennan tweeted that President Trump is “treasonous” 
and “in the pocket of  Putin.”

“Donald Trump’s press conference performance in Helsinki rises to & exceeds the threshold 
of  ‘high crimes & misdemeanors’,”  “It was nothing short of  ‘treasonous’. Not only were 
Trump’s comments ‘imbecilic’, he is wholly in the pocket of  Putin. Republican Patriots: 
Where are you???”
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• Ex-DNI James Clapper claims that President Trump is a Russian asset (i.e., a 
Russian spy) on national cable television.

CLAPPER: Well, it is to me. I think this past weekend is illustrative of  what a great case offi-
cer Vladimir Putin is. He knows how to handle an asset, and that’s what he’s doing with the 
president.

SCIUTTO: You’re saying that Russia is handling President Trump as an asset?

CLAPPER: That seems to be — that’s the appearance to me.

I could continue with other Obama ex-officials, but the point is made.

That point is top Obama Administration officials turned on a dime from the 
“party line” that election results must be honored to election results must be dele-
gitimized and resisted when their party’s candidate lost.

This ability to, without shame or even embarrassment turn literally overnight 
from one party line to its exact opposite is characteristic of  ideological appa-
ratchiks.  Never before in my experience had high officials from a previous Presi-
dential administration sought to openly delegitimize and oppose a new President, 
his administration and their voters.

This uniform denunciation and resistance moves from shocking to sinister 
when you consider that the underlying rationale was utterly debunked by the Muel-
ler Report.  That is, they claimed that their access to information while serving in 
the Obama Administration justified their unprecedented resistance to and charges 
of  treason against the next sitting President.

What the Mueller Report actually revealed is that, after almost two years of  in-
vestigation by an aggressive team of  prosecutors:

“[T]he investigation did not establish that members of  the Trump Campaign conspired or 
coordinated with the Russian government in its election interference activities.”  

Therefore, it is logically impossible for these three and other ex-Obama high offi-
cials to have known credible incriminating information about President Trump 
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and/or his campaign since said information was shown by the Mueller Report to 
be nonexistent!

Thus the motives for their vile behav-
ior must have been a combination of  
ideological and personal.  Now that 
the Justice Department Inspector Gen-
eral’s report is available we finally have 
began to see the extent of  corruption 
behind these behaviors.  Given all that 
has been exposed to date it is reason-
able to conclude that these and other 
ex-Obama officials were motivated by 
an ideological foundation that sees the 
holding and wielding of  government 
power to be more important than any 
other good.  Even more important 

than the legitimacy of  our nation’s elections.

Willingness to tear a nation apart in pursuit of  raw, illegitimate power is well 
within the realm of  bloody-mindedness.

Shameless Deception

There’s another dimension to the 
current Progressive bloody-
mindedness, that being the absolutely 
shameless lies of  the highest Democrat 
leadership.  This moral failing is en-
couraged by the lack of  any main-
stream media (MSM) accountability 
for Progressive politicians.  However, 
even though this is the case, human be-
ings with even a shred of  morality or 
decency would hesitate to take full advantage.  This is clearly not the case for the 
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two top House of  Representative members 
who are driving the Trump impeachment ef-
fort, those being Speaker Nancy Pelosi and 
Chairman Adam Schiff.

Chairman Adam Schiff

Just for starters, this is the man who for over 
two years appeared on every MSM news 

show that would have him (and there were many) claiming that there is “ample evi-
dence” that the Trump campaign colluded with Russians.  Schiff  said there is evi-
dence — heard by the committee behind closed doors — that he couldn’t talk 
about publicly because it was classified.

And yet, when the Mueller Report cleared the President, his campaign (and 
any American citizen for that matter) of  “collusion” with the Russians Mr. Schiff  
didn’t admit that he had been lying all along.  Rather he simply moved on the 
Ukraine “collusion” claim.

However, with the benefit of  recent revelations is appears most likely that Mr. 
Schiff  and his staff  “colluded” with a partisan Democrat CIA bureaucrat to manu-
facture a “whistleblower” complaint against the President based entirely on hear-
say evidence.  They assumed that the President would refuse, due to Executive 
Privilege, to release the transcript of  his call with the new Ukrainian President, 
thus allowing the “whistleblower’s” unfounded claims to characterize the Presi-
dent’s behavior.

When the President blew this plan out of  the water by releasing both the tran-
script and the “whistleblower” complaint to the public, Chairman Schiff  was 
placed in an impossible position.  That is, by release of  both documents the public 
could compare the claims of  the complaint with the actual conversation.  And 
thus the entire “whistleblower” complaint was shown to be untrue.

So, what is a partisan Democrat to do?  Well, in Adan Schiff ’s case lie through 
his teeth.  Chairman Schiff  sat down in the House Intelligence Committee’s lead-
ership chair and made up out of  thin air a rendition of  the President’s conversa-
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tion.  The made up “transcript” quoted by Chairman Schiff  “confirmed” all the 
“whistleblower’s” claims.

When Mr. Schiff  was called on his lies to the public from the Intelligence Com-
mittee’s Chairman chair he admitted the lie (there was no other way out) but 
claimed that his comments had been “parody.”  I challenge anyone to view the 
video and claim that this is so.  I also challenge anyone to show another example 
of  the Chairmanship of  the House Intelligence Committee being used as a plat-
form to disseminate parody to the American public.

Speaker Nancy Pelosi

Now, you might think that the Speaker of  the House, Nancy Pelosi, would be a 
bit more circumspect than a mere Chairman of  the House Intelligence Commit-
tee.  Boy would you be wrong.  In fact, Speaker Pelosi, after Rep. Schiff  had admit-
ted his “parody” lie, claimed on national television that it wasn’t a lie at all!

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi falsely claimed in an interview with ABC’s George Stephano-
poulos that House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam Schiff ’s fabrication of  the tran-
script between President Trump and Ukrainian President Zelensky was actually real.  …

“I know you support Chairman Schiff, but was it right for him to have that dramatic inter-
pretation of  the president’s transcript of  the phone call at the hearing last week?” Stephano-
poulos asked.

“I want the American people to know what that phone call was about. I want them to hear, 
it. So yeah it’s fair,” Pelosi said Thursday on “Good Morning America.”

“It’s sad, but it’s using the president’s own words,” she added.

“But those weren’t the president’s words, it was an interpretation of  the president’s words. 
They’re saying he made this up,” he replied.

“He did not make it up,” Pelosi insisted.

Speaker Pelosi has also attempted to wrap her impeachment obsession in the 
lie that she and her party are “defending the Constitution.”
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There is no mistaking that House Speaker Nancy Pelosi is trying to wrap the Democrat-led 
impeachment inquiry against President Donald Trump in the Constitution, but in reality 
she is undermining it.

In announcing her decision last week to go forward with the inquiry, she referenced the Con-
stitution multiple times.

During a joint news conference with House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam Schiff  
on Wednesday, Pelosi took it to the next level, saying “Constitution” dozens of  times.

One of  the more ironic and troubling instances came near the end of  the 30-minute session 
when the speaker said, “We have to be worthy of  the Constitution as we go forward. We 
have to be fair to the president, and that’s why this is an inquiry and not an outright im-
peachment, and we have to give the president his chance to exonerate himself.”
Did you catch that? “Exonerate himself.”

In other words, in her mind and Schiff ’s too, as I will show in a moment, Trump is guilty of  
an impeachable offense until he proves himself  innocent.

It doesn’t take a law degree to know that this statement is unconstitutional.

Not only did Speaker Pelosi directly contradict the constitution in her above 
statement, but she is leading a party that is on the record (at the Presidential candi-
date level, see the next section) of  opposing it and demanding it be subverted or de-
stroyed in service of  their political goals.

Thus Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Rep. Adam Schiff  claim to be “defending” a 
Constitution that their party is openly seeking to undermine and destroy.  This is 
another shameless, pathetic and bloody-minded lie by our supposed “betters.”

The 2020 Democrat Presidential Candidates Attack 
Our Constitution

Have you noticed how angry are many of  the current and past crop of  Demo-
cratic presidential candidates?  Senator Elizabeth Warren often appears to literally 
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quiver with fury as she speaks about the nation’s many evils.  Senator Bernie Sand-
ers gesticulates wildly while yell-
ing about the need for Socialist 
policies.  Beto O’Rourke seethes 
with hatred as he blames Presi-
dent Trump and his supporters 
for the El Paso mass shooting. 
 And Senator Kamala Harris 
speaks (and laughs) with cold-
blooded viciousness about Consti-
tutional limitations on her power.

There has always been strong 
emotion associated with political candidates.  They want to show that they care, 
and exaggerated emotional posturing is just par for the course.  However, some-
thing is troublingly different this time around. In the past, candidates understood 
that, if  they win, their success partially depends on earning consent from those 
who didn’t vote for them.  For these and other Democratic candidates it appears 
that they consider citizens who don’t support their policies to be enemies.  And, as 
enemies, they should expect to be purposefully, intentionally punished if  these poli-
ticians obtain sufficient power.

This bloody-mindedness is driven by a specific ideology whose ascendency in 
Progressive circles has made its adherents and leaders far less tolerant, far more ag-
gressive and hateful, and therefore far more dangerous.  That ideology is neo-
Marxism and is defined in the Urban Dictionary as follows.

Neo-marxism is an offshoot of  marxism, in which it is believed that all societal ills come 
from the divide between the rich (who are claimed to be undeserving of  their wealth) and 
the poor (who are claimed to be oppressed). Marxists believe that all personal failings are of  
a direct result of  someone else oppressing you, and that another person cannot be successful 
without oppressing another.

Neo-marxism differs from marxism by abandoning the dichotomy of  rich vs poor and in-
stead adopt identity politics. Instead of  the dichotomy being between wealthy and poor, it is 
between successful and unsuccessful demographics. Neo-marxists divide all demographics 

71

Some of the angry 2020 Democrat Presidential candi-
dates (clockwise from top-left): Bernie Sanders, Eliza-
beth Warren, Beto O’Rourke and Kamala Harris.

https://www.urbandictionary.com/define.php?term=Neo-marxist
https://www.urbandictionary.com/define.php?term=Neo-marxist


(white, black, asian, male, female, gay, straight, etc) and place them in a hierarchy of  oppres-
sion as determined by how successful that demographic is. White and Asian men are at the 
bottom of  this hierarchy, whereas blacks and females are near the top (although the exact or-
der is not widely accepted).

Neo-Marxism is clearly derived from and organically connected to Marxism. 
And Marxism has been shown by history to be one of  the most vicious, intolerant, 
idiotic and murderous human ideologies of  all time.  The one word that sums this 
all up is totalitarian.  I’m not saying that these Democratic presidential candidates 
are Marxist totalitarians.  However, if  contemporary Progressives can quote Dr. 
Martin Luther King Jr. (who was likely quoting Theodore Parker) that “the arc of  
the moral universe is long, but it bends toward justice,” then I will say that “the arc 
of  neo-Marxist morality bends towards totalitarianism.”

I see this “bending” as the Democrats demand fundamental changes to our re-
public (e.g., removing the Electoral College and the Senate, revoking the First and 
Second Amendments from the Bill of  Rights, etc.) 
without acknowledging the Constitutional means of  
so doing.  For example:

Kamala Harris thinks the Constitution is a joke.

At least, that’s what you’d think from some of  her answers at 
Thursday night’s Democratic presidential debate. At the 
ABC event in Houston, moderators pressed the California 
Democrat on her promises to ban assault weapons via execu-
tive action, not legislation, and whether that would be really 
constitutional. Fellow candidate Joe Biden jumped in to chal-
lenge Harris on the constitutionality of  her plans.

She laughed.

Yes, literally: Harris’s first response was to laugh away the 
question, and said “Hey Joe, yes we can,” making a joke us-
ing a play on words with an old slogan from the Obama 
campaign.
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And it isn’t limited to Kamala Harris.

One of  the more shocking aspects of  last week’s Democratic debate was the cavalier man-
ner in which the Constitution was treated. Beto O’Rourke said he intends to confiscate guns 
that were legally purchased by law-abiding Americans, and put out a t-shirt to that effect im-
mediately after the debate. Kamala Harris said the same thing, and when Joe Biden pointed 
out that the government lacks power to do what she proposed, she laughed at him.

If  these Democrats achieve sufficient political power no-one should be sur-
prised if  they seek to impose “fundamental change” by extra-Constitutional 
means.  At that point I suspect that many citizens, members of  law enforcement or 
military and elected officials will begin to concretely assess their responsibility (or 
explicit oath) to “protect and defend the Constitution of  the United States.”

Drawing Conclusions

I contend that the behavior of  the Obama ex-officials, the current Democrat 
House leadership and Presidential candidates is bloody-minded because they all 
have shown shameless willingness to tear this nation apart.  Their monomaniacal 
drive to overturn the 2016 Presidential election by means of  Constitutional subver-
sion has set into motion a cold civil war with the potential to become hot.  Had 
they rather focused their energies on building support for a winning 2020 
Presidential/Congressional election our nation would not now be in a state of  po-
larized hatred.

There are likely hidden agendas behind this abhorrent behavior that may come 
to light now that the Justice Department Inspector General’s report is issued and 
the Barr/Durham investigation becomes public.

I refer, of  course, to the imminent exposure — at least we hope it is coming — of  the predi-
cates of  the Russia probe, easily the most despicable and seditious attempt to unseat a presi-
dent in American history. This attempt to impeach or, at that point, to interdict began on or 
not long after June 16, 2015, the day Donald Trump announced his candidacy.

What is happening now is merely a continuation of  a process that started then.
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Until then we are left to speculate on more philosophical aspects of  their moti-
vations.  In what follows I will discuss two end-points that likely encompass the re-
ality behind this behavior, one being the more benign and the other the more sinis-
ter.

A More Benign Explanation

A more benign explanation can be found in the Quillette article titled “From 
Homophobia to Anti-Bigotry: How Did Christians Become the New Pariahs?” by 
Douglas Murray.  This excerpted passage is easily generalizable to the issue at 
hand.

Do you allow arguments that worked for you to work for others? Are reciprocity and toler-
ance principles or fig-leaves?   …

And that would be to trample all over one of  the bases of  political tolerance. It would be to 
award yourself  the right not just to come to your own conclusions about people, but to attrib-
ute motives to others that you cannot see but which you suspect. Which leads to a question 
that everybody in genuinely diverse and pluralistic societies must at some point ask: “Do we 
take other people at face value, or do we try to read behind their words and actions, claim to 
see into their hearts and there divine the true motives which their speech and actions have 
not yet revealed?”

This could be a compelling explanation for the 
bizarre fantasy-behaviors that have been previ-
ously discussed.  In particular, it could be that 
these ex-officials and current politicians actu-
ally believe that they can “see” behind events 
and statements by President Trump, his ad-
ministration and his supporters to their “real” 
motives.  In this case when they accuse the 
President of  “treason” that can’t be found by 
the Mueller investigative team or “demands 
for dirt” that aren’t in the actual transcript, 
they are saying with Joe Biden that “We 
choose truth over facts.”
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A More Sinister Explanation

A more sinister explanation can be found in The New Criterion article titled 
“Leninthink” by Gary Saul Morson.  In this case these ex-officials and current poli-
ticians are acting from within the anti-morality of  the (perhaps neo) Marxist ideol-
ogy, which is directly related to its most influential practitioner, Vladimir Lenin. 
The following excerpts describe both the Leninist moral framework and the 
author’s contention that this mindset is at work in contemporary politics.

Lenin regarded all interactions as zero-sum. To use the phrase he made famous, the funda-
mental question is always “Who Whom?”—who dominates whom, who does what to 
whom, ultimately who annihilates whom. To the extent that we gain, you lose. …

Basic books on negotiation teach that you can often do better than split the difference, since 
people have different concerns. Both sides can come out ahead—but not for the Soviets, 
whose negotiating stance John F. Kennedy once paraphrased as: what’s mine is mine; and 
what’s yours is negotiable. For us, the word “politics” means a process of  give and take, but 
for Lenin it’s we take, and you give. From this it follows that one must take maximum advan-
tage of  one’s position. If  the enemy is weak enough to be destroyed, and one stops simply at 
one’s initial demands, one is objectively helping the enemy, which makes one a traitor.  …

When I detect Leninist ways of  thinking today, people respond: surely you don’t think all 
those social justice warriors are Leninists! Of  course not. The whole point of  Leninism is 
that only a few people must understand what is going on. That was the key insight of  his 
tract What Is to Be Done? When Leninism is significant, there will always be a spectrum go-
ing from those who really understand, to those who just practice the appropriate responses, 
to those who are entirely innocent. The real questions are: Is there such a spectrum now, 
and how do we locate people on it? And if  there is such a spectrum, what do we do about it?

Although all of  these bloody-minded players are clearly card-carrying Progres-
sives, the extent (if  any) of  their adherence to (neo) Marxism can only be specu-
lated upon.  Except, that is, for John Brennan, who by his own admission voted for 
the Communist Presidential candidate in 1976.  This was at the height of  the 
Cold War when the Communist U.S.S.R. was credibly threatening to destroy West-
ern Civilization!  We also must admit that the Democrat Party is currently domi-
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nated by those calling themselves Democratic Socialists, but whose proposals have 
a familiar totalitarian ring.

Closing Thoughts

To believe that these high ex-Obama Administration officials and current high 
Democrat politicians are simply insane as described by the more benign explana-
tion is incredible.  No, regardless of  if  they are operating under explicit (neo) 
Marxism or not, their behavior is clearly within the Leninthink model.  That is, 
they are pursuing raw, unaccountable power without the limitations of  Constitu-
tional norms or moral decency as understood by the history of  our Republic.  In 
this they have richly earned the contempt of  tens-of-millions of  their fellow citi-
zens.  The only question remaining is will they succeed or fail at fundamentally 
transforming our Republic from an experiment in human freedom and dignity 
into a nation of  serfs and masters.
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S E C T I O N  4

A Walk on the (Barely) Lighter 
Side

On occasion I attempt a lighter form of  com-
munication about the Progressive riot.  The re-
sults vary from actual (attempted) satire to 
irony to still dead serious.  So just to mix things 
up a bit here’s some of  this content that 
roughly corresponds to understanding the Pro-
gressive mind.

A Tutorial on “Wokeness” for 
Old White Men

I don’t know about you, but I’m beginning to sense that I’m not quite in sync 
with the 21st century.  Something just seems a bit “off ” when I try to engage with 
 the younger generation of  political activists.  I do take great comfort in knowing 
that even old white men from the “cool kids” party are having problems in this re-
spect.

For example, take Democratic ex-Colorado Governor John Hickenlooper.  He’s 
old, he’s white and he’s male, so how to communicate his wokeness to the younger 
generation?  How about showing just how transgressive you are by admitting to 
taking your mother to the 1970s porno breakout movie Deep Throat?

OK, that didn’t go over so well.  But he was given a golden opportunity to re-
deem himself  when a CNN reporter pitched him a softball question on choosing a 
woman for a running mate.  This poor old white man answered “Of  course,” but 
then couldn’t stop himself  from taking a dig at the woken army by a feeble at-
tempt to turn the tables. “Well, I’ll ask you another question,” he said. “But how 
come we’re not asking, more often, the women, ‘Would you be willing to put a 
man on the ticket?’”  Oh boy, to imagine that you as a privileged old white guy 
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have something to teach the woke generation is a monumental, campaign ending 
fail!

Now, some of  you old white guys reading this may be thinking “Yea, that Hick-
enlooper guy may have screwed up, but me, I’m too hip to fail.” That may be true 
(however the fact that you thought “hip” should give you great pause). As for me, 
after spending the past 15 or so years saying things that to one group led to laugh-
ter and fun but to another pained perplexity if  not outright disgust I finally fo-
cused my considerable powers of  discernment on the simple question of  why.  The 
the shocking answer is that at least 20 years of  living separates the former from the 
latter group.

This epiphany led directly to a second question.  Given that surely there is a 
large population of  old white guys out there who lack my incisive social sensitivity 
and deep self-awareness, how can they determine if  they are unwoke like me?  Af-
ter great intellectual struggle I concluded that the following is a reliable test.

Step 1: Read (or reread) this sentence from the original “Green New Deal,” FAQ, 
cosponsored by Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D-N.Y.) and Sen. Edward Mar-
key (D-Mass.).

We set a goal to get to net-zero, rather than zero emissions, in 10 years because we aren’t 
sure that we’ll be able to fully get rid of  farting cows and airplanes that fast.

Step 2: Determine if  at least one of  the following reactions occurred:

1. You went into an uncontrollable spasm of  intense belly laughter that lasted at 
least 90 seconds, followed by a brief  moment of  breath-catching and then 
back to belly laughter.

2. An icy, dreadful fear gripped your heart at the thought that a sentence of  such 
monumental, blithering stupidity could have been composed by the offices of  
a U.S. Representative and Senator and then released to the public.

3. You experienced an irresistible compulsion to send this sentence to 
everyone in your social sphere accompanied by sophisticated com-
mentary such as:
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If  you answered “yes” for a reaction similar to even one of  these three then 
you, sir, are an unwoke old white man!  If  two or more of  these reactions occurred 
then please seek psychological help as soon as possible.

So, if  you like me have come to the terrible realization that you are an unwoke 
old white guy living in a wondrous new woke century, then what to do?  Fortu-
nately I have found a wise guru who can lead us into the blazing sunlight of  21st 
century wokeness!

Titania McGrath: Our Woke Guru

We old, white, unwoke men need a reliably woke guru to lead us into 21st cen-
tury wisdom. The problem is that we are so stuck in ancient 20th century supersti-
tion that it’s almost impossible to wake up to all the new truth that’s been gener-
ated while we were slumbering.

I’m therefore so very thankful to have discovered Titania McGrath, who is the 
most woke Twitter personality of  all time! As you can see for yourselves, McGrath 
has a gift for distilling the deepest truths of  wokeness into pithy sayings that fit into 
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things called “Tweets.” As near as I can tell 
“Tweets” are the 21st century equivalent of  
Homer’s Odyssey, Shakespeare’s Hamlet, the King 
James Bible and Solzhenitsyn’s The Gulag Archipel-
ago. Yes, you have to string many of  them together, 
but when done properly what emerges is each 
Tweeter’s truth disclosed in beauty and wisdom.  In 
fact, if  Twitter would automatically add chapter and 
verse to each Tweet then every Tweeter could build 
their own personal Bible!  “My truth” in Tweet 
Scripture!

I simply didn’t realize that in the 21st century diver-
sity means conformity, heterosexuality is evil (and un-
necessary for humanity’s future!) and a man can 
rape a woman he’s never met!

Once the easy concepts are understood the deeper 
truths of  wokeness become a snap to grasp. For ex-
ample, you can be simultaneously superior and op-
pressed without feeling any sense of  nagging logical 
contradiction! I’ve also struggled for decades trying 
to understand why Socialism isn’t rejected by the sup-
posedly educated only to finally have it beautifully ex-
plained by Titania!

What a wonderful, freeing feeling to realize that you 
no longer are tied down by “facts” and “logic” when 
deciding what’s good and true! In fact, it’s not just 
unnecessary, it’s absolutely evil to be bound by 
“facts” and “logic.”

By this transformational paradigm we can cease be-
ing old white men and start identifying as something 

else that’s cool, I mean woke…sorry for the brief  slip.
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Now that we have achieved woke-
ness it’s critical to understand that 
it’s a big job keeping up with the 
fast-evolving nature of  this mental 
state. For example, what was 
“woke” yesterday might be “prob-
lematical” today and “pure evil” to-
morrow. Therefore you’ll need to 
exercise those mental gymnastic 
muscles regularly. One good way to 
do this is by calling out the less 
woke among us. To the left are Twit-
ter engagements by our master 
guru that show how it’s done. En-
joy!

By the way, it turns out that the 
McGrath character isn’t necessarily 
what she seems on the surface. But 
I, the new woke person, will use all 
that she’s taught me to turn appar-
ent (by logic that is) defeat into glori-
ous woke victory!

Putting My New Wokeness 
into Practice

Ok, so to you poor sleeping old 
white men out there the discovery 
that our woke guru isn’t:

“a radical intersectionalist poet commit-
ted to feminism, social justice, and 
armed peaceful protest. A regular on 
the live-slam poetry scene, Titania regu-
larly performs at arts festivals, deconse-
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crated churches, and genderqueer spiritual re-
treats.”

but is rather:

the satirical invention of  Andrew Doyle, a for-
mer Oxford postgraduate student

completely discredits “her” guidance.

But, now that I’m hip to woke I don’t see 
why anything should change.  After all, I 
can choose “my truth” to be that Andrew 
Doyle actually identifies as a woke gay 
white woman.  Therefore (s)he is no less a 
credible source for politically correct guid-

ance than is anyone else!  After all, we all know that gender is just a social con-
struct and that words have no fixed meaning.  So, what does it even mean that An-
drew Doyle is a “man” or that he(?) meant Titania to be a “satirical invention?”  I 
choose to believe that Titania is just Andrew’s true self  fighting to become free of  
all gender-normative, heterocentric, and racial constraints.  You go Titania!

And so, I hereby claim that I’m far more woke than the drowsy old rags who 
took exception to Titania’s brilliance:

The absolutely brilliant thing about Titania McGrath, as the world just discovered last 
month, is that she is really the satirical invention of  Andrew Doyle, a former Oxford post-
graduate student and clearly a very clever man. The Guardian, the New Statesman, and 
other woke publications don’t think so. “Lampooning the language of  social justice is a 
cheap shot,” according to The Guardian. The New Statesman, now that Titania (Queen of  
the Fairies in A Midsummer Night’s Dream) has unmasked himself  as Andrew, concludes 
that his performance is a “tired and unfunny ‘joke’ ” that is “just the old sneering at the 
young.”

Oh, that’s all so January 2019!  As Titania would say, “keep up!”
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If  we allow “facts,” “logic” and “word definitions” to hold us back then we’ll ex-
clude Titania’s excellent guidance from the public sphere.  Hey, that wouldn’t be 
inclusive!

So, in parting, as I walk fully conscious into the 21st century utopia, I leave you 
with these final words of  wisdom from my woke guru Titania.

• “I despise whiteness. Literally nothing about me is white except for my skin colour.”
• “You’ll notice there’s not a single obese player in the England football team. This kind of  

discrimination is precisely why the fat acceptance movement is so essential.”
• “Wearing a maga hat is a form of  incitement to violence. So if  someone punches you in 

the face for wearing one, that’s your fault.”
• “Whenever anyone says that women aren’t funny, I take it as a compliment. Humour is a 

patriarchal construct.”

This woke (and loving it!)  author would like to apologize if  they unintention-
ally upheld the patriarchal construct by causing any reader to laugh.

Decoding Progressivism

A hallmark of  Progressive rhetoric is the smuggling of  totalitarian ideas into 
pleasant sounding concepts.  I have therefore provided “decoder-rings.”  It’s my 

contribution to 
bridging the divide 
between Progres-
sives and the “bas-
ket of  deplorables” 
(and normal peo-
ple).

Free Speech

The Progressive 
Left’s feelings of  
moral superiority 
are so precious that 
opposing speech is 
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tantamount to violence.  So don’t speak up or they might have to burn down your 
business and beat you up.

Fear Itself

The only thing 
Progressives have to 
fear is everything 
but deplorable’s 
fear itself !  Progres-
sives use “fear” of  
“problems” that are 
either nonexistent 
or intractable to jus-
tify the imposition 
of  Socialist policies 
that can’t withstand 
scrutiny from a 
non-emotional per-
spective.

Intimidation 
Through 
Intolerance

There’s no doubt 
that the Progres-
sives now dominate 
virtually all of  our 
nation’s centers of  
power (e.g., mass 
media / entertain-
ment, federal and 
state bureaucracies, 
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education, religious denominations, large corporations, etc.).  Thus the threat of  
retaliation that affects the reputation and/or livelihood of  individuals in open op-
position is real and present.  Due to this position of  economic and cultural power 
their policies are advanced under the implicit threat of  retaliation that we all know 
can become painfully real in some seemingly randomly occurring cases.  We only 
need to hear about a very small number of  actual cases to be inhibited from visi-
ble opposition.

The good news is that there have been situations in which the punishment mob 
has been thwarted due to courageous groups of  opposers who unify behind their 
beliefs.  It’s far easier to isolate one member and attack than to take on a unified, 
unyielding group.

Thus here’s the sorry secret: intimidation through intolerance is all they’ve got.

Projection

From the Encyclopedia Britannica:

Projection is a 
form of  defense in 
which unwanted feel-
ings are displaced 
onto another person, 
where they then ap-
pear as a threat from 
the external world. A 
common form of pro-
jection occurs when 
an individual, threat-
ened by his own an-
gry feelings, ac-
cuses another of  har-
boring hostile 
thoughts.
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What should we call it when the individuals in question appears to be perfectly 
comfortable with their “angry feelings?”  I think that current events create the 
need to define a more depraved stage of  this psychological state.
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C H A P T E R  4

Understanding the 
Progressive Project

Understanding the Progressive mind wouldn’t be necessary had there not been an 
exceedingly successful Progressive project.  But since Progressivism first achieved 
significant political power with the election of  Woodrow Wilson to the presidency 
in 1912 it has proved to be a durable, effective political movement.  Over the cen-
tury since then Progressivism’s power has ebbed and flowed, but the general trend 
was to increase.
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Progressivism certainly has ebbed during the presidencies of  Calvin Coolidge 
and Ronald Reagan.  It flowed during the presidencies of  Franklin Roosevelt and 
Barack Obama.  However it gradually came to dominate most American institu-
tions of  power and influence including education, mass media, news, professional 
organizations, entertainment, government bureaucracies, religious denominations, 
non-government organizations, international institutions and large corporations.  

Thus even under Republican administrations the underlying assumptions on 
policy and ethics were to a large extent based on Progressive ideas.  Therefore the 
debate between Democrat and Republican politicians centered on the scope and 
pace of  Progressive policy advance rather than on the validity of  its ideas.

It is upon this power foundation that Progressives began to presume an auto-
matic moral, intellectual and policy superiority.  How else could their long and 
amazingly successful march through our institutions be explained?  How else was 
their dominance in public opinion and speech to be explained?  Thus, in their 
minds, they were the rightful rulers of  this vast and rich country.  They were will-
ing to (barely) tolerate occasional setbacks given that the overall direction re-
mained towards more Progressivism.

But the election of  2016 was different.  Many of  the citizens voting for Donald 
Trump weren’t just registering disapproval of  the nation’s Progressive direction but 
were rather opposing the foundations of  the Progressive project and the legitimacy 
of  the Progressive elite.  By, against all odds and expectations, winning the presi-
dential election, Donald Trump sent a shock wave through the Progressive estab-
lishment.

On November 9 our Progressive elite awoke in a foreign land where their di-
vine right to rule had been called into question.  Everything they had come to be-
lieve about their inherent superiority appeared to be under attack.  Far from cower-
ing in fear before them the new President and many of  his supporters showered 
contempt on their competency and morality.

The general Progressive response could be well summarized by “How dare 
they!”  In their minds all the inferior people in the United States, that “irredeem-
able” “basket of  deplorables,” the losers, uneducated and incompetent had risen 
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up and rejected their betters.  Were this movement to succeed the United States 
would surely crash and burn.

There was no sense of  responsibility or reflection to be found in the Progressive 
response.  No, there was only a burning enmity towards the morons who had 
voted Donald Trump into the Presidency.  So that blinding hatred was focused on 
destruction of  the Trump presidency, his family and ultimately the citizens who 
had voted him into office.

This response exposed the truth about Progressive morality and policy.  Up to 
this point Progressives has assumed that the moronic masses could be coaxed into 
doing the right thing by persuasion mixed with intimidation and deception.  Now 
the kid-gloves were off, and bare-knuckled brutality would have to be used.  Be-
cause the alternative was the real possibility of  lost power, influence and wealth.

These events have allowed appraisal of  the Progressive project without need to 
pierce the cloak of  lies behind which it had been advancing.  As was demonstrated 
in the previous chapter the Progressive mind is now on open, unfiltered display.  
And it is that corrupt, ignorant, deceptive and hateful mind that has been advanc-
ing its project of  ever increasing authoritarian power for more than a century.

*****     *****     *****     *****     *****     *****     *****     *****     *****     *****

The following sections are not intended to provide a comprehensive review of  
the Progressive project.  Rather they are a selection of  topics that have bubbled to 
the surface as I thought about the events of  the last four years.  Perhaps they can 
be best characterized as a partial mosaic.  Yes, there are gaps and uncertainties.  
But in those places where clarity has been found there may well be patterns of  in-
sight that assist understanding and that empower effective opposition.
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S E C T I O N  1

The Progressive Pyramid of 
“Moral Authority”

Opening 
Thoughts

In the previous chapter I 
pointed out that elite Pro-
gressives presume to occu-
py a privileged moral posi-
tion.  Although after dec-
ades of  experience (includ-
ing numerous memorable 
personal encounters) I 
consider this statement to 

be almost self-evident, there may still be need to explain and support this conclu-
sion.

The obvious Exhibit A is their recent outpouring of  fury after the election of  
Donald Trump.  The response of  the elite Progressive Left to Trump’s win has ex-
posed the underlying contempt for and hatred of  anyone who opposes them in 
stark relief.  Basically, they have written off  almost half  of  the United State citi-
zenry as “deplorable” monsters.  That is, the people who elected Mr. Trump to 
the Presidency are not people with whom they disagree, but rather are people 
whose moral depravity and stupidity has allowed a new Hitler to be elected (just 
like every single Republican candidate/President for the last 70 years).

After the eight years of  the Obama Presidency one might reasonably think that 
there are legitimate reasons of  policy and competency that would motivate an elec-
torate to desire an alternative to “four more years” of  Progressive governance.  For 
example, over the past eight years we were stunned to learn that the Federal Gov-
ernment:
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• Operated an illegal gun running operation through the ATF (Operation Fast and 
Furious) that allowed guns to be sold into Mexico that were certainly used to kill 
many Mexican citizens and at least one US Border Control Agent (Brian Terry). 
The kindest appraisal of  this conduct is that it arose from incompetence and 
gross negligence.  Then Attorney General Eric Holder stonewalled Congres-
sional investigation and ultimately no-one in the government was held account-
able.

• Used the powers of  the IRS to intimidate and suppress activities of  conservative 
and pro-Israel groups by seeking intrusive levels of  information and delaying 
their applications for nonprofit tax status.  The result was that their voices were 
silenced (thus abrogating their freedom of  speech by Federal Government dis-
crimination) in this nation’s political debate.  No-one has been held accountable 
for this activity.

• Consistently attacked the religious freedom of  U.S. citizens, from Obamacare de-
manding that religious organizations fund abortion to demanding participation 
in gay weddings to constraining the definition of  “religious freedom” to mean 
only that which occurs during actual worship events.

• Failed to adequately protect U.S. Government employees associated with 
our Libya consulate in Benghazi, leading to the murder of  four (including our 
Ambassador) by Islamic terrorist groups.  We know now that the Obama Admin-
istration intentionally lied about the event and its causes in order to protect their 
electoral prospects.  Then Secretary of  State Hillary Clinton lied in person to the 
grieving families and called them liars when they dared to complain.

• Illegal monitoring and harassment of  the press, including the Associated Press 
(reporters’ phone records as part of  a leak investigation), Fox News (the Justice 
Department suggested that Fox News reporter James Rosen was a criminal and 
monitored his phones and emails), CBS (the likely hacking of  Sharyl Attkisson’s 
computer) and general bullying (interfered with coverage, including forcing a re-
porter to wait in a closet, making a reporter delete photos, and editing pool re-
ports, etc.).
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• Oversaw the scandalous failure of  the Veterans Administration to deliver medi-
cal and psychological services (to the point of  death while waiting for medical 
care).

• Used Title-IX to force universities to implement locker and bathroom polici-
es that allowed a man who “felt like” a woman to go in (or vice-versa).

• Through purposeful deception, entered into a massively flawed agreement with 
Iran that delivered $150 billion to the world’s largest sponsor of  Islamic terror 
and paid $1.7 billion in what is to all practical purposes a ransom for Iran’s re-
turn of  U.S. citizens being held there.

• Mrs. Clinton, as Secretary of  State, used an illegal, insecure email server for all 
of  her and many of  her closest aide’s communication that:

• Almost certainly allowed foreign governments to obtain our nation’s classi-
fied information

• Allowed her to unilaterally delete tens of  thousands of  emails that were un-
der Congressional subpoena

• Was used by President Obama himself  (under a pseudonym) who then appar-
ently lied to the nation that he found out about the server in the newspapers 
with all the rest of  us

• Sullied the reputation of  the Justice Department and the FBI due to their 
whitewashed investigation

• And numerous others, but my point is made.

As this was going on, anyone who objected was labeled, as Mrs Clinton so viv-
idly described an “‘irredeemable’ ‘basket of  deplorables'” who are “racist, sexist, 
homophobic, xenophobic, Islamaphobic — you name it.”

Did elite Progressives really think that in the face of  this onslaught of  cruelty, 
corruption, contempt and cunning the Republican Party electorate would con-
tinue to nominate polite, well-meaning people like Mitt Romney and Jeb Bush? 
People who are incapable of  understanding, let alone fighting back against vile ac-
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cusations of  being Nazis, racists, murderers, sexists, animal torturers, morons, etc., 
etc.?

No, after eight years of  abuse the electorate that opposes Progressive policies de-
cided that only a bare-knuckled street fighter was capable of  winning back the 
Presidency.  They nominated Mr. Trump, supported him through thick-and-thin 
and turned out to vote him into office.

One might think that there would be a period of  quiet soul-searching after 
such a stunning  rejection by popular majorities in enough states to easily elect Mr. 
Trump.  However, the exact opposite has occurred, as Progressives on social media 
and in person have unburdened themselves in revealingly destructive ways.

Elite Progressives feel free to behave this way because of  their sense of  superior 
moral authority.  From their perspective, since they always and completely repre-
sent the forces of  truth and justice, anyone who opposes them must be in the serv-
ice of  “evil.”  And, they are sure that “evil” must be destroyed by any and all 
means necessary, certainly including (particularly over the last eight years) using 
the awesome powers of  government in illegal ways.

The fact is that, although the Progressive movement has taken a major hit, they 
still control the commanding heights in most major institutions.  It is from these 
places of  privilege and power that their counterassault has originated.  And, a key 
component has been use of  a “pyramid of  moral authority” with which they can 
confuse and intimidate their fellow citizens into renewed submission.

Only if  we take the time to understand and have the courage to oppose, regard-
less of  who is wielding these tactics, can a better path for our nation be found. 
That is, the elite Progressives will only stop if  their current methods fail, and, if  
they don’t fail, then the Populist movement may well resort to similarly destructive 
schemes.  That’s a recipe for civilizational suicide.

In order to answer our key questions – “Who occupies the top-spot on the 
Progressive pyramid of moral authority and how are they chosen?” – we 
must first consider the historical record.  I’m limiting this review to those decades 

93



in which I have lived, those being the 1950s to the present.  Also, please keep in 
mind that the “moral authority” under discussion is not that to which I adhere, 
but rather that which has been assigned by the twisted, destructive reasoning of  
elite Progressives.  Also, although I have broken the timeline into decades, the peri-
ods in discussion need not adhere to these arbitrary demarcations.  Finally, the 
“top-spot” winner isn’t always obvious.  Thus, readers may well have other ideas 
on who occupies the “top spot” and why.

The 1950s: 
Communist 
Spies

In the 1950s the United 
States experienced a ma-
jor diplomatic disruption 
as the Union of  Soviet So-
cialist Republics (the 
U.S.S.R., also called the 
Soviet Union) transitioned 
from an ally in World War 
Two to a dangerous adver-
sary.  The demarcation 

line between these two relationships is often drawn at Winston Churchill’s “Iron 
Curtain” speech delivered on March 5, 1946 at Westminster College, Fulton, Mis-
souri.

“From Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the Adriatic, an iron curtain has descended across 
the continent.”

As the American public began to absorb this new information and appreciate 
its import, events occurred that raised the Soviet Union to the level of  an existen-
tial threat.  On August 29, 1949, they successfully tested an atomic bomb. This 
event caused great shock in the United States because they were not expecting the 
Soviet Union to attain this technology so quickly.
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As a result of  these and other shocks, the American public became deeply con-
cerned about the possibility that Communist agents of  influence and spies were op-
erating throughout the U.S. government.  An ambitious, irresponsible U.S. Sena-
tor, Joseph McCarthy, attempted to use these fears to advance his political career. 
 The Encyclopedia Britannica summarizes this sequence of  events as follows.

After McCarthy’s reelection in 1952, he obtained the chairmanship of  the Committee on 
Government Operations of  the Senate and of  its permanent subcommittee on investiga-
tions. For the next two years he was constantly in the spotlight, investigating various govern-
ment departments and questioning innumerable witnesses about their suspected communist 
affiliations. Although he failed to make a plausible case against anyone, his colourful and 
cleverly presented accusations drove some persons out of  their jobs and brought popular 
condemnation to others. The persecution of  innocent persons on the charge of  being com-
munists and the forced conformity that the practice engendered in American public life 
came to be known as McCarthyism. Meanwhile, other government agencies did, with less 
fanfare, identify and prosecute cases of  communist infiltration.

The last sentence of  this paragraph is the starting point for the first holders of  
“presumed absolute moral authority,” by what we now call the Progressive Left. 
 Those raised to this ultimate level were none other than U.S. citizens who were 
successfully prosecuted as agents of  the Soviet Union, with Alger Hiss and Julius 
and Ethel Rosenberg as the most prominent members.

Because an irresponsible, corrupt politician (Joe McCarthy) made unfounded 
accusations of  Communist activity, the Progressive Left chose the party line that 
all accusations of  Communist activity were both false and unAmerican, calling it 
“McCartyhism.”

Based on this gross generalization, the Progressive Left proceeded to support 
the claims of  innocence by anyone accused of  treasonous support to the Soviet Un-
ion.  Thus began a multi-generation crusade to deny the guilt of  individuals con-
victed of  perjury and espionage.

For the case of  Alger Hiss, CBS News published this attempt to vindicate him.

An author who has researched the Cold War’s most famous espionage case said new evi-
dence suggests another U.S. diplomat, not Alger Hiss, was the Soviet agent who fed U.S. se-
crets to Moscow.
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Regarding the Rosenbergs, as recently as 2015 the Progressive Left was still try-
ing to absolve Ethel of  guilt (as even they had apparently given up on Julius).  As 
reported in the Wall Street Journal:

The media have rushed to the conclusion that this transcript proves the innocence of  Ethel 
Rosenberg. The Guardian proclaimed that these words “could upend the notion that Ethel 
Rosenberg was guilty of  espionage.” Politico explained that Greenglass’s statement “mini-
mizes her role in the spying operations of  her husband, Julius Rosenberg, furthering public 
incredulity about her actual guilt and subsequent execution.”

And yet, conclusive information of  their guilt, obtained since well before the 
above attempts at exoneration was easily available.  With regard to Alger Hiss (al-
though there are many sources, I’m using the CIA since they are currently upheld 
by the Progressive Left as an unimpeachable source of  truth due to the Russian col-
lusion situation).

Although no specific file on Hiss has been released from the KGB or GRU archives, enough 
material has been found in other files–in Moscow, Eastern Europe, and Washington–to en-
able historians to write several new works that leave almost no room for doubt about Hiss’s 
guilt.

Concerning the Rosenbergs, the LA Times (which is not a conservative newspa-
per) delivered the final bad news in 2008.

But, in fact, Schweikart is right, and Foner is wrong. The Rosenbergs were Soviet spies, and 
not minor ones either. Not only did they try their best to give the Soviets top atomic secrets 
from the Manhattan Project, they succeeded in handing over top military data on sonar and 
on radar that was used by the Russians to shoot down American planes in the Korean and 
Vietnam wars. That’s long been known, and Sobell confirmed it again last week.

The same LA Times article describes the Progressive Left’s relentless campaign 
to exonerate all accused of  espionage for Communist governments and associated 
assault on the motives of  any accusers.

With these latest events, the end has arrived for the legions of  the American left wing that 
have argued relentlessly for more than half  a century that the Rosenbergs were victims, 
framed by a hostile, fear-mongering U.S. government. Since the couple’s trial, the left has 
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portrayed them as martyrs for civil liberties, righteous dissenters whose chief  crime was to 
express their constitutionally protected political beliefs. In the end, the left has argued, the 
two communists were put to death not for spying but for their unpopular opinions, at a time 
when the Truman and Eisenhower administrations were seeking to stem opposition to their 
anti-Soviet foreign policy during the Cold War.

And this, dear reader, sums up the true character of  the Progressive Left.  They 
are people who for generations, against increasingly overwhelming evidence to the 
contrary, gave aid and comfort to traitors who enthusiastically served the second-
most genocidal regime in human history, the Communist Soviet Union, which 
posed an existential threat to the United States.  They have also purposefully be-
smirched the characters of  any and all who have publicly argued the opposite posi-
tion.

Yes, in the 1950s, the Progressive Left raised Communist traitors to the pinna-
cle of  the Pyramid of  “Moral Authority.”  I will discuss the reasons for this appall-
ing fact in due course.

The 1960s and 
70s: Domestic 
Marxist Terrorists

The political tumult and 
moral chaos of  the 1960s 
allowed elite Progressive 
hatred for Western Civili-
zation in general and the 
United States in particular 
to come out into the open. 
 Whereas in the 1950s this 
ideology had to be 
cloaked in the language of  

“martyrs for civil liberties,” in the 1960s and 70s the elite Progressives openly sup-
ported, encouraged and embraced domestic terrorist groups. These groups, such 
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as the Black Panthers and SDS/Weather Underground openly promoted and ac-
tively conducted violence with the intention to destroy the United States.

The Black Panthers

Their support of  the Black Panthers couldn’t have been more obvious.  For ex-
ample, the notorious case of  Leonard Bernstein socializing with the murderous 
Black Panthers at his Park Avenue home.

… in the duplex on Park Avenue in Manhattan inhabited by conductor Leonard Bernstein, 
his wife the actress Felicia Cohn Montealegre, and their three children. Bernstein assembled 
many of  his wealthy socialite friends to meet with representatives of  the controversial Black 
Panthers and discuss ways to help their cause. The party was a typical affair for Bernstein, a 
longtime Democrat, who was known for hosting civil rights leaders at such parties.

A good summary of  the Black Panther’s ideology and violence can be found at 
the History News Network.

The American Black Panthers were probably the most violently racist of  all the black 
groups in the United States. It was founded in 1966 and its leaders promoted their organisa-
tion as one which advocated self-help and keeping drugs out of  black communities across 
the United States. The original philosophy behind the Panthers combined militant black na-
tionalism with Marxism-Leninism (later Mao Zedong and Ho Chi Minh would inspire 
them) and advocated black empowerment and self  – defense, often through confrontation. 
During its heyday, members of  the Black Panthers murdered more than a dozen law-
enforcement officers. Today, former Panthers Eddie Conway, Mumia Abu-Jamal, H. Rap 
Brown, Ed Poindexter and David Rice are serving life sentences.

Lest you come to the false conclusion that the Black Panthers only murdered 
police, the following excerpt is a partial description of  other crimes.

Further, the movie makes no mention of  his other murders. These include his involvement 
in the slaying of  Panther Party secretary Betty Van Patter and of  teenager Kathleen Smith. 
Newton also confessed to committing the Smith murder and was indicted, though he then 
fled to Cuba to avoid prosecution. Nonetheless, prior to running off, Newton sent henchmen 
to kill witness Crystal Gray. When his lieutenants failed in that plot, Newton decided to 
cover his tracks by arranging for Panther member Nelson Malloy to be fired upon, then bur-
ied alive. When Malloy managed to survive, he identified Newton for his role as the planner 
and organizer of  his attempted murder.
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Even the above sources don’t completely cover the Black Panther’s vile acts of  
murder and rape.

I simply ask, how was it that members of  a murderous domestic terrorist organi-
zation were welcomed into the “highest” level of  American society and to this 
day treated as role models?  Only by achieving the absolute peak of  the Progres-
sive Pyramid could such violence and cruelty be not just overlooked, but actually 
celebrated as positive contributions to society.

The Weather Underground

In 1995 Barack Obama launched his political career in Bill Ayers’ living room, 
who was the unrepentant leader of  the murderous Weather Underground move-
ment.  Bill Ayers, by his own admission was “guilty as sin, free as a bird” with re-
gard to his career as an active domestic terrorist.  He had won acquittal from his 
admitted crimes and subsequently was given a professorship at the University of  
Chicago.  His wife, Bernardine Dorn, of  perhaps even more radical beliefs and 
vile acts, was a professor at Northwestern University.   The following excerpts from 
an article on the Weather Underground provide sufficient background.

The most complete statement of  Weather Underground philosophy was in the 1974 publica-
tion Prairie Fire: The Politics of  Revolutionary Anti-Imperialism. It described itself  as the 
“Political Statement of  the Weather Underground” and was signed by, among others, Ber-
nardine Dohrn and Bill Ayers. It was dedicated to a page-long list of  violent criminals, in-
cluding Sirhan Sirhan, the murderer of  Senator Robert Kennedy. It declared: “We are a 
guerrilla organization. We are communist women and men, underground in the United 
States for more than four years…. We made the choice to become a guerrilla organization 
at a time when the Vietnamese were fighting a heroic people’s war…. In our own hemi-
sphere, Che Guevara urged that we ‘create two, three, many Vietnams to destroy U.S. impe-
rialism.’… Armed struggle has come into being in the United States.”

Earlier in the above linked article, we find the following chilling testimony:

At a recent Washington press conference organized by journalist Cliff  Kincaid and the or-
ganization he heads, America’s Survival, Inc., Grathwohl described his 1970 meeting with 
Ayers: …
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“Bill went on to describe how Bernardine Dohrn… considered the leader of  the Weather 
Underground, had to plan and commit the bombing of  the Park Station in San Francisco. 
This bomb contained fence staples and was placed on a window ledge during the shift 
change ensuring the presence of  the greatest number of  police officers and the greatest possi-
bility of  death and injury….

“At the National Council meeting that took place in Flint, Michigan, in late December of  
1969, Bernardine Dohrn had praised mass murderer Charles Manson and said ‘The Weath-
erman is about a communist revolution to destroy the white racist’s society and establish a 
democratic centralist’s government.’ Furthermore, Bernardine Dohrn wanted everyone at 
the council meeting to ‘bring the war home and off  (kill) their parents.”

How could it have come to pass that these unrepentant evil doers escaped pun-
ishment and were rather installed at the highest levels of  academia, where they 
hobnobbed with a future President of  the United States?  Of  course by, like the 
Black Panthers, also achieving the absolute peak of  the Progressive Pyramid.

 So, the “progress” that the Progressive Left had 
achieved from the 1950s to the 1960s/70s was the 
ability to openly argue for the destruction of  the 
United States by supporting and protecting active do-
mestic terrorists.  The unrepentant monsters of  the 
Weather Underground received the absolute best 
that this great country has to offer in comfort, influ-
ence and prestige.  If  you foolishly imagine that they 
have the slightest gratitude for these outcomes, this 
2001 picture of  Bill Ayers provides a conclusive re-
buttal.

These are the people who claim to occupy positions of  privileged (or even abso-
lute) moral authority.  They hate Western Civilization in general and the United 
Stated in particular (and, even more particularly, the individual human beings who 
make the United States what it is), and seek the destruction of  both.  They happily 
support anyone who demonstrates the ability to implement that destruction 
through murder and mayhem, be it foreign totalitarian genocidal Communist re-
gimes or domestic terrorists.  They had their coming out party in the 1960s.  They 

100

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=10&ved=0ahUKEwiiyIDyxbfRAhXCTCYKHcVhAJIQFgg4MAk&url=http://www.newsbusters.org/blogs/nb/john-stephenson/2008/05/05/obamas-buddy-bill-ayers-stomping-american-flag&usg=AFQjCNFHh1_Sa-f7lNGoKr6ZouXTseToUA&sig2=Q2fays-_RDRDm1rOrIngrQ
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=10&ved=0ahUKEwiiyIDyxbfRAhXCTCYKHcVhAJIQFgg4MAk&url=http://www.newsbusters.org/blogs/nb/john-stephenson/2008/05/05/obamas-buddy-bill-ayers-stomping-american-flag&usg=AFQjCNFHh1_Sa-f7lNGoKr6ZouXTseToUA&sig2=Q2fays-_RDRDm1rOrIngrQ
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=10&ved=0ahUKEwiiyIDyxbfRAhXCTCYKHcVhAJIQFgg4MAk&url=http://www.newsbusters.org/blogs/nb/john-stephenson/2008/05/05/obamas-buddy-bill-ayers-stomping-american-flag&usg=AFQjCNFHh1_Sa-f7lNGoKr6ZouXTseToUA&sig2=Q2fays-_RDRDm1rOrIngrQ
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=10&ved=0ahUKEwiiyIDyxbfRAhXCTCYKHcVhAJIQFgg4MAk&url=http://www.newsbusters.org/blogs/nb/john-stephenson/2008/05/05/obamas-buddy-bill-ayers-stomping-american-flag&usg=AFQjCNFHh1_Sa-f7lNGoKr6ZouXTseToUA&sig2=Q2fays-_RDRDm1rOrIngrQ


openly and brutally worked to spark a revolution in the 1970s, confident of  success 
because they were “on the right side of  history.”  It turned out that their deluded, 
moronic ideas didn’t work out in practice.

Recent Confirmations

In January 2017, President Obama:

on his way out the door, Tuesday commuted the effective life sentence of  Puerto Rican 
nationalist-terrorist Oscar Lopez Rivera — an architect of  the wave of  terror that led to the 
murder-by-bombing of  four at Fraunces Tavern in Lower Manhattan in 1975.

and Governor Cuomo of  New York:

last month gave an early out to one-time Weather Underground conspirator Judith Clark — 
convicted of  murdering two cops and a security guard during the infamous Brinks armored-
car robbery in Rockland County in 1981.

It appears that, although the holder to the pyramid’s peak position changes 
over time, having obtained that “coveted” position confers benefits from the Pro-
gressive movement in perpetuity.  Dare to look directly upon this and honestly con-
sider its implications for the future of  our nation.

The 1980s: The 
Peace Movement

Despite the best efforts of  
the elite Progressive Left 
the United States did not 
descend into bloody revolu-
tion.  In fact quite the op-
posite, for, in November of  
1980 the citizens of  the 
United States elected Ron-
ald Reagan to the presi-
dency in a resounding land-
slide.  Mr. Reagan was a 

101

https://nypost.com/2017/01/18/why-liberals-just-love-to-set-terrorists-free/
https://nypost.com/2017/01/18/why-liberals-just-love-to-set-terrorists-free/
http://nypost.com/2017/01/17/puerto-rican-terrorist-among-prisoners-freed-by-obama/
http://nypost.com/2017/01/17/puerto-rican-terrorist-among-prisoners-freed-by-obama/
http://nypost.com/2017/01/17/puerto-rican-terrorist-among-prisoners-freed-by-obama/
http://nypost.com/2017/01/17/puerto-rican-terrorist-among-prisoners-freed-by-obama/
http://nypost.com/2017/01/18/why-liberals-just-love-to-set-terrorists-free/
http://nypost.com/2017/01/18/why-liberals-just-love-to-set-terrorists-free/


strong free-market conservative and anti-Communist.  Clearly, from their point of  
view, the United States had foolishly chosen to swim against the tide of  history.

It apparently hadn’t occurred to them that a strongly Christian country which 
had endured for centuries as a stable and successful republic, and, whose popula-
tion had experienced the benefits of  generally positive economic growth under a 
capitalistic economy, wasn’t easily convinced to go communist.  That they thought 
there was a reasonable chance of  success speaks to the level of  idiocy and evil to 
which the Marxist/Communist ideology so regularly leads.

Utter failure in the near term didn’t alter in the least their confident determina-
tion to destroy the United States.  Rather, the elite Progressive Left was forced to 
find a new strategy to achieve this goal.  So, if  direct incitement had failed, then a 
more subtle means was necessary.  That new means was the Peace Movement.

This new strategy had many powerful advantages.  Most critically, it was able 
to turn all the strengths of  the United States back against itself.

Firstly, Christians know that Jesus Christ had called them to value peace as a 
primary moral goal.  Certainly most Christian theologies had found ways to sup-
port war.  However, war was supposed to be waged only in the outmost extremity. 
 Yet, The United States in the 20th Century had fought two World Wars, the Ko-
rean and Vietnam Wars and had been engaged in a Cold War with the Soviet Un-
ion and China for over three decades.  To top it all off, we were living under threat 
of  global destruction were a full scale nuclear war to break out.  How could many 
citizens be anything but war weary and deeply distressed about the future?

Secondly, the United States, as a democratic republic, has a government whose 
priorities are powerfully influenced by public opinion.  This in itself  is clearly a 
very good thing.  However, whereas the peace movements in the West were able to 
influence the policies of  their governments, the ruthless communist dictators had 
no comparable constraint.  Thus, while the peace movements could claim to speak 
for all of  humanity, the only governmental policies that could conceivably be influ-
enced were those of  the Western Democracies.
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Thirdly, the economic success of  democratic capitalism had rendered life fairly 
comfortable and pleasant.  Thus, there was more free time to contemplate issues 
beyond survival, and to pursue the ideal of  peace.

Thus, in the 1980s the elite Progressive Left abandoned their previous strategy 
of  support for the tiny minority of  revolutionary monsters and embraced one that 
could conceivably obtain mass support.  Another major advantage was that the 
vast majority of  those participating in the peace movement were people who had 
the best of  intentions.

The propaganda value of  placing the Peace Movement at the moral pyramid’s 
top were:

1. It enabled the argument that the only legitimate means of  pursuing peace was 
through a policy of  unilateral disarmament, appeasement and pacifism

2. It encouraged the radicalization of  a large segment of  the U.S. (and Western 
European) population by convincing them that those who disagreed were not 
simply wrong and/or ill-informed, but actively evil (i.e., supported, even de-
sired all out war)

3. If  successful, it would materially advance the Soviet Union’s goal of  defeating 
the West’s resistance to the spread of  Communism.

Were the peace movements to succeed, that is, to usher in policies of  unilateral 
disarmament in the West, the Communist nations (particularly the Soviet Union) 
would be able to Finlandize the West if  not defeat and colonize it.  That is the out-
come that would finally (in their fevered imaginations) deliver the power that the 
elite Progressive Left so lusted after.

And yet, even this strategy was a failure.  President Reagan and Prime Minister 
Thatcher persuaded the West to maintain its credible deterrence against commu-
nist intimidation.  President Reagan also initiated a military buildup that stressed 
the already teetering Soviet economy past its breaking point.  Finally, along with 
Pope John Paul II, they destroyed the last vestiges of  communism’s moral legiti-
macy.
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The one real success of  the Peace Movement was the creation of  a significant 
group of  citizens who had become addicted to the psychological drug of  “moral/
intellectual superiority.”  It turned out that, for the intellectually lazy, the Peace 
Movement created an amazingly easy path to supposed superiority.  As well de-
scribed “In the Land of  the Rococo Marxists”

From the very outset the eminence of  this new creature, the intellectual, who was to play 
such a tremendous role in the history of  the twentieth century, was inseparable from his nec-
essary indignation. It was his indignation that elevated him to a plateau of  moral superiority. 
Once up there, he was in a position to look down at the rest of  humanity. And it hadn’t cost 
him any effort, intellectual or otherwise.

This group’s addiction would be successfully used by the elite Progressive Left 
far into the future to fuel pursuit of  their destructive goals.

In the end, because of  “peace through strength” and moral delegitimization, 
the Communist Chinese experienced major social convulsion and the Soviet Un-
ion collapsed in 1989.  It is simply undeniable that these regimes were two of  the 
most evil in human history.  It was also the ideology on which the elite Progressive 
Left hand placed its hopes.  Returning to the land of  Rococo Marxism:

American intellectuals of  the Adjectival Fascism phase had a terrible year in 1989. In June, 
Chinese students in Beijing rebelled against the ancien Maoist regime, defied the tanks, and 
brought out into Tiananmen Square a plaster statue, the Goddess of  Democracy, who, with 
her arm lifted to the heavens, looked suspiciously like the Statue of  Liberty in New York 
Harbor. Who among the intellectuals ever would have suspected that Chinese dissidents had 
been looking to America as their model of  freedom all along? Then on November 9 the Ber-
lin Wall came down, and in no time the Soviet Union collapsed and its Eastern European 
empire disintegrated.

It was a mess, all right-no two ways about that. It made it damned hard to express your skep-
ticism, your cynicism, your contempt, in Marxist terms. “Capitalism,” “proletariat,” “the 
masses … the means of  production,” “infantile leftism … the dark night of  fascism,” or 
even “anti-fascism”-all these things suddenly sounded, well, not so much wrong … as old.. . 
“Vulgar Marxism” it came to be called, vulgar in the sense of  … unsophisticated.

The important thing was not to admit you were wrong in any fundamental way.
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Thus, while the vast majority of  humans celebrated the real potential for peace 
and freedom, the Progressives mourned.  This cataclysmic failure of  their ideology 
would lead to the strangest yet ascension to the top of  their moral pyramid in the 
1990s.

The 1990s: Bill 
Clinton

In all likelihood the elite 
Progressive Left were just 
as bewildered as the rest 
of  us that a serial sexual 
predator ended up at the 
top of  their pyramid in 
the 1990s. Bill Clinton 
wasn’t anywhere near 
their ideal of  a progres-
sive President.  His willing-
ness to compromise and 

“triangulate” as a practical 
politician certainly infuriated the Progressive Left.

However, given the collapse of  Communism in 1989, Democratic Party presi-
dent Bill Clinton represented the only remaining vehicle for progressive power. 
Were a Democrat President to meet the same political fate as the reviled Republi-
can, Richard Nixon, the Democrat Party’s viability as means to achieving progres-
sive ends would have been significantly harmed.  So, when the Monica Lewinsky 
scandal broke there was no alternative to protecting President Clinton at all costs.

And, after all, it wasn’t as if  the elite Progressive Left hadn’t done something 
like this before.  Who of  my age cannot recall their whitewash of  Senator Ted 
Kennedy’s sexual predator-ship, peaking in his vile, evil behavior when he drove 
his car into the water at Chappaquiddick and then left his passenger, Mary Jo Ko-
pechne, to die in the sunken car.  Senator Kennedy delivered a (to the twisted 
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minds of  the Progressives) bountiful return for that investment when, in 1987, he 
delivered his infamous “Bork’s America” speech on the Senate floor.

The cost of  defending President Clinton to the hilt was high indeed.  Although 
much smaller in magnitude, the Progressive Left’s sudden and unmistakable shift 
from “sexual harassment is driven by male power” to, in President Clinton’s case, 
“it’s nobody’s business but ours”  felt like the communist international shifting over-
night from anti to pro Nazi Germany after the Nazi–Soviet Pact of  1939.

No less a card carrying Progressive than Maureen Dowd eventually admitted 
that unprincipled support for President Clinton “killed feminism.”  Here’s the cen-
tral point from Dowd’s 2016 New York Times column.

The interesting thing about the spectacle of  older women trying to shame younger ones on 
behalf  of  Hillary is that Hillary and Bill killed the integrity of  institutional feminism back in 
the ’90s — with the help of  Albright and Steinem.

Instead of  just admitting that he had had an affair with Monica Lewinsky and taking his 
lumps, Bill lied and hid behind the skirts of  his wife and female cabinet members, who had 
to go out before the cameras and vouch for his veracity, even when it was apparent he was 
lying.

Dowd explicitly connected the feminist support for Clinton to his usefulness in 
advancing their policies.

“Feminism sort of  died in that period,” she told Yahoo News host Katie Couric Monday. 
“Because the feminists had to come along with Bill Clinton’s retrogressive behavior with 
women in order to protect the progressive policies for women that Bill Clinton had as presi-
dent.”

This pathetic betrayal finally achieved it nadir in 1998, when elite journalist N-
ina D. Burleigh said, on the public record that (asterisks added):

I would be happy to give him a bl***ob just to thank him for keeping abortion legal. I think 
American women should be lining up with their Presidential kneepads on to show their grati-
tude for keeping the theocracy off  our backs.
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Although it is true that the feminists took the lead, Bill Clinton’s presidency 
couldn’t have been saved without full support from the entire Progressive power 
structure.  And, line up they did in unanimous full throated support for President 
Clinton, and, moral assassination of  any of  his credible accusers/detractors.

Prior to Bill Clinton’s ascension, protection had been a consequence of  achiev-
ing the pyramid’s peak.  With the Clinton case, protection became the purpose for 
attaining the peak.  Protect him they did, in no small measure to also protect the 
political future of  his spurned wife, Hillary, who served as leader of  the “bimbo 
squad,” a group who destroyed the reputation of  any woman victim who was so 
foolish as to complain publicly about their treatment.

It turned out that these intellectual and moral Progressive giants achieved their 
short term goal while contributing to the destruction of  Hillary’s long term politi-
cal prospects.  For, in 2016, her previous life as an enabler of  male sexual preda-
tion came back to haunt her campaign for the Presidency.  But, prior to that cata-
clysmic event, the elite Progressive Left had quite a successful run.

The 2000s+: The 
Gay Marriage 
Movement

After elevating President 
Bill Clinton to the top of  
the pyramid in the 1990s 
the Progressive Left’s credi-
bility had been severely di-
minished.  With the con-
troversial election of  
George W. Bush to the 
presidency in November 
of  2000, the stage was set 
for a change in the top po-

sition.
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However, the radical Islamic terrorist attacks on September 11, 2001 disrupted 
all normal political / propaganda operations.  The sheer magnitude of  the at-
tacks, the loss of  life and the nation’s temporary unity disrupted the Progressive 
Left’s work.  Eventually they would regroup around the so-called “peace move-
ment,” leveraging intelligence failures and chaos of  war into a cohesive opposi-
tion.

Although these peace groups (e.g., Code Pink) were placed near the top of  the 
progressive pyramid, I don’t believe that they ever achieved the pinnacle.  The Pro-
gressive Left’s experience from the 1950s to the 80s had likely convinced them 
(temporarily it turns out) that elevating people or groups to the top who directly or 
indirectly support the goals of  the nation’s mortal enemies was a losing strategy.

The Push for Gay Marriage

Rehabilitation and success required the elevation of  a group who were credibly 
both a minority and victims of  discrimination.  The Gay Rights movement was a 
viable candidate due to their already established political / social organization and 
history of  experiencing actual discrimination.  The problem was that their public 
image from Gay Pride parades and other in-your-face lifestyle behaviors didn’t nec-
essarily generate a sympathetic response in many citizens.

The answer, brilliantly conceived and executed upon, was to recast Gays as 
“Ozzie and Harriet,” but who just happened to be the same gender.  What fol-
lowed was an avalanche of  TV and movie characters who, while being Gay were 
otherwise the kindest, coolest, most reasonable and decent people on the planet. 
For example, of  “The 50 Greatest Gay TV Characters” at least 45 fall into the 
2000+ time span.  While it’s certainly true that these are the actual characteristics 
of  many Gay people, the falsehood here is that being Gay somehow makes it far 
more likely that you have these positive traits.  Thus was the Gay Marriage Move-
ment moved to the very top of  the Progressive Pyramid.

The payoff  for this ascension was nothing less than the destruction of  a central 
pillar of  Western Civilization — the institution of  Christian marriage.  The goal 
was to erase the definition of  Christian marriage.
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To understand just why this erasure was so important, let me share a conversa-
tion that I had with someone who was an early adopter.  I was speaking with a per-
son who had leadership in a local church of  a mainline denomination.  Although 
gay marriage wasn’t officially legal then, their church decided to “bless” same-
gender relationships, in effect declaring them to be marriage from a religious per-
spective.

Numerous same-gender couples came forward, and their relationships were en-
thusiastically blessed by the congregation.  All was well, as love had triumphed. 
However, some time later three men approached the pastor and asked that their 
relationship be blessed.  This unexpected extension caused consternation and con-
fusion.  Their last comment about this situation was that since the definitional 
boundary for marriage had been erased, there were no grounds on which to op-
pose blessing a threesome.

My point here isn’t that the acceptance of  polygamy is a certain consequence 
of  same-gender marriage.  Rather, it is that, by destruction of  this boundary, our 
culture’s ability to maintain any stable definition of  marriage or family has been 
powerfully undermined.  The resulting social chaos and personal suffering will cre-
ate fertile ground for growth of  the Progressive Left’s social and political power.

The strategy of  persuasion by social and media hype was successful beyond all 
expectations.  For, whereas in 2008 Democratic presidential candidates still 
claimed to support the traditional definition of  marriage (wink, wink), by 2013 the 
Supreme Court had made same-gender marriage the law of  the land.

Certainly, many citizens were outright convinced that gay marriage was only 
right and proper.  However, I contend that another large segment retained deep 
concerns, but acquiesced anyway with the hope that this act would encourage so-
cial cohesion.  That is, just as many citizens voted twice to elect an African-
American to the presidency in the hope that this would finally remove the horrific 
stain of  racism, so too they accepted gay marriage in the hope that this would 
somehow bridge the gap between straight and gay peoples.
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The stunning rapidity of  success in achieving gay marriage combined with the 
apparent ascendency of  a permanent Progressive national majority under Barack 
Obama had profound consequences for the Progressive Left, those being that they:

1. Concluded U.S. public opinion was under their control, enabling them to do 
as they pleased

2. Assumed Hillary Clinton was assured to be elected President, ushering in eight 
more years of  a weaponized Federal Government assaulting all in resistance

3. No longer needed to hide their true beliefs.

Events would eventually show all three of  these conclusions to be wrong.  We 
will take up one thread that unraveled into the Progressive Left’s current mental 
breakdown in the next section.

The Mask Falls

The overconfidence and pent up anger of  the victors led to actions by many 
gay marriage supporters that appalled a large segment of  the nation’s citizenry.

As is so often the case, the earliest signs that something was amiss occurred in 
California.  Between 2000 and 2008 the state was roiled by numerous political con-
troversies associated with gay marriage.  In 2008 the California Marriage Protec-
tion Act received enough signatures to be placed on the November ballot. It 
passed with 52% of  the vote, but ultimately was struck down by the courts.

While this could be the story of  Judicial overreach (which it is), the issue rele-
vant to this current discussion is the violence and intimidation tactics used by the 
gay marriage movement both during and after this exercise of  legitimate political 
debate.  A good overview can be found in this Heritage Foundation paper.

Supporters of  Proposition 8 in California have been subjected to harassment, intimidation, 
vandalism, racial scapegoating, blacklisting, loss of  employment, economic hardships, angry 
protests, violence, at least one death threat, and gross expressions of  anti-religious bigotry. 
Arguments for same-sex marriage are based fundamentally on the idea that limiting mar-
riage to the union of  husband and wife is a form of  bigotry, irrational prejudice, and even 
hatred against homosexual persons. As this ideology seeps into the culture more generally, 
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individuals and institutions that support marriage as the union of  husband and wife risk pay-
ing a price for that belief  in many legal, social, economic, and cultural contexts.

These assaults culminated in the 2014 forced resignation of  Mozilla CEO and 
co-founder, Brendan Eich.  His resignation was due to the discovery that he had 
contributed  $1,000 in support of  Proposition 8.

Events such as these, occurring on the “Left Coast” likely didn’t appear rele-
vant to most people living in the Midwest.  However, that sense of  security was 
about to change in a big way.

In 2012 the Chick-fil-A fast food company was attacked for, as described in 
Wikipedia:

The Chick-fil-A same-sex marriage controversy was a controversial topic focused around the 
American fast food restaurant Chick-fil-A following a series of  public comments made in 
June 2012 by chief  operating officerDan T. Cathy opposing same-sex marriage.

The gay rights movement, with the full support of  numerous major city may-
ors, attempted to boycott and intimidate the company.  However, unlike in Califor-
nia, this onslaught was met and repulsed by a groundswell of  popular support.

One might have thought that this defeat would have given pause to the Progres-
sive Left.  However, with the 2013 Supreme Court ruling in support of  gay mar-
riage, they came roaring back with a vengeance.

In 2013 a lesbian couple asked Sweet Cakes bakery to provide a wedding cake 
for their marriage.  The owners declined to participate in a gay wedding on relig-
ious grounds. Rather than just going to another bakery that didn’t have these is-
sues, the couple filed a complaint with the State of  Oregon that eventually led to 
the imposition of  a $135,000 fine for “damages” to the couple in question.  This 
vindictive response to the shop owner’s exercise of  their deeply held religious be-
liefs shocked many people.  They began to realize that there was no “live and let 
live” philosophy at work in the aftermath of  the gay marriage victory.  Rather, 
there was what looked to all intents and purposes like a “scorched earth” policy in 
which the religious freedom of  Christians was being openly assaulted.
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That concern rose to outrage with the Memories Pizza incident in 2015.  This 
event occurred within the larger battle over Indiana’s Freedom Restoration Act 
(RFRA).  Memories Pizza underwent a vile campaign of  hatred and intimidation, 
carried out by radical progressive groups. The whole sorry affair was initiated 
when Crystal O’Connor, owner of  Memories Pizza in Walkerton, IN was trusting 
enough of  a reporter to share how she would live out her Christian beliefs in a hy-
pothetical situation that she had never experienced.  She said that while Memories 
Pizza would not refuse anyone service, they would refuse to cater a same-gender 
wedding.

The Progressive left’s outrage machine switched into high gear, generating a 
campaign of  hatred and potential violence that caused the shop to close down. Al-
though they were eventually able to reopen, this event, occurring as it did in the 
heart of  the Midwest, was noted and considered by many citizens in surrounding 
states.

These events opened the eyes of  many citizens who had previously not given 
much thought to, or even generally accepted the Progressive Left’s narrative that 
they were the kind, honest, wise people who were seeking everyone’s common 
good.  In point of  fact, the very public actions and statements of  the Progressive 
Left showed them to be vindictive, cruel and dishonest.  In particular, they showed 
a hatred for traditional Christianity that burned brightly enough to be noticed by 
even those who were not normally focused on things political.

The conclusion of  many was that they had been lied to.  While the “Ozzie and 
Harriet” label was certainly applicable to some specific gay couples, the media nar-
rative was nothing other than a falsehood that hid the true nature of  the Progres-
sive Left.

Although Hillary Clinton lost the 2016 Presidential election for many reasons, 
who can doubt that a significant component of  her Midwest debacle arose from 
voters in Wisconsin, Michigan, Ohio and Pennsylvania taking note of  the Progres-
sive Left’s vile hatred of  and cruelty towards anyone who dared to say or act 
against their policies.  Candidate Hillary Clinton only confirmed those concerns 
when she spoke of those “irredeemable” “basket of  deplorables.”
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The falling of  the Progressive Left’s mask might have been recoverable had 
they quickly realized the problem and firmly replaced it.  However, so cataclysmic 
was their loss of  the Presidency to Donald Trump that all rational thought disinte-
grated into reactions far more primal, and true to their actual character.

However, before this something truly extraordinary occurred concerning the 
Progressive moral pyramid’s top position.  This occurrence was just as revealing of  
character, but of  far greater immediate danger to the nation.

2012 - 2018: 
Political Islam
Background

Sometime after 2010 the 
elite Progressive Left de-
moted the gay community 
from their pyramid’s top 
position and replaced 
them with a group that be-
lieves homosexuals should 
be executed.  However, it 
is not just homosexuals 
who were betrayed by this 
vile act, but also women, 

children, all religions (or lack thereof) other than Islam, and any vestigial pretense 
of  support for Western Civilization.

That Political Islam supports the execution of  homosexual persons is beyond 
debate.  According to the Washington Post, the following ten countries can punish 
homosexuality by death:

1. Yemen (Sharia Law)

2. Iran (Sharia Law)

3. Mauritania (Sharia Law)
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4. Nigeria (Sharia Law)

5.Qatar (Sharia Law)

6.Saudi Arabia (Sharia Law)

7.Afghanistan (Sharia Law)

8.Somalia (Sharia Law)

9.Sudan (Sharia Law)

10.	United Arab Emirates (Sharia Law)

Another site adds Iraq (Sharia Law) and Pakistan 
 (Sharia Law) to this list.  Note that, of  this dozen 
countries, all are governed by Sharia Law, which is de-

fined as:

the religious law forming part of  the Islamic tradition. It is derived from the religious pre-
cepts of  Islam, particularly the Quran and the 
Hadith.

The following quotes from the Hadith (a 
collection of  traditions containing sayings of  
the prophet Muhammad that, with accounts 
of  his daily practice, the Sunna, constitute the 
major source of  guidance for Muslims apart 
from the Koran) and Sira (the traditional name 
for biographies of  the Islamic Prophet Muham-
mad) make it absolutely clear why adherence to Sharia Law absolutely requires 
such punishment.

• Abu Dawud (4462) – The Messenger of  Allah (peace and blessings of  Allah be upon him) 
said, “Whoever you find doing the action of  the people of  Loot, execute the one who does 
it and the one to whom it is done.”

• Abu Dawud (4448) – “If  a man who is not married is seized committing sodomy, he will 
be stoned to death.”

• Sahih Bukhari (72:774) – “The Prophet cursed effeminate men (those men who are in the 
similitude (assume the manners of  women) and those women who assume the manners of  
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men, and he said, ‘Turn them out of  your houses.’ The Prophet turned out such-and-such 
man, and ‘Umar turned out such-and-such woman.” 

• al-Tirmidhi, Sunan 1:152 – [Muhammad said] “Whoever is found conducting himself  in 
the manner of  the people of  Lot, kill the doer and the receiver.” 

• Reliance of  the Traveller, p17.2 – “May Allah curse him who does what Lot’s people did.”

I will leave discussion of  women, children, all religions (or lack thereof) other 
than Islam, and Western Civilization for another time, though here too are appall-
ing betrayals by Progressives.  However, I do note that, of  all the countries that the 
Washington Post shows as supportive of  gay (and women’s, children’s, religious, 
etc.) rights, most are directly or indirectly tied to Western Civilization and none 
are Muslim majority.

For anyone unfamiliar with the elite Progressive Left’s ideology this turn of  
events likely seems absurd, if  not impossible.  How could they possibly justify such 
an (apparently) illogical and (apparently) treacherous act?  In fact, even the holders 
of  the 2000+ pyramid’s peak were gobsmacked when events revealed that this 
demotion/promotion had certainly occurred.

The explanation for and implications of  this development will require signifi-
cantly more content to cover.  The following section will explain why I have cho-
sen 2012 to be the year in which Political Islam was elevated to the top spot.

The Appalling Elevation
A Parable

A family lived between two houses. The house on the right was occupied by a 
family who followed religion A and the family on the left religion B.

The family in the middle house had utter contempt for both religions.  So they 
placed signs that ridiculed both religions in their front yard.  A member of  the fam-
ily on the right confronted a member of  the middle house family, saying that their 
actions were disrespectful, ignorant and cruel; but that was the end of  it.  A mem-
ber of  the family on the left told a member of  the middle family that their action 
had slandered their religion, and, in a highly emotional outburst, said that the en-
tire family deserved death for their actions.
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As you might expect, this threat caused great concern to the middle family. 
 They called the local police chief  and asked him to make a statement regarding 
this developing situation.  A short time later the police chief, at a public event, 
made the following statement.

“The future must not belong to those who slander religion B.  But to be credi-
ble, those who condemn that slander must also condemn the hate we see towards 
religion A.”

The middle family was shocked and demoralized.  For, here they were, under 
credible threat of  being murdered by a neighbor, and the police chief  had said 
that “the future must not belong” to them.  Their futures would certainly be taken 
from them were the family on the left to act on their murderous threats.  And, this 
ultimate destruction of  their futures had to all intents and purposes been implicitly 
affirmed by the police chief.

The Elevation

Throughout the 2000s the satirical magazine Charlie Hebdo, located in Paris 
France, had been publishing cruel comments and cartoons about many world relig-
ions, including Islam.  These actions sparked outrage in many of  these religion’s 
followers.  However, across the Islamic world the outrage included official threats 
of  death.  In mid-September of  2012 Charlie Hebdo published satirical cartoons 
of  Muhammad.  Once again, many in the Islamic world responded with emo-
tional demonstrations and threats of  murderous violence.

Thus, on September 25, 2012, when Barak Obama, President of  the United 
States and leader of  the free world, ascended to the podium of  the United Nations 
General Assembly, all were listening with great intensity.  And, this is what he said.

“The future must not belong to those who slander the prophet of  Islam.  But to be credible, 
those who condemn that slander must also condemn the hate we see in the images of  Jesus 
Christ that are desecrated, or churches that are destroyed, or the Holocaust that is denied.”

Let’s be absolutely clear.  When Charlie Hebdo mocked Christianity, or 
when Andres Serrano displayed a photograph of  a small plastic crucifix sub-
merged in a glass of  his urine, or when Chris Ofili displayed a painting depicting a 
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black Madonna decorated with elephant manure, there was outrage.  However, no 
leader of  Catholicism or the Eastern Orthodox Church or the Anglican Commun-
ion or any other Protestant denomination called for their execution.  Nor did 
Christians riot demanding that they be executed.

So, when President Obama spoke to the United Nations, Charlie Hebdo and 
other mockers of  Christianity were under no threat from that religion.  However, 
they were under credible and imminent threat from Political Islam.  And, in this 
charged environment the President chose to specifically condemn slanderers of  the 
“prophet of  Islam” and to say that “the future must not belong” to them.  Yes, he 
threw in the second sentence regarding Jesus Christ, churches and the Holocaust, 
but once again, no-one from these religions was demanding that people be put to 
death.

By this statement President Obama implicitly raised Political Islam to a higher 
moral plane than all of  the other world religions.  For, whereas all religions other 
than Islam were to be respected, only Political Islam could demand that the disre-
spectful be put to death.  Thus, when citizens of  Western Civilization were found 
to be under Political Islam’s death penalty for speech, the President of  the United 
States singled these citizens out for condemnation and rejected their right to a fu-
ture.  It is hard to imagine a more complete or cold abandonment of  specific hu-
man beings or of  Western Civilization.

At the time, embedded as it was in the final stages of  a Presidential election 
campaign, this troubling statement by President Obama passed by as just one in a 
torrent of  events.  However, looking back, I have concluded that this moment is a 
credible candidate for when the elite Progressive Left announced the ascension of  
Political Islam to their pyramid’s top position.  Few if  any took note, particularly 
not the gay community, who continued to falsely imagine that their hold on the 
top position was secure.

Consequences

In early January 2015 France experienced a series of  terrorist attacks con-
ducted by radical Islamists that included a massacre at the offices of Charlie 
Hebdo.  Twelve people were murdered in this particular incident (and 17 were 
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murdered overall).  The Islamist terrorists who carried out this atrocity were heard 
to shout “We have avenged the Prophet Muhammad” and “God is Great” as they 

carried out their gruesome 
work.

After these attacks, in a 
wholly symbolic act, lead-
ers of  the Western World 
gathered in Paris to march 
in solidarity with the mur-
dered.  Neither President 
Obama nor John Kerry 
could be bothered to at-
tend.  It’s hard to imagine 
the demoralization caused 
by the leader of  the free 

world not caring enough about a direct and vicious attack on Western Civilization 
to attend this event, or to at least send his Secretary of  State.  It did, though, put a 
clear period on President Obama’s 2012 abandonment.

How President Obama’s Use of the Word “Slander” is Interpreted by Political 
Islam

Unfortunately it will require additional commentary to plumb the depths of  
President Obama’s appalling betrayal in his United Nations speech.  In the previ-
ous section I focused on the message sent to and heard by the people under threat 
from Political Islam.  In this section I’ll focus on this message’s content from the 
point of  view of  Political Islam.

When Christians think about “slander” against their religion what typically 
comes to mind are intentional, extreme provocations such as “piss Christ” and 
“dung Madonna.”  However, the criticisms and contemptuous comments regularly 
made in the normal flow of  social discourse about Christianity certainly don’t rise 
to the level of  “slander.”  That is, in the general Christian understanding, there is 
a wide-ranging scope for legitimate discussion.
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However, when adherents of  Political Islam hear the word “slander,” a much 
broader definition and severer application applies.  This issue was well covered in 
a 2008 post in the American Thinker, from which I provide the following excerpts.

Thus writing in the early 1990s, the esteemed Pakistani scholar Muhammad Asrar, whose 
opinion was accepted by Pakistan’s Shari’a Court, defined “blasphemy”, focusing on the 
Muslim prophet, as:
Reviling or insulting the Prophet (pbuh) in writing or speech; speaking profanely or contemp-
tuously about him or his family; attacking the Prophet’s dignity and honor in an abusive 
manner; vilifying him or making an ugly face when his named is mentioned; showing en-
mity or hatred towards him, his family, his companions, and the Muslims; accusing, or slan-
dering the Prophet and his family, including spreading evil reports about him or his family; 
defaming the Prophet; refusing the Prophet’s jurisdiction or judgment in any manner; reject-
ing the Sunnah; showing disrespect, contempt for or rejection of  the rights of  Allah and His 
Prophet or rebelling against Allah and His Prophet.
…
And in accord with classical Islamic jurisprudence (for example, The Risala of  al-
Qayrawani [d. 996]), Madani argues that anyone who defames Muhammad — Muslim or 
non-Muslim — must be put to death.
…
Intrepid historian David Littman has been chronicling, nearly alone, for almost two decades, 
the concerted efforts of  the Organization of  the Islamic Conference (OIC) to Islamize inter-
national human rights instruments, and apply the Shari’a “standard” for blasphemy — pace 
the current Kambakhsh and Halabjee travesties — to all nations. Littman warned, for exam-
ple, about the development of  the Shari’a-based 1990 Cairo Declaration (i.e., the so-called 
Universal Declaration of  Human Rights in Islam), to which all member states of  the OIC 
are signatories, publicizing the immediate objections of  a brave Senegalese jurist, Adama Di-
eng. Dieng, a Muslim, who subsequently became a United Nations special rapporteur, then 
serving as secretary-general to the International Commission of  Jurists, declared forthrightly 
in February 1992  that the Cairo Declaration, under the rubric of  the Shari’a, … gravely 
threatens the inter-cultural consensus on which the international human rights instruments 
are based; introduces, in the name of  the defense of  human rights, an intolerable discrimina-
tion against both non-Muslims and women; reveals a deliberately restrictive character in re-
gard to certain fundamental rights and freedoms; [and] confirms the legitimacy of  practices, 
such as corporal punishment, that attack the integrity and dignity of  the human being.

So, when President Obama speaks of  “slander” to the adherents of  Political Is-
lam what they hear is submission by the President of  the United States to their to-
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talitarian interpretation of  the word.  In particular, since it is “blasphemy” to (see 
above):

• refuse the Prophet’s jurisdiction or judgment in any manner

• reject the Sunnah (i.e., the record of  the prophet Muhammad’s teachings, deeds 
and sayings, silent permissions or disapprovals)

• show disrespect, contempt for or rejection of  the rights of  Allah and His Prophet 
or rebelling against Allah and His Prophet

how can a non-Muslim possibly live without slandering, let alone blaspheming 
against Allah and His Prophet?  And, those who purposely mock Allah and/or 
His Prophet clearly should be put to death.

Yes, I understand that a huge number of practicing Muslims do not ad-
here to the above ideology.  I give thanks to God for their kindness, peacefulness 
and wisdom.  But the fact remains that there is a significant portion of  Islam, 
which I here call “Political Islam,” that believes these things and actively seeks 
their imposition by many means, including extreme acts of  violence.

You need not take my word for it.  Here is how 
Raheel Raza of  the Clarion Project describes 
the Islamic extremism that I am here calling 
Political Islam.

Islamic extremism is driven by an interpretation of  
Islam that believes that Islamic law, or sharia, is an 
all-encompassing religious-political system. Since it 
is believed to be proscribed by Allah (Arabic for 
“God”) sharia must be enforced in the public sphere 

by a global Islamic state. As such, Islamic extremists consider it to be the only truly legiti-
mate form of  governance and reject democracy and human rights values.

Why, you may well ask, would our President have made such a disgraceful state-
ment to the United Nations?  Are he and his advisors utterly ignorant of  Political 
Islam’s ideology?  Are they trying to appease the violent irrationality of  Political Is-
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lam?  Are they purposefully signaling their submission to Political Islam’s project? 
Who besides the President himself  can possibly know?

However, the practical 
consequence is definitely 
knowable — the encour-
agement of  Political Is-
lam’s project to obtain 
submission of  Western 
Civilization to their theo-
cratic totalitarian ideol-
ogy by any and all means. 
 Thus, regardless of  if  
President Obama’s state-
ment was “well inten-
tioned” or “ill inten-

tioned,” the practical consequences are demoralization and destruction of  the 
flesh and blood human beings who are fortunate enough to live within Western 
Civilization’s confines.

The Tell

There can be legitimate debate on when Political Islam was raised to the Pro-
gressive pyramid’s top position.  However, in 2016 the reality of  this elevation be-
came crystal clear.

On the early morning of  June 12, 2016, a lone gunman, Omar Mateen, en-
tered the Pulse (gay) Nightclub in Orlando Florida and proceeded to systemati-
cally murder 49 people and wound 53 others.  While conducting this monstrous 
rampage, Mateen  was heard shouting “Allah Akbar.” He also called 911 during 
the attack to pledge allegiance to ISIS leader Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi.  ISIS claimed 
responsibility for the attack the following Sunday afternoon.

This event created the worst possible ideological situation from the perspective 
of  the elite Progressive Left because it pitted the two most favored identity groups 
on the Progressive Pyramid against one another: Political Islam and the Gay Move-

121

Aftermath of the 2016 Islamic Terror Truck Attack in Nice France 
in which 86 people were murdered



ment.  Thus, the Progressive Left was forced to choose which of  these two groups 
would receive the support and protection due the Pyramid’s top position.  And, 
choose they did, with Political Islam clearly the winner.

How can I be so certain of  this conclusion?  Well, let’s start from the top.  Were 
there any situation that could move the Obama Administration off  of  their absurd 
position that Islamist terror has nothing to do with the religion of  Islam, this 
would be it.  How-
ever, the Obama 
Administration 
pointedly declined 
to identify the 
source of  this now 
active threat 
against the lives 
and well-being of  
the Gay Commu-
nity.  In their public statement, the White House refused to identify Omar Mateen 
as an Islamic terrorist.

While Democratic Presidential Candidate Hillary Clinton’s initial response can 
reasonably be categorized as sympathetic, she also declined to connect the ideol-

ogy that led to this terrorist at-
tack with  Political Islam.  To her 
credit, she did call for increased 
international cooperation in the 
fight against ISIS.  However, she 
did nothing to change her previ-
ous position that Islamic terror 

has nothing to do with the religion of  Islam.

While it is true that the entire religion of  Islam isn’t our enemy, it certainly is 
also true that the radical extremists in Political Islam have declared war on West-
ern Civilization and are waging that war by many and sundry means, including 
most definitely terrorist attacks like that conducted at the Pulse Nightclub.  It’s also 
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true that Hillary Clinton and the entire Progressive Left includes discussion of  the 
threat posed by Political Islam under the category of  “hateful rhetoric against Mus-
lims.”

Progressive commentators further down in the hierarchy made no bones about 
the primary goal of  protecting Political Islam.  One example of  this perspective is 

the tweet by Sally Kohn.  Note 
how she attempts to tar every 
other religion in the world with 
the sin of  extremist violence. 
 It’s not that her statement can’t 
be deemed as “true” if  we look 

over all history.  However, she ut-
terly ignores and seeks to obfuscate the fact that in this current time it is Political 
Islam that is conducting the vast majority of  terror attacks worldwide (and the pri-
mary victims are Muslins who follow a different theological line than do the terror-
ists).

The worst example of  protecting Political Islam at any cost (to my knowledge) 
came from the soon to be Co-Moderator of  the PC(USA), the Rev. Denise Ander-
son.  She, on June 12, 2016 released a post titled “You Are the Man! Or Why the 
Church Should Feel Convicted Right Now.”  In it, aside from briefly describing 
the carnage at the Pulse Nightclub to create context (consisting of  53 words), she 
had only the following words of  sympathy for the victims.

Let Christians be confounded by (or, worse, silent in the face of) such a vile act. Let the 
church offer prayers and sympathy

Let’s be generous and add these 23 words (although the first 12 are preparing 
the ground for her accusations against Christianity) to the above 53, to count 76 
words consumed that can reasonably be associated with a sympathetic reaction to 
this ghastly, evil event.

However, she spent 615 words preemptively attacking any Christian that might 
dare to wonder about a tie between this murderous event and Political Islam.  And 
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she attempted to accomplish this goal by claiming that the Christian Church is the 
source of  far more murders of  gays than is Political Islam.

Church, we are the man!

This particular gunman took out fifty people in one night. How many LGBT sisters and 
brothers have we — the Church — gradually and systemically killed over a longer period of  
time?  He and we have been in the same business.  We’re simply not as efficient as he was.

Let’s be clear, this Christian leader who so deeply supports gay rights barely 
touched on the terror and suffering of  the Pulse Nightclub victims because she 
was so monomaniacally focused on giving cover to Political Islam.

You see, it’s not Political Islam — that sends to the gallows, beheads, stones and 
throws gays off  of  tall buildings (in front of  enthusiastically cheering crowds) — 
that needs to do any soul-searching. No, perish the thought (after all, Political Is-
lam is the victim here)!  Rather it’s the Christian Church in the United States, 
where gay marriage has peacefully become the law of  the land, that must repent 
of  evil!

This is what happens to a mind addled by postmodern ideology / theology and 
addicted to virtue signaling.  And finally, just to be clear, the fact that a huge major-
ity of  General Assembly Commissioners enthusiastically voted the Rev. Anderson 
into office shows this mindset to be dominant in the PC(USA)’s national leader-
ship.

So, when Political Islam reached out and did to gays in the United States what 
it does under Sharia Law wherever it holds power, the Progressive Left chose to 
provide cover rather than, finally, identifying and speaking out against this ideol-
ogy.  That response is a clear tell that Political Islam sat atop their pathetic pyra-
mid.

Why Did They Do It?

Before explicitly answering this question I would like to discuss a couple more 
examples of  where the elite Progressive Left’s elevation of  Political Islam has led. 
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I’m doing this to (hopefully) increase the likelihood that the eventual answer will 
somewhat less shocking.

Slavery Was Terrible in the West, But was Not So Bad in Muslim Countries

If  there’s one thing that everyone (except for a tiny and powerless lunatic 
fringe) in Western Civilization could agree upon, it’s that the institution of  slavery 
was fundamentally, completely and deeply evil.  This conclusion spans history and 
culture, and thus constitutes one of  the few remaining areas of  civilizational moral 
agreement.

I’m sorry to have to tell you that this consen-
sus is being openly challenged by a  a tenured 
Georgetown University (yes, the big one in 
Washington D.C.) professor and holder of  the 
Al-Waleed bin Talal Chair in Islamic Civiliza-
tion, Jonathan Brown.

The lecture in question was held at the Inter-
national Institute of  Islamic Thought in Hern-
don, Virginia.  One attendee, Umar Lee, was 
particularly incensed by its content.  He had 
quite a bit to say about it, providing a sum-
mary of  good Professor Brown’s (of  the 
highly respected Georgetown University, 

home to the Al-Waleed bin Talal Chair in Islamic Civilization) position.

While the lecture was supposed to be about slavery in Islam Brown spent the majority of  the 
lecture talking about slavery in the United States, the United Kingdom and China. When 
discussing slavery in these societies Brown painted slavery as brutal and violent (which it cer-
tainly was). When the conversation would briefly flip to historic slavery in the Arab and 
Turkish world slavery was described by Brown in glowing terms. Indeed, according to 
Brown, slaves in the Muslim World lived a pretty good life.

Professor Brown’s lecture included the following statements, which are ex-
cerpted from a detailed post that includes an audio recording of  the entire event.
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When the questioner persists in his challenge to Brown’s take on slavery in Islam, Brown 
goes on to say that it’s an undeniable fact that Muhammad held slaves.

“Are you more morally mature than the Prophet of  God?” Brown says. “No, you’re not.”
So, there you have it. If  Muhammad held slaves, how bad could slavery really be? …

“I don’t think it is morally evil to own somebody because we own lots of  people all around 
us, and we are owned by people,” says Prof. Brown of  Georgetown University — which last 
year announced plans to repent for its own profiting from the US slave trade. 

On the matter of  concubines — in Muslim society, female sex slaves imprisoned in a harem 
— Brown says that we can’t judge past civilizations by our own sexual standards, because 
“we think of  people as autonomous agents, and the consent of  those autonomous agents is 
what makes a sexual act acceptable.” He goes on:

“For most of  human history, human beings have not thought of  consent as the essential fea-
ture of  morally correct sexual activity. And second, we fetishize the idea of  autonomy to 
where we forget, who is really free? … What does autonomy mean?”

Please, don’t quickly look away and try to forget that this happened at highly re-
spected Georgetown University, home to the Al-Waleed bin Talal Chair in Islamic 
Civilization.  This is something that only those who securely sit atop the Progres-
sive Pyramid, and know it, would feel empowered to say.

Rotherham Child Sex Scandal

The fact that Professor Brown, at 
Georgetown University, home to 
the Al-Waleed bin Talal Chair in Is-
lamic Civilization, provides philosophi-
cal justification for Islamic slavery and 
sexual predation may seem troubling 
but not particularly relevant.  However, 
a gang of  Islamists in the United King-
dom has turned these ideas into brutal, 
practical reality.
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In the United Kingdom the poison of  Progressive Left multiculturalism has 
been present for longer and at much higher doses than we have experienced in the 
United States.  As a practical consequence, Political Islam has sat on top of  the 
pyramid for much longer there.  Thus, it has been emboldened and enabled to the 
extent that an unprecedented child sex scandal has occurred – and may well still 
be underway.

An article in The Federalist provides a good summary.

A new investigation by the Daily Express has found that the massive Rotherham child sex 
exploitation ring whose discovery rocked England two years ago is not only still in opera-
tion, but is as strong as ever. Reports from social workers, police, residents, and abuse victims 
all said the same thing: It’s still happening on an “industrial scale.”

In 2014, an independent inquiry led by Alexis Jay, a former senior social worker, found that 
men of  Pakistani origin had groomed at least 1,400 young girls for sexual exploitation over 
the previous 16 years. These girls, as young as 12, were variously raped, abducted, tortured, 
and forced into prostitution. Keep in mind, this happened—and is still happening—in the 
heart of  England, not some far-flung banana republic.

The report, known as the Jay Report, found “blatant” failure by city officials and police who 
didn’t prosecute the well-known and well-documented crime ring out of  fear of  being ac-
cused of  racism. So they hushed it up, ignored it, and blamed the victims themselves.

This long-standing, active, remorseless ring of  sexual predators was predomi-
nantly comprised by Muslim men from Pakistan.  It is for this reason that local 
authorities, including law enforcement, shirked their responsibilities.  Let’s be 
clear, in the United Kingdom so powerful was the position of  Political Islam that 
authorities would rather allow 1,400 young girls to be sexually preyed upon than 
do anything to stop this vile crime.

A very recent report on this situation covered the conviction of  some of  the per-
petrators.  Here’s how The Sun article began.

A report into child sexual exploitation in Rotherham said more than 1,400 children had 
been groomed, trafficked and raped in the town over a 16-year period
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VILE members of  a Rotherham sex gang shouted ‘Allahu Akbar’ today as the group were 
handed sentences totalling more than 80 years for their crimes.

Six men were given sentences between 10 years and 20 after the court heard details of  how 
two young girls were groomed and sexually abused in the South Yorkshire town between 
1999 and 2001.

There were emotional and chaotic scenes at Sheffield Crown Court after two of  the defen-
dants shouted “Allahu Akbar” as they were led from the dock.

As their supporters began shouting down into the court, one of  the victims shouted back 
“justice is served” as police moved into the public gallery.

Let this sink in…the criminals shouted “Allahu Akbar” as they were led from 
the dock and they had vocal supporters in the courtroom.  Yes, after decades of  in-
action these men were finally brought to justice.  But the fact that this outrage 
lasted so long, and may well still be occurring, speaks volumes to the power associ-
ated with sitting atop the putrid Progressive pyramid.

How Do You Respond?

So, which of  the following three statements more accurately describes your re-
sponse to the above information:

1. Complete and utter outrage, and full willingness to say so to anyone

2. A guilty inner sense of  surprise and disapproval, but also an understanding 
that no-one but your most trusted confidant (if  even them) can know

3. 	Anger and disgust that an irredeemable deplorable who is certainly an Islamo-
phobe and so also must be a Homophobe, Racist, Sexist, and many other evil 
things would dare to pass judgement on one of  Western Civilization’s victim 
cultures (you know, that weakling civilization that, but for their defeat in 1683 
at the Gates of  Vienna, would have conquered all of  Western Civilization, but 
I digress).

Where you fall in this continuum will strongly affect how you respond to my fi-
nally answering the question at hand.
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The Answer, Finally!

The first step in identifying a credible answer is to review this pyramid’s history. 
 The first four decades, the 1950s through the 1980s shows that the elite Progres-
sives spent 40 years in direct or indirect support of  the only ideology / organiza-
tion in the world that was credibly capable of  destroying Western Civilization, that 
being totalitarian communism, primarily led by Soviet Union (i.e., the U.S.S.R.) 
and secondarily by Communist China.

• The 1950s: Communist Spies for the U.S.S.R.

• The 1960s and 1970s: Communist Domestic Terrorist Groups inside the United 
States

• The 1980s: Peace Movements demanding passivity in response to the threat of  
communism.

Let there be no mistake, 
the elite Progressives spent 
at least four decades seek-
ing to advance the most 
evil, genocidal form of  hu-
man ideology/
government ever in his-
tory towards its goal of  
world domination.  This 
summary of  communism’s 
genocidal murder from 
The Black Book of  Com-
munism only scratches the 

surface of  the crimes, terror and repression carried out in the name of   Marxist 
“good intentions.”

This is the ideology / government that the elite Progressives faithfully sup-
ported in more than forty years of  unremitting, tireless work.  Their only regret ap-
pears to be that, due to courage and commitment in the West, culminating in the 
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Reagan/Thatcher/Pope John Paul II led victory, totalitarian communism col-
lapsed in upon its utterly evil self.

This raises the obvious question: If  communism hadn’t collapsed between 1989 
and 1991, but rather continued to be a credible existential threat to Western Civili-
zation, would the elite Progressives have elevated a sexual predator and the gay 
marriage movement to their pyramid’s peak in the 1990s and 2000s, respectively?

I believe the answer is a clear no.  That is, the elite Progressives during this pe-
riod were forced to elevate people / groups other than those who posed credible 
existential threats to Western Civilization, because there was no alternative.  How-
ever, sometime in the 2000s, they came to the realization that a new force had 
arisen that carried within it the potential for destroying Western Civilization, that 
being Political Islam.

I’m sorry to have to say it, but the elite Progressive’s embrace of  the ideology / 
group (i.e., Political Islam) that believes the previous holders of  the top spot (i.e., 
the gay movement) should be executed  isn’t illogical, but certainly is treacherous. 
It’s not illogical because the elite Progressives don’t ultimately care about the good 
of  real flesh and blood human beings.  What they do care about is:

1. their hatred for Western Civilization and all that created and sustains it

2. 	tearing Western Civilization down.

None who actually cared about human life could possibly have enthusiastically 
supported totalitarian communism for generations.  The tragic truth about these 
regimes was available to anyone with the desire to know long before the Soviet Un-
ion fell.  A few prominent sources include:

• The Gulag Archipelago, by Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn, published in the West in 
1973

• The Great Terror, by Robert Conquest, published in 1968

• Animal Farm, by George Orwell, published in 1945

• Witness, by Whittaker Chambers, published in 1952.
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Nor were there any admissions of  guilt or requests for forgiveness by the elite 
Progressives when The Black Book of  Communism was published in 1997.

So, my answer to the original question “Who occupies the top-spot on the Pro-
gressive pyramid of  moral authority and how are they chosen?” is (with both of  
the following statements from the elite Progressive’s perspective):

• Under desirable circumstances (e.g., 1950s — 1980s and 2010s) the top-spot be-
longs to that group or organization that poses the most consequential existential 
threat to Western Civilization.

• Under special circumstances (e.g., 1990s — 2000s) the top-spot belongs to the 
person, group or organization that most effectively preserves Progressive Leftist 
power and/or heightens their credibility.

You see, actual flesh and blood human beings are simply disposable means to 
their ends.  Let’s assume that the elite Progressives prefer a situation in which gay 
lives are valued.  However, when this desire is placed in competition with their ulti-
mate goal to destroy and remake Western Civilization in their image, it’s simply no 
contest.

To Whom Does this Answer Apply?

Am I here stating that all people who profess Progressive beliefs are pursuing 
the above goals?  Not in the slightest.  In fact, the vast majority of  human beings 
in the West who support Progressive policies have good intentions.  The problem is 
that, for a variety of  reasons, the elite Progressive Left has persuaded many people 
to follow their lead while obfuscating their actual goals.

First and foremost, many gentle souls have thought long and hard about this 
world’s evils and what can be done to improve the situation.  To many of  these 
people Progressivism is the practical means by which their hopes are being 
brought into reality.  They believe that the elite Progressives share all of  their be-
liefs, including their desire that all people find peace, prosperity and safety in a bet-
ter world.

While this may be true in the fantasy utopian long-term, they don’t appear to 
understand that Progressivism entails the necessity for death and destruction on a 

131



monumental scale in the near/mid-term.  Wether it’s 100 million people killed un-
der communism or over 100 gays murdered/maimed in Orlando or 1,400 young 
girls enslaved and sexually abused in Rotherham, or countless other acts of  intimi-
dation and terror, it’s just the cost of  doing business while destroying a civilization. 
That is, the necessary destruction of  Western Civilization as a prerequisite for crea-
tion of  this supposedly “better world” is, simultaneously, aggressively pursued and 
purposefully ignored.

There are additional reasons for being drawn into the Progressive’s ideological 
orbit.

For example, due to the Progressive’s dominance in academia, mass media 
(news and entertainment), charities and Mainline Protestant denominations, 
among other highly visible organizations, the path of  least resistance to a sense of  
moral superiority is to align oneself  with these institutions.  Given the complexity 
of  the world and the limitations of  time and attention, many people simply accept 
the elite Progressive narrative as a matter of  convenience.  They are simply plac-
ing their trust in people and institutions that have “risen to the top” of  our culture.

Additionally, there’s no avoiding the fact that it is much safer from a personal, 
business, and social perspective to be aligned with Progressive Leftism.  It’s not peo-
ple and businesses who support Progressive ideology who are being hounded, 
slimed and fired for their beliefs.  In fact, a person who is clearly associated with 
the Progressive Left has much greater protection from consequences for their be-
liefs and actions than do the “irredeemable deplorables” who live outside the Pro-
gressive bubble.

How, you might ask, do these people not notice the eliteProgressive’s highly 
public support of  those who are seeking our death and destruction?  Here we en-
ter the realm of  propaganda and big lies, in which monsters are magically con-
verted into do-gooding heroes:

• Spies for totalitarian, genocidal communist regimes become martyrs for civil lib-
erties

• Murderous Marxist terrorist thugs become heroic fighters for social justice
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• Perpetrators of  Islamist terror become victims of  Western colonialism who are 
only seeking to right historic wrongs.

We err greatly by underestimating the power of  idealistic, utopian thought to 
obfuscate hard real-
ity.  In explaining 
this dynamic I sim-
ply cannot improve 
on this final para-
graph from The 

Black Book of  Communism‘s Forward.

Closing Thoughts

I expect that reading this section hasn’t been particularly pleasant.  However, I 
do hope that it has been at least thought provoking and informative.  My motiva-

tion is rooted in a grow-
ing concern that we are 
living through the precipi-
tous decline of  a troubled 
but wondrous civilization 
that was built upon a 
Christian worldview.

Note that I am not here 
claiming that Western 
Civilization is synony-
mous with Christian Civi-
lization (particularly since 
Europe is for all intents 

and purposes a post-Christian culture).  No, Western Civilization predates Christi-
anity, and, its pagan roots have continued to powerfully influence its development. 
However, a little over two-thousand years ago God Himself  entered the world in 
an insignificant backwater of  the Roman Empire.  The ensuing collision between 
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one of  the most powerful human empires of  all time and God’s Word Incarnate 
shook the pagan world to its core.

The ensuing events that built Western Civilization were filled with violence, cru-
elty and injustice, which is not surprising to a Reformed Christian.  But, somehow, 
by a Divine Providence that transcends human understanding, out of  this chaos of  
sin there yet emerged a culture that began to affirm the value of  each human be-
ing as an individual, unique creation of  a Sovereign God.  And, from that affirma-
tion grew a civil tradition that, incompletely and imperfectly, sought to advance 
those humane values.

These humane values have ultimately enabled, for better and for worse, human 
flourishing in an environment of  individual liberty, religious tolerance, technologi-
cal innovation, economic abundance and cultural diversity.  It is these values that 
had enabled gays to safely assemble at a place called the Pulse Nightclub in spite 
of  the fact that many Christians in the United States don’t believe that homosexu-
ality is aligned with God’s intent for humanity’s best good.  It is these values that 
finally enabled the successful eradication of  slavery, even though it had been a con-
stant in human history, including in the West from time immemorial.  It is these 
values under which women were able to take their place in society as equals to 
men.  And, it is these values that enabled the West to defeat at terrible cost the two 
most evil, godless ideologies of  modern times, National (i.e., Nazism) and Interna-
tional (i.e., Communism) Socialism.  I could go on and on, not because Western 
Civilization is all good, but rather because much that is good has occurred in spite 
of  its faults and failures.

Over the last century or so, perhaps because of  the cataclysmic consequences 
of  two World Wars and the Cold War, the West appears to have lost its civiliza-
tional confidence.  In its place has grown a decadent, lazy, ignorant posture of  self-
hatred and irresponsibility.  We have progressively taught ourselves to focus only 
on Western Civilizations’s failures and crimes.  We have even been talked into ac-
cepting that Western Civilization’s humane victories are so tainted by evil that they 
are also to be despised.  In this poisoned environment we have concluded that our 
civilization is uniquely evil and thus undeserving of  respect, from either ourselves 
or others.  So, you find many in our polities who advance policies that can only be 
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described as suicidal.  And, the elite Progressive Left is the primary source and 
power behind this philosophy.

As I have said numerous times, I don’t believe that the vast majority of  those 
who follow the elite Progressive’s lead intend the chaos, violence and suffering that 
civilizational collapse would cause.  However, I do believe that the elite Progres-
sives, that true “1%”, hates Western Civilization and works tirelessly to advance to-
wards its demise.  By one means or another, they have arguably convinced a plural-
ity of  the West’s citizens to follow.

Thus this section has been my plea to the elite Progressive’s followers to stop 
and consider who they have shown themselves to be, what they actually believe 
and where they intend to take our civilization.  If  you dare to look beyond the 
propaganda, social pressure and virtue signaling you might discover that they are 
unworthy of  your allegiance.

I am also speaking to those many in the West who are not following the Progres-
sives, but feel isolated, demoralized and confused.  You need not ignore Western 
Civilization’s many failures to yet embrace and defend its best values.

The elite Progressive Left has said that, simply by being a citizen of  the West 
you bear all of  the sins of  that civilization, and therefore have no right to oppose 
anything, including ideologies of  monstrous evil.  This is a monstrous lie in the 
service of  a monstrous evil.  Yes, we must continue to use our freedoms to think, 
speak, criticize, debate and, ultimately, improve and reform that which is wrong 
with Western Civilization.  However, were we to succumb to the elite Progressive’s 
ultimate vision, there may be no speech, thought or action that falls outside the 
control of  whatever inhumane, totalitarian ideology occupies the place once held 
by Western Civilization.
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S E C T I O N  2

A Reckoning for Progressive Anti-
Semitism?

Opening 
Thoughts

There is a troubling dy-
namic by which the Progres-
sives have embraced groups 
with unreconcilable conflict-
ing beliefs as part of  their 
coalition.  For example, I 
have pointed out the appall-
ing disconnect between po-
litical Islam’s policies to-
wards homosexuals (and 
women) and those suppos-
edly espoused by Progres-

sives.  The photograph of  the future Progressive messiah and President of  the 
United States (see the Preface) associating happily with Louis Farrakhan at a Con-
gressional Black Caucus meeting perfectly captures this bizarre political situation.

This papering over of  such fundamental differences couldn’t last forever.  To 
my surprise the flash point that finally illuminated this disconnect occurred over 
the issue of  anti-Semitism within the Woman’s March.  Although this issue had 
been festering behind the scenes, it was co-leader Tamika Mallory’s attendance at 
a Nation of  Islam’s Saviours’ Day event and her public (literally, see the above 
photo) embrace of  its leader, Louis Farrakhan, that set the debacle in motion.

It was a lengthy, carefully researched article in the Tablet Magazine that blew 
the lid off  this festering scandal.  This article exposed the rise of  a virulently anti-
Semitic leadership group to the very top of  the Woman’s March organization.
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According to several sources, it was there—in the first hours of  the first meeting for what 
would become the Women’s March—that something happened that was so shameful to 
many of  those who witnessed it, they chose to bury it like a family secret. Almost two years 
would pass before anyone present would speak about it.

It was there that, as the women were opening up about their backgrounds and personal in-
vestments in creating a resistance movement to Trump, Perez and Mallory allegedly first as-
serted that Jewish people bore a special collective responsibility as exploiters of  black and 
brown people—and even, according to a close secondhand source, claimed that Jews were 
proven to have been leaders of  the American slave trade. These are canards popularized by 
The Secret Relationship Between Blacks and Jews, a book published by Louis Farrakhan’s 
Nation of  Islam—“the bible of  the new anti-Semitism,” according to Henry Louis Gates Jr., 
who noted in 1992: “Among significant sectors of  the black community, this brief  has be-
come a credo of  a new philosophy of  black self-affirmation.”

To this day, Mallory and Bland deny any such statements were ever uttered, either at the 
first meeting or at Mallory’s apartment.

However, since the Tablet article 
numerous events have occurred 
that support the charge of  anti-
Semitism by the Woman’s March 
original leadership.  For exam-
ple:

•The refusal by Tamika Mallory 
to condemn Louis Farrakhan on 
“The View“

•The exit of  numerous local 
Woman’s March chapters over 
the issue of  anti-Semitism

• The quiet abandonment of  the Women’s March by major liberal groups.

• Public association and affirmation by Woman’s March leaders with the Nation 
of  Islam and Louis Farrakhan (see above figure of  Tamika Mallory with Louis 
Farrakhan).
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• Tamika Mallory’s statement “Since that conversation, we’ve all learned a lot 
about how while white Jews, as white people, uphold white supremacy, ALL Jews 
are targeted by it.”

Returning to the Tablet article, we find a concise summary of  the issues and re-
lationships that would eventually blow apart the Woman’s March.

The development of  the origins of  the Women’s March and its transformation into a vehicle 
that promoted a small coterie of  women—three of  whom bizarrely professed their admira-
tion for the openly anti-Semitic, homophobic, and misogynistic Nation of  Islam preacher 
Louis Farrakhan—was a deliberate act, one that had nothing to do with the general spirit 
out of  which the March was born.  …

Over the year that followed, the Women’s March continued to grow, publishing its book, rais-
ing money, and putting on new events. In October 2017, the group held a Women’s Conven-
tion. Attendance was reported to be high for the whole event, and was packed for the sum-
mit’s most popular panel, “Confronting White Womanhood.”

On March 11, 2018, the Women’s March had their biweekly phone call with national organ-
izers. The public controversy had started to explode over Mallory’s attendance at the Sav-
iours’ Day event, during which, in the course of  a three-hour speech, Farrakhan blamed 
Jews for “degenerate behavior in Hollywood, turning men into women and women into 
men.” Angie Beem, president of  the Washington state chapter, remembered that phone call.

“Many of  us were upset,” Beem told Tablet. “She is the face of  a women’s march, and our 
mission and values are equality and inclusion. To openly praise someone like this went 
against everything we were supposed to stand by.” Beem described a sense of  awkwardness 
as Mallory went on to defend Farrakhan to over 40 women on the call. And she wasn’t 
alone, Beem said; Perez and Bland jumped in to defend him as well. “They said to us: ‘You 
know, he has done some great things for people of  color.’ They didn’t denounce anything he 
said, they only did that recently. Some state people supported them and some who were very 
brave stood up to them. One woman said something like, ‘Just because somebody does one 
good thing doesn’t mean they are excused for everything else.’ They said, ‘We hear you.’ But 
then they refused to do anything about it.”

Yes, anti-Semitism has been the proximate cause of  this crisis.  However, in the 
above quote note that it is not limited to that vile evil.  No, it is  Louis Farrakhan’s 
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“anti-Semitic, homophobic, and misogynistic” beliefs that are identified as unac-
ceptable.

Thus, these ideological disconnects are finally being exposed in the Progressive 
coalition.  The question is will this crisis be limited to the Women’s March or will 
it spread to the overall Progressive movement?  That is the question to which I will 
turn.

The Progressive 
Quagmire

The anti-Semitism living at the 
heart of  the national Woman’s 
March organization was simply 
too extreme and visible for other 
Progressive groups to ignore. 
The reporting after The Tablet’s 
expose revealed not just the Na-

tion of  Islam’s anti-Semitism, but also its appalling racism and overall ding-
battery.

Continuing the swirl, amid allegations of  anti-Semitism that have convinced a veritable 
panoply of  groups to cut ties with the left-wing rally, March leader Tamika Mallory doubled 
down on her embrace of  the Nation of  Islam.

The Nation — as I pointed out previously — believes this:

A sinister being, known as the Big Head Scientist, took the world’s prisoners and employed 
them in a scheme to create pure evil: white people.

The large-noggin’d, nefarious nuisance restricted mating among the world’s worst, such that 
breeding produced lighter and lighter skin. And, since purity was inherent to the darkness of  
skin, the lighter the shade, the crappier the creatures. On the way to total absence of  good-
ness — otherwise known as total absence of  blackness, otherwise known as Caucasian — all 
the world’s races were created, the lighter indicating the more treacherous.

That’s you, if  you’re not black. That’s everyone, if  they’re not black.
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That’s the foundation of  the Nation of  Islam.

And then there are quotes such as…

“I’m not an anti-Semite. I’m anti-Termite.”

And thus major Progressive organizations pulled out of  visible support for the 
Women’s March.  But they have done so as quietly and unobtrusively as possible.

Like a preacher tiptoeing out of  a brothel, the Democrat Party quietly dropped its sponsor-
ship of  the Women’s March. Like most of  the other lefty establishment groups slowly back-
ing away from its pro-Farrakhan leadership, the DNC offered a non-denial and no condem-
nation of  the group’s anti-Semitism.

Instead of  condemning the March’s anti-Semitism, the Southern Poverty Law Center ex-
plained that it wasn’t going to sponsor it because “other projects were a priority.” Even 
though HRC and GLAAD’s names had vanished from the Women’s March partner page, 
the spokespeople for both gay rights groups claimed that they were waiting for clarification 
from their respective organizations.

That’s typical.

The reason for this situation isn’t difficult to understand.  The Democrat 
Party’s coalition consists of  many groups with conflicting core ideologies: feminist, 
black, gay, Latino, transgender, Muslim, and so forth.  In order to hold this coali-
tion together it must accommodate each group’s core beliefs while obfuscating 
their differences.

The sad fact is that anti-Semitism has been practiced by powerful Progressive 
political leaders in the black community for decades.  For example, here is a sum-
mary of  these leaders and their anti-Semitic statements:

James Baldwin (“Negroes are anti-Semitic because they’re anti-white”), Louis Farrakhan 
(“When they talk about Farrakhan, call me a hater, you know what they do, call me an anti-
Semite. Stop it. I am anti-termite. The Jews don’t like Farrakhan, so they call me Hitler. 
Well, that’s a great name. Hitler was a very great man”), Jesse Jackson (“Hymietown”), Al 
Sharpton (“If  the Jews want to get it on, tell them to pin their yarmulkes back and come 
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over to my house”), and the Reverend Jeremiah Wright (“The Jews ain’t gonna let him 
[Obama] talk to me”).

Note that Jesse Jackson and Al Sharpton both ran as Democratic candidates for president. 
Sharpton officially visited the Obama White House more than 100 times, and Wright was 
the Obamas’ longtime personal pastor who officiated at the couple’s wedding and the bap-
tism of  their daughters and inspired the title of  Obama’s second book.

But anti-Semitism is not limited to the black community’s Progressive leader-
ship.  For within the newly elected crop of  Progressive Democrat politicians a new 
anti-Semitic cadre has emerged.  Returning to the above linked article.

In that vein, Michigan’s new congresswoman, Rashida Tlaib, assumed she’d face little push-
back from her party when she tweeted out the old slur that Jewish supporters of  Israel have 
dual loyalties: Opponents of  the Boycott, Divest, and Sanctions movement, which targets Is-
rael, “forgot what country they represent,” she said. …

Similarly, Ilhan Omar (D., Minn.) — like Tlaib, a new female Muslim representative in the 
House — used to be candid in her views of  Israel as an “apartheid regime”: “Israel has hyp-
notized the world, may Allah awaken the people and help them see the evil doings of  Is-
rael.”

For Rashida Tlaib the evidence of  her anti-Semitism is far broader and deeper 
than that exposed by the above quote.  A recent article exposed her ties of  money 
and friendship to anti-Semites:

• One of  Rep. Rashida Tlaib’s key fundraisers, Maher Abdel-qader, has repeatedly pro-
moted anti-Semitic conspiracy theories.

• The Michigan Democrat is a member of  a Facebook group where Abdel-qader and other 
members have shared anti-Semitic content.

• One video Abdel-qader shared with the group accused Jews of  secretly controlling the me-
dia and exaggerating the Holocaust.

• Tlaib has already come under scrutiny for having ties to other anti-Israel figures and for 
questioning the loyalty of  pro-Israel lawmakers.

The Democrat Party’s dilemma is clear.  Their governing plurality includes in-
terest groups for whom anti-Semitism is a historic, deep seated belief.  Its also in-
cludes groups who remain opposed to anti-Semitism.  Thus, they must maintain 
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an uneasy balancing act of  associating and working with anti-Semites in their coa-
lition while avoiding the taint of  anti-Semitism.  They will do everything in their 
considerable power to maintain this unstable position.

The Woman’s March Situation may be Unique

While the issue of  growing anti-Semitism in the Democrat Party could blow up 
into an open scandal as it has in the Woman’s March, this result is far from cer-
tain.  For example, since the major media is dominated by Progressives who view 
the Democrat party as their vehicle to power, it can be counted upon to obscure 
this issue.  Additionally, most Democrat politicians have the good sense not to high-
light their friendly associations with open anti-Semites.

But for the case of  the Woman’s March both of  these barriers to open scandal 
were breached.  The reasons for this result may be unique.

The Woman’s March Sought to Combine Radical 
Progressivism and a Mass Movement

The seeds of  the scandal may have been planted when the Woman’s March em-
braced two contradictory paths, those being:

1. A cutting-edge ideological Progressive movement

2. A broad-based woman’s movement.

By virtue of  item 1 a radical group was able to seize control of  the national or-
ganization.  However, by virtue of  item 2 many of  the movement’s members were 
not familiar with, or necessarily supportive of, the radical positions of  the national 
leadership.  In fact, the proximate issue that brought together this movement was 
opposition to the election of  Donald Trump, not support of  some esoteric aca-
demic theory.  These leaders’ ideology is best characterized as “Intersectionality.” 
One helpful definition can be found here.

 the complex and cumulative way that the effects of  different forms of  discrimination (such 
as racism, sexism, and classism) combine, overlap, and yes, intersect—especially in the expe-
riences of  marginalized people or groups.
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Note that this concept attempts to tie together multiple forms of  presumed dis-
crimination into a general theory under which the marginalized groups can unite. 
 However, it also appears to support a hierarchy of  victimhood in which those 
who’s identity includes the most forms of  discrimination have greater moral stand-
ing.

I wonder about the experi-
ence of  many white suburban 
women who, disgusted by Don-
ald Trump’s crude, cruel treat-
ment of  some women, came out 
to march against his presidency. 
They found themselves sur-
rounded by women dressed as 
female genitalia, both symboli-
cally and literally.  Then they ex-
perience the uncontrolled rage 
of  people who’s existence is en-
tirely defined by their sense of  
victimhood. And on the stage 
they see speakers fantasizing 
about blowing up the White House and screaming bizarre, obscenity-laced state-
ments.

My guess is that many were embarrassed and appalled.  But, they might well 
have continued in the movement since it appeared to be the most effective vehicle 
buy which to oppose President Trump.

However, one need not guess about how the Woman’s March leadership felt 
about the opinions of  these same women — utter contempt.  When the charge of  
anti-Semitism was first raised their immediate defense was that these “white 
women,” and particularly “white Jewish women,” had no moral standing to criti-
cize these most victimized of  marginalized people (i.e., those who could check mul-
tiple victimhood boxes).  In fact, ALL white Jewish women were themselves victim-
izers!
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Then, when The New York Times spoke to Mallory about the meeting, she uttered a state-
ment that might well be taken as an indictment of  Jews themselves for white supremacist at-
tacks on them, saying, “Since that conversation, we’ve all learned a lot about how while 
white Jews, as white people, uphold white supremacy, ALL Jews are targeted by it.”

Returning to The Tablet article that set this scandal in motion we find in the 
leadership’s visceral hatred and distrust of  “white women” along with clear impli-
cation that they pose a problem that must be “solved.”

Carmen and I were very clear at that [first] meeting that we would not take on roles as work-
ers or staff, but that we had to be in a leadership position in order for us to engage in the 
march,” Mallory told Tablet, in an interview last week, adding that they had been particu-
larly sensitive to the fact that they had been invited to the meeting by white women, and 
wanted to be sure they weren’t about to enter into an unfair arrangement.  …

They should have been basking in the afterglow of  their massive success, but—according to 
Harmon—the air was thick with conflict. “We sat in that room for hours,” Harmon told 
Tablet recently. “Tamika told us that the problem was that there were five white women in 
the room and only three women of  color, and that she didn’t trust white women. Especially 
white women from the South.  …

Over the year that followed, the Women’s March continued to grow, publishing its book, rais-
ing money, and putting on new events. In October 2017, the group held a Women’s Conven-
tion. Attendance was reported to be high for the whole event, and was packed for the sum-
mit’s most popular panel, “Confronting White Womanhood.”

This is the ideological environment in which many white women, to their great 
surprise, found themselves.  They were not accustomed to thinking of  themselves 
as victimizers, and likely bristled at the accusation.  Thus, ideological gasoline had 
been sprayed all over the movement.  All that was required was a match to trigger 
the conflagration.

The Woman’s March Leadership Openly Embraced an Anti-
Semitic Group

The event that appears to have lit the match for the Women’s March debacle is 
described in The Tablet article.
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On March 11, 2018, the Women’s March had their biweekly phone call with national organ-
izers. The public controversy had started to explode over Mallory’s attendance at the Sav-
iours’ Day event, during which, in the course of  a three-hour speech, Farrakhan blamed 
Jews for “degenerate behavior in Hollywood, turning men into women and women into 
men.” Angie Beem, president of  the Washington state chapter, remembered that phone call.

“Many of  us were upset,” Beem told Tablet. “She is the face of  a women’s march, and our 
mission and values are equality and inclusion. To openly praise someone like this went 
against everything we were supposed to stand by.” Beem described a sense of  awkwardness 
as Mallory went on to defend Farrakhan to over 40 women on the call. And she wasn’t 
alone, Beem said; Perez and Bland jumped in to defend him as well. “They said to us: ‘You 
know, he has done some great things for people of  color.’ They didn’t denounce anything he 
said, they only did that recently. Some state people supported them and some who were very 
brave stood up to them. One woman said something like, ‘Just because somebody does one 
good thing doesn’t mean they are excused for everything else.’ They said, ‘We hear you.’ But 
then they refused to do anything about it.”

However, the Women’s March leadership’s closed ranks support for Mallory 
failed to end the controversy.  Here’s a succinct summary of  the then developing 
split.

In the days since her attendance was first noted, Mallory has sought to defend herself  from 
accusations of  anti-Semitism and pushed back on calls for her resignation.

Criticism has also spread to the broader Women’s March organization, prompting the group 
to issue a statement on Tuesday. “Minister Farrakhan’s statements about Jewish, queer, and 
trans people are not aligned with the Women’s March Unity principles,” the group said. 
“The world Women’s March seeks to build is one free from anti-Semitism, homophobia, 
transphobia, sexism, racism, and all forms of  social violence.” BuzzFeed reports that 
Women’s March leaders will meet with Jewish groups on Thursday to discuss the matter fur-
ther.

Mallory steadfastly refused to disassociate herself  from both Farrakhan and his 
views.  It all came into sharp focus when Meghan McCain confronted Mallory on 
The View.
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The rabid antisemitism of  The Women’s March’s leadership has been undeniable, but until 
recently hasn’t exactly been completely mainstream. The View co-host Meghan McCain 
may have changed all of  that on Monday, however.

Appearing with the women of  The View, Tamika Mallory found herself  facing off  against 
McCain over hate preacher and Church of  Islam leader Louis Farrakhan’s repeated antis-
emitic statements such as calling Jewish people “termites.” Farrakhan released a video of  
himself  saying this on Twitter.

McCain decided to confront Mallory about support she, and other members of  the 
Women’s March have given to Farrakhan in the past and asked flatly if  they condemn his 
statements.

Mallory repeatedly said that she disagrees with some of  Farrakhan’s statements, but despite 
McCain’s pressing for clarification, would not say she specifically condemned the statements 
from Farrakhan. What she did do, however, is say that she’d rather not be judged through 
the lens of  a man.

Since then the Woman’s March has lost both local chapters and Progressive or-
ganizational support.  But the same leadership clique has held on for quite a while 
even as the movement collapsed.

After claims of  anti-Semitism against the leaders of  Women’s March Inc. rocked the move-
ment—including a blockbuster report in Tablet magazine—hundreds of  activist groups that 
previously partnered with the march have headed for the exits ahead of  this year’s events. It 
may be the biggest silent protest the normally noisy left has staged in decades. …

Unfortunately, the applause probably should be limited to two cheers. These groups stopped 
partnering with the march. Politics being what it is, none of  them is ordinarily in the busi-
ness of  publicly criticizing their allies, even when criticism is eminently deserved. A cynical 
observer still might charitably note that actions speak louder than words. In these polarized 
times, the discovery of  common ground should not be dismissed.

On the other hand, sometimes making a statement may be said to require … making a state-
ment. When the Social Justice League decides not to light their virtue signals, it is difficult 
not to notice.
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So, although Progressive groups have walked away from the Woman’s March, 
they have tried to avoid being noticed while doing so.  This suggests that they 
don’t want to be too visibly opposing anti-Semitism while, in this specific case, do-
ing so.

This situation strongly suggests that the Woman’s March case is indeed unique.

In the next section I will discuss why the Woman’s March leadership believed 
that they could openly support anti-Semitism and other forms of  extreme bigotry 
without fear of  the consequences.

Why the Women’s March Leadership Thought They 
Could Get Away with It

The Women’s March movement was built upon a highly idealistic foundation. 
 That idealism is perhaps best conveyed by this quote:

“In our first leadership meetings, we envisioned building the Women’s March as a flat struc-
ture with no one single leader, and inclusive of  all voices,” Wruble recalled. “I was hoping 
through that, through working together, we could forge real relationships across different 
races, religions, and cultures. We could be the adults in the room after men—the patriar-
chy—had, quite frankly, completely screwed this country up.”

It was also highly ideological, with Intersectional-
ism as a core belief:

In an email to Tablet the Women’s March wrote:

Women’s March models intersectional leadership 
through our organizing work, which includes 200 
women who worked on the conveners table, 500 part-
ners, 24 women involved in developing the Unity Prin-
ciples—including some of  the folks who are express-
ing concern now.

I think that the idealism ended up cutting both 
ways.  On the one hand the membership’s determination to be utterly inclusive 
and nonjudgmental created the opportunity for people with bigoted beliefs to rise 
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to top leadership.  On the other hand, when these leaders began to publicly associ-
ate with and positively affirm the bigotry of  Louis Farrakhan and his Nation of  Is-
lam that same idealism created a powerful backlash.  This quote from the Tablet 
article sums up the situation.  Note that Breem says that Farrakhan is “against eve-
rything” they believe in, which certainly includes but is not limited to his anti-
Semitism.

“Many of  us were upset,” Beem told Tablet. “She is the face of  a women’s march, and our 
mission and values are equality and inclusion. To openly praise someone like this went 
against everything we were supposed to stand by.” Beem described a sense of  awkwardness 
as Mallory went on to defend Farrakhan to over 40 women on the call. And she wasn’t 
alone, Beem said; Perez and Bland jumped in to defend him as well.

But the question remains as to just why Tamika Mallory believed that she could 
identify so completely with Louis Farra-
khan and why two other leaders so 
openly supported her.

I think that the answer is to be 
found in the hierarchy of  victimhood 
that resides at the center of  Intersec-
tional theory. Tamika Mallory is a 
black woman, thus occupying the top 
two victimhood categories in Intersec-
tionalism.  This sense of  identity had 
provided her with a protective cloak in 
the Progressive movement. That is, be-
cause of  her identity with the victim 
groups of  blacks and women, to criti-
cize her was indistinguishable from 
criticizing the black race and the fe-
male gender.  And, when “white 
women” criticized her they were exhib-
iting “white supremacy,” not a valid concern (see her Tweets). We can easily see 
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this attitude by reviewing the leadership’s responses to criticism from within the 
Women’s March organization.

“The response that gives them the most sympathy is ‘This is white women trying to come 
out against women of  color,’” said Morganfield. “The context is always, ‘the white media 
are trying to bring down women of  color.’ And in this case, they’ll probably say it’s white 
Jewish women, which of  course discounts the fact that there are black Jews. There’s some-
where close to 300,000 black Jews! What about them? It’s just divisiveness.’”

In effect she is saying: “How 
dare those white women criti-
cize me, someone whose supe-
rior victimhood status renders 
me beyond their criticism!” 
This ideological position is 
likely why Bob Bland and Car-
men Perez defended Tamika 
Mallory.

Most regular Democratic poli-
ticians have a utilitarian, prac-
tical attitude towards the vari-
ous subgroups in their politi-
cal coalition.  They under-

stand that to completely and publicly identify with any one group could cause 
blowback from other groups.  They therefore maintain enough ambiguity regard-
ing their relationships to ward off  conflict.

The Women’s March leadership was not composed of  practical politicians. 
Rather they were extreme ideologues who had come to believe that by virtue of  
their superior victimhood status they should be immune to any criticism, particu-
larly from white people, including white women, and most definitely white Jewish 
women.  They didn’t count on the fact that many members and leaders in the 
Women’s March didn’t share this ideology to the extent necessary to thwart all 
criticism.
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In the end, while anti-Semitism is far more than enough evil to tear a move-
ment apart, I believe that this issue served as a rallying-point for a far broader set 
of  concerns.  When we see the vile, hate-drenched racism towards “white women”  
and the appalling moral entitlement displayed by the Women’s March national 
leadership, it’s likely that this resulted in great resentment.

That burning resentment turned to open rebellion when the leadership openly 
identified with a man and organization that is not just anti-Semitic but also misogy-
nistic.

Unfortunately, the Women’s March experience may be unique.  In fact, it may 
temporarily protect the Progressive Movement from its anti-Semitism by driving 
this belief  further underground.  There it will be able to fester and grow unseen 
until it erupts in a more virulent form.

150



S E C T I O N  3

Questions for Socialists

One of  the great mysteries of  life 
is why the supporters of  Socialism 
continue to be afforded the pre-
sumption of  moral and intellectual 
superiority while supporters of  Fas-
cism are uniformly condemned as 
carriers of  utter evil.  While the lat-
ter conclusion is certainly true and 
just, the former is a great and 
wicked lie.

This question has become increas-
ingly relevant as we observe the Millennial Generation embracing Socialism as a 
means of  social advancement, and the Democrat Party increasingly presenting it-
self  as the vehicle by which this end can be accomplished.  It is therefore long past 
time that a few pointed questions be posed to these people who pose as our bet-
ters.

Once we pierce the wafer-thin, fragile shell of  presumption that protects Social-
ists from objective scrutiny it’s shocking to discover how pathetically weak are their 
claims.  As the following sections will demonstrate it is only by the force-field of  
presumed moral and intellectual superiority that these ignoramuses (and far worse) 
avoid the fate of  the few remaining Fascists.  That is, they are enabled by the 
power of  intimidation through use of  social power due to Progressive domination 
of  most of  our key institutions.

There is also a secondary though still potent defense against criticism, that be-
ing pity and/or good manners.  Here I have in mind the sweet aged church lady 
or the earnest young man who spouts Socialist ideas in obvious and embarrassing 
ignorance.  It would certainly be cruel for those of  us who know better to publicly 
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accost such people with the purpose of  causing them embarrassment.  And yet it 
also would be cruel to allow their ignorance to continue by false affirmation or 
studied silence.

This situation could be reasonably designated the “Greta Thunberg Effect.”  
You likely already know that she is the young Swedish girl (born in 2003) who be-
came a famous activist on climate change.  In 2019 she crossed the Atlantic Ocean 
(from Plymouth, U.K., to New York, U.S.) in a 60 foot racing yacht equipped with 
solar panels and underwater turbines, thus making it “zero carbon emissions.”  
Once in the United States she addressed the United Nations in a scathing speech.  
This young girl presumed to be the final judge of  all living adults and all human 
civilizations, and, the font of  ultimate wisdom by which the planet could be saved.  
In spite of  her appalling ignorance and presumption most adults shirked any re-
sponsibility to push back.  For to do so would embarrass her and open the criti-
cizer to accusations of  child cruelty.

However an unavoidable consequence of  this silence is the assumption that we 
accept the legitimacy of  this little girl’s moral and intellectual claims.  Thus we be-
come complicit in the advance of  ideas with which we don’t agree and, if  imple-
mented, would drive us back to the stone age where human life is “solitary, poor, 
nasty, brutish and short.”

I’m happy to report that there is at least one adult alive who dares to correct 
Greta Thunberg’s ignorant presumption.  Jason D. Hill is professor of  philosophy 
at DePaul University in Chicago.  In an open letter to Greta Thunberg he pro-
vides a scathing rebuke to this girl and to her enablers.  The following short ex-
cerpt provides a sampling of  his position.

You proclaim that we need to live within the planetary boundaries, to focus on equity and 
“take a few steps back” for the sake of  all living species. You resent the hierarchical distinc-
tions between human and animals and entertain no qualitative distinction between a mon-
key, a malaria-infested mosquito and a snarling hyena. You mouth slogans such as: “We 
have set in motion an irreversible chain reaction beyond control,” and you advocate for uni-
versal veganism on the Ellen DeGeneres show. You do not buy new clothes, and you don’t 
want the rest of  us to either. You want us all to stop flying in jet planes without giving us an 
alternative as to how we would re-transform our financial and trading systems—to say noth-
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ing of  our personal enjoyment of  the world—without regression to a primeval era. Few can 
afford to cross the Atlantic in a $6M zero carbon yacht financed by rich people who made 
their wealth by the very means you condemn as loathsome.

There are a few things that we, the rational adults of  the world who are not bowing to you 
like guilt-ridden obsequious Babbitts need to say to you, Greta.

First, we did not rob you of  your childhood or of  your dreams. You are the legatee of  a mag-
nificent technological civilization which my generation and the one before it and several oth-
ers preceding it all the way to the Industrial Revolution and the Renaissance, bequeathed to 
you.  ...

I contend that this response is not only appropriate, but also absolutely neces-
sary.  For it is by our willingness to silently suffer fools that the ideology of  fools 
and naves is legitimized and advanced.  Were I to meet a young person spouting 
the opinions of  Greta in normal life I would not respond in the scathing manner 
of  Dr. Hill.  However, I would politely but firmly make it clear that I disagree and 
explain the reasons why.  If  they responded with angry attacks on my character for 
having accosted the fragile feelings of  a youngster I would explain that they’s bet-
ter grow thicker skin if  they hope to succeed in this world.

On the other hand, when the United Nations gives an international platform to 
a young child from which she spews contempt and idiotic bromides we are operat-
ing at another level entirely.  Here the consequences of  gentleness or even embar-
rassed silence are great.  For Greta at the U.N. assaulted the very foundations of  
civilization.  What young person observing adult cowardice in the face of  this as-
sault didn’t respond with increased contempt for their elders?  What obsequious 
Socialist wouldn’t interpret our craven silence as an admission of  guilt?  And what 
power hungry Progressive wouldn’t conclude that we don’t have the courage to op-
pose their project of  power accumulation by any means necessary?

So, regardless of  who is pushing Socialist ideas it is long past time that we re-
spond; sometimes with gentle but firm disagreement and others with the aggres-
sive questions and answers necessary to turn back this latest assault by a wicked, 
stupid and failed ideology.  My questions and answers follow.
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Q: Why doesn’t anyone ever say “Real Capitalism has 
never been tried”?
A: Because even a small dose of economic freedom 
significantly increases the well-being of the great 
majority of a nation’s people, and, well-being tends to 
increase with more economic freedom.

With the possible exception of  the U.S.S.R., (the first or second most murder-
ous Socialist government, depending on whose statistics are used) no country has 

tried harder than China 
to make Socialism work. 
However, the utter failure 
of  Socialism in China 
over a bloody span of  
four decades finally per-
suaded its Communist 
leaders to allow a small 
but significant increase 
in economic freedom. 
The result has been that 
around 800 million hu-
man beings have been 
lifted out of  extreme pov-
erty.  While attempting to 

implement Socialism the government of  China murdered between 40 and 80 mil-
lion of  its citizens and impoverished all (i.e., well over one-billion) but the most 
powerful government officials.

China has a long way to go before it’s people enjoy the freedoms that we have 
in our Capitalist Democratic Republic of  the United States.  The Chinese Com-
munist government maintains total political power and is still willing to murder 
and imprison thousands to maintain their position.  China is a bad actor in the 
world economy, for example by massive theft of  intellectual property from the 
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West.  Its human rights record remains atrocious and there are significant prob-
lems such as pollution and corruption, among many others.

Bur these considerations only buttress my main point.  That being, even a small 
dose of  economic freedom significantly increases the well-being of  the great major-
ity of  a nation’s people.

Q: Which political-economic system has been the 
most brutally murderous towards its own citizens 
since the beginning of the twentieth century?
A: Socialism, no other system even comes close.
The Data

R. J. Rummel (1932 – 2014) devoted his academic career to the study of  what 
he called “democide,” which is defined as: “the intentional killing of  an unarmed 
or disarmed person by government agents acting in their authoritative capacity 
and pursuant to government policy or high command.”  

This definition covers a wide range of  deaths, including:

• forced labor and concentration camp victims

• extrajudicial summary executions

• governmental acts of  criminal omission and neglect

• deliberate famines

• killings by de facto governments, i.e. civil war killings.

Dr. Rummel taught at the Indiana University, Yale University, and University 
of  Hawaii.  He left behind a large body of  scholarly work and data on violence by 
governments.

Note that democide includes genocide but excludes deaths caused by wars that 
are not civil wars.  Thus, the Chinese civil war (1928 – 1949) is included but World 
Wars I and II (among others) are excluded.  This data thus allows us to examine 
murderous government actions outside the scope of  warfare.  However, we will re-
turn to the issue of  warfare in due course.
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The following figure summarizes this democide data.  I have added color cod-
ing to the table’s rows to indicate the political-economic nature of  the regimes.

Based on this assessment I have generated the total number of  killings for each 
regime type in the following figure.
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Note that socialist governments murdered almost four-times more people than 
did fascist regimes (the second most brutal regime type) and over 133 times more 

than capitalist gov-
ernments.  The con-
clusion is thus clear. 
Socialist govern-
ments are the most 
brutally murderous 
by far.

However, it’s worse 
than that.  Dr. Rum-
mel also studied 
death caused by 
warfare.  He then 

compared death by warfare and democide on an annual basis, resulting in the fol-
lowing figure (note 
that the same color 
coding as above is 
used to identify the 
regime type).

The result is 
stunning.  Note that 
from 1920 to 1984 
the annual rate of  
death by the hands 
of  a government 
(i.e., democide) 
dwarfs those caused 
by warfare (even 
though this period 
includes WWII). 
 And, note further 
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Democide total killings by regime type

Annual deaths by warfare vs. democide.  Note that it is socialist govern-
ments (red shaded) who were primarily responsible for the mass-murder 
of their own citizens.



that it is primarily socialist governments (with a powerful contribution by fascists 
between 1940 and 1945) who were murdering their own citizens at rates of  5 to 
20+ times greater that of  warfare.

Discussion

The actual results of  socialism range from economic stagnation to societal col-
lapse to democidal totalitarianism.  The specific and undeniable examples of  this 
last result are sickeningly numerous, including the Soviet Union, Communist 
China, Cambodia, Vietnam and North Korea (to name only the worst, see above 
for more).  Progressives may say that, well, socialism doesn’t always lead to demo-
cide.  While that’s true, doesn’t it reveal something profound when a suppos-
edly “morally superior” ideology is by far the leading cause of governmen-
tal mass-murder?

Progressives will also say that “real socialism hasn’t been tried yet.”  But, 
doesn’t it reveal something profound about their actual morality when 
they are eager to foist a system upon humanity that has so often led to ter-
rible consequences?  If  socialism is so hard to “get right” maybe it’s because it’s 
an utterly evil, corrupt, idiotic idea that shouldn’t be tried anymore.

Given this track record of  massive democide, why do Progressives yet embrace 
and recommend socialism?  In large part it may be utter ignorance about the ac-
tual results.  It still must be judged as morally irresponsible to demand that we em-
brace socialism while living in purposeful ignorance of  its consequences.

However, I’m afraid that in too many cases Progressives support socialism while 
clearly knowing what has happened in the past.  For example, the editors of  
the New York Times shamelessly published an article that minimized and justified 
these unprecedented crimes against humanity to press their demand for socialism.

We can get to this Finland Station only with the support of  a majority; that’s one reason that 
socialists are such energetic advocates of  democracy and pluralism. But we can’t ignore so-
cialism’s loss of  innocence over the past century. We may reject the version of  Lenin and the 
Bolsheviks as crazed demons and choose to see them as well-intentioned people trying to 
build a better world out of  a crisis, but we must work out how to avoid their failures…
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What possible conclusion can be drawn other than that unless socialism liter-
ally brings Hell up to earth the Progressive Left will always ignore, excuse, white-
wash and deceive in order to maintain the viability of  their bloody socialist ideol-
ogy?

For many others the fantasy utopia supposedly sought by socialism overwhelms 
all rational thought or human regard.  We err greatly by underestimating the 
power of  idealistic, utopian thought to obfuscate hard reality.  In explaining this 
dynamic I simply cannot improve on this final paragraph from The Black Book of  
Communism’s Forward.

However, to embrace evil to pursue a fantasized but impossible end is not hu-
manitarianism.

Finally, we must face up to the fact that many in the Progressive Movement lust 
after the absolute power that socialism can deliver.  As has been pointed out, there 
is a disturbing thread that ties the vile totalitarians of  practiced socialism to the 
yearnings and behavior of  many on today’s Progressive Left.

While the vast majority suffer under socialism, such suffering is by no means universal. Any 
number of  commissars, Stasi informants, Cuban snitches, petty apparatchiks with dachas, 
etc., have parlayed their sadistic tendencies into good livings and what they want most, 
power over others. If  you follow Twitter, or generally pay attention to the American Left, 
you see an army of  would-be commissars who yearn for the day when they can accuse a 
neighbor of  wrongthink and have him sent to an American Gulag. In the meantime, they 
settle for mob action, “doxxing,” and so on.
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In spite of  all this, Socialists pose as our moral betters; of  being altruistic light 
bearers to humanity.  They do bear fire.  It is a fire that has lit funeral pyres made 
up from millions of  state-murdered human beings.  And, in spite of  this vile his-
tory, they demand that we once again place our lives and those of  our children 
into their ideology’s blood stained hands.

Q: Why did you Democratic Socialists hail socialism 
in Venezuela but then fall silent when the terrible 
consequences became undeniable?
A: Because your primary goal is power over, not the 
well-being of other humans.
A Thought Experiment

Let’s imagine that there is a group of  people who self-identify as protectors of  
the world’s poor and oppressed.  Members of  this group continually boast about 
their good intentions for and practical expertise in improving the lot of  humanity. 
However, as a practical matter, we all know that what is said is not always what is 
actually in the heart.  Therefore, there is need for a means by which to determine 
if  these people really care first and foremost about improving the lot of  the poor 
and oppressed.

Let’s assume that in a specific nation the ideology and associated means by 
which these people propose to improve the world are embraced and implemented. 
 And, that the leadership of  this group publicly and forcefully voice their support.

But something goes terribly wrong, and rather than the expected advance to-
wards utopia the country descends into poverty, chaos, violence and starvation. 
The fact of  this utter failure is unavoidable and undeniable.  Thus, the leaders of  
this group must decide how to respond.

Response #1

It turns out that these leaders do indeed care first and foremost about the plight 
of  the poor and oppressed.  Therefore, they enter into a state of  public repentance 
followed by a ground-up reassessment of  their ideology to determine what went 
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wrong.  Although they may not (or may) throw out all of  their ideology, they do 
honestly look into where it has led to the policies that resulted in such terrible hu-
man suffering.  After this process they reengage in the public debate, admitting 
their failures and seeking to advance updated solutions that they honestly believe 
will lead to improved human well-being.

Response #2

It turns out that these leaders didn’t really care about the plight of  the poor 
and oppressed.  What they were really doing was to use their pretense of  virtue to 
obtain the power by which to arbitrarily and capriciously rule over others.  There-
fore, they fall silent for a time and then begin making up excuses for this humani-
tarian catastrophe.  These excuses place the blame everywhere but on the ideology 
and policies that they use in their advance towards worldly power.  They never ac-
knowledge that they had previously supported this practical application of  their 
ideology in a specific country, hoping that it will all be forgotten.

They also, over time, have built a predictable track record of  support followed 
by silence followed by excuses as their ideology repeatedly fails miserably to deliver 
the promised results.  And yet they continue pretending to be the morally superior 
elite whom we should follow with unquestioning obedience.

From Thought to Reality: Venezuela

Prior to the arrival of  socialism Venezuela was the most prosperous country in 
South America.  In 1999 Hugo Chávez was elected President of  Venezuela and 
reigned until his death in 2013.  He instituted an ambitious set of  socialist “re-
forms” that were “intended” to help the poor.  He funded these schemes by the 
looting of  Venezuela’s private property.  And, as is admitted by Margaret 
Thatcher, there is a time in the socialist program before they have “run out of  
other people’s money.”  During that brief  period — between when people have 
property and money to seize and when the economy collapses because no-one has 
an incentive to be productive — the two most prominent political supporters of  so-
cialism in the English speaking world, Bernie Sanders (U.S.) and Jeremy Corbyn 
(U.K.),  were vocal in their praise.
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But, as always happens when socialism becomes the dominant governing ideol-
ogy (as opposed to a mixed political economy like in the United States), societal 
collapse ensued.  Here is one description of  Venezuela’s situation.

Venezuela’s economy is in freefall. It’s probably the worst in the world — literally. The coun-
try tops Bloomberg‘s “Economic Misery Index,” which looks at measures including inflation 
and unemployment to find the economy where things are worst for regular people.

Here is another description of  the chaos and suffering in Venezuela.

Venezuela is a woeful reminder that no country is so rich that it can’t be driven into the 
ground by revolutionary socialism.

People are now literally starving — about three-quarters of  the population lost weight last 
year — in what once was the fourth-richest country in the world on a per capita basis. A 
country that has more oil reserves than Saudi Arabia is suffering shortages of  basic supplies. 
Venezuela now totters on the brink of  bankruptcy and civil war, in the national catastrophe 
known as the Bolivarian Revolution.

Or from even the New York Times.

Venezuela was once one of  Latin America’s economic powerhouses…A growing number of  
Venezuelans are going hungry in a food shortage and dying from treatable ailments in 
squalid, ill-equipped hospitals…Until political prisoners are released, the prospects for a res-
toration of  democratic rule are very dim…Inflation has soared to an estimated 700 percent, 
while people in this oil-rich nation are left digging through piles of  trash for scraps of  food.
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So, have our brave, morally superior socialist leaders behaved more like the de-
scription of  Response #1 or #2 above?  They have behaved like #2.  There has 
been no soul-searching, no public repentance, no reexamination of  their ideology. 
No, they all have run for the tall grass, hunkered down and then pretended that 
nothing has happened.  And, their allies in the media have issued a fog of  bottom-
covering stories that places the blame for Venezuela’s suffering everywhere but at 
the feet of  socialism.

So, how can we but conclude that Sanders, Corbyn, et al. don’t care a whit 
about the actual plight of  the poor, or flesh and blood humans of  any kind. What 
they actually care about is using the ideology of socialism to gain wealth 
and power for themselves and their fellow looters without having to con-
tribute anything of real value to their society.

The daughter of  Hugo Chavez, the former president who once declared ‘being rich is bad,’ 
may be the wealthiest woman in Venezuela, according to evidence reportedly in the hands 
of  Venezuelan media outlets.

Maria Gabriela Chavez, 35, the late president’s second-oldest daughter, holds assets in 
American and Andorran banks totaling almost $4.2billion, Diario las Americas reports.

So, let’s summarize by re-
viewing the three stages of  
socialism.

By the way, you will find 
the same pattern of  sup-
port followed by denial for 
genocidal socialist regimes 
throughout history (e.g., 
the Ukrainian genocide-
famine and the Cambo-
dian genocide, among 
many others).  Yes, we can 
“make fun” of  the Progres-
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sive Left’s love of  socialism.  But we must never forget that this is in the end a 
deadly serious issue of  life and death.

Q: Why do you constantly condemn the monetary 
greed of Capitalism but never condemn the brutal, 
murderous political greed of Socialism?
A: Because brutalizing and murdering a population 
under their control is the only way to lift them up to 
their Socialist moral perfection!

I’ve had more than enough of  these sanctimonious Progressive scolds who con-
demn the monetary greed associated with Capitalism but remain silent about the 
far worse political (and monetary) greed associated with Socialism.  Make no mis-
take, both are sinful, but the human consequences of  the former pale in compari-
son with those of  the latter.  If  you doubt this statement I suggest that you review 
the previous sections from this Section.

Yet those of  us who know better have generally allowed this scandalous hypoc-
risy to go on unopposed.  The reasons why vary from lack of  confidence in knowl-
edge to conflict avoidance to fear of  the social and personal consequences. The 
fear exists because within this self-proclaimed morally superior movement is a co-
hort that will resort to almost any vile tactic to destroy visible opposition including: 
cowardly whispering campaigns that impugn our morals and motives, open vi-
cious verbal abuse and in extreme but highly visible cases public destruction of  
our character and livelihood through social media mob action.

The existence of  this power to demean and destroy human beings holding op-
posing opinions has led to a situation in which not only do most people remain si-
lent, but many choose to parrot whatever Progressive talking points are currently 
in vogue to protect themselves.  This dynamic was brilliantly summed up by the 
French author Charles Péguy* (see the note at the end of  this section):

“It will never be known what acts of  cowardice have been motivated by the fear of  not look-
ing sufficiently progressive.”
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The idea that these people — who purposefully ignore the impoverishment, 
murder and enslavement of  whole populations to advance their own narcissistic, 
misanthropic desire for political power over their fellow citizens — should be 
above criticism has become untenable.

Yes, the sins of  Capitalism must be identified and dealt with.  In fact many of  
them have been though a myriad of  laws and regulations.  Do we pay anywhere 
near the attention to the sins of  governmental bureaucrats who use their powers to 
silence and destroy citizens and businesses with whom they disagree (see the IRS, 
Justice Department, FBI, Intelligence Agencies, EPA, etc.)?  Do we call it “greed” 
when Progressive politicians grow incredibly wealthy while “serving” in public of-
fice while constantly preaching against greed in the private sector?

At least people and businesses in a liberal capitalist democracy who grow 
wealthy generally do so by providing goods and services that other free people 
choose to buy.  And, when these companies cease to provide useful products (or 
can no longer do so as efficiently as their competition) they generally go out of  
business.  Thus there is a powerful incentive to identify and provide what their cus-
tomers want.  Yes, they want things with which others disagree.  But at least they 
tend to not want to be impoverished and brutalized.

But the “product” of  Socialism is impoverishment and brutalization of  a coun-
try’s population in pursuit of  an elite’s self-serving vision of  utopia.  In the process 
the Socialist leaders and bureaucrats prosper while the general population de-
scends into a hellish state of  hunger, fear, poverty and hopelessness.

Make no mistake, with release and support of  the “Green New Deal” the Pro-
gressive movement has shown that they are contemplating a totalitarian path. The 
fact that it is idiotic (e.g., a tiny sampling: ban air travel and cow farts) will not de-
ter them any more than did the idiocy of  the “Great Leap Forward” in Commu-
nist China, the collectivization of  agriculture in the Soviet Union or the creation 
of  a “New Man” in Cambodia.  The point isn’t the wisdom (or lack thereof) of  
their policy proposals.  The real point is the pretext for narcissistic, ideology-
blinded, highly-credentialed know-nothings to seize ever more power over our 
lives.
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Yes, I understand that the chances of  something like this happening in the 
United States is currently near zero.  However, it is also true that the younger gen-
erations have been so propagandized and miseducated that they are flirting with 
the desirability of  a Socialist future.  There are armies of  educators, journalists, 
governmental bureaucrats, professional organizations, church leaders, non-profits 
and NGOs who are selling this vile product.

Here’s how a  New York Times (!) article about the situation in Venezuela con-
cluded.

Baby portraits of  the children, one of  their few cherished belongings, hang prominently on 
the wall. The only food in the entire house is half  a bag of  salt, and one lime.

“This is a nightmare,” said Ms. Merchán’s sister, Andreína del Valle Merchán, 25, describ-
ing how the children start to vomit, sweat and become sluggish after days of  not eating. Her 
own 5-year-old daughter had lost 11 pounds this year and now weighed only 17 pounds, she 
said.

The suffering of  Venezuelan families is expected to worsen next year. Beyond the I.M.F.’s 
warning that inflation could surpass 2,300 percent, observers worry that the leftist govern-
ment will continue to refuse international aid for political reasons.

“If  they accept the help, they accept that there is a humanitarian crisis here, and officially 
recognize that their population is vulnerable, and just how much their policies failed them,” 
said Susana Raffalli, a specialist on food emergencies who consults for Caritas in Venezuela.
The Venezuelan government has used food to keep the Socialists in power, critics say. Before 
recent elections, people living in government housing projects said they were visited by repre-
sentatives of  their local Socialist community councils — the government-aligned groups that 
organize the delivery of  boxes of  cheap food — and threatened with being cut off  if  they 
did not vote for the government.

Kenyerber’s relatives do not expect the economic crisis to improve anytime soon. They fear 
that another child in the family may die as well.

“I worry about it day and night,” said his aunt, Andreína.
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So, things are so obviously terrible in Socialist Venezuela that the New York 
Times feels compelled to publish this story.   And yet the New York Times remains 
generally supportive of  the Socialist political project!

How dare you Progressive Socialists 
proclaim that your’s is a superior moral-
ity!  You should be ashamed of  your-
selves.  But you have demonstrated that 
“the children” only matter as props for 
your virtue signaling protests.  Actual 
children dying from the ravages of  ac-
tual Socialism are apparently just the 
price to be paid in pursuit of  your ideo-
logical holy war.

The least that we can do is to speak up against this evil, bloody ideology when-
ever and wherever it dares to claim its morality and utility as a means of  social or-
ganization.

*Note:

Ironically, Charles Péguy was a Christian, Socialist and French patriot (1873-
1914).  Thus he died well before the genocidal consequences of  the first practical 
application of  Socialism in the Union of  Soviet Socialist Republics (the U.S.S.R., 
formed after the 1917 Russian Revolution) occurred.  Had he lived to see this trag-
edy, other of  his famous quotes would have been put to the test.

“Tyranny is always better organised than freedom”

“He who does not bellow the truth when he knows the truth makes himself  the accomplice 
of  liars and forgers.“

167

Rep. Omar (D.) supports the Socialist Venezue-
lan government.

https://www.nytimes.com/2017/03/29/opinion/crisis-upon-crisis-in-venezuela.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/03/29/opinion/crisis-upon-crisis-in-venezuela.html


Q: Why do you need to brazenly and shamelessly lie 
in order to make the case for Socialism?
A: Because if you didn’t normal people would recoil 
in horror and disgust.

It may or may not interest readers that I’m the only Conservative (in the ex-
plicit ideological sense) in my immediate or extended family.  For my first 21 or so 
years I accepted Progressivism as my natural political home.  It turns out that my 
transition from a Progressive to a Conservative hinged on a fundamental discovery 
about the true nature of  Socialism, which I here recount.

Besting a Marxist University Professor
The Incident

I married my childhood sweetheart in 1979 and we immediately moved to the 
Twin Cities in Minnesota.  My wife had already graduated from college but I 
hadn’t due to uncertainty about what I wanted to do with my life (boy was she tak-
ing a big risk with me!).  So she worked full time while I finished my education 
(eventually Electrical Engineering) and worked part-time.

My wife befriended a coworker whose husband was a professor at one of  the 
area colleges.  We were invited over to their house for a social visit, likely in the 
Summer of  1981 or 1982.  When we arrived there was another guest who turned 
out to be one of  the professor’s students.

Soon after arrival it became clear that this wouldn’t be a social event but rather 
an intense indoctrination session.  For the professor was a hard-core Marxist who 
only was interested in proclaiming that ideology’s propaganda.  He utterly domi-
nated the conversation and appeared to be taking pleasure at our discomfort and 
his student’s approval.

Although my family was what would now be called Progressive, they were by 
no means Marxist.  On the other hand, we weren’t close-minded to hearing out 
Marxists and many other left of  center ideological positions.  However, this guy 
was so aggressive and monomaniacal that he quickly became annoying.
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As time dragged on he turned to the subject of  World War II.  He couldn’t 
have known that despite my youth I had deep knowledge there due to a long-term 
interest in history and that conflict in particular.

He launched into a denunciation of  the Western Democracy’s intentions and 
actions prior to the German invasion of  the Soviet Union in June 1941.  His point 
was that they had intentionally pursued a strategy to encourage war between Nazi 
Germany and Communist Russia.  He also said that the Western Democracies in-
tended to eventually split the spoils of  victory over the Soviet Union with Ger-
many.

Having endured at this point hours of  one-
sided, unrelenting propaganda I gladly took this 
opportunity to strike back.  I pointed out that the 
professor had it completely backwards.  It was the 
Soviet Union that made the Molotov–Ribbentrop 
Pact (officially the Treaty of  Non-aggression be-
tween Germany and the Union of  Soviet Socialist 
Republics) whereby Hitler was freed to attack the 
Western Democracies without fear of  a Soviet at-
tack on his Eastern front.  I also pointed out that 
the initial cooperative act of  this Pact was the 
joint invasion of  Poland in which Germany and 
the Soviet Union split the spoils of  victory!

I will not soon forget the look of  stunned 
amazement on the student’s face and the combi-
nation of  fear and anger in the professor’s eyes as 
I dressed him down on this crucial point of  historic accuracy.  Within seconds af-
ter my rejoinder finished the professor declared that the visit was over.  He then 
ushered my wife and me out of  the house and drove us home (we couldn’t then af-
ford a car).  The ride home was silent but tension-filled.  We were never again in-
vited over to their house.
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The Consequences

This experience became a key pivot point in my conversion from Progressivism 
to Conservatism.  It’s not that I was ignorant about the genocidal crimes of  Com-
munism in the Soviet Union.  Nor was I unaware of  the moral hypocrisy of  the 
Progressive Left in the United States (particularly regarding the consequences to 
Indochina in the U.S. abandonment of  South Vietnam).  These things were 
known and already troubling to me.

No, this event was influential because I saw this combination of  dishonesty, evil 
and cowardice in a living human being.  Prior to this my knowledge about the 
dark side of  Progressivism had been theoretical.  That is, no one in my family had 
ever made such an openly deceitful argument against the West.  Yes, they were of-
ten critical, but their points generally were limited to policy areas.

Now I had experienced up close and personal something that seemed to be 
strangely evil, but also sadly pathetic.  For here was a man who knowingly lied, 
making the most terrible defamatory statements against the West while purpose-
fully hiding the fact that Communism in the Soviet Union had done that very 
thing!  And, he was arguing for the moral superiority of  a system that had commit-
ted genocide against its own population!

I didn’t know it then, but this man was an instance of  the ideological deformity 
described by Hilton Kramer.

It is in the nature of  Stalinism for its adherents to make a certain kind of  lying – and not 
only to others, but first of  all to themselves – a fundamental part of  their lives.  It is always a 
mistake to assume that Stalinists do not know the truth about the political reality they es-
pouse. If  they don’t know the truth (or all of  it) one day, they know it the next, and it makes 
absolutely no difference to them politically.  For their loyalty is to something other than the 
truth.  And no historical enormity is so great, no personal humiliation or betrayal so ex-
treme, no crime so heinous that it cannot be assimilated into the ‘ideals’ that govern the true 
Stalinist mind, which is impervious alike to documentary evidence and moral discrimina-
tion.

Although this experience didn’t cause me to immediately break with Progressiv-
ism it did begin to undermine its credibility.  For while I knew that most Progres-
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sives weren’t Marxists, I also knew that there would be general agreement between 
many of  them and this professor about the West’s evils.  I also knew that Progres-
sives often considered Marxists to be “on their side.”

I didn’t know exactly which way to run, but I wanted to run as far away from 
this evil as fast as I could.

Changing Course

A central tenant of  Progressivism is that the world would be a far better place 
if  the right people were in power and that they have the power to implement their 
policies on a recalcitrant population.  Of  course, the “right people” were Progres-
sives and their allies.  While the Progressive circles in which I was raised weren’t ex-
plicitly Marxist, it was clear that Marxists fell into the category of  the”right peo-
ple” even if  they were sometimes too extreme or in too big of  a hurry.
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So, when I came face to face with the committed Marxist professor of  the previ-
ous section the chasm between my expectation of  a “good person” and what I ac-
tually saw was unbridgeable.  Therefore, latent questions and concerns about Pro-
gressivism rose up under a new light.

In particular, the issue of  what the Progressive Left had said and done about 
the Vietnam War before and after the American abandonment became painfully 
active.  This all originally played out while I was a teenager.  So, while I was 
vaguely aware of  the situation in Indochina I wasn’t really paying much attention.

But, as an adult in the early 1980s, having met in person a Marxist radical who 
certainly would have toed the party line on Vietnam, the issue of  the Left’s behav-
ior reemerged.  Perhaps the following excerpt from The Black Book of  the American 
Left: The Collected Conservative Writings of  David Horowitz provides a good summary.

As soon as the Communists did win, in April 1975, there were reports of  a bloodbath in In-
dochina. The Khmer Rouge had swept across Cambodia leaving killing-fields in their wake. 
In Vietnam there were reports of  a hun-
dred thousand summary executions, a mil-
lion and a half  refugees and more than a 
million people imprisoned in “reeducation 
camps” and gulags in the South. These 
events produced a shock of  recognition in 
some quarters of  the left. Joan Baez took 
out a full-page ad in The New York Times 
to make an “Appeal to the Conscience of  
North Vietnam.” She enlisted a number of  
former antiwar activists to sign the appeal. 
As soon as the statement appeared Baez 
was attacked by Tom Hayden and Jane 
Fonda as a tool of  the CIA.  A counter-ad was organized by Cora Weiss, who had traveled 
with Fonda to Hanoi and collaborated with the regime in its torture of  American POW’s. 
The Weiss ad praised the Communists for their moderation in administering the peace.
…
It was the bloodbath that our opponents, the anti-Communist defenders of  America’s role 
in Southeast Asia, had predicted. But for the left there would be no looking back. Baez’s ap-
peal proved to be the farthest it was possible for them to go, which was not very far. The ap-
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peal did not begin to suggest that antiwar activists needed to reassess the role they had 
played in making these tragedies inevitable.

Opposition to the Vietnam War united all cohorts of  the Progressive move-
ment, from moderates to the most radical (note that in the 1960s and 70s “Demo-
crat” and “Progressive” were not synonymous).  Central assumptions to their oppo-
sition were:

1. U.S. involvement in the Vietnam War was an immoral extension of  Western 
imperialism;

2. The North Vietnamese were primarily nationalists who were only seeking to 
reunite their country;

3. The primary obstacle to Indochina’s emergence as a free and prosperous re-
gion was the United States’ presence.

So, when the Indochina blood bath fol-
lowed immediately after the United 
States abandoned Vietnam due to Pro-
gressive political victory an ideological 
crisis occurred.  However, rather than 
reassessing the wisdom and morality of  
their position the Progressive Left’s 
leadership doubled down on hatred of  
the U.S.  The most idiotic explanation 
I recall was that in Cambodia Pol Pot 
was so angered by U.S. bombing that 
he ordered the genocide of  his own 
people in retaliation!

Previous to my encounter with the 
Marxist professor I had tended to thoughtlessly give the benefit of  the doubt to 
Progressives on this issue.  However, having experienced this person’s shocking 
combination of  deception and evil I began to question the morality of  the Left.
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What eventually became clear is that the Left’s leadership had never actually 
cared about the actual flesh and blood human beings in Indochina.  Once they 
had served their purpose as props for the real goal — U.S. defeat and Communist 
victory — the fate of  these millions of  people became irrelevant.  There was no 
soul searching, no shock and horror.  There was only the moving on to the next 
“social justice” cause.

Given that the Progressive Left’s program rested on their assumption of  moral 
superiority the loss of  confidence in that assumption led eventually to my rejection 
of  their ideology.  The Conservative philosophy with its more pessimistic assess-
ment of  human nature and the associated protections of  human freedom from 
popular tyrannies thus began to fill the ideological space vacated by Progressivism.

Given the totalitarian temptation that now appears to dominate Progressive 
thought I thank God that I exited this ideology decades ago and never looked 
back.  Returning to David Horowitz‘s book.

… conservatism begins with the recognition that this [Progressive] agenda and the progres-
sive paradigm that underpins it are bankrupt. They have been definitively refuted by the ca-
tastrophes of  Marxism, which demonstrate that the quest for social justice, pressed to its logi-
cal conclusion, leads inexorably to the totalitarian result. The reason is this: to propose a so-
lution that is utopian, in other words impossible, is to propose a solution that requires coer-
cion and requires absolute coercion. Who wills the end wills the means.
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S E C T I O N  4

The Madness of Intersectionality

One core driver of  the Progressive 
project is “boundary breaking.”  
That is, if  your creed posits that 
everything in a civilization’s past is 
built on evil (e.g., racism, sexism, 
etc.) then “progress” inexorably be-
comes identified by the breaking 
of  those bounds created by that 
evil past.

However, as with all totalitarian 
ideologies, there are many support-
ers who climb aboard imagining 
the boundary breaking that bene-

fits them will not continue on to breaking boundaries that harm them.  In this be-
lief  they are tragically wrong.  For an ideology that not just survives but is empow-
ered by boundary breaking simply cannot stop.  There is no limiting principle that 
says “this far but no farther!”  It’s like a shark, always needing to move forward to 
survive as it consumes everything unfortunate enough to cross its path.

A Revolution (as Usual) Devours its Own

It has recently become clear that the 
Intersectional Progressives who now 
dominate the Left are on the warpath 
against Progressive white women who 
are insufficiently “woke.”  If  you read 
the section on Progressive anti-
Semitism this development should 
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come as no surprise.  For as it makes clear, in the Intersectional Progressive world 
being a woman who is white makes you insufficiently victimized to warrant moral 
worth.  As we will soon see, in the case of  Martina Navratilova it’s also clear that 
even the combination of  womanhood and gayness is insufficient.

If  you happen to be historically literate then this development within the in-
creasingly totalitarian Progressive political movement isn’t a surprise.  I recom-
mend that readers review the histories of  the French Revolution and Communist 
Revolution in Russia for sufficient historical context.  In both of  these cases the 
revolution eventually destroyed many of  its originators because they came to be 
seen as insufficiently revolutionary, or in the current parlance “woke.”

Senator Dianne Feinstein

Although I haven’t previously commented on Senator Feinstein, please under-
stand that I consider her actions and behavior towards Brett Kavanaugh as a mem-
ber of  the Senate Judiciary Committee to be beneath contempt.  It’s also undenia-
bly true that Senator Feinstein, as a Progressive Democrat, has trafficked in and 
benefited from the agitprop of  children held up as unimpeachable carriers of  mo-
rality throughout her career.  So, it must have been quite a shock to her when the 
supporters of  the Green New Deal (GND) turned this tactic back on her.  Here’s 
how the encounter was reported by TMZ.

This is absolutely shocking … Senator Dianne Feinstein tried to shut down some schoolchil-
dren who were imploring her to do something about climate change and STAT … essen-
tially telling them to shut up because she knows better.

The kids showed up at the Senator’s San Francisco office Friday, pushing the Green New 
Deal and telling her the clock is ticking on Planet Earth and if  nothing is done in a dozen 
years it will be too late. Feinstein tells the students it ain’t gonna happen.

The California senior Senator gets on her high horse, telling them she’s been in the Senate 
for 30 years so, please … like they can tell her what to do.

Things get heated and the Senator doubles down … saying she was just re-elected by a huge 
margin so how the hell are they trying to tell her about climate change?
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How dare a grownup lecture children who are cynically being used by radical 
Progressives about their ignorance!  Senator Feinstein’s main issue was the GND’s 
cost and practicality, not that it is totalitarian to its core.  And yet the Progressive 
movement targeted this lifelong champion of  Progressive policies for this hit job. 
Do you smell the whiff  of  a revolution’s direction change in the air?

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi

Nancy Pelosi is no stranger to vile political statements.  However, there is a 
limit for her when bigotry towards a key Democratic coalition group (i.e., the Jew-
ish community) becomes too visible. Due to the outrageous and sustained anti-
Semitic statements of  Rep. Ilhan Omar, Nancy Pelosi, in damage control mode, 
drafted a worthless statement opposing anti-Semitism.

The Democrats’ draft measure condemning anti-Semitism, which the House will vote on 
this Wednesday, is a useless and transparent attempt to distract from a serious problem of  
their own creation. The melodramatic decree mentions Alfred Dreyfuss, Leo Frank, Henry 
Ford, and “anti-Muslim bigotry”—because, hey, even when Jews are being smeared it’s 
about Islamophobia—but not once does it condemn Rep. Ilhan Omar or the strain of  Jew-
hatred she is helping normalize on the left. In fact, the resolution, teeming with useless plati-
tudes, is one that even Omar could probably support.

But even this toothless wonder sent the equally anti-Semitic Woman’s March 
leader Linda Sarsour into a Facebook fit of  rage.

“Nancy is a typical white feminist upholding the patriarchy doing the dirty work of  powerful 
white men. God forbid the men are upset – no worries, Nancy to the rescue to stroke their 
egos,” she wrote.

This is truly amazing.  Nancy Pelosi, the two-decade Congressional standard 
bearer for everything Progressive was being called out by a supposedly fellow Pro-
gressive as “a typical white feminist upholding the patriarchy doing the dirty work 
of  powerful white men”!?  Note that this Intersectional Progressive accuses a 
“white feminist” of  “upholding the patriarchy”!
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But that’s not all folks, according to the recent Colorado Democrat congres-
sional candidate Saira Rao, Nancy Pelosi is a “white supremacist“!!??  That whiff  
of  a revolution beginning to devour its own is 
getting stronger.

In the end Nancy Pelosi caved to the po-
tent anti-Semitic wing of  her party.

Democrats cannot simply denounce the anti-
Semitism expressed by Omar without ritual obei-
sance to the identity politics that drives their party, 
and Omar’s anti-Semitism has elicited an outpour-
ing of  support. … Now Democratic leadership in 
the House will not stop until they craft a resolution 
that Omar herself  can support.

Tennis Legend Martina Navratilova

The coup de grâce of  this trilogy is what happened to woman’s tennis legend 
Martina Navratilova.  Here is a gay white woman who, by skill, grit and determina-
tion dominated the woman’s tennis world for many years and has been a vocal sup-
porter of  gay rights and woman’s sports for decades, being driven to deliver an ab-
ject apology for saying that it’s unfair for biological men to compete as women.

Tennis legend Martina Navratilova apologized after she was criticized for recently saying in 
an oped that it would be “cheating” to allow transgender women to compete in women’s 
sporting events.

Navratilova wrote a column on her website weeks after the LGBTQ organization Athlete 
Ally announced it was severing ties with her following the comments. The nonprofit said 
they were also removing Navratilova as their organization’s ambassador and from their advi-
sory board.

So, even after a life of  amazing accomplishment and Progressive policy support 
this gay white woman was threatened with social annihilation for stating an opin-
ion at odds with today’s Progressive talking points.  I truly feel bad that this 
woman, who has demonstrated such courage throughout her life, was beaten into 
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submission by the vile Intersectional Progressive mob.  Obviously being gay and a 
woman is no defense against the totalitarians now in charge of  Progressivism.

Commentary

The Intersectional Progressives 
are clearly turning on Progressive 
“white women,” but why?  As I 
have previously discussed the un-
avoidable fact is that it is the In-
tersectional Progressives who are 
virulently racist, sexist and anti-
Semitic.  And because of  these 
beliefs they look at human beings 
not as individuals who happen to 
be of  a given gender and race, 
but rather as creatures whose at-
tributes are controlled by their 
race, gender, etc.  Therefore, 
since a plurality of  “white 
women” support Republicans 

every “white woman” becomes suspect.  And, any deviation from today’s Intersec-
tional Progressive positions is interpreted as proof  positive that they are traitors to 
the movement.

I very much doubt that Progressive “white women” realized that this was to be 
their eventual situation.  They heard all the happy talk about inclusiveness and un-
derstanding perhaps not realizing that behind the curtain were ugly, evil ideas.

I’m not expecting Progressive “white women” to en masse become Conserva-
tives.  However, I am seriously asking them if an ideology that creates such 
vile hatred is deserving of their allegiance.  I’m encouraged that so many 
groups have pulled out of  the Women’s March over these issuers.  My hope is that 
enough Progressive women (and men) can find the courage to stand up against 
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this terrible tide of  bigotry.  Perhaps then a more humane Progressivism can 
emerge.

Racism Unbound
Another Step Towards National Perdition

Is anyone satisfied with the current state of  our national politics?  The tragic an-
swer is that there are many partisans on both sides who are not only satisfied, but 
gleeful.  Both the Progressives and Populists appear to think that “their side” has 
gained political advantage from a debate about “The Squad.” The Progressives 
think that President Trump and his supporters have been convincingly unmasked 
as racists.  The Populists believe that the Democrat Party has tied themselves to an 
electoral anchor.

Both of  these positions imply that the obtaining of  fleeting political advantage 
is the most important metric by which to assess the situation.  My belief  is that the 
two opposing groups have inadvertently collaborated to move our nation a large 
step further down the road to perdition.

A Quick Review

Recall that this whole catastrophe began when House Speaker Nancy Pelosi at-
tempted to isolate/minimize The Squad by pointing out that they were a tiny mi-
nority of  votes in the Democrat Caucus.  Speaking about the border funding bill 
passed by both the Senate and House, Speaker Pelosi said about The Squad’s op-
position:

“All these people have their public whatever and their Twitter world, but they didn’t have 
any following. They’re four people and that’s how many votes they got.”

This didn’t sit well with The Squad, who hit back on multiple fronts.  But the 
most surprising counterattack came from their leader, Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez 
(AOC, D, NY).

“When these comments first started, I kind of  thought that she was keeping the progressive 
flank at more of  an arm’s distance in order to protect more moderate members, which I un-
derstood,” Ocasio-Cortez told The Washington Post. “But the persistent singling out . . . it 
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got to a point where it was just outright disrespectful . . . the explicit singling out of  newly 
elected women of  color.”

There is no real alternative to interpreting this statement as a thinly veiled accu-
sation of  racism against her own Democrat Speaker!  While radical Progressives 
outside her congressional caucus had accused Speaker Pelosi of  racism, this was 
the first time (to my knowledge) that a House member appeared to have done so.

It’s at this point, for reasons that remain 
murky, President Trump decided to inject 
himself  into he fray via Twitter.  The most 
convincing theory is he was concerned that 
Speaker Pelosi would be successful in mar-
ginalizing The Squad, thus preventing him 
from hanging them around the Democrat’s 
necks come the 2020 election.

The tweets set off  a firestorm of  debate, 
with mixed opinions on the Right and uni-
form condemnation on the Left.  The focus 
was on his statement/question about why 
they don’t “go back” to their countries of  
origin.

There are numerous lines by which these 
Presidential tweets could be criticized (e.g., 
xenophobic, nativist, crude, callous, etc.). 
 However, the main line chosen by the 
Democrats was that they are racist.

So, we ended up with the ludicrous situa-
tion that on the House Floor the Speaker 
who had been recently accused of  racism by 
AOC accused the President of  the same 
and then was rebuked for breaking House 
rules.  In both cases the charge of  racism 

181



arose not from anything said that was objectively racist, but rather because criti-
cism was voiced about “people of  color.”  That is, regardless of  if  you are the long 
time Progressive Democrat Speaker of  the House or Republican President of  the 
United States, it was interpreted as racism to voice criticism of  The Squad be-
cause of  their skin color.

Although this isn’t a new idea, it was new (to me at least) that it was deployed 
equally on political allies and opponents by sitting members of  the House of  Rep-
resentatives.

Clearly the concept of  racism had been unbound from its traditional dictionary 
meaning and is now being deployed an a new and disturbing way.

racism
noun
1. a belief  or doctrine that inherent differences among the various human racial groups de-
termine cultural or individual achievement, usually involving the idea that one’s own race is 
superior and has the right to dominate others or that a particular racial group is inferior to 
the others.
2. a policy, system of  government, etc., based upon or fostering such a doctrine; discrimina-
tion.
3. hatred or intolerance of  another race or other races.

We need to take note and seek to understand what’s happening.

A Cowardly and Dishonest 
Epithet

There’s no point in mincing words. The 
Squad had made it absolutely clear that 
while they are free to hurl hatred for the 
United States, Israel, Jews, their very 
own Speaker, President Trump and any-
one else they deem fit; anyone who 
dares to oppose or even criticize them is 

designated to be a racist. Some of  you may be doubtful.  So, here are the words of  
Rep. Rashida Tlaib in The Squad’s interview with “CBS This Morning” co-host 
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Gayle King.  Note that this statement is about Nancy Pelosi, the Speaker of  the 
House from their own party.

She is Speaker of  the House. She can ask for a meeting to sit down with us for clarification. 
The fact of  the knowledge is and I’ve done racial justice work in our country for a long time. 
Acknowledge the fact that we are women of  color, so when you do single us out, be aware 
of  that and what you’re doing especially because some of  us are getting death threats, be-
cause some of  us are being singled out in many ways because of  our backgrounds, because 
of  our experiences and so forth.

Rep. Tlaib is clearly saying that even Speaker Nancy Pelosi shouldn’t single 
them out for criticism because of  their race, gender and backgrounds.  And, they 
are doing so by claiming special protection due to the implicit victimhood associ-
ated with these characteristics.

The one specific claim is that some of  them have received death threats.  We 
can all agree that no-one should be receiving death threats.  I can only imagine 
the upset and fear that reception of  such a communication would cause.  How-
ever, is it credible that The Squad, because of  their race, gender and backgrounds 
are uniquely threatened?  Do they have the most credible reasons to fear actual 
physical violence against themselves?  These questions will be explored in the fol-
lowing section.

For now let it be said that these four freshmen Congresswomen claim immunity 
from any criticism from anyone because of  their race.  Thus, anyone who dares to 
criticize them is by definition acting out of  racism to some significant degree; even 
Nancy Pelosi, Democrat Speaker of  the House of  Representatives!

Do you imagine that this derangement is limited only to The Squad?  Abso-
lutely not so.  Here’s what powerful Progressive media figures have been saying 
about Speaker Pelosi.

The Squad has plenty of  friends in high places. One such is Karen Attiah, global opinions 
editor of  The Washington Post. On July 14, taking note of  Trump’s most recent anti-Squad 
animadversion—the instantly notorious “go back” tweet—Attiah volleyed her own strong 
tweeting: “Make no mistake: Nancy Pelosi’s dogwhistling snipes at @AOC, Ilhan Omar, 
@RashidaTlaib and @RepPressley helped pave the way for this vicious, racist attack from 
the president.”
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…
Today, through this infidels versus heretics prism, we can see plenty more evidence under-
scoring Woke anti-Pelosi ferocity. On July 22, left-wing YouTuber Cenk Uygur went even fur-
ther, declaring in The Wall Street Journal, “Democrats Should Unify Behind AOC, Not Pe-
losi.” In Uygur’s opinion, “Democratic voters were clear in 2018 that they want Mr. Trump 
impeached.” And yet, he continued, “There is not a single public official doing more to pro-
tect Mr. Trump than she is.” That pro-Trump “she,” of  course, is Nancy Pelosi.

But it’s even worse than this.  For the Squad doesn’t apply this immunity from 
criticism to all people who can claim victimhood under their Intersectional ideol-
ogy.  In fact, if  you are brown, black, Muslim or gay and don’t toe their Progres-
sive line you are persona non grata.  Here are the words of  Rep. Ayanna Presley at 
the Netroots Nation conference explicitly making this point.

“I don’t want to bring a chair to an old table. This is the time to shake the table. This is the 
time to redefine that table. Because if  you’re going to come to this table, all of  you who have 
aspirations of  running for office. If  you’re not prepared to come to that table and represent 
that voice, don’t come, because we don’t need any more brown faces that don’t want to be a 
brown voice. We don’t need black faces that don’t want to be a black voice. We don’t need 
Muslims that don’t want to be a Muslim voice. We don’t need queers that don’t want to be a 
queer voice. If  you’re worried about being marginalized and stereotyped, please don’t even 
show up because we need you to represent that voice.”

Do you see?  The Squad has no respect for any person, be they brown, black, 
Muslim, queer (or a white woman) who doesn’t think exactly like them.  If  you are 
a member of  these groups and stray out of  the Progressive camp then you are fair 
game.  And, if  you are outside of  these groups then any criticism is racism.

This is not courage or honesty.  No, it is the exact opposite.

The True Nature of Contemporary Political Violence

In the previous section I said that death threats against anyone, most certainly 
including The Squad members are terrible.  That being understood, I must point 
out that The Squad, “some of ” whom have received death threats are in no way 
unique in this regard. The fact is that visible, outspoken politicians (and others) of  
all parties, skin colors, genders, personalities, religions and ideologies are highly 
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likely to receive death threats.  Thus for Rep. Tlaib to claim special victimhood be-
cause “some of ” The Squad has received death threats is incredible.

However, if  we peer past The Squad’s hysterics it’s impossible to miss that it is 
Republican politicians who have been the victims of  actual recent violence.  I 
must ask, has any Progressive politician, regardless of  group identity, been the tar-
get of  a mass murder attempt, as were the Congressional Republicans?  Rep. 
Steve Scalise (the House Majority Whip) received serious gunshot wounds in that 
attempted mass murder attack.

House Majority Whip Steve Scalise (R-La.) is in stable condition after being shot early 
Wednesday at a baseball practice field in a Washington, D.C., suburb, according to multiple 
reports.

Scalise was one of  several people shot at the practice in Alexandria, Va., where it is believed 
a single gunman fired dozens of  shots at lawmakers and aides who scrambled for cover.

An Illinois man who volunteered for Sen. Bernie Sanders‘s (I-Vt.) presidential campaign in 
Iowa has been identified in multiple media reports as the shooter. James T. Hodgkinson was 
shot at the scene and later died from his injuries. 

Scalise’s office said he was in good spirits and had talked to his wife before undergoing emer-
gency surgery after being shot in the hip.
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Republican politicians who have been the victim of actual physical violence.  Rep. Steve Scalise 
(left) after his attempted murder by a Progressive supporter of Bernie Sanders; and Sen. Rand 
Paul (right) after a brutal surprise attack by his Socialist neighbor.
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“He is grateful for the brave actions of  U.S. Capitol Police, first responders, and colleagues,” 
the office said. “We ask that you keep the Whip and others harmed in this incident in your 
thoughts and prayers.”

Had there not been two brave and armed officers present who stopped James 
Hodgkinson there could have been more than a dozen murdered Congressional 
Republicans that day.

Or how about Sen. Rand Paul, who was brutally surprise attacked from behind 
by a Socialist neighbor.  With regard to the physical attack itself:

The Associated Press story described how injuries like this “can lead to life-threatening inju-
ries,” with pain lingering for “weeks or months.”

Regarding the political beliefs and actions of  Sen. Paul’s attacker:

The man responsible for attacking Sen. Rand Paul Friday afternoon was an avowed liberal 
who frequently fought with his neighbors about politics, according to a report Sunday from 
The Washington Post.

Local citizens say Rene Boucher, the 59-year-old man who assaulted Paul, was a socialist 
who frequently fought with neighbors about health care policies and other liberal issues. 
Boucher and Paul, a Republican from Kentucky, are on the opposite end of  the political 
spectrum, they told reporters.

Jeff  Jones, a registered nurse who worked with Boucher at the Bowling Green Medical Cen-
ter, described Paul’s attacker’s politics as “liberal.”

“He was active on social media and said some negative things about the Republican 
agenda,” Jones said of  Boucher, a Bowling Green, Ky., citizen who lives in the same gated 
community as Paul. “I think it was unfortunate that they lived so close together.”

Boucher is a divorced socialist who is “pretty much the opposite of  Rand Paul in every 
way,” Jim Bullington, a former member of  the city commission who knows both men well, 
told reporters Sunday.

A Facebook account Boucher maintained before the attack contains numerous anti-
Republican postings.

186

https://townhall.com/tipsheet/guybenson/2017/11/06/why-isnt-the-attack-on-rand-paul-a-bigger-story-n2405493
https://townhall.com/tipsheet/guybenson/2017/11/06/why-isnt-the-attack-on-rand-paul-a-bigger-story-n2405493
https://iotwreport.com/neighbors-say-rand-pauls-attacker-was-an-avowed-socialist/
https://iotwreport.com/neighbors-say-rand-pauls-attacker-was-an-avowed-socialist/


Boucher wrote “May Robert Mueller fry Trump’s gonads” in a May post referencing the for-
mer FBI director’s investigation into possible collusion between President Donald Trump’s 
campaign and Russian government.

To these actual acts of  violence we can add numerous cases of  death threats 
and public violence, public statements by Progressives threatening violence, and 
violence pornography against President Trump and Republicans in general.  On 
top of  this, it is only Republicans who have been driven out of  restaurants by an-
gry, threatening mobs.

Can anyone provide anything close to this level for vicious actual and spoken 
violence against The Squad or any other Progressive politician?  Heres’s a small 
sampling of  the violent rhetoric being deployed against Republicans.

• Kathy Griffin ‘Beheads’ Trump in a graphic photo

• Madonna: “I’ve thought a lot about blowing up the White House.”

• Snoop Dogg: “Shoots” Trump in the head in a music video

• Robert De Niro: “I’d Like to punch him in the face”

• Joss Whedon: “I want a rhino to [F—] Paul Ryan to death”

• Shakespeare in the Park: Stabs ‘Trump’ to death in performances of  ‘Julius Cae-
sar’

• Rapper YG Threatens Trump with “[F
—] Donald Trump” song

• Marilyn Manson: kills ‘Trump” in music 
video

• Stephen Colbert’s Late Show: Puts Ste-
phen Miller’s head (a senior advisor for 
policy for President Donald Trump) on a 
spike.

I challenge any Progressive to generate an equivalent list of  violent statements 
and actions by Conservatives against Progressives.  The sad reality is that it is the 
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Progressive camp that most often uses violence, threatened or actual, against their 
political opponents.

I’m not saying that Progressive politicians aren’t under threat.  I am saying that 
they are being dishonest and hysterical when they pretend to be under greater or 
even similar threat to that of  their Republican colleagues.  And, this applies par-
ticularly to The Squad, who have leveraged their presumed state of  victimhood to 
claims of  heightened threat to their personal safety.

Of  course, this situation could change in the blink of  the eye, so all threats 
against all politicians (and other citizens) must be investigated, and appropriate pro-
tective measures taken.

The Catastrophe of Unaccountability

A primary theme of  this Section has been unmasking the moral corruption and 
intellectual incompetence of  the Progressive movement.  What’s shocking is the 
brazen manner in which the members of  this movement now advertise these ap-
palling traits.  In decades past there was a carefully orchestrated attempt to ad-
vance Progressive goals under the cloak of  moral seriousness and intellectual supe-
riority.

What is currently occurring in the Progressive movement is the catastrophic suc-
cess of  this strategy.  That is, so successfully did the Progressive Left seize the 
moral and intellectual high ground that they achieved dominance in our nation’s 
primary organizational and bureaucratic power centers (as they also did in other 
nations and international bodies).  This dominance has allowed Progressives to fall 
into a state of  intellectual and moral atrophy that has led to this current situation.

In the 1940s and 1950s this near dominance gave what we now call Progres-
sives an advantage at the margins of  intellectual and moral conduct.  However, as 
far back as 1969 we can find an example in the Chappaquiddick incident of  a pow-
erful Democratic politician (Ted Kennedy) getting away with at least negligent 
homicide due to a news media that was unwilling to demand answers or account-
ability.
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Over time, as the Progressive grip on our institutions increased, what had been 
a marginal advantage turned into almost total lack of  accountability.  For, in effect 
there was no-one in their power-bubble who would ever question their premises or 
challenge their conclusions.

It is in this environment that the Progressive elite so lost contact with reality 
that they began to believe that they were the creators of  reality rather then subject 
to it.  This is a difficult idea to explain, but one author has made a good start 
thusly.  The specific issue was the Robert Mueller testimony debacle, but one can 
generalize to cover the larger scope of  this discussion.

Todd diagnosed the Democrats’ problem thusly: “The fact is we are living in this 21st cen-
tury new type of  asymmetrical media warfare that we’re in. And you have a propaganda ma-
chine on the right. And that’s what it is. It’s a full-fledged propaganda machine on the right 
that the Democrats haven’t figured out how to combat very well yet.”

I would feel better about the news media if  I thought Todd was just a liar, but, no, I think he 
is actually clueless. Because as an American journalist he is, just like the Democrats, sur-
rounded by people who reflect and echo his ideas. There’s no one near him to ask: What 
propaganda machine, Chuck? Aside from one cable station — Fox News — what network, 
what newspaper, what university, what comedian or movie-maker or search engine or social 
media does anything but spew left-wing propaganda all day every day? There’s no one to de-
mand he produce his evidence. There’s no one to require him to show his work.

Thus Progressives have concluded that they need not do the hard and uncer-
tain work of  debate and persuasion to get their way.  Rather, they leverage their 
positions of  power to intimidate opponents into submission to any idea that they 
decide to be true.

I believe the argument can be credibly made that, due to their undeniable suc-
cess in occupying most key positions of  social and organizational power, the Pro-
gressive movement has become far too dependent on intimidation at the expense 
of  persuasion.

This strategy is pursued by never acknowledging opposition as being legitimate 
and by insisting that opposing points of  view are motivated by moral defects. 
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 Thus they are not seeking to persuade peers to see their point of  view, but rather 
using social and/or organizational force to obtain submission.

The most extreme verbal form of  this intimidation is the application of  the epi-
thet racist to any person who in any way opposes the Progressive project, be it 
based on criticism of  policy or person.

This is simply a special case of  the general Progressive position of  dehumaniz-
ing any person who they consider to be in opposition to their goals, and particu-
larly those who are a a threat.  To the radical elite Progressives we nonconformists 
are only one or two steps above a zombie.  They can therefore attack us by any 
means necessary without shame or human sympathy.  Of  course most Progressives 
don’t go to this extreme.  However, neither do they generally speak out against 
their fellow Progressives who do.  And, that silence is in effect an endorsement of  
these vile tactics.

The sad truth is that Progressives have so misused and overused the word “rac-
ist” that it has lost all meaning.  For when everyone who voted for President 
Trump, anyone on the Left who doesn’t blindly follow The Squad’s lead, any 
black, brown, Muslim, queer or female who doesn’t submit to woke intersectional 
ideology or anyone else who is insufficiently supportive of  Progressive goals is a 
“racist” then that includes everyone but the most radical of  the Progressive elite 
(and they’re starting to wonder about each other).  Thus “racist” has become un-

bound from any connection to reality to 
become an all-purpose emotional club by 
which to beat any opposition into submis-
sion.

Perhaps that’s why Senator Cory Booker 
(D. NJ) had to recently call President 
Trump “worse than a racist.”  For when 
95+% of  the country is already “racist” 
then a way of  proclaiming President 
Trump to be worse must be found.

What a pathetic attempt.  If  Senator 
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Booker wants to impress The Squad then he needs to at least go with “worse than 
Hitler!”
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S E C T I O N  5

Pravda on the Hudson

A Revelatory 
Incident

Every once in a great while 
an event occurs that is so un-
ambiguously revelatory that 
it must be discussed.  One 
of  these rare events oc-
curred at an August 12, 
2019 internal New York 
Times (NYT) town hall 
meeting between senior lead-

ership and the newsroom staff.  A recording of  this meeting was leaked to Slate 
which published an article and a nearly complete transcript on August 15.

This information allows us to directly observe members of  an organization 
viewed as the most influential Progressive news source in the United States.  We 
get to see how they think about the world, how they prioritize issues and how they 
respond to criticism.  And, what we see is nothing less than a hate/contempt-
driven insanity so appalling that the mind boggles.

The proximate causes for the crisis town hall were twofold, those being:

1. A reader revolt against a Times headline that accidentally fell into neutral 
news reporting instead of  overt Trump-bashing;

2. A series of  Tweets by Jonathan Weisman, the Times’ deputy Washington edi-
tor that were considered to be racist by many of  the paper’s readers.

But the more serious cause was a loss of  confidence and credibility associated 
with collapse of  the Trump-Russia narrative that the Times had been stoking for 
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over three years.  We see this theme immediately in Dean Baquet’s (Senior Execu-
tive Editor) opening remarks.

Dean Baquet: If  we’re really going to be a transparent newsroom that debates these issues 
among ourselves and not on Twitter, I figured I should talk to the whole newsroom, and 
hear from the whole newsroom. We had a couple of  significant missteps, and I know you’re 
concerned about them, and I am, too. But there’s something larger at play here. This is a 
really hard story, newsrooms haven’t confronted one like this since the 1960s. It got trickier 
after [inaudible] … went from being a story about whether the Trump campaign had col-
luded with Russia and obstruction of  justice to being a more head-on story about the presi-
dent’s character. We built our newsroom to cover one story, and we did it truly well. Now we 
have to regroup, and shift resources and emphasis to take on a different story. I’d love your 
help with that.

Let’s be clear.  This elite editor is admitting that the NYT built their newsroom 
to cover what turned our to be an absolutely fraudulent conspiracy fantasy created 
by the Hillary Clinton campaign through a foreign national using information ob-
tained from Russian sources.  And the fantasy was that the Trump campaign was 
“colluding” with the Russians to influence the presidential election!

To any objective observer with an above room-temperature IQ it was clear 
years ago that the whole thing was an idiotic hoax that the NYT and mainstream 
media had not just believed, but also enthusiastically participated in through leaks 
and dishonest reporting. With all this well known Dean Baquet is still able to say 
that the NYT covered this story “truly well!”

So now, standing in the wreckage of  the NYT’s pathetic failure this elite jour-
nalist leader proclaims that a “different story” will now drive the paper’s output, 
that being President Trump’s character.  This is the speech of  a pathetic ideologi-
cal propagandist.  The actual events that occur will not be “the news.”  Rather 
“the news” will be fit into the new conspiracy fantasy template that President 
Trump is leading an army of  65 million “white supremacists” bent on turning the 
United States into Nazi Germany II!

Baquet: The day Bob Mueller walked off  that witness stand, two things happened. Our 
readers who want Donald Trump to go away suddenly thought, “Holy shit, Bob Mueller is 
not going to do it.” And Donald Trump got a little emboldened politically, I think. Because, 
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you know, for obvious reasons. And I think that the story changed. A lot of  the stuff  we’re 
talking about started to emerge like six or seven weeks ago. We’re a little tiny bit flat-footed. 
I mean, that’s what happens when a story looks a certain way for two years. Right?

Note well: the newspaper that delivers “all the news that’s fit to print” and is 
the nation’s “paper of  record” was unable to determine that there was nothing 
real within the Trump-Russia narrative.  So they, just like their readers were abso-
lutely stunned to finally find this out when “Bob Mueller walked off  the witness 
stand.”  There are no words.

Staffer: I’m wondering what is the overall strategy here for getting us through this admini-
stration and the way we cover it. Because I think one of  the reasons people have such a prob-
lem with a headline like this—or some things that the New York Times reports on—is be-
cause they care so much. And they depend on the New York Times. They are depending on 
us to keep kicking down the doors and getting through, because they need that right now. 
It’s a very scary time. And when something like this happens, or we have opinion colum-
nists—because people really can’t tell the difference between op-eds and news anymo-
re—but when we have people who post and tweet incendiary things, like Bret Stephens, peo-
ple don’t understand. I think they get confused as to what we’re trying to do.

This staffer’s utter contempt for the intelligence of  their readers is palpable. 
 On the one hand it’s true that the line between op-eds and news has been erased 
by the NYT and other MSM organizations.  On the other hand, there are “news” 
and “opinion” sections in newspapers.  But what’s really sad is their assumption 
that readers can’t be exposed to any ideas outside of  their ideological bubble, for 
example those of  the conservative Never-Trumper Bret Stephens.  It’s like Com-
munist Party cadres saying that the masses will only be confused if  anything but 
the “party line” is published.  But this isn’t happening in the Soviet Union, it’s hap-
pening in the United States of  America.

There’s so much more that could be discussed here, but this is more than 
enough to introduce the Times’ contemptible bias.  Suffice it to say that the New 
York Times, leadership and staff, has been revealed to be hate-blinded, contemptu-
ous mediocracies who couldn’t see the truth if  it hit them in the head.  And, they 
clearly see themselves as nothing more than a crude, pathetic propaganda organ 
of  the Progressive Left.
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The 1619 Project
Introduction

The New York Times sought to advance their narrative that the United States 
is founded upon racism through “The 1619 Project.”  Here is how the NYT intro-

duces this initiative.

To read the 1619 
Mission Statement 
is to enter a bizarre 
world of  ignorance, 
dishonesty and ha-
tred centered on 
the United States 
and its founding.

The 1619 Project is a 
major initiative from 
The New York Times 

observing the 400th anniversary of  the beginning of  American slavery. It aims to reframe 
the country’s history, understanding 1619 as our true founding, and placing the conse-
quences of  slavery and the contributions of  black Americans at the very center of  the story 
we tell ourselves about who we are.

In the following sections I will examine the nature of  this ignorance, dishonesty 
and hatred.

Slavery (and Sin) Arrives in the New World in 1619?

The following sections test the truth of  this NYT claim that the arrival of  a 
ship in 1619 bearing slaves was the “Original Sin” for the New World.

Native Americans

To read the 1619 Project introductory statements one could easily conclude 
that in 1619 a new and uniquely evil institution was born in the New World. If  
you have been educated within the Progressive historical tradition you likely know 
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very little about the nature of  the native peoples who occupied this vast continent. 
What you think you know is that prior to the arrival of  Western Civilization it was 
populated by noble peoples who lived in harmony with nature and in peace with 
one another.  It was only with the arrival of  Europeans that this utopian state of  
blessed nature was rent by vile sin.  This ignorant Progressive fairy tale bears no re-
lationship to the truth.

To begin, slavery had been practiced by peoples of  the New World for time im-
memorial before the arrival of  European settlers.  Here’s how one source intro-
duces this topic.

Many Native American tribes practiced some form of  slavery before the European introduc-
tion of  African slavery into North America.

Native American groups often enslaved war captives whom they primarily used for small-
scale labor.  … captives were also sometimes tortured as part of  religious rites, and these 
sometimes involved ritual cannibalism.  During times of  famine some Native Americans 
would also temporarily sell their children to obtain food.

The following excerpt from an article by the Claremont Institute titled “Battle 
for a Continent” provides a specific example of  the harrowing cruelty practiced by 
some Native Americans.

He relates a celebrated warrior’s braggadocio about tortures not merely savage but down-
right diabolical, administered to a captive Snake Indian—scalping him alive, then slicing the 
tendons of  his wrists and feet and throwing him into a fire. “He garnished his story with a 
great many descriptive particulars much too revolting to mention.” The warrior gazes at 
Parkman with a childlike innocence as he details his malign handiwork. The Indian fond-
ness for inflicting ungodly pain on their enemies before killing them is a recurring motif  in 
Parkman’s writings.

The situation was much worse in what is now Mexico, as covered by a recent 
Federalist article titled “The 1519 Project: How Early Spanish Explorers Took 
Down A Mass-Murdering Indigenous Cult.”

As Cortez retreated, he left intact the Aztec system of  ritualistic mass murder. In his book, 
Abbott details the horrific acts of  the Aztecs:
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At times, in the case of  prisoners taken in war, the most horrid tortures were practiced 
before the bloody rite was terminated. When the gods seemed to frown, in dearth, or 
pestilence, or famine, large numbers of  children were frequently offered in sacrifice. 
Thus the temples of  Mexico were ever clotted with blood. Still more revolting is the 
well-authenticated fact that the body of  the wretched victim thus sacrificed was often 
served up as a banquet, and was eaten with every accompaniment of  festive rejoicing. 
It is estimated that from thirty to fifty thousand thus perished every year upon the al-
tars of  ancient Mexico.

The Aztecs brutal system depended on a steady supply of  prisoners of  war and human chil-
dren collected from the empire’s subjects as “taxes.” The scale of  the murder one could find 
in just a single outlying Aztec city was astounding. Abbot relays, “they witnessed the most ap-
palling indications of  the horrid atrocities of  pagan idolatry. They found, piled in order, as 
they judged, one hundred thousand skulls of  human victims who had been offered in sacri-
fice to their gods.”

Of  course there are many noble aspects of  the Native American peoples. 
There are also many terrible aspects of  Western societies.  My point is that be-
cause of  our state of  sin all peoples are under its terrible power.  Thus it was not 
the West that brought sin and slavery to North America.

Earlier European Slavery

Why did the NYT pick the 1619 date for slavery’s arrival when it’s undeniable 
that other European colonizers had used the evil system in North America much 
earlier?  The Federalist has published a paper by Lyman Stone titled “Slavery In 
America Did Not Begin In 1619, And Other Things The New York Times Gets 
Wrong” that corrects the record.

1619 is commonly cited as the date slavery first arrived in “America.” No matter that histori-
ans mostly consider the 1619 date a red herring. Enslaved people were working in English 
Bermuda in 1616. Spanish colonies and forts in today’s Florida, Georgia, and South Caro-
lina had enslaved Africans throughout the mid-to-late 1500s: in fact, a slave rebellion in 
1526 helped end the Spanish attempt at settling South Carolina.
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So why then choose 1619?  Because it is the date that appears to uniquely tie 
the British Colonies to slavery, thus enabling the entire dishonest, destructive 1619 
narrative.

It would have been virtually impossible for slaves not to arrive at the British 
colonies, as slavery had existed continuously in time and across virtually all civiliza-
tions in one form or another for at least 3,600 years prior to 1619.  One history of  
slavery begins with “Slaves in Babylon: 18th century B.C.” and continues with al-
most every significant civilization through the 19th century A.D.  Therefore it 
would have been utterly miraculous had slaves not eventually arrived in the New 
World.

Of  course none of  this excuses the vile evil of  slavery.  However, it does create 
a context for the event of  1619 that corrects the false implication that it repre-
sented the arrival of  a new and unique evil to the New World.  And, this context 
completely destroys the presumption that 1619 was the “true founding” of  the 
United States.

American Capitalism 
and Slavery

There are times when an insti-
tution has been so hollowed 
out, so blinded by ideological 
hatred that it literally becomes 
idiotic.  This is one of  those 
times.  There are so many lay-

ers of  vile stupidity here that it’s difficult to know just where to start.

Slavery Predates Capitalism by at Least 3,300 Years

The Britannica web site’s article on Capitalism dates the start of  this economic 
system to the 16th century A.D.  Therefore, once capitalism arrived on the scene 
in Europe the institution of  slavery had already been in existence since at least the 
18th century B.C. and surely far earlier than our historical record documents. 
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 Therefore, it’s impossible for there to have been a complete separation of  slavery 
and any economic system that started while slavery existed.

And yet, the NYT’s headline attempts to tie this evil institution uniquely to 
American capitalism.  For this attempted linkage to be deemed credible it would 
have to be shown that capitalism in America was based on slavery and that the 
more capitalist is a state / colony the more it supported slavery.

The exact opposite is true in both cases.

Slavery was Eradicated in the Capitalist Northern States Long Before the Civil 
War

Although the 13 British American Colonies (and eventually States) shared a 
common heritage their dominant economic systems differed between the North-
ern and Southern regions.  Here’s a good summary of  the economic situation in 
the United States just before the Civil War.

While factories were built all over the North and South, the vast majority of  industrial manu-
facturing was taking place in the North. The South had almost 25% of  the country’s free 
population, but only 10% of  the country’s capital in 1860. The North had five times the 
number of  factories as the South, and over ten times the number of  factory workers. In addi-
tion, 90% of  the nation’s skilled workers were in the North.

Thus it is in the North that capitalism as enabled by the industrial revolution 
dominated.  While there certainly were outposts of  industrial revolution capitalism 
in the South, it was dominated by a more primitive agrarian economy dependent 
on the plantation system which required slavery for its survival.

These economic differences led to entirely different outcomes concerning the 
institution of  slavery.  While the agrarian South was utterly committed to slavery’s 
continuance the industrial North progressively eradicated this evil system. This ex-
cerpt from the Federalist summarizes this point.

The Northwest Ordinance of  1787 prohibited slavery in the territory that would become 
the states of  Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Wisconsin. In 1794, Congress barred 
American ships from engaging in the slave trade. Additional legislation in 1780 banned 
Americans from employment or investment in the international slave trade. Finally, the U.S. 
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Congress officially banned the importation of  slaves beginning on January 1, 1808, the earli-
est date allowed under the deal made to ratify the Constitution.

Far from the bastion of  racism, hate and pro-slavery sentiment that the 1619 
Project portrays, much of  the United States was ahead of  the world in ending the 
horror of  slavery. Shortly after the signing of  the Declaration, northern states took 
the lead. By 1804, New York, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Vermont, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania had passed laws that immedi-
ately or gradually abolished slavery.

Clearly it was the far more capitalist dominated Northern states that aggres-
sively opposed and abolished slavery.  This historic fact demolishes the NYT’s nar-
rative about “American capitalism.”  But there’s so much more.

The Capitalist United States is an 
Antislavery World Leader

Do you know that slavery is still an 
ongoing institution in the 21st cen-
tury?  It is.  So, since the NYT thinks 
that capitalism is the most supportive 
economic system for slavery it stands 
to reason that it would be most preva-
lent in “capitalist” countries.  And, 
since the United States is the epicen-
ter of  world capitalism it must be the 
worst here.  But, of  course, you 
would be pathetically wrong.

The Walk Free foundation published 
a Global Slavery Index that has been 
used by Progressive media organiza-
tions such as the Washington Post. 
 Here are two key figures from the 
2018 report.
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Given these results, the question must be asked: Why is the NYT holding the 
United States up as a cesspit of  slavery when it clearly is a world leader in oppos-
ing slavery?  The answer is obvious to anyone not blinded by Progressive ideology.

The NYT Hides True Economic Brutality

Finally, it must be noted that the NYT has been an enthusiastic supporter of  
the most truly brutal ideology in world history, and one that has enslaved and mur-
dered at a level unheard of  before its existence — that being Socialism.

The NYT lied to the world about the Ukrainian Famine in the 1930s Soviet 
Union (and still accepts a Pulitzer Prize for their lies). Walter Duranty was then 
the NYT’s reporter in the Soviet Union.

In the years 1932 and 1933, a catastrophic famine swept across the Soviet Union. It began 
in the chaos of  collectivization, when millions of  peasants were forced off  their land and 
made to join state farms. … At least 5 million people perished of  hunger all across the So-
viet Union. Among them were nearly 4 million Ukrainians who died not because of  neglect 
or crop failure, but because they had been deliberately deprived of  food.
…
Duranty continued, using an expression that later became notorious: “To put it brutal-
ly—you can’t make an omelette without breaking eggs.” He went on to explain that he had 
made “exhaustive inquiries” and concluded that “conditions are bad, but there is no fam-
ine.”

Indignant, Jones wrote a letter to the editor of  the Times, patiently listing his sources—a 
huge range of  interviewees, including more than 20 consuls and diplomats—and attacking 
the Moscow press corps:

Censorship has turned them into masters of  euphemism and understatement.  Hence they 
give “famine” the polite name of  “food shortage” and “starving to death” is softened down 
to read as “widespread mortality from diseases due to malnutrition…

“Russians Hungry But not Starving” became the accepted wisdom.

The nostalgia for Communism is never far beneath the surface in the Progres-
sive Left, as was recently reemphasized in a New York Times oped.  There could 
be no better confirmation of  my previous condemnation of  the Progressive Left’s 
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whitewash of  Communist genocide than the statements from this oped.  Here’s 
how the lie looks today.

We can get to this Finland Station 
only with the support of  a major-
ity; that’s one reason that socialists 
are such energetic advocates of  de-
mocracy and pluralism. But we 
can’t ignore socialism’s loss of  inno-
cence over the past century. We 
may reject the version of  Lenin 
and the Bolsheviks as crazed de-
mons and choose to see them as 
well-intentioned people trying to build a better world out of  a crisis, but we must work out 
how to avoid their failures…

The New York Times is the last place one should look for accurate historic in-
formation or moral instruction.

The United States’ 
Founding

The ultimate target for the 
Times’ propaganda is this na-
tion’s founding.  The Progres-
sive Left visibly hates the docu-
ments and associated institu-
tions that define our founding, 
those being the Constitution 

and Bill of  Rights, the Electoral College and the Senate at the very least.  And 
they mean to utterly destroy these ideas and institutions if  they are able, through 
any means necessary.

Their argument is that since slavery existed at the time of  our nation’s founding 
and therefore had to be dealt with as a present reality, the United States is a repub-
lic established upon evil.  Therefore our republic must be destroyed root and 
branch.
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Our History

The economist and historian Thomas Sowell provides some perspective on the 
institution of  slavery at the time of  our nation’s founding.

Of  all the tragic facts about the history of  slavery, the most astonishing to an American to-
day is that, although slavery was a worldwide institution for thousands of  years, nowhere in 
the world was slavery a controversial issue prior to the 18th century. People of  every race 
and color were enslaved – and enslaved others. White people were still being bought and 
sold as slaves in the Ottoman Empire, decades after American blacks were freed.

Mr. Sowell then applies this perspective to the issue of  slavery.

Everyone hated the idea of  being a slave but few had any qualms about enslaving others. 
Slavery was just not an issue, not even among intellectuals, much less among political lead-
ers, until the 18th century – and then it was an issue only in Western civilization. Among 
those who turned against slavery in the 18th century were George Washington, Thomas Jef-
ferson, Patrick Henry and other American leaders. You could research all of  the 18th cen-
tury Africa or Asia or the Middle East without finding any comparable rejection of  slavery 
there. But who is singled out for scathing criticism today? American leaders of  the 18th cen-
tury.

Deciding that slavery was wrong was much easier than deciding what to do with millions of  
people from another continent, of  another race, and without any historical preparation for 
living as free citizens in a society like that of  the United States, where they were 20 percent 
of  the population.

It is clear from the private correspondence of  Washington, Jefferson, and many others that 
their moral rejection of  slavery was unambiguous, but the practical question of  what to do 
now had them baffled. That would remain so for more than half  a century.

In 1862, a ship carrying slaves from Africa to Cuba, in violation of  a ban on the interna-
tional slave trade, was captured on the high seas by the U.S. Navy. The crew was imprisoned 
and the captain was hanged in the United States – despite the fact that slavery itself  was still 
legal at the time in Africa, Cuba, and in the United States. What does this tell us? That en-
slaving people was considered an abomination. But what to do with millions of  people who 
were already enslaved was not equally clear.
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That question was finally answered by a war in which one life was lost [620,000 Civil War 
casualties] for every six people freed [3.9 million]. Maybe that was the only answer. But 
don’t pretend today that it was an easy answer – or that those who grappled with the di-
lemma in the 18th century were some special villains when most leaders and most people 
around the world saw nothing wrong with slavery.

A Contemporary Thought Experiment

Let’s assume that in 2030, for whatever reason, it is decided that the United 
States must rewrite its Constitution from scratch. So a Constitutional Convention 
is called at which representatives from throughout the nation gather to perform 
this task.  Let’s also assume that within this group is a minority that believes abor-
tion to be an abomination that should be eradicated.  What would they propose 
and what constraints would they face?

The most obvious constraint would be that there is perhaps a quarter of  the 
adult population who believe that a fetus is not human and is the property of  the 
mother.  The mother therefore has the absolute right to dispose of  the fetus in any 
manner that she deems fit, including abortion up to the moment of  delivery. 
There is another half  of  the population who support abortion with limitations. 
Thus only a quarter of  the population supports what could be called an abolition-
ist position on abortion.

Should the Constitutional Convention’s abolitionist representatives attempt to 
enshrine their belief  in the new Constitution?  Even if  they wanted to how in the 
face of  super-majority opposition could they possibly succeed?  And, if  they did 
somehow succeed how could the new Constitution possibly be ratified?

In addition there is the likelihood of  bloody civil unrest by the pro-abortion 
camp’s most radical supporters should such a draft Constitution be achieved. 
Should a nation that is in already in dire straits rip itself  apart over an issue that 
simply cannot currently achieve majority support?

What the abortion abolitionists might attempt is insertion of  language that 
doesn’t directly attack the institution of  abortion but that, as an ideal, undermines 
its justification.  Perhaps something along the lines of:
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We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all humans are created equal, that they 
are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these 
are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.

Closing Thoughts

How can we account for the ease by which ideas contained in this initiative 
have been eviscerated?  After all, the New York Times has the resources to hire the 
“best and the brightest,” be they permanent staff  or occasional contributors.  Yet 
when the thesis behind The 1619 Project is subjected to even the most modest ap-
plication of  critical thought and historical knowledge it literally disintegrates and 
disappears.

Of  course the NYT and its 1619 contributors don’t see things this way.  They 
are convinced that their thesis of  oppression is true regardless of  any facts or argu-
ments to the contrary.  One contributor to 1619, Jamelle Bouie, responded directly 
to these criticisms in the NYT.  How he chose to end his response is deeply reveal-
ing.

No, the American revolutionaries did not declare a commitment to white supremacy, and 
the framers of  the Constitution did not spell out their structural accommodation with slav-
ery. But there’s good, strong evidence that these were critical parts of  the founding moment, 
fundamentally tied to the identity and political economy of  the new nation. This was not in-
evitable. There were other choices available — other options for constructing the nation. “A 
general emancipation after the revolution,” writes the historian Winthrop D. Jordan in 
“White Over Black: American Attitudes Toward the Negro, 1550-1812,” “would have come 
as a glorious triumph, the capstone of  the Revolution.” Instead, the revolutionary genera-
tion ran away from the implications of  their ideas. And when, just a few years later, enslaved 
people in the French colony of  Saint-Domingue rebelled in the name of  liberty, American 
officials like Jefferson feared similar “combustion” in the South.

My larger point is this: History is not the uncovering of  absolute truths. It is a dialogue be-
tween the present and the past, between communities of  scholars and thinkers working to 
understand the record of  what came before — it is always a process of  change and revision 
and critique. Conservatives have every right to criticize The 1619 Project. But if  they’re go-
ing to call it “lies” and “garbage history” — if  they’re going accuse it of  propaganda and 
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partisanship — then they should ask themselves a question: Are they looking for better schol-
arship or are they making a demand for orthodoxy?

Thus Mr. Bouie admits that “the American revolutionaries did not declare a 
commitment to white supremacy, and the framers of  the Constitution did not spell 
out their structural accommodation with slavery” while simultaneously claiming 
the existence of  “strong evidence that these were critical parts of  the founding mo-
ment.”  But wait, isn’t the core thesis of  “The 1619 Project” that 1619 was “our 
true founding?”  Which is it, Mr. Bouie, a "founding" in 1776 or a "founding" in 
1787 or a "founding" in 1619? Perhaps intellectual consistency isn't so important 
when you are living at the pinnacle of  moral superiority.

And, as the capstone of  his argument, why does he cite the opinion of  an 
author whose book was published in 2012?  While no one should deny any per-
son’r right to their opinion, isn’t it telling that the final argument in favor of  Mr. 
Bouie’s position isn’t anything remotely associated with the historic record but 
rather the opinion of  someone centuries later?

That the scandal of  slavery was entwined with the deliberations associated with 
our nation’s founding is undeniable.  That this nation’s founding was in essence an 
expression of  “white supremacy” and an endorsement of  slavery is a position that 
can only be maintained by stubborn exclusion of  facts to the contrary.

Mr. Bouie’s final statement is “Are they looking for better scholarship or are 
they making a demand for orthodoxy?”  It turns out that the NYT certainly wasn’t 
seeking the best scholarship, as is indicated in this interview of  James McPherson, 
professor emeritus of  history at Princeton University.

Q. You mentioned that you were totally surprised when you found Project 1619 in your Sun-
day paper. You are one of  the leading historians of  the Civil War and slavery. And the 
Times did not approach you?

A. No, they didn’t, no.

Q. We’ve spoken to a lot of  historians, leading scholars in the fields of  slavery, the Civil War, 
the American Revolution, and we’re finding that none of  them were approached.
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It is the 1619 Projects critics who are “looking for better scholarship,” and it is 
the NYT who is “making a demand for orthodoxy” by their utterly one-sided, hate 
infested assault on this nation’s founding.

If  what I’m saying is true (or even credible), then why are the Progressive elites 
so convinced that they are uniquely correct and that we in opposition are almost 
certainly white supremacists or their ignorant fellow travelers?  Here we must en-
ter the less certain and more dangerous areas associated with gauging motives.  
However, we are greatly assisted by the numerous occasions in which the elite Pro-
gressives openly state their goals and means.

In a recent article by Andrew Sullivan titled “A Glimpse at the Intersectional 
Left’s Political Endgame,” he provided an accurate summary of  where the Progres-
sive Left intends to take us.

Every now and again, it’s worth thinking about what the intersectional left’s ultimate end-
game really is — and here it strikes me as both useful and fair to extrapolate from Kendi’s 
project. They seem not to genuinely believe in liberalism, liberal democracy, or persuasion. 
They have no clear foundational devotion to individual rights or freedom of  speech. Rather, 
the ultimate aim seems to be running the entire country by fiat to purge it of  racism (and 
every other intersectional “-ism” and “phobia”, while they’re at it). And they demand “disci-
plinary tools” by unelected bodies to enforce “a radical reorientation of  our consciousness.” 
There is a word for this kind of  politics and this kind of  theory when it is fully and com-
pletely realized, and it is totalitarian.

Mind you that Mr. Sullivan and I are not natural political allies.  But there does 
exist, far below the surface a foundational agreement that, even when we disagree 
strongly, we remain companions in a complex but valuable experiment in liberty.

It is by the superposition of  a theory of  all encompassing oppression on lived 
experience that the people in the NYT’s 1619 Project obtain both their presumed 
moral superiority and justification for demanding their orthodoxy be declared su-
preme.  This position is not so much an intellectual conclusion as it is a psychologi-
cal condition.  Yes, this is a difficult and slippery area of  thought.  But there are 
those who, having been immersed in the cultural environment, are willing to dis-
cuss what they have found.
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One of  these brave people is Andy Havens, who lives in Seattle Washington.  
He has written an article titled “The Hordes of  the Invisible” that addresses the 
rampant and unavoidable oppression culture in his city.

Given all this – given the undeniable momentum and power of  movements towards fairness 
and righteousness and equality, given the ubiquity of  this movement in every single aspect 
and institution of  this city, how is it possible that it still feels like such an awful, intolerant, 
racist, sexist, Islamophobic, homophobic, anti-indigenous (sorry if  I missed anyone) hell 
hole of  a city?

The answer to that is actually pretty simple. The misery, the injustice, doesn’t exist in spite 
of  all the social justice activism, it exists because of  it. And truthfully, as my own subtext 
from the preceding paragraphs indicates, it doesn’t actually exist at all. The world, this city, 
as I walk around in it, is simply not in its actions a racist, sexist, homophobic, Islamophobic 
place. But my God it feels like it, and the activists (or the media, but I repeat myself) won’t 
have it any other way. What does exist, in a fetid curtain as thick as the sad salmon hauled 
from the poison Duwamish, is the idea of  injustice. The haunting spectre of  it. And they 
have all – high and low, black and white, gay and straight, on and on – risen up in their holy 
alliance against it, not realizing how adept they have been, all the while, at creating their 
own need for it. Students are rewarded for writing about it. They are given extra credit for 
attending poetry readings about it. Their social capital portfolios are almost wholly depend-
ent upon the growth of  it. Resist and you’re in. Don’t and you’re dead. It’s a sinister little 
perpetual motion machine, eating from its own toilet to survive, and knowing on some in-
stinctive, subconscious (dare I say invisible?) level, that achieving its stated purpose would 
only eliminate its only fuel source.

It is to these damaged and incoherent people that we are expected to bow in 
submission.  To continue doing so will lead to chaos and depravation at the very 
least, and perhaps even the horrors of  totalitarianism at the tragic extreme.  Is our 
temporary comfort prior to the onset of  social disintegration of  more value than 
the temporary pain associated with standing up in defiance?  To answer “yes” is to 
become an accessory in your nation’s demise.
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S E C T I O N  6

And Now for Something a Bit 
Different

Progressives Abandon Effort 
to Educate Trump Voters Out 
of Their Moronic Hatred, Now 
will Leverage it to Their 
Advantage
BERKELEY, June 26, 2019 -- by Mack Tool and Patri-

cia Hack

Leading Progressives have just completed a strategic directions conference in 
Berkeley California at which a major change in direction was debated and over-
whelmingly ratified.  Although the official document is shrouded in the secrecy nec-
essary to ensure maximum public transparency and participation, Morning Woke 
has obtained  reliable information on the content from current and former mem-
bers of  the Progressive movement who wish to remain anonymous.

Previous to this change Progressives had sought to influence voters who eventu-
ally became the Trump base by encouragement and education.  The first national 
politician to identify and constructively engage with this cohort was Barack 
Obama (blessed be His name) in the 2008 Presidential campaign.  After campaign-
ing in Pennsylvania Senator Obama offered up these words of  educational encour-
agement to a humility-filled Progressive audience in San Francisco.

And it’s not surprising then they get bitter, they cling to guns or religion or antipathy toward 
people who aren’t like them or anti-immigrant sentiment or anti-trade sentiment as a way to 
explain their frustrations.

Since Mr. Obama carried Pennsylvania, Michigan, Ohio and Wisconsin in 
both the 2008 and 2012 presidential elections the Progressive movement’s leader-

209

https://www.politico.com/blogs/ben-smith/2008/04/obama-on-small-town-pa-clinging-to-religion-guns-xenophobia-007737
https://www.politico.com/blogs/ben-smith/2008/04/obama-on-small-town-pa-clinging-to-religion-guns-xenophobia-007737
https://www.politico.com/blogs/ben-smith/2008/04/obama-on-small-town-pa-clinging-to-religion-guns-xenophobia-007737
https://www.politico.com/blogs/ben-smith/2008/04/obama-on-small-town-pa-clinging-to-religion-guns-xenophobia-007737


ship became convinced that these words of  wisdom has sufficed to divert these 
needy loser communities from “bitter clingism.”

However, in the 2016 presidential election cycle the ever wise and perceptive 
Hillary Clinton (blessed be Her name) began to sense an almost imperceptible (to 
common folk) ripple in the political force.  Noting the previous success of  Presi-
dent Obama’s strategy, she commented on this disturbance at a LGBT for Hillary 
Gala in New York City.

You know, just to be grossly generalistic, you could put half  of  Trump’s supporters into what 
I call the basket of  deplorables. Right? The racist, sexist, homophobic, xenophobic, Islama-
phobic — you name it. And unfortunately there are people like that. And he has lifted them 
up. He has given voice to their websites that used to only have 11,000 people, now have 11 
million. He tweets and retweets offensive, hateful, mean-spirited rhetoric. Now some of  
those folks, they are irredeemable. But thankfully they are not America.

To the utter shock and amazement of  the Progressive movement, this kindly 
educational guidance turned out to be “casting pearls before swine.”  Rather than 
thanking Mrs. Clinton, these “irredeemable deplorables” in Pennsylvania, Michi-
gan, Ohio and Wisconsin rose up as a “stiff  necked people” voting against their 
moral and intellectual betters!

Rather than rethinking their engagement strategy (due to their kindly and hum-
ble nature), Progressives (and their Never-Trump fellow travelers) increased their 
educational efforts, summarized in the following excerpt from The Guardian.

Stories marveling at the stupidity of  Trump voters are published nearly every day. Articles 
that accuse Trump’s followers of  being bigots have appeared by the hundreds, if  not the 
thousands. Conservatives have written them; liberals have written them; impartial profession-
als have written them. The headline of  a recent Huffington Post column announced, 
bluntly, that “Trump Won Super Tuesday Because America is Racist.” A New York Times 
reporter proved that Trump’s followers were bigots by coordinating a map of  Trump sup-
port with a map of  racist Google searches. Everyone knows it: Trump’s followers’ passions 
are nothing more than the ignorant blurtings of  the white American id, driven to madness 
by the presence of  a black man in the White House. The Trump movement is a one-note 
phenomenon, a vast surge of  race-hate. Its partisans are not only incomprehensible, they 
are not really worth comprehending.
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More in sorrow than anger the Progressive movement has decided to abandon 
this strategy of  positive educational engagement.  Since these people have shown 
themselves to be irredeemable a new and brilliant strategy of  leveraging their mo-
ronic ignorance has been embraced.

After great altruistic effort to educate Trump voters, the Progressive movement 
has made a radical strategic change in direction.  Multiple current and past mem-
bers of  the Progressive inner-sanctum (who wish to remain anonymous) have re-
vealed this strategy exclusively to Morning Woke.

Having sorrowfully concluded that this voting block is indeed composed of  irre-
deemable hateful morons, the Progressive movement will from now on seek to hi-
jack and then direct this hate to their political advantage.  The key insight is that, 
since these voters have virtually nothing but primitive brain-stem mental capabil-
ity, they can be easily reprogrammed to serve Progressive goals.

The “Canuck Threat” (Phase 1)

Given that Trump voters 
are inherently xenopho-
bic, the Progressive move-
ment will reorient that ha-
tred from the 
U.S./Mexican to the 
U.S./Canadian border. 
 Hollywood will subse-
quently begin cranking 
out movies and shows in 
which terroristic Cana-
dian villains threaten all 
that we hold dear in the 
United States.  The Main-
stream Media will simulta-

neously begin publishing stories about the “Canuck Hordes” that are massing just 
north of  the U.S. border.  Google searches on “illegal immigration” will return 
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links to the Canadian 
threat and the auto-fill fea-
ture will only include Ca-
nadian suggestions.  The 
dimwitted Trump voters 
in Pennsylvania, Michi-
gan, Ohio and Wisconsin 
will see images of  the Ca-
nuck Threat plastered on 
billboards and mass me-
dia sites accompanied by 
terrifying commentary.

Images showing that 
the Mexican population is 
distributed in an unthreatening manner will also become prevalent in the mass me-

dia.

Finally, an intense propaganda cam-
paign will be launched that claims 
Trump has been lying to the Ameri-
can people about the real source of  
danger.

By these means Trump voters will 
become convinced that the real 
threat is located in Canada and that 
Trump, as a traitorous Russian pup-
pet, has been lying to them.

Progressive Heroes to the Rescue (Phase 2)

Having convinced Trump voters of  the Canuck Threat, the Democrat Presiden-
tial Nominee (blessed be Agender/Androgyne/Androgynous/Bigender/Cis/Cis 
Female/Cis Male/Cis Man/Cis Woman/Cisgender/Cisgender Female/
Cisgender Male/Cisgender Man/Cisgender Woman/Female to Male/FTM/
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The nation of Mexico has moved its population far from the bor-
der to show that they have no intentions of illegally entering the 
U.S.!

Why would Trump have lied to you about the Ca-
nuck Threat?  Because he’s a puppet under the mind 
control of Vladimir Putin!
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Gender Fluid/Gender Nonconforming/Gender Questioning/Gender Variant/
Genderqueer/Intersex/Male to Female /MTF/Neither/Neutrois/Non-binary/
Other/Pangender/Trans/Trans Female/Trans Male/Trans Man/Trans Person/
Trans Woman/Trans*/Trans* Female/Trans* Male/Trans* Man/Trans* 
Person/Trans* Woman/Transfeminine/Transgender/Transgender Female/
Transgender Male/Transgender Man/Transgender Person/Transgender 
Woman/Transmasculine/Transsexual/Transsexual Female/Transsexual Male/
Transsexual Man/Transsexual Person/Transsexual Woman/Two-spirit‘s name) 
will propose building a massive defensive wall on the U.S./Canada border.  After 
winning the election tens of  billions of  dollars will be allocated to this wall.

However, since the Canadian threat in nonexistent, the wall will be made from 
corrugated cardboard covered with polyurethane. Thus it will cost only 1% of  the 
allocated money.  The other 99% will go to Socialist dominated trade unions who 
will contribute a large portion back to the Democrat Party.  Thus Trump will be 
defeated, his voters will become Progressive voters and the Democrat Party will be 
able to outspend Republicans at a 10:1 ratio in future elections.  By this means we 
will finally be able to bring the Socialist utopia into being!

Some might ask why we are publishing this strategy given that it might tip-off  
Trump voters.  However, we have concluded that they don’t have the curiosity to 
seek out non-neo-Nazi / white supremacist web sites or the intellectual capacity to 
understand should they stumble into this information.

Decoding Progressivism
Academic Freedom (Not) Edition

These poor professors were members in good standing of  the “progressive com-
munity” right up to the moment when they grasped the last shred of  adulthood / 
common sense (left), free speech / debate (center) or critical thinking / intellectual 
standards (right).  They had imagined that they were running with Unicorns but 
realized their error too late.
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The tragic truth is that many “intellectuals” eventually realize that they are run-
ning with a hyena pack, but lack the decency and/or courage to exit (Jonathan 
Kay on the tyranny of  Twitter: How mob censure is changing the intellectual land-

scape).

… you will find intellectuals who have made extraordinary financial sacrifices to pursue 
their artistic or activist passions, and whose entire livelihood hinges on a thin patchwork of  
government grants, modest book advances, sessional teaching contracts, and honoraria from 
small journals, websites and magazines. Just one wrong Tweet or misplaced open-letter signa-
ture can send these people back to a life working for Uber or foodora.
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Sarah Hoyt provides an accurate summary of  the current academic Progres-
sive left.

Their behavior is so insane, their on-command ability to jump on anyone or anything who 
deviates from the now-current party line so absolute, their arguments so ridiculous, it took 
me a while to realize what they’re doing is the equivalent of  Mao’s brigades of  aggressive 
young people fanning out to rural areas to teach the peasants how to think and what to do.

Our colleges and universities are purposefully creating hordes of  these cultural 
revolution goons … tragic credentialed, entitled lives with no actual useful skills 
but masters of  personal and civilizational destruction.  So, it hasn’t stayed on the 
campus.  Buckle up, it’s going to be a rough ride.

Socialist Genocide Support Edition
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Communism/Socialism must be counted as one of  the most tragic, persistent 
and deadly lies of  all time.  Stalinism was just one particularly monstrous phase of  
the lie that has reaped tens of  millions of  murdered humans and ruination for hun-
dreds of  millions more.  And yet, the elite Progressive Leftists choose to contribute 
mightily to the keeping of  this lie alive.  Here’s what the lie looked like in the 
1950s.

It is in the nature of  Stalinism for its adherents to make a certain kind of  lying – and not 
only to others, but first of  all to themselves – a fundamental part of  their lives.  It is always a 
mistake to assume that Stalinists do not know the truth about the political reality they es-
pouse. If  they don’t know the truth (or all of  it) one day, they know it the next, and it makes 
absolutely no difference to them politically.  For their loyalty is to something other than the 
truth.  And no historical enormity is so great, no personal humiliation or betrayal so ex-
treme, no crime so heinous that it cannot be assimilated into the ‘ideals’ that govern the true 
Stalinist mind, which is impervious alike to documentary evidence and moral discrimina-
tion.
(From a Hilton Kramer essay)

The nostalgia for Communism is never far beneath the surface in the Progres-
sive Left, as was recently reemphasized in a New York Times oped.  There could 
be no better confirmation of  my recent condemnation of  the Progressive Left’s 
whitewash of  Communist genocide than the statements from this oped.  Here’s 
how the lie looks today.

We can get to this Finland Station only with the support of  a majority; that’s one reason that 
socialists are such energetic advocates of  democracy and pluralism. But we can’t ignore so-
cialism’s loss of  innocence over the past century. We may reject the version of  Lenin and the 
Bolsheviks as crazed demons and choose to see them as well-intentioned people trying to 
build a better world out of  a crisis, but we must work out how to avoid their failures…

Since Communism doesn’t currently have the power to destroy Western Civili-
zation, other “strong horses” must be used to achieve this fundamental goal.

In a recent Kurt Schlichter essay, “Stop Lying to Us,” we find that although the 
specifics of  the lie have changed, the destructive civilizational purpose of  the Pro-
gressive Left remains essentially unaltered.
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But for the so-called elite that seeks to rule us, it’s all lies, all day, every day, about everything, 
since they can’t be honest because we normals reject what they want whenever we are ex-
posed to the truth and are allowed a say. So their go-to move to impose their sick will is to 
obscure or hide the truth, and try to suppress our voices.
…
When it comes to terror, they prioritize their cocktail party clichés over our lives. They are 
willing to accept the risk of  dangerous Muslim radicals infiltrating our country rather than 
admitting the truth and taking action.
…
Then there are the informal ways the left seeks to protect the lies – the attempts at public 
shaming, plus the intimidation by political correctness that tells the truth-speaker that his 
reputation, his job and maybe his physical safety will be in danger if  he dares point out that 
the lies are lies.
…
No, they would rather you lie and die than tell the truth and live. But unless we choose not 
to stand up for ourselves, our families and our Constitution, we still get a say.

What is “rather you lie and die than tell the truth and live” other than the pur-
poseful sacrifice of  human beings to the idol of  their own narcissism?

Finally, closing the circle between idolatry and lying.

Such idolatrous lies falsify a person, obscuring and distorting who the person is.  The lie de-
stroys true relationship as humans stop relating to God as he knows himself  to be, instead 
treating him as they have fashioned him.  Idolatry strongly expresses human sovereignty, but 
sovereignty at the expense of  true relationship.

Passively in the face of  lies causes us to become complicit in their evil conse-
quences.

Progressive Pyramid Climbing Edition

When your standard of  morality is who hates democratic, liberal civilization 
the most then you are compelled to depraved extremism if  you desire to rise on 
the Progressive Pyramid of  Moral Authority.
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Toxic Masculinity Edition
Nancy Pelosi Defends the Honor of Violent MS-13 Gang Members

House Democratic Leader Nancy Pelosi responded to President Trump calling violent MS-
13 gang members “animals,” at her weekly press briefing Thursday morning. Pelosi says 
Trump’s comments as reported are a new low, and make her wonder if  the president be-
lieves “we are all God’s children” or not.

“When the president of  the United States says about undocumented immigrants, ‘these are 
not people, these are animals,’ you have to wonder, does he not believe in the spark of  divin-
ity? In the dignity and worth of  every person? ‘These are not people, these are animals,’ 
from the president of  the United States.”

“Every day you think you’ve seen it all, along comes another manifestation of  why their poli-
cies are so inhumane,” she said.
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“Calling people animals is not a good thing,” she said, before ending the news conference 
and walking out.

Nancy Pelosi Can’t Find a “Spark of Divinity” in Middle Americans who Don’t 
Vote Democratic

Wow.  Surely suburban men are now even worse!  By the way, Progressives now 
also hate white suburban women.

Scarborough asks her:

But how do Democrats who have the right policies economically, in their minds, how do 
they reconnect with a middle America who feels like sometimes they are looked down upon 
because of  their faith or their values?

PELOSI: Well, thank you for asking that question because the cultural issue, and especially 
when it comes to rural America, the isolation that some people feel there, plus they don’t 
think that Democrats are people of  faith, when the fact is that we are. And I say, this will be 
a little not in keeping with the spirit of  the day of  unity, but I say they pray in church on 
Sunday and prey on people the rest of  the week, and while we’re doing the Lord’s work by 
ministering to the needs of  God’s creation they are ignoring those needs which is to dis-
honor the God who made them.

Can there be any doubt why President Trump encouraged the Democrats to 
reelect Nancy Pelosi to Speaker of  the House?  Please Speaker Pelosi, keep sharing 
your Progressive Wisdom with us!

So you see, by Nancy Pelosi’s logic it’s not MS-13 gang members who prey on 
others, but rather churchgoing middle Americans.  Thanks for so conclusively con-
firming Peggy Noonan’s statement that “we are patronized by our inferiors.”

President Obama Denies the Source of Islamic Terror

This week came news that the Islamic State of  Iraq and the Levant burned alive a Jorda-
nian pilot in a metal cage. … — beheadings, mass murders, rape, human slavery, state spon-
sorship of  terrorism, and military conquest — jihadists are perpetrating in Muhammad’s 
name. …
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Obama has reinforced the left’s proclivity to condemn critics of  radical Islam instead of  the 
jihadists who fight in its name.

Only last week, White House Press Secretary Josh Earnest and Deputy Press Secretary Eric 
Schultz staunchly denied to an incredulous press corps that the Taliban is a terrorist organi-
zation. … The purpose of  the White House’s ludicrous denial is to hide that the basis of the 
Taliban’s enmity, strategy, and objectives is a doctrine of  Islamic supremacy.

Such suppression is nothing new for the administration. As early as early 2009, it renamed 
campaigns in the struggle against Islamic extremism “overseas contingency operations.”

Progressive Chris Murphy Explains Away Islamic Terror

Shortly after three men with knives and a van spent eight minutes murdering and maiming 
people at random on London Bridge, one of  the Democratic Party’s leading voices on na-
tional security responded on Twitter. Chris Murphy began by criticizing Donald Trump for 
sounding the alarms. “My god,” he wrote. “@POTUS has no idea that the goal of  terrorists 
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is to instill a level of  fear in the public disproportionate to the actual threat.” The Connecti-
cut senator tried to put the threat in proper proportion. “Terrorism is a real threat,” he ac-
knowledged, “but remember that since 9/11, you have a greater chance of  being killed by a 
falling object than by terrorists.” Murphy then issued a five-point rebuttal to Trump’s ap-
proach to terrorism. He did not issue a five-point plan for defeating falling objects.

Maybe Murphy didn’t do this because falling objects are not equivalent to 
three men ramming and hacking people to death on London Bridge.

And yet we continue to kowtow to this movement’s presumption of  intellectual 
and moral superiority.  They grow strong through our cowardice.
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C H A P T E R  5

Progressivism Applied to 
Specific Issues

One source of the Progressive totalitarian impulse

Up to this point I have examined Progressivism from a general, theoretical perspec-
tive.  However, until we investigate how it is applied to specific issues the transfor-
mation from theoretical to practical remains a mystery.  It is for this reason that I 
am providing this information in a few selected areas.  These areas were addressed 
because, for one reason or another, they happened to capture my interest.  Thus I 
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can’t claim that they are either comprehensive or even representative.  They are all 
important areas in which the Progressive Movement has chosen to make signifi-
cant investment.

A primary driver of  practical Progressive political action is the maintenance of  
that presumption of  moral and intellectual superiority built on the theoretical / 
ideological foundation discussed previously.  That is, Progressives have a burning 
compulsion to uniformly impose their presumed superiority on the world.  And, 
the only means of  accomplishing this end is the acquisition of  power: both politi-
cal and social.

Progressives seek and then wield that power with a brutality that intimidates 
the opposition.  This in turn creates an environment in which their expansion of  
power appears to be inexorable.  However there are many millions of  citizens 
who, though cowed, burn with anger at those who demand their submission by 
brute political and social force.  These people may appear to be defeated or even 
in support of  the Progressive project.  But they are looking for a vehicle through 
which they can express their internal sense of  rejection.

Our contemporary situation is the practical flowering of  this conflict.  There is 
no way to predict which side will prevail.  However the result will likely determine 
if  this nation remains a Constitutional Republic or is transformed into a nation of  
Masters and Serfs.
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S E C T I O N  1

The Abortion Democide

Christ Hospital?  Have You No 
Shame, No Conscience?

Here’s an excerpt from the testimony of  Jill 
Stanek, R.N. at the recent Hearing of  the 
House Judiciary Committee Regarding H.R. 
962, “Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Protec-
tion Act” on September 10, 2019.

When I heard Virginia Governor Ralph Northam, a pediatric neurologist, describe during 
an interview the process by which doctors determine to shelve unwanted newborns to die, it 
hit painfully home to me.

He said, quoting, “If  a mother is in labor, I can tell you exactly what would happen. The in-
fant would be delivered. The infant would be kept comfortable. The infant would be resusci-
tated if  that’s what the mother and the family desired.”

Governor Northam was right. That is exactly what happens. I know because I cared for a 
dying baby who was on the other side of  that decision.

My experience was 20 years ago, but as Governor Northam made clear, it could have hap-
pened yesterday. I was a Registered Nurse at Christ Hospital in Illinois, when I learned it 
committed abortions into the second and third trimesters. The procedure, called induced la-
bor abortion, sometimes resulted in babies being aborted alive.

In the event a baby was aborted alive, he or she received no medical assessments or care but 
was only given what my hospital called “comfort care”- made comfortable, as Governor 
Northam indicated.
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One night, a nursing co-worker was transporting a baby who had been aborted because he 
had Down syndrome to our Soiled Utility Room to die – because that’s where survivors 
were taken.

I could not bear the thought of  this suffering child dying alone, so I rocked him for the 45 
minutes that he lived. He was 21 to 22 weeks old, weighed about 1/2 pound, and was about 
the size of  my hand. He was too weak to move very much, expending all his energy attempt-
ing to breathe. Toward the end he was so quiet I couldn’t tell if  he was still alive unless I 
held him up to the light to see if  his heart was still beating through his chest wall.

After he was pronounced dead, I folded his little arms across his chest, wrapped him in a 
tiny shroud, and carried him to the hospital morgue where we took all our dead patients.

Christ Hospital readily admitted babies there survived abortions. A spokesman told the Chi-
cago Sun-Times (article submitted with testimony) “between 10 percent and 20 percent” of  
aborted babies “survive for short periods.”

From what I observed, it was not uncommon for a live aborted baby to linger for an hour or 
two or even longer. One abortion survivor I was aware of  lived for almost eight hours.

Of  16 babies Christ Hospital aborted during the year 2000, four that I knew of  were 
aborted alive. Each of  those babies – two boys and two girls – lived between 1-1/2 and 3 
hours. One baby was 28 weeks’ gestation – 7 months old – and weighed two pounds, seven 
ounces.

This happens at a place called “Christ” Hospital in Illinois.

Is there a single pro-choice Christian out there who will stand up and admit 
that infanticide is a terrible sin?  Will they admit that their pro-choice belief  has 
led to a place of  undeniable vile evil?  Have these developments in the slightest 
shaken their Christian conscience?  So far I’ve only heard crickets.

“Christ” Hospital?  No, “Satan” Hospital is what this foul institution should be 
called.

For any pro-choice people who wonder how they have arrived at this point, this 
article provides a Christian perspective on the situation and the way home.
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South Bend Indiana Abortion Horror

The “pro-choice” community will ignore any horror rather than reassess their 
death-ideology.  But it’s getting to the point of  pathetic absurdity.

Thousands of  preserved fetal remains found on property of  deceased Will County doctor

SOUTH BEND, Ind.– Thousands of  fetal remains were found at the home of  a former 
South Bend abortion doctor, WSBT reports.

The remains were discovered while family members were searching through the home of  
Dr. Ulrich Klopfer, who passed away on Sept. 3. His home is in Will County, Illinois.

By the way, did you notice the city in 
which this vile abortionist worked, why 
yes, Mayor Pete’s South Bend Indiana! 
This abortionist and Mayor Pete were 
not strangers.

… Klopfer’s clinic was located in South 
Bend, Indiana. And while he was there, 
good ol’ Godly Mayor Pete (or Alcalde Pete, 
if  you were watching the Spanish portion of  
the Democrat debate) intervened to help 
him out.
…

This is the kind of  man Buttigieg is. He de-
fended Klopfer when his license was under 
attack. He provided the administrative fire-
power necessary to overturn a zoning deci-

sion that would have put a pro-life pregnancy center next door to Klopfer. And he thinks a 
child still attached to the umbilical cord can be legally killed because it isn’t yet breathing.

The above article calls Mayor Buttigieg “Godly Mayor Pete” because he is cur-
rently the most prominent “Christian” advocate for abortion in the United States.
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Godly Mayor Pete shares his deep thoughts on 
the Bible and abortion.
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As with so many Progressive Christian theological innovations, Godly Mayor 
Pete doesn’t know or care what the Bible actually has to say about human life, but 
rather has Gnostic knowledge about what the Bible should say.  Here’s Godly 
Mayor Pete’s exegesis of  the Bible.

[Pro-life people] hold everybody in line with this one piece of  doctrine about abortion, 
which is obviously a tough issue for a lot of  people to think through morally. Then again, 
there’s a lot of  parts of  the Bible that talk about how life begins with breath.

To anyone who considers this section to be an extreme reaction, I point out 
that so unavoidable has this horror become that it has even penetrated the New 
York Times’ progressive force field (excerpt from “The Abortion Mysticism of  
Pete Buttigieg,” by Ross Douthat).

The version of  pro-choice politics that has been generally successful in this country allows 
Americans to support abortion rights within limits, while still regarding figures like Dr. 

Klopfer as murderous or 
monstrous.

But the more maximalist and 
mystical your claims about 
when personhood begins (or 
doesn’t), the more strained 
that distinction gets. The un-
apologetic grisliness of  a 
Klopfer, or a Kermit Gosnell 
before him, haunts a But-
tigiegian abortion politics 
more than it does a “safe, le-
gal, rare” triangulation, be-

cause it establishes the most visceral of  contrasts — between the mysticism required to be-
lieve that the right to life begins at birth and the cold and obvious reality that what our laws 
call a nonperson can still become a corpse.

In the previous section I asked of  the pro-choice community “Have You No 
Shame, No Conscience?”  Unless I start to hear something soon my conclusion 
will have to be “No, no you don’t.”
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Sir, you don’t understand.  To Godly Mayor Pete, Jesus Christ 
isn’t the eternal Second Person of the Trinitarian Christian God, 
but rather an avatar who confirms his every Progressive belief.
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Taking Off the Kid Gloves: Decoding Progressivism 
on Abortion
Child Sacrifice Edition

The Progressive-Left is on the move to incorporate abortion up to and includ-
ing delivery and even infanticide into state law.

Virginia Gov. Ralph Northam, who just made deeply troubling comments on abortion, and 
New York Gov. Andrew Cuomo, who just signed the country’s most radical abortion law, 
have been the subject of  intense ire in recent days. The outrage is coming not just coming 
from “radical” pro-lifers, but people from across the political spectrum.

Why? Because virtually no one but the far left believes it is morally acceptable to allow in-
fants to be murdered seconds before birth, or to be left to die after delivery at the behest of  
the mother.

Yet the nation has been shocked by radical left’s boldness in their mission to define preborn 
human beings as disposable non-persons.

Make no mistake, Illinois is well on its way to joining this radical abortion move-
ment.
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Stop pretending that this is an ancient evil.
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Here are a couple of  questions.

1. Has anyone reading this book experienced a Progressive individual or organi-
zation recoiling in horror at the Democrat Party’s embrace of  abortion up to 
birth and what can only be called infanticide?

2. Have they said they had no idea that abortion policy would go to this extreme 
and that they therefore repudiate their support of  both abortion and the 
Democrat Party?

Me neither.

Perhaps it’s because this was always the unspoken but true nature the abortion 
regime.  Or as one commentator concludes:

Leftists like Virginia Gov. Ralph Northam, the Vermont state representatives who just 
passed the nation’s most permissive abortion law, or Sen. Patty Murray and the other Demo-
crats who voted against protecting aborted infants born alive, are simply carrying on a 
millennia-long tradition of  depriving children of  their rights as human beings and image 
bearers of  God.

Here’s your answer, … : In the womb or out, the far left believes it’s the mother’s decision 
whether to allow her own child, her helpless and dependent flesh-and-blood offspring, to 
live. Expect to see more obstruction of  protections for live infants, because Democrats don’t 
believe in their own propaganda. They believe something far, far more terrible.

By the way, Presbyterian Church (USA) members, the “saints” attending the 
General Assembly in 2014 were way ahead of  the Progressive curve regarding in-
fanticide.

The Presbyterian Church USA General Assembly made a lot of  headlines when they voted 
to bless same-sex marriages. But Wesley J. Smith brings up a far more disturbing vote at the 
convention that isn’t getting as many headlines: voting no to protect babies born alive after a 
failed abortion. …
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The Presbytery of  South Alabama overtures the 221st General Assembly (2014) of  the Pres-
byterian Church (USA) to do the following:

1. Call for the Presbyterian Mission Agency and member congregations to enter a two-year 
season of  reflection upon the plight of  children unwanted by human society, both born 
and not-yet born, and to purposefully seek to enter the pure worship of  God by offering 
aid, comfort, and the Gospel to those responsible for the care of  our most desperate or-
phans (including those who survive abortion procedures): parents, siblings, church and 
community leaders, and the medical profession.

2. Direct the Moderator of  the General Assembly and the Stated Clerk to issue statements 
that denounce the practice of  killing babies born live following an abortion procedure, 
such as was revealed in the Dr. Kermit Gosnell clinic in Philadelphia. …

Evidently, denouncing infanticide and praying for children born after an abortion fails 
doesn’t fly in today’s Presbyterian church. The motion didn’t call for the Presbyterian 
church to stop supporting pro-abortion organizations, like Planned Parenthood, either — or 
is asking for an assessment of  support given to both pro-life and pro-abortion organizations 
somehow too pro-life for them Presbyterian church, too? …

It should also be made clear that this wasn’t a narrow victory. The margin of  defeat for this 
motion was 465 – 133. It was a landslide, because for PCUSA, saying that what Kermit Gos-
nell did is horrific and wrong, and should never happen again, is evidently too much to ask.
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The practitioner of mass infanticide that the “saints” of the 221st PC(USA) General Assembly 
couldn’t bring themselves to denounce by a 3.5-to-1 ratio.



And yet we continue to avert our eyes, hoping not to notice the moral corrup-
tion that now dominates the Progressive Left’s position on abortion and infanticide 
(including at least one supposedly “Christian” denomination).

So finally, the decoder image.

Planned Parenthood Heroes Edition

Gee, you Planned Parenthood abortionists must be so brave!
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S E C T I O N  2

Totalitarians Against Climate 
Change

Environmentalism Becomes a 
Death Cult
Opening Comments

Now that there is a Democrat majority in the 
U.S. House of  Representatives it appears that 
radical environmentalism will become a major 
political issue.   The most visible manifestation 
of  this issue is the Green New Deal.  Although 
this initiative has generated significant atten-

tion its general ridiculousness prevents me from taking it too seriously.  However 
the impact of  radical environmentalism is no laughing matter.  Its ideas are caus-
ing mental anguish in many of  our citizens.  Therefore, it’s time to comment at 
some length.

I will eventually directly address the “death cult” issue.  But, if  you will grant 
me your patience I’d like to begin a couple of  steps back.

Scientific / Technical Ignorance in Advanced Western Society

We live at a time when the wondrous benefits (not a universally accepted de-
scription) of  science and technology have been made available to mass-market con-
sumers.  One of  the most visible and used is wireless communication technology.

I’m focusing here because it is an area in which I am highly knowledgable.  I 
have had an almost four-decade career in technical and business areas of  the wire-
less industry.  I worked for 27 years at what was then a dominant U.S. based wire-
less systems company, starting as an engineer and eventually becoming a senior 
technical leader.  I was a primary technical contributor (with a dozen issued U.S. 
patents) to the first fully digital wireless system (virtually all current wireless sys-
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tems are digital) designed by that company, which became a highly successful, long 
running product line.  I have represented this company at national and interna-
tional forums, communicating technical information on cutting-edge wireless sys-
tem research.  I’m not sharing this to brag, but rather to explain that I actually do 
know a tremendous amount about this area.

Therefore, prior to discussing environmental science (an area in which I am cer-
tainly not an expert), I will comment on the general situation in the area where I 
certainly am.  I trust that this discussion will be useful for illuminating some of  the 
key issues associated with the general public’s understanding of  and policy pre-
scriptions for environmentalism.

Uninformed Emotional Responses

People who don’t know anything about a given technology but who have be-
come paranoid about their health can respond irrationally.  I came across this re-
sponse at least twice in my career.

In one case, a group in Scandinavia opposed installation of  a cellular site in 
their neighborhood.  Their concern wasn’t aesthetic, but rather that since the an-
tenna “looked big” it was a cancer concern.  Little did they know that the electro-
magnetic field strength caused by the site was tiny compared to that of  a cell 
phone operating near their body.  But they felt otherwise due to an uninformed 
emotional response.  Note that cell phones have been shown by a multitude of  sub-
stantial medical experiments to pose no 
risk of  cancer.

In a second case I was presenting to 
a regional director of  the Department 
of  Transportation on ad-hoc wireless 
technology.  We used a color tempera-
ture chart to plot electromagnetic field 
strength on a road grid.  It is normal 
practice to plot the highest strength sig-
nals in red (the “hot” color) and lowest 
in blue (the “cool” color).  When I put up the chart the director said something to 
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Field strength plot using a color temperature 
scale (see left-side of the figure).



the effect of  “So you’re saying that I’d get cancer on the red streets?”  Of  course, 
this was utterly ridiculous.  However, due to their powerful emotional response the 
entire presentation became useless.

If  you take all the false claims of  cancer risk from cellular systems and multiply 
them by one-million then you may get close to the level of  emotion-directed fear 
mongering that has been applied to “global warming” / “climate change” theory. 
The resulting emotional chaos in the general public is thus not surprising.

Computer Simulation Challenges

How many people in the general public know that the entire theory of  destruc-
tive “global warming” rests on the output of  computer simulations of  the earth’s 
climate?  Surely it is a small minority.  How many people in the general public 
know even the most rudimentary facts about how a computer simulation is con-
structed, what are its limitations and how to judge the credibility of  its results?  A 
tiny minority is clearly the case.

I actually know quite a bit about this general area having managed develop-
ment of  numerous comprehensive and sophisticated commuter simulators of  wire-
less systems.  Mind you I am not claiming knowledge of  world climate computer 
modeling.  However, it is certainly true that the understanding of  wireless system 
operation is massively more mature and certain than that concerning the earth’s 
climate.  It is also true that the scope and complexity of  a wireless system com-
puter simulation is a tiny fraction of  that required for world climate.  Therefore, 
were it the case that even for much simpler wireless system models there were 
deep, intractable issues concerning evaluation of  the credibility and accuracy of  
their results, this would then also apply to earth climate modeling.

It turns out that there were major issues concerning credibility and accuracy. 
Other groups in the company developed their own wireless system computer simu-
lations.  Since a multitude of  engineering decisions had to be made on model ap-
plication and parameter settings these models didn’t always agree.  Given that for 
each group professional ego and future funding was at stake it became impossible 
to resolve these differences.  This failure significantly undermined senior leader-
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ship confidence, as tens to hundreds of  millions of  dollars in contractual perform-
ance were regularly in the balance.

If, due to the often unpredictable and chaotic behavior of  wireless signals 
propagating in the real world (among many other issues), it was exceedingly diffi-
cult to assess the credibility and accuracy of  wireless system simulators, then the 
difficulty is massively more for assessing earth climate simulations.

The difference is that, whereas with the wireless company incentives of  profit/
loss pressed towards truthful resolution, in “climate change” all incentives press to-
wards ignoring these issues.  For the scientific community future funding is directly 
dependent on the belief  that the results are true.  For the media, profit and influ-
ence are maximized by reporting terrifying results.  And for the funding politicians 
future political power is directly related to frightening the general public into vot-
ing for more government power to address the “problem.”  Thus, although there 
are huge issues with the credibility and accuracy of  computer climate modeling, 
their discussion is effectively suppressed by all of  the interest’s groups who benefit 
from climate hysteria.

Yes, I know that I’ll now be branded a “climate denier.”  But then, when all the 
opposition has is character assassination you can be sure that the facts aren’t on 
their side.  I’ll also point out that 90+% of  those making this accusation don’t 
know the first thing about the actual scientific method, let alone computer model-
ing or climate science.  But, when you terrify people with incredible claims what 
can be expected other than emotion overriding critical thinking and common 
sense?

However, although it is possible to significantly suppress information in a free 
society, it is exceedingly difficult to totally prevent its seeping out into the public.

Recently the Economist Magazine published a “climate change” edition.  One 
of  the articles provided valuable detail about these models, which is excerpted be-
low.  Perhaps those people who lord it over their peers on their “knowledge” about 
“climate science” should pay special attention.

[Modeling] is a complicated process. A model’s code has to represent everything from the 
laws of  thermodynamics to the intricacies of  how air molecules interact with one another. 
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Running it means performing quadrillions of  mathematical operations a second—hence the 
need for supercomputers. And using it to make predictions means doing this thousands of  
times, with slightly different inputs on each run, to get a sense of  which outcomes are likely, 
which unlikely but possible, and which implausible in the extreme.

Even so, such models are crude. Millions of  grid cells might sound a lot, but it means that 
an individual cell’s area, seen from above, is about 10,000 square kilometers, while an air or 
ocean cell may have a volume of  as much as 100,000 km3. Treating these enormous areas 
and volumes as points misses much detail. Clouds, for instance, present a particular chal-
lenge to modellers. Depending on how they form and where, they can either warm or cool 
the climate. But a cloud is far smaller than even the smallest grid-cells, so its individual effect 
cannot be captured. The same is true of  regional effects caused by things like topographic 
features or islands.

Building models is also made hard by lack of  knowledge about the ways that carbon—the 
central atom in molecules of  carbon dioxide and methane, the main heat-capturing green-
house gases other than water vapour—moves through the environment. Understanding 
Earth’s carbon cycles is crucial to understanding climate change. But much of  that element’s 
movement is facilitated by living organisms, and these are even more difficult to understand 
than physical processes.

Of  course, if  the asso-
ciated climate computer 
models are found to be ac-
curate then the above is-
sues can be said to have 
been mastered. The prob-
lem is that when com-
pared to actual measured 
temperature they are 
rather found to absurdly 
overestimate temperature. 
The testimony of  John R. 
Christy, University of  Ala-
bama in Huntsville, to the 
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Note the large deviation between the computer model average 
temperature prediction (red line) and the observed balloon 
(green line) and satellite (blue line) data.
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U.S. House Committee on Science, Space & Technology provided damning evi-
dence of  these models’ utter inaccuracy.  

A key comparative figure is shown above.  Note the significant deviation of  the 
computer model predicted temperature to the actual measured temperature.

And yet, based only on these defective computer models we are told to give 
over all power to the credulous and/or dishonest people pushing the “climate 
change” death cult’s message.

Environmentalism Becomes a Cult

Can a movement that claims to be “scientific” actually be a “cult?”  This sec-
tion will begin to explain why I think the answer is a definite yes for environmental-
ism.  Note that at this point I haven’t modified “cult” with “death,” but this will 
come in good time.

Environmentalism is not “Scientific”

For something to be “scientific” it must adhere with reasonable fidelity to the 
“scientific method.”  Most of  the general public who harangue us climate change 
skeptics have no understanding of  the scientific method.  So, I’ll start by the sub-
versive tactic of  education.  Here is a good definition of  the scientific method.

Although the entire definition is important to understand I’m going to focus on 
the key phrase “experimentation to the truth of  falseness of  the hypothesis.”  A 
“hypothesis” is defined by Google as:

a supposition or proposed explanation made on the basis of  limited evidence as a starting 
point for further investigation.
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If  the hypothesis of  “climate change” or “global warming” were scientifically 
assessed it would have been discarded long ago.  Here are a few reasons why.

Falsified Predictions:

One of  the most compelling means by which a hypothesis can transition to a 
credible theory is by demonstration of  predictive power.  That is, before an event 
occurs it can accurately predict the outcome.

More Numerous and Powerful Hurricanes

Do you remember the hysteria-mongering of  the “global warming” commu-
nity following the tragic Hurricane Katrina disaster?  Let this remind you.

“I think the biggest lesson from Katrina a year later is that those same ingredients, you 
know, a city below sea level hit by a major hurricane, will be replicated by global warming 
all along our Atlantic and Gulf  Coast lines,” Tidwell said on August 24, 2006.

CBS anchor Russ Mitchell predicted that there would be “continued high levels of  hurri-
cane activity and high levels of  hurricane landfalls for the next decade or perhaps even 
longer.” “For years now, experts have been saying we’ve entered a period of  increased hurri-
cane activity that may last a long time.” (September 22, 2005)

On September 18, 2005, Nightly News an-
chor John Seigenthaler said, “scientists study-
ing the earth’s climate say we are experienc-
ing stronger hurricanes in this century, a 
trend that’s likely to continue.”

These climate scientists were undenia-
bly making predictions based on their 
theories of  global warming.  So, you 
might ask, how accurate were their pre-
dictions?

As the years passed, the more obvious it was 
that fewer major hurricanes were hitting 

land. In April 2015, the American Geophysical Union reported that the United States has 
been in a nine year Atlantic hurricane landfall drought. A record low. AGU said, “Such a re-
markable ‘hurricane drought’ has never been seen before – since records began in 1851 … 
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the last major hurricane – of  Category 3 or higher – to make landfall in the U.S. was Hurri-
cane Wilma in 2005.”

So, did the climate change community own up to this pathetic predictive fail-
ure?  No, they simply pretended it never happened and hoped the rest of  us would 
not notice.

The Ice Caps are Disappearing

The “climate change” hysterics have also been predicting that “global warm-
ing” is causing the polar ice caps to melt.  However, in 2015 data from NASA satel-
lites debunked this prediction.

Updated data from NASA satellite instruments reveal the Earth’s polar ice caps have not re-
ceded at all since the satellite instruments began measuring the ice caps in 1979. Since the 
end of  2012, moreover, total polar ice extent has largely remained above the post-1979 aver-
age. The updated data contradict one of  the most frequently asserted global warming 
claims – that global warming is causing the polar ice caps to recede.

We also have what could go under the heading of  “reality making satire obso-
lete,” as scientists sail into 
the arctic ice sheet to 
prove it is melting…but 
with embarrassing results.

Scientists who cancelled their 
Arctic expedition due to thick 
ice conditions haves an inter-
esting excuse for why they 
had to abandon their re-
search project — climate 
change. …

Barber’s expedition set out in late May after being caught in 25-foot thick ice off  the north-
ern coast of  Newfoundland. The expedition was forced to turn back after spending hun-
dreds of  thousands of  dollars for a four-year project to study the effects of  global warming 
on Hudson Bay.
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by unexpectedly thick ice!  But it’s because of “climate change”!
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Now, Barber and fellow researchers are blaming their botched expedition on global warm-
ing, or climate change, as they call it.

Their evidence? Not much, except the opinions of  some scientists involved — at least, The 
Guardian didn’t present any evidence otherwise. The paper just assumed climate change 
was the culprit.

So, did the climate change community own up to this pathetic predictive fail-
ure?  No, they simply pretended it never happened and hoped the rest of  us would 
not notice.

Global Temperature is Significantly Rising

The very term “global warming” contains a falsifiable hypothesis.  For, if  the 
empirical data shows that the earth isn’t actually warming at anything near the 
rate predicted (or even at all) then the hypothesis has been disproved.    And, 
wouldn’t you know it, scientists have been publishing peer-reviewed papers at a 

high rate that are not supportive 
of  the “global warming hypothe-
sis.”

Last year there were at least 60 peer-
reviewed papers published in scien-
tific journals demonstrating that To-
day’s Warming Isn’t Global, Unprece-
dented, Or Remarkable.

Just within the last 5 months, 58 
more papers and 80 new graphs have 
been published that continue to un-
dermine the popularized conception 
of  a slowly cooling Earth tempera-

ture history followed by a dramatic hockey-stick-shaped uptick, or an especially unusual 
global-scale warming during modern times.

Yes, some regions of  the Earth have been warming in recent decades or at some point in the 
last 100 years. Some regions have been cooling for decades at a time. And many regions 
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have shown no significant net changes or trends in either direction relative to the last few 
hundred to thousands of  years.

Succinctly, then, scientists publishing in peer-reviewed journals have increasingly affirmed 
that there is nothing historically unprecedented or remarkable about today’s climate when 
viewed in the context of  long-term natural variability.

This is a big problem for “global warming” hysterics.  The real world data isn’t 
following the predictions of  their computer models (recall the discussion in the pre-
vious section).  Something had to be done to keep the multibillion dollar govern-
ment funded gravy train running.

So, between 2008 and 2009 the previously dominant term “global warming” 
was replaced by a new dominant term, “climate change.”  And, as I’ll discuss next, 
this is when all pretense to “science” was dropped and environmentalism became 
a cult.

The First Step to Cult-hood

I’ll begin by sharing a definition of  a cult.

great devotion to a person, idea, object, movement, or work

In environmentalism we find its adherents demonstrating “great devotion” to 
an “idea” (climate change, previously global warming) an “object” (earth) a “move-
ment” (the political project to “save” the world) and a “work” (the supposedly sci-
entific project to prove that destructive global warming, or climate change, or 
something really really scary) is occurring.

As long as this movement acknowledged the fact that their hypothesis was falsifi-
able, they could maintain that their project was scientific.  The first major step 
away from this position occurred when they began to maintain that “the science 
was settled.”  The unavoidable fact is that science is never completely “settled.”

In 1633, when the Catholic Church convicted Galileo of  heresy, it was “settled 
science” that the earth was at the center of  the universe.  Of  course, eventually the 
empirical data proved that this was not the case, so the position taken by science 
changed accordingly.
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In the early 1900s the Newtonian theory of  physics had reigned supreme for 
centuries.  This was “settled science” if  ever there was.  However, it was over-
thrown by the revolutionary theories of  Albert Einstein (i.e., general and special 
relativity).

And yet, the adherents of  environmentalism maintain that a relatively young 
branch of  science, using computer models as its main source of  information, has 
delivered unassailable laws of  nature!  By so doing they reveal that they are actu-
ally operating as a cult.

Retreat to a Non-Falsifiable Hypothesis

But full cult-hood was not reached until, in 2009, the priests of  environmental 
“science” changed their movement’s name from “global warming” to “climate 
change.”  By so doing they officially abandoned the pretense that they were investi-
gating a falsifiable hypothesis to embrace a theological, non-falsifiable belief.

The benefit is that virtually anything can be blamed on “climate change.”  Is it 
colder than normal, it’s “climate change!”  Is it warmer than normal, it’s “climate 
change!”  Are we experiencing a drought, it’s “climate change!”  Is it raining more 
than average, it’s “climate change!”  Are there more or less hurricanes, it’s “cli-
mate change!”  And on and on.

It gets even more pathetic.  Environmentalists started blaming insane things on 
“climate change.”  For example, ebola outbreaks, ISIS and Islamic terrorism, ris-
ing and falling water levels in the Great Lakes among many (and equally absurd) 
others.  

What we are seeing here is a religious cult masquerading as a scientific en-
deavor.  

And, there are real-world consequences to the foisting of  this hysteria onto the 
general public.  A significant portion of  people now live in a state of  unresolvable 
guilt for simply existing.  They fret over every thimble of  gas consumed, every plas-
tic bottle or straw used.  They think that the world is ending within decades, so are 
deeply depressed.  They doubt that they should have children.  And, they flee to 
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the politicians who claim to be their saviors but who are actually charlatans who 
fleece their wealth, freedoms and self-respect.

But this is not the end point.  For it has become apparent that environmental-
ism is transitioning from a mere cult into a death cult.

Setting the Stage

How does a cult transition into a death cult?  While I don’t claim to have a gen-
eral answer, for the case of  environmentalism it appears to have been converted by 
a combination of  frustration and extreme misanthropy.  The frustration occurred 
because a solid and persistent majority of  the human race has resisted embrace of  
radical environmental ideology and its proposed policies.  For brainwashed cult 
members this resistance in the face of  “indisputable” facts can only be caused by a 
combination of  stupidity and evil.  This leads directly to misanthropy, since the hu-
man race has demonstrated its unworthiness by resisting.

But there is a third factor, that being the earth conceived as a living entity that 
has been victimized by the human race.  So, the pathetically insane logic of  radi-
cal environmentalism concludes that this “victim” can only be saved if  its incorrigi-
ble victimizers are removed.  That genocidal idea has recently transitioned from 
the radical fringes of  environmentalism to its mainstream.  I will trace what ap-
pear to be the two primary steps by which this outcome has occurred and why I be-
lieve it has entered the mainstream of  environmental thought.

Humans are a Virus on Mother Earth

Have you noticed this theme regularly occurring in Hollywood movies?

The Matrix (1999)

While likely not the original, my first experience 
occurred while watching The Matrix.  Here we en-
counter a world:

In the near future, a computer hacker nicknamed Neo dis-
covers that all life on Earth may be nothing more than an 
elaborate facade created by a malevolent cyber-intelligence, 
for the purpose of  placating us while our life essence is 
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“farmed” to fuel the Matrix’s campaign of  domination in the “real” world.

Near the movie’s climax, Agent Smith, a

super-powerful computer programs devoted to snuffing out Neo and the entire human rebel-
lion

shares his insights with a key character:

Because humans spread to an area, consume the natural resources and, to survive, must 
spread to another area, Smith says we are not mammals but viruses, the only other creature 
that acts that way.

So, yes, it is a villain who says this, but one who represents a force so beyond hu-
manity that it has been able to enslave us.  Surely this creates credibility for the 
idea.

The Day the Earth Stood Still (2008)

Although there are numerous examples along the 
way, let’s jump ahead 19 years to document the flow-
ering of  this idea into its current misanthropy.  In 
this remake of  the original:

At a McDonald’s, Klaatu meets with a Mr. Wu. We learn 
that he is another alien who had been assigned by the 
same group of  alien civilizations to live with the humans 
for 70 years. Upon learning from him of  humanity’s de-
structive tendencies, Klaatu decides that humans shall be 
exterminated to ensure that the planet with its rare ability 
to sustain complex life can survive. Mr. Wu decides to stay 

on Earth, having seen another side to humanity that he 
loves. Klaatu can’t see this love so he orders smaller spheres previously hidden on Earth to 
begin taking animal species off  the planet. This is compared to Noah and his ark and the 
flood that destroys the world.

While humanity is ultimately spared, it is not without a consequence that will 
warm the heart of  radical environmentalists.  The visiting space ship emits:
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a massive EMP which destroys GORT, saving humanity, but at the price of  Earths technol-
ogy becoming useless and immobile.

The Happening (2008)

In this movie it is not aliens who threaten 
humanity’s destruction, but rather the 
toxin produced by plants to get rid of  spe-
cific pests (that is, us).

That’s right, Mother Earth has decided 
that we humans are pests that need to be 
eradicated.  The ending of  this movie does 

not bode well for the future of  we human “pests.”

Humans are No Better (and likely worse) than Animals

Although this idea appears to have germinated in the animal rights movement, 
it’s easy to see how a denigrated humanity supports our demotion to just another 
(but particularly vile) animal.  This idea is undeniably in our cultural mainstream. 
For example, the BBC has published an article titled: “Humans are nowhere as 
special as we like to think.”  The Huffingtonpost has published an article titled: 
“Top Scientific Minds Declare That We Are Just One Among Many Animals.” 
And the Boston Globe has published an article that asks: “Why is history always 
about humans?”

Who among us hasn’t talked to people who proudly proclaim our equality (or 
even inferiority) to animals?  How confident would you be to proclaim humanity’s 
superiority to animals in a social setting with many people around?  That this idea 
has penetrated deeply into many people’s consciences can hardly be doubted.

What we are observing here is the mass marketing of  human self-hatred.  This 
phenomenon is simply a generalization of  a growing psychological aberrancy. 
Once the human race has been dethroned from being created “in God’s image” to 
just another animal or worse, the barrier to imagining the blessings of  our eradica-
tion is lowered to the point that it can be crossed without fear of  social oppro-
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brium.  In fact, as we shall see in the next section, it now leads to a platform at the 
top of  our social hierarchy.

Crossing the Line

How can you determine that a cult has crossed the line into a death cult? 
 Surely there are subtle “canary in the mine” ideas and incidents that could pre-
dict that such a transformation is occurring.  We are long past that point.

No, there’s no doubt that we’ve entered death cult territory when the most pres-
tigious newspaper in the United States publishes an op-ed titled “Would Human 
Extinction Be a Tragedy?”  The author is Todd May, a professor of  philosophy at 
Clemson University.  His case rests on the ideas discussed in the previous section.

It is humanity that is committing a wrong, a wrong whose elimination would likely require 
the elimination of  the species, but with whom we might be sympathetic nonetheless for rea-
sons I discuss in a moment.

To make that case, let me start with a claim that I think will be at once depressing and, upon 
reflection, uncontroversial. Human beings are destroying large parts of  the inhabitable earth 
and causing unimaginable suffering to many of  the animals that inhabit it.

This paragon of  morality, this wise and kind man continues to make his case 
for human extinction.

Unless we believe there is such a profound moral gap between the status of  human and non-
human animals, whatever reasonable answer we come up with will be well surpassed by the 
harm and suffering we inflict upon animals. There is just too much torment wreaked upon 
too many animals and too certain a prospect that this is going to continue and probably in-
crease; it would overwhelm anything we might place on the other side of  the ledger. Moreo-
ver, those among us who believe that there is such a gap should perhaps become more famil-
iar with the richness of  lives of  many of  our conscious fellow creatures. Our own science is 
revealing that richness to us, ironically giving us a reason to eliminate it along with our own 
continued existence.

Oh yes, he admits that, as a biased human he has qualms about this conclu-
sion.
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It may well be, then, that the extinction of  humanity would make the world better off  and 
yet would be a tragedy. I don’t want to say this for sure, since the issue is quite complex. But 
it certainly seems a live possibility, and that by itself  disturbs me.

Well then, given this superior man’s reasoning and conclusions how can we but 
hope for and support the means necessary to deliver the planet from our evil grip? 
Hey, we have the means at hand to pretty completely do the job.  Why not use our 
nuclear weapons to wipe out humanity?  Ridiculous you say … why, not at all. 
Here’s a report on one man’s human genocide fantasy for saving the earth from hu-
mans.

… Samuel Miller-McDonald, who writes at The Trouble today that perhaps the only hope 
for avoiding catastrophic global warming is for a nuclear war to reduce human population 
and consumption. You need to read the whole thing to appreciate its full dementia, but here 
is the climax of  the argument:

One wrench that could slow climate disruption may be a large-scale conflict that halts 
the global economy, destroys fossil fuel infrastructure, and throws particulates in the air. 
At this point, with insane people like Trump, Putin, Xi, May, and Macron leading the 
world’s biggest nuclear powers, large-scale conflagration between them would probably 
lead to a nuclear exchange. . .

A devastating fact of  climate collapse is that there may be a silver lining to the mush-
room cloud. First, it should be noted that a nuclear exchange does not inevitably result 
in apocalyptic loss of  life. Nuclear winter—the idea that firestorms would make the 
earth uninhabitable—is based on shaky science.  …

It is a stark reflection of  how homicidal our econ-
omy is—and our collective adherence to its 
whims—that nuclear war could be a rational 
course of  action.

Note that this evil-minded man doesn’t neces-
sarily want to kill all humans.  Rather he 
hopes that:

It could provide justification for nationalizing en-
ergy industries with the interest of  shuttering fossil 
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fuel plants and transitioning to renewables and, uh, nuclear energy. It could shock us into rei-
magining a less suicidal civilization, one that dethrones the death-cult zealots who are cur-
rently in power. And it may toss particulates into the atmosphere sufficient to block out some 
of  the solar heat helping to drive global warming. Or it may have the opposite effects. Who 
knows?

But what if  this “best case” fantasy begins to seem unlikely?  At that point the 
earth might be better off  if  the nuclear war was designed to trigger total human 
extinction.  Surely with enough and properly targeted bombs we could trigger a 
“nuclear winter” that eventually kills every human.

To settle the point, a recent article by Brendan O’Neill titled “The madness of  
Extinction Rebellion” described an actual, organized death cult demonstration in 
the United Kingdom.

Yesterday, in London, I witnessed an eerie, chilling sight: I saw a death cult holding a cere-
mony in public.
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The men and women gathered outside King’s Cross station and formed a circle. They 
swayed and chanted. They preached about End Times. ‘What will you do when the world 
gets hot, what, what?’, they intoned, conjuring up images of  the hellfire they believe will 
shortly consume mankind. They sang hymns to their god – science. ‘We’ve got all the sci-
ence / All that we need / To change the world / Hallelujah’, they sang, rocking side to side 
as they did so.

They demanded repentance. ‘Buy less, fly less, fry less’, said one placard. Catholics only de-
mand the non-consumption of  meat on Fridays, as an act of  penance to mark the day of  
Christ’s death. This new religion demands an end to meat-consumption entirely, as penance 
for mankind’s sins of  growth and progress.

And like all death cultists, they handed out leaflets that contained within them ‘THE 
TRUTH’. The leaflets foretell floods and fire: ‘We are in trouble. Sea levels are rising… Af-
rica and the Amazon are on fire.’ The only word that was missing was locusts. They can’t be 
far behind these other ghastly visitations to sinful mankind.

These pathetic environmentalists are just the visible tip of  an ice berg of  self-
loathing and misanthropy that now permeates Western Civilization.

This is not just a death cult, this is a cult that imagines and hopes for the death 
of  most or all human beings, and does so under the pretense of  a superior moral-
ity.  Perhaps it would be more accurate to say that environmentalism has become a 
genocide cult.

Is there any point where those of  you who thoughtlessly regurgitate whatever 
environmental talking point is passed down by our politicians and media decide 
that things have gone too far?  Is there any point where your pursuit of  unearned 
moral superiority is undermined by the gross immorality of  your ideology’s conclu-
sions?  I’m seriously asking.

Taking Responsibility

An all too common response to this line of  discussion is what in another con-
text has been called “willful blindness.”  That is, we so desire for our lives to be 
comfortable and safe that we purposely avoid engagement with information that 
threatens our sense of  security.
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Were the descent of  environmentalism into genocidal madness the only event 
of  this kind perhaps it could possibly be written off.  But, it is not.  In fact, the en-
tire project of  seeking an unearned position of  moral superiority has led to similar 
evil outcomes.  I have previously discussed this aspect of  the “animal rights” move-
ment among others.  Were we to create a generalized statement for how to rise to 
the very top of  faux-moral superiority in Western Civilization it might be some-
thing like this.

Ultimate moral superiority can only be obtained by taking the position that your civilization, 
nation, religion, economy, culture and self  are so irredeemably evil that they should all cease 
to exist.

This is the place that we have been willingly, even enthusiastically led by those 
who hate everything that we hold dear.  And, one of  the primary reasons that they 
have been so successful is that we who know better have chosen to remain silent. 
After all, why bother to speak up when those seeking our destruction wield so 
much social, economic and emotional power?

It has been observed that “civilizations die by suicide, not by murder.”  If  we 
seek the ideological thread that ties together environmentalism, pacifism, animal 
rights, open borders, abortion, multiculturalism, intersectionality and many other 
radical movements it is a carefully cultivated civilizational, national and personal 
self-hatred and consequent suicidal/genocidal impulse.

Thus, we have been effectively cut off  from the Judeo-Christian understanding 
of  humanity (Genesis 1:26-31) …

Then God said, “Let us make mankind in our image, in our likeness, so that they 
may rule over the fish in the sea and the birds in the sky, over the livestock and 
all the wild animals, and over all the creatures that move along the ground.”

So God created mankind in his own image,

in the image of God he created them;
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male and female he created them.

God blessed them and said to them, “Be fruitful and increase in number; fill the 
earth and subdue it. Rule over the fish in the sea and the birds in the sky and 
over every living creature that moves on the ground.”

Then God said, “I give you every seed-bearing plant on the face of the whole 
earth and every tree that has fruit with seed in it. They will be yours for food. 
And to all the beasts of the earth and all the birds in the sky and all the creatures 
that move along the ground—everything that has the breath of life in it—I give 
every green plant for food.” And it was so.

God saw all that he had made, and it was very good. And there was evening, 
and there was morning—the sixth day.

… as well as the Christian assessment of  human worth (Romans 5:8):

but God shows his love for us in that while we were still sinners, Christ died for 
us.

There are many people in our nation to whom these Biblical passages are falsi-
fied by the human ideologies into which they have placed their allegiance.  They 
work incessantly to persuade us to abandon our faith to align ourselves with the 
misanthropic human ideologies at large in our culture.

So, regardless of  the cost, those of  us who know better must find the courage to 
speak up against this rising tide of  destruction.  Otherwise our cowardice will tes-
tify against us when the time of  accounting arrives.
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Closing Thoughts

How did we go from a movement that sought to create a cleaner, safer environ-
ment for human beings to one that fantasizes about their extinction?  A starting 
point for understanding is the observation that the trajectory of  environmentalism 
fits a pattern.  That is, many of  the people (perhaps a plurality) who inhabit West-
ern Civilization have been convinced in general that their civilization’s sins are so 
heinous that it deserves to die.  And, that they, as beneficiaries of  that civilization 
bear those sins in their persons as unearned, even stolen privilege.  Therefore their 
very lives and those of  their fellows are not worth valuing or defending.

Look, for example, at the Open Borders movement.  What these people are lit-
erally saying is that the seven-billion people who live outside of  the United States 
and European Union have the innate, absolute right to not only immigrate here, 

but also to be socially and financially 
supported by those already here.  This 
position is nothing other than a civiliza-
tional death wish made practical by im-
migration policies.

Of  course this idea doesn’t envision our 
actual deaths, but rather our nation’s 
and culture’s death.  However, there is 
plenty of  the murderous that will occur 
as our nation collapses into chaos.  This 
certainty causes not the slightest con-
cern in our moral betters who demand 
this path be taken, as they imagine that 
they will sit atop this new world, thus liv-
ing as well or better than they do now. 
For those who suffer the consequences, 
well, they’re just finally getting what 
they richly deserve.

The underlying psychological cause of  

Valor and Cowardice by Alfred Stevens (1817-
75)
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this guilt in the general population was brilliantly summarized in an essay titled 
“The Strange Persistence of  Guilt,” by Dr. Wilfred M. McClay in The Hedgehog 
Review.

What makes the situation dangerous for us, as Fredriksen observes, is not only the fact 
that we have lost the ability to make conscious use of  the concept of sin but that we have 
also lost any semblance of  a “coherent idea of  redemption,” the idea that has always been 
required to accompany the concept of  sin in the past and tame its harsh and punitive poten-
tial. The presence of  vast amounts of  unacknowledged sin in a culture, a culture full to the 
brim with its own hubristic sense of  world-conquering power and agency but lacking any ef-
fectual means of  achieving redemption for all the unacknowledged sin that accompanies 
such power: This is surely a moral crisis in the making—a kind of  moral-transactional ana-
logue to the debt crisis that threatens the world’s fiscal and monetary health. The rituals of  
scapegoating, of  public humiliation and shaming, of  multiplying morally impermissible ut-
terances and sentiments and punishing them with disproportionate severity, are visibly on 
the increase in our public life. They are not merely signs of  intolerance or incivility, but of  a 
deeper moral disorder, an Unbehagen that cannot be willed away by the psychoanalytic 
trick of  pretending that it does not exist.

This is the description of  a culture in which the affected members feel guilt-
ridden about every possible ill that exists in this fallen world because they have 
been convinced that it all can somehow be traced back to them as the prime cause. 
Therefore, they have no right to defend their right to exist.

We can’t leave uncommented upon the misanthropy of  the elite Progressive 
class that uses these ideologies of  self-destruction to obtain and hold power.  Victor 
Davis Hanson, in an article titled “A License to Hate,” provided a dozen specific 
examples of  elite hatred of  and invective against a plurality of  their fellow citizens. 
He concluded with these thoughts.

What does all this hate speech signify?

One, there is terrible frustration among both the progressive Left (and the Never Trump 
Right whose luminaries have mused about replacing a supposed spent white working class 
with purportedly more energetic immigrants). So far Trump has not been stopped. His for-
eign and domestic agendas often find success and resonate with about 40-45 percent of  the 
American people. Much of  the uncouthness, then, reflects their own frustrations and sense 
of  alienation that millions of  Americans have tuned them out.
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Second, most of  the slurs are voiced by elites, especially politicos, journalists, and celebrities. 
Perhaps their angst is driven by class—as in how can their own superior logic and reasoning 
fail to resonate with 63 million voters? Answer: Trump voters are hopelessly obtuse to the 
point that they cannot even take care of  their own personal hygiene or are now descending 
into simian status.

Third, cowardice plays a role. Those who slander the deplorables and irredeemables assume 
that they can say almost anything and expect no pushback, given the white working classes 
lack the romance of  the poor and the supposed panache of  the elite. A race to the bottom 
develops in which the more the hatred, the more the clicks and the media exposure. Minor-
ity critics expect their own identity politics affiliations to shield them from criticism. Wealthy 
white elites virtue-signal their disgust for those without privilege as a way of  ensuring that 
those like themselves, who most certainly enjoy privilege, are rewarded with ideological ex-
emptions for it.

Finally, we are learning that the entire idea of  political correctness was never much about 
universal ideas of  tolerance of  the other, or insistence that language and protocols must not 
stigmatize individuals by lumping them into stereotyped and dehumanized collective 
groups.  What we are witnessing, instead, is that it is fine to demonize millions, from their ap-
pearance to their purported hygiene and smell to affinities with feces and apes—if  it serves 
political or cultural agendas.

In sum, cultural progressivism is about raw power, not principle.

How large of  a step is it between visceral, dehumanizing hatred of  fellow 
Americans and concluding that the world would be a much better place without 
their evil influence?  Let’s hope that we are not on our way to finding out.

The Lighter Side of Contemplating Death Cults

I’ve just completed a carefully researched and reasoned discussion of  the death 
cult nature of  contemporary environmentalism.  Perhaps that will do the trick.  
However, it’s just possible that a bit of  pointing and laughing will be more effec-
tive.
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Environmental Death Cult meets Satire Killed by Reality meets 
Questions for Socialists meets Intentions vs. Results in the 
Green New Deal

This an embarrassing, pa-
thetic and dangerous time for 
our republic.  We have 
reached the point at which a 
29 year-old know-nothing can 
be elected to Congress who be-
lieves that her ideological pu-

rity literally enables the fundamental physical transformation of  the United States 
from fossil fuel based to green energy based within 12 years.  The Green New 
Deal document, released and then pulled, was pre-supported by most of  the 
Democrat presidential candidates.

Others have provided the necessary assessment of  this dingbattery. Following 
are comments on just a few of  the too many cringe-inducing ideas in this docu-
ment.

• Ban cars. To be fair, under the GND, everyone will need to retrofit their cars with 
Flintstones-style foot holes or pedals for cycling. The authors state that the GND would 
like to replace every “combustion-engine vehicle” — trucks, airplanes, boats, and 99 per-
cent of  cars — within ten years. Charging stations for electric vehicles will be built “every-
where,” though how power plants will provide the energy needed to charge them is a mys-
tery.

• Gut and rebuild every building in America. Markey and Cortez want to “retrofit every 
building in America” with “state of  the art energy efficiency.” I repeat, “every building in 
America.” That includes every home, factory, and apartment building, which will all need, 
for starters, to have their entire working heating and cooling systems ripped out and re-
placed with…well, with whatever technology Democrats are going invent in their commit-
tee hearings, I guess.

• Eliminate air travel. GND calls for building out “highspeed rail at a scale where air travel 
stops becoming necessary.” Good luck Hawaii! California’s high-speed boondoggle is al-
ready in $100 billion dollars of  debt, and looks to be one of  the state’s biggest fiscal disas-
ters ever. Amtrak runs billions of  dollars in the red (though, as we’ll see, trains will also be 
phased out). Imagine growing that business model out to every state in America?
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My personal favorite for absurdity is this (emphasis added):

We set a goal to get to net-zero, rather than zero emissions, in 10 years because we aren’t 
sure that we’ll be able to fully get rid of  farting cows and airplanes that fast.

Bur for sheer infuriation this item may be the tops (emphasis added).

• Build on FDR’s second bill of  rights by guaranteeing: …
• Economic security for all who are unable or unwilling to work

The fact that this bizarre screed was received with almost universal mockery 
and disbelief  gives me cold comfort.  Yes, I understand that the Green New Deal 
has exactly zero chance to become law.  However, the following facts bode ill for 
our future.

1. Our educational system has delivered people who are simultaneously so igno-
rant and so confident.

2. There were enough people in a Congressional district to elect Alexandria 
Ocasio-Cortez to the U.S. House of  Representatives.

3. As stated in the Los Angeles Times: “Equally notable, however, was the list of  
who signed on — most of  the major Democratic presidential candidates in the 
race so far.”  Thus the supposedly most seasoned and serious Democrat politi-
cians, either by cowardly submission or true-belief, supported this proposal.

4. Ocasio-Cortez and company wrote and released this document based on their 
ideological fantasies that by simply believing so completely and having such 
good intentions they were sure to be right in all that was contained therein.

They must have been shocked by the response.  Even a natural ally like Senator 
Mazie Hirono couldn’t help but point out an obvious logical flaw.  For these rea-
sons Representative Ocasio-Cortez took down the web page that had previously 
held the Green New Deal FAQ document.

So how do I justify my title?  Here’s how.

257



Environmental Death Cult

While I’m absolutely sure that it isn’t intended (see below), were the Green 
New Deal ever actually implemented it would make the Ukrainian Famine caused 
by the Russian Communists look like a minor event.  Who can doubt that, as reli-
able, plentiful and affordable fossil fuels are ripped away and “replaced” by unreli-
able, scarce and prohibitively expensive “green energy,” tens, even hundreds of  
millions of  Americans would die from cold/heat, starvation and social  chaos as 
the nation’s economy collapsed?

Satire Killed by Reality

I simply don’t see how anything else could occur in reality that is so far beyond 
what could be imagined by the greatest satirical minds (oh please let this be true). 
 Progressivism has now surely killed satire.

Questions for Socialists

I had no idea that the Justice Progressives would be careless enough to let this 
obvious truth slip out into the open, which happened when Saikat Chakrabarti, 
former Chief  of  Staff  to Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D-N.Y.) met Sam Rick-
etts, Climate Director for Washington Gov. Jay Inslee (D).  The curtain was raised 
in the truth in a Washington Post article that covered this meeting.

Chakrabarti had an unexpected disclosure. “The interesting thing about the Green New 
Deal,” he said, “is it wasn’t originally a climate thing at all.” Ricketts greeted this startling 
notion with an attentive poker face. “Do you guys think of  it as a climate thing?” Chak-
rabarti continued. “Because we really think of  it as a how-do-you-change-the-entire-
economy thing.”

In my series of  this name I attempted to force our Socialists to address obvious 
but unasked questions.  It’s obvious from this admission that to implement the 
Green New Deal the United States would have to succumb to totalitarian Social-
ism.  It thus seems reasonable to ask why they are attempting to smuggle socialism 
into the United States under the guise of  saving the earth from climate change.  
Oh yea, so they don’t have to answer the other questions for Socialists!
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Intentions vs. Results

The Green New Deal is a pinnacle of  “good intentions” replacing “good re-
sults” (see all of  the above).  This is the end result of  the “participation trophy,” 
“self-esteem,” and “education by ideology” culture that we have allowed to grow 
over the past thirty years.  Yes, I blame those among us who have successfully 
pushed these ideas into our educational system and mass media.

However those of  us who knew better but chose to remain silent and passive in 
the face of  this onslaught must also accept responsibility for this situation.  The 
day is growing late, we must decide if  it’s more important to ruffle the feathers of  
people pushing destructive ideas or protect our nation from the chaos that they 
would cause.

Decoding Progressivism: Climate Catastrophe Edition

Representative Ocasio-Cortez tells us that “the world is gonna end in 12 years” 
because of  climate change:

“Millennials and people, you know, Gen Z and all these folks that will come after us, are 
looking up, and we’re like: ‘The world is gonna end in 12 years if  we don’t address climate 
change, and your biggest issue is how are we gonna pay for it?”

And, aside from turning the United States of  America into the Union of  Social-
ist States of  America, it has been credibly estimated that the Green New Deal 
(GND) will cost at least 93 trillion dollars over ten years.  That’s one-half  of  the 
United States’ 2017 Gross Domestic Product (GDP) every year for ten years!  In 
other words add the current $4.7 trillion annual Federal spending (this excludes 
state and local government spending) to the $9.3 trillion GND to get an annual 
Federal budget of  14 trillion dollars, or 70% of  our annual GDP.
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Now, for all you Progressives who would rather  be “morally” correct than “fac-
tually” correct, please consider that GDP is not just all the personal income gener-
ated by the U.S. economy in a year.  Rather it is:

… the monies spent by the different groups that participate in the economy. For instance, 
consumers spend money to buy various goods and services, and businesses spend money as 
they invest in their business activities, by buying machinery, for instance. Governments also 
spend money. All these activities contribute to the GDP of  a country.

In 2015 the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) estimated that the total reported 
personal Adjusted Gross Income (AGI) in the United States was $10.1 trillion. 
Thus, were the Green New Deal and current federal government commitments 
funded by the income tax then every single cent of all AGI (i.e., from every taxpay-
er in the U.S., not just the top 
1%) would have to be taken. 
 The only additional source 
for the over $4 trillion annual 
revenue shortfall  would be to 
seize vast sectors of  the U.S. 
economy, which would 
amount to Communist-style 
collectivization.

But don’t worry “Gen Z 
and all these folks that will 
come after us,” nothing conse-
quential to your personal free-
dom or standard of  living will 
change.  Just look to the case of  Venezuela to see a recent example of  how well 
this will all work out (i.e., total civilizational collapse).

Total Adjusted Gross Income (AGI) data for 1980 – 2015 
from the IRS. For you Progressives and Democratic Social-
ists (but I repeat myself) this is the basis for a “factual” ar-
gument.  But don’t worry, your “moral” correctness will 
magically create the wealth to pull this off!
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And so, given the imminent end, surely our woke Democrat Party will spring 
into action to save the world “for the children!” Well, not exactly.

The Gen Z group at least has the credible excuse of  having been educated by a 
cadre of  credentialed ideological know-nothings.  What’s the excuse for these 
much older Democrat Presidential candidates?  Oh yea, it’s that total Socialist 
power thing.

Decoding Progressivism: Religious Frenzy Edition

The woke Progressive priestess speaks incantations in tongues to the faithful!

It only seems nonsense because of  our un-woke gnosis-deficiency.  Look at how 
the enlightened woke ones respond to the Priestess’ magic words that surely will 
banish all cow-farts well before we all die twelve years hence!  We are saved, halle-
lujah, we are saved!
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Wealthy Progressive Environmentalists to the Homeless: You’re 
Dirty!

An article was recently published titled “San Francisco: wealthy opponents of  
new shelter claim homeless are bad for environment.”  This article adds more 
proof  (as if  more were needed) that in this time of  Progressive dominance reality 
is making satire obsolete.

I mean really, even the Babylon Bee couldn’t make this stuff  up.  From the arti-
cle in question:

The wealthy San Francisco residents who launched a crowdfunding campaign to block con-
struction of  a new homeless shelter in their waterfront neighborhood are employing a new 
tactic: arguing that homeless people are bad for the environment.
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In a lawsuit filed against the city of  San Francisco and the California State Lands Commis-
sion, the residents called for the project to undergo an environmental review before breaking 
ground.

“This project will have a significant effect on the environment due to these unusual circum-
stances, including by attracting additional homeless persons, open drug and alcohol use, 
crime, daily emergency calls, public urination and defecation, and other nuisances,” the law-
suit states.

But, BUT, these are the exact condi-
tions that residents of  and visitors 
to San Francisco are forced to en-
dure when they walk the streets of  
this previously beautiful city!  And, 
AND, the policies that have led to 
this appalling state are those de-
manded by the very same wealthy, 
virtue signaling people who are try-
ing to keep their neighborhood free 
from these same conditions.

I guess leading by example isn’t in the cards.

Their position is: “Our superior virtue is proved by the extent of  suffering that 
we are willing to impose on the less fortunate in pursuit of  our utopia!”

Endless Climate Hysteria Insanity

Here’s a personal vignette that captures the insanity of  the climate change true 
believers.

My family and I were visiting the Milwaukee Art Museum at least a decade ago.  We took 
an elevator and were joined by two employees of  the museum.  One was speaking to the 
other in the most highbrow, pompous way imaginable about the certainty that the world was 
going to end if  we didn’t do something soon about global warming.  The other employee 
listened in a posture of  deep respect and concern.

San Francisco human poop map
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It’s safe to say that the speaker wouldn’t know the scientific method if  it hit him 
in the head.  It’s absolutely certain that he knew zero about the intricacies and 
problems associated with use of  computer models to predict complex, chaotic 
physical phenomena.   But none of  that prevented this man from presuming a posi-
tion of  intellectual and moral superiority on “climate change.”  He is my personal 
poster-child for all the know-it-alls who repeatedly go into hysterics over serially 
false predictions that “climate change will end the world in X years!”

Oh, I know, “97% of  all scientists agree about climate change.”*  In the first 
place, this statement utterly contradicts the scientific method.  Science is not de-
cided by vote, but rather by evidence and successful prediction of  future events 
(more on this later).  In 1633 know-it-alls could have said “97% of  all scientists be-
lieve that the earth is the center of  the universe.”  In the early 1900s they could 
have said “97% of  all scientists believe the Newtonian theory of  physics is com-
pletely accurate.”  Pardon me if  I’m less than impressed.

Let’s now return to the issue of  the predictive power of  a scientific theory. 
 Here’s how one source describes this concept.

If  a theory explains available data, then it should be able to predict what currently unavail-
able data should look like. … These responses suggest that, at any level in the scientific hier-
archy, from a hypothesis to a fully formed theory, the ability to make testable predictions is 
absolutely essential to science. What constitutes a prediction, and how readily testable they 
are may vary from field to field, but this quality appears central.

So, I’m compelled to ask: 
“What is the track record of  
predictive power for climate 
science?”  The answer is “pa-
thetically failed!”

And yet, so powerful is 
the social compulsion to be-
long to the in-group, so pleas-
urable is the experience of  
emotional posturing, that 
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people cast off  any semblance of  critical thinking even after dozens of  failed pre-
dictions over decades.

This is indeed the definition of  insanity.  But, hey, if  it feels good it must be a 
valid scientific theory!©**

* Note: This claim has been shown to be based on studies that use imprecise, 
even deceptive methodologies.  The percentage of  scientists who believe in the 
catastrophic climate change theory is likely far lower than the 97% claimed.

** Copyright 1692, Salem Massachusetts.

You Can’t Make Up Progressive “Christian” Theological Satire 
that Stays Ahead of Reality

Statements by Union Theological Semi-
nary (New York, NY, this is not sat-
ire):

“Today in chapel, we confessed to plants,” 
the nation’s oldest independent seminary de-
clared Tuesday on Twitter. “Together, we 
held our grief, joy, regret, hope, guilt and sor-
row in prayer; offering them to the beings 
who sustain us but whose gift we too often 
fail to honor. What do you confess to the 
plants in your life?”  …

“We’ve had many questions about yester-
day’s chapel” … “In worship, our commu-
nity confessed the harm we’ve done to 

plants, speaking directly in repentance. This is a beautiful ritual.”  …

“We are in the throes of  a climate emergency, a crisis created by humanity’s arrogance, our 
disregard for Creation” … “Far too often, we see the natural world only as resources to be 
extracted for our use, not divinely created in their own right—worthy of  honor, thanks and 
care. We need to unlearn habits of  sin and death. And part of  that work must be building 
new bridges to the natural world. And that means creating new spiritual and intellectual 
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frameworks by which we understand and relate to the plants and animals with whom we 
share the planet.”  …

“No one would have blinked if  our chapel featured students apologizing to each other” … 
“What’s different (and the source of  so much derision) is that we’re treating plants as fully 
created beings, divine Creation in its own right—not just something to be consumed. Be-
cause plants aren’t capable of  verbal response, does that mean we shouldn’t engage with 
them? So, if  you’re poking fun, we’d ask only that you also spend a couple moments asking: 
Do I treat plants and animals as divinely created beings?” …

“Union Theological Seminary is grounded in the Christian tradition, and at the same time 
deeply committed to inter-religious engagement. Union’s daily chapel is, by design, a place 
where people from all the wondrous faith traditions at Union can express their beliefs. And, 
given the incredible diversity of  our community, that means worship looks different every 
day!”

Progressive theology ends up at a “Christ-less” Christianity regardless of  its claims 
to the contrary.  I will return to the issue of  Christianity’s relevance to our current 
crisis in the final chapter.

And Finally, the North Korea Green New Deal Edition

The promised Progressive future 
is (NOT) bright!
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S E C T I O N  3

A Dispassionate Meditation on 
Mass Shootings

Opening Thoughts

It’s exceedingly difficult to separate our emo-
tional responses from meditations on mass 
shootings.  No person capable of  humane re-
sponse can avoid strong feelings of  revulsion, 
helplessness, fury, sorrow and disorientation, 
among many others.  We should not attempt 

to exclude these valid and unavoidable emotional responses.

However, powerful emotions can become destructive if  they are allowed to 
blind us from a comprehensive, honest and balanced understanding of  these 
events.  They can drive us into fits of  fury that appear to validate a search for vil-
lains or demand solutions that may bear no relationship to the real causes.  They 
can also prevent us from placing these terrible events into a coherent perspective.

For these reasons it’s necessary to separate our emotions from the topic.  Of  
course doing so completely is impossible.  Nevertheless I’m going to make the at-
tempt, perhaps enabling us all to consider this tragic situation with new informa-
tion and insights.

Is the Occurrence of Mass Shootings Increasing?

This question seems ridiculous given that on August 3, 2019 the United States 
experienced two mass shootings within a 14-hour period.  Certainly this was a 
shocking turn of  events that left us all reeling.  But it turns out that this question is 
more difficult to answer than our emotions would suggest.

The following figure was chosen to make this point.  It shows data on mass 
shootings in the United States from three information sources, those being: (1) 
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Mass Shooting Tracker, (2) Mother 
Jones and (3) the FBI.  Note that for 
the year 2013 (the only year for 
which data is available from all three 
sources) the number of  mass shoot-
ing events are 363, 5 and 17!  The 
number of  deaths and injuries vary 
widely. Also, no trend in number of  
events, deaths or injuries is apparent 
in any of  these sources.

The primary reasons for this huge 
variation are the methodologies and 
definitions used.  For example, the 
Mass Shooting Tracker uses a crowd 

source (use of information contributed by the general public, often via the Internet 
and without compensation) methodology and a broad definition for mass shoot-
ings.  Mother Jones and the FBI use much narrower definitions (but not identical) 
and the data is collected and validated by that organization.  While there are cases 
for which crowd sourced data is credible, the uncontrolled nature of  this methodol-
ogy isn’t a good match for 
mass shootings.

Since Mother Jones* 
has the longest time span 
(1982 to 2019), a consis-
tent definition and cen-
trally managed methodol-
ogy I will focus on their 
data.  There are many 
ways to display data of  
this type.  This figure 
shows two key aspects of  
the mass shooting data, 

268

Here’s an example of the significant differences be-
tween three sources on mass shootings: (1) Mass 
Shooting Tracker, (2) Mother Jones and (3) the 
FBI.

Mother Jones data through June 2016: Each rectangle is an indi-
vidual mass shooting event and the height of each rectangle is 
the number of deaths for that event.

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1b9o6uDO18sLxBqPwl_Gh9bnhW-ev_dABH83M5Vb5L8o/htmlview?sle=true#gid=0
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those being number of  events and number of  deaths per year.

It’s easier to identify 
trends if  we plot the num-
ber of  annual events and 
number of  deaths sepa-
rately, as shown in the fol-
lowing two figures.  For 
each figure I have in-
cluded the fifth-order poly-
nomial best (least squares) 
fit curve to highlight the 
underlying data trend 
(dashed line).

The trend line for number 
of  events clearly shows the number of  mass shooting events began to rise signifi-
cantly starting approximately in 2009.  Note that this rising trend continues 
through the last full year of  2018.

The trend line for number 
of  deaths clearly shows 
the number of  mass shoot-
ing deaths began to rise 
significantly starting ap-
proximately in 2007. 
 Note that this rising trend 
continues through the last 
full year of  2018.

These results indicate that 
our perception of  signifi-

cantly increased events and deaths due to mass shootings is backed up by the avail-
able data.  Of  course the Mother Jones data set isn’t perfect (nor is any other). 
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Mother Jones data: 1982 – 2018

Mother Jones data: 1982 - 2018



 However I’m satisfied that it is sufficient to accurately identify the trends associ-
ated with this tragic situation.

* Comment on credibility criteria

Some readers may wonder why I’m using mass shooting data from a very Pro-
gressive organization.  After all, a primary theme of  this book is severe criticism of  
Progressivism. There’s no doubt that I strongly disagree with Mother Jones on in-
terpretation of  events and policy positions.  However, all this doesn’t necessarily 
mean that Mother Jones’ mass shooting data itself  is tainted.  In fact, based on 
their methodology, definitions and transparency I’m comfortable using their data.

Mother Jones has clearly communicated their definitions and methodology for 
identifying and cataloguing mass shooting events.  Of  absolute critical importance, 
they are also completely transparent concerning the results.  I or anyone else can 
access their entire data set and evaluate it for consistency, accuracy and complete-
ness.  This implies they are making a good faith effort to generate useful informa-
tion in this critical area.

Finally, I note that if  anything the Mother Jones data is conservative even when 
compared to the FBI data.  Were they attempting to bias their data to accentuate 
the number of  mass shootings I very much doubt that this result would have oc-
curred.

Does the United States Have the Most Mass 
Shootings?

In the previous section I confirmed that the incidents and associated death toll 
of  mass shootings in the United States is on a precipitous increase.  Since we live 
here this turn of  events is at top of  mind (e.g., note the Times Square panic).  And, 
since most of  our news is about the United States it’s not unreasonable to fear that 
there is something uniquely wrong here, resulting in a higher incidence of  mass 
shootings than occur elsewhere in the world.
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The Lankford Paper

So, when an academic study by Adan Lankford (University of  Alabama) was 
published showing that the United States is indeed unique (in a bad way), many 
people’s emotional response was confirmation of  their worst fears.  And, since that 
study was cited by major media organizations and politicians the presumed credi-
bility of  these results was confirmed.

But there was something strange about this study.  It turned out that Dr. Lank-
ford’s paper was vague/inconsistent about key issues like definitions and methodol-
ogy.  He also refused to release the data set upon which his conclusions were 
based.  This behavior is extremely odd for an academic who speaks on public pol-
icy issues.  The generally expected behavior is clarity on definitions and methodol-
ogy and complete transparency on the data set.  In this way other researchers have 
the opportunity to replicate or challenge the findings.

For example, the New York Times story based on the Lankford paper consis-
tently refers to “mass shootings” as the topic under study.  Lankford’s paper uses 
multiple terms interchangeably, such as “mass shooters,” “rampage shooters” and 
“active shooters.”  The Lankford paper’s title uses the term “Mass Shooters.”  The 
New York Times article uses the term “mass shooting” twenty-four times but 
never mentions “active shooter.”

The definition of  a “mass shooting” is uncertain and highly variable as dis-
cussed by the Washington Post.

But “mass shooting” is a term without a universally-accepted definition, which complicates 
news coverage of  events such as Sunday’s massacre in Las Vegas.  …

The FBI does not officially define “mass shooting” and does not use the term in Uniform 
Crime Report records. In the 1980s, the FBI established a definition for “mass murder” as 
“four or more victims slain, in one event, in one location,” and the offender is not included 
in the victim count if  the shooter committed suicide or was killed in a justifiable homicide, 
according to a Congressional Research Service report detailing the definitions.

After the 2012 shootings in Newtown, Conn., Congress defined “mass killings” to mean 
“three or more killings in a single incident.” Some media outlets and researchers still use the 
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four-fatality definition, and have adopted the CRS definitions of  “mass shooting” and “mass 
public shooting.” Other researchers include injuries in the victim count. Some researchers 
include acts of  terrorism, drug deals gone wrong or gang conflict in their research. Others 
don’t.

Some media reports, such as those of  our Wonkblog colleagues, and advocates use a 
broader definition used by the Mass Shooting Tracker maintained via Reddit, an online fo-
rum. In this case, mass shootings are incidents in which four or more people, including the 
gunman, are killed or injured by gunfire. By this count, the San Bernardino shooting is the 
355th mass shooting this year. (In comparison, CRS counted 317 mass shooting incidents 
from 1999 to 2013.)

Note that none of  these definitions place a limit on the number of  shooters. 
 And, the San Bernardino incident in which there were two shooters is explicitly 
included under any definition of  a “mass shooting.”  This distinction is, as we will 
see, central to assessment of  Lankford’s results.

Well into the Lankford paper a definition for the data used is provided:

Data for this study were drawn first from the New York City Police Department’s (NYPD) 
2012 Active Shooter report. This report employs the Department of  Homeland Security’s 
definition of  “active shooter”: “an individual actively engaged in killing or attempting to kill 
people in a confined and populated area” (Kelly 2012, p. 1). More commonly, these offend-
ers are referred to as rampage shooters or public mass shooters. According to the formal defi-
nition, their attacks must have (a) involved a firearm, (b) appeared to have struck random 
strangers or bystanders and not only specific targets, and (c) not occurred solely in domestic 
settings or have been primarily gang-related, drive-by shootings, hostage-taking incidents, or 
robberies (Kelly, 2012). For this study, attackers who struck outdoors were Public Mass Shoot-
ers and Firearms included; attackers who committed sponsored acts of  genocide or terror-
ism were not. This is consistent with the criteria employed by the Federal Bureau of  Investi-
gation (FBI) in its 2014 active shooter report (Blair & Schweit, 2014).

It turns out that even the FBI acknowledges that the definition of  an “active 
shooter” is uncertain and open to interpretation.

The agreed-upon definition of  an active shooter by U.S. government agencies … is “an indi-
vidual actively engaged in killing or attempting to kill people in a confined and populated 
area.” Implicit in this definition is that the subject’s criminal actions involve the use of  fire-
arms. For purposes of  its study, the FBI extended this definition to include individuals, be-
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cause some incidents involved two or more shooters. Though the federal definition includes 
the word “confined,” the FBI excluded this word in its study, as the term confined could 
omit incidents that occurred outside a building. Whether inside or out, these incidents still 
posed a threat to both law enforcement and the citizens they seek to protect.

So, what we have is a confused situation in which two terms (i.e., “mass shoot-
ing” and “active shooter”) with varying definitions are used interchangeably by the 
paper’s author (Lankford), with the term “mass shooting” used in the paper’s title 
and “mass shooting” used exclusively by the New York Times in its article based 
on this paper.  However, the study from which the Lankford data primarily origi-
nated concerned “active shooters.”

The consequences of  this confusion and the author’s complete refusal to an-
swer questions or simply share his data significantly complicated the process of  re-
view and replication that normally occurs for academic research results.

Lankford’s Credibility Challenged

Given the publicity 
given to the Lank-
ford study it was cer-
tain that attempts 
to review and repli-
cate the results 
would be made. 
However, from the 
beginning of  this 
coverage in 2016 to 
well into 2019 Dr. 
Lankford absolutely 

refused to release the data upon which his conclusions rested or to engage in sub-
stantive dialogue with other researchers.  Therefore, anyone attempting to assess 
his results was completely on their own.  And, given Lankford’s striking and highly 
publicized results, John R. Lott, Jr., President of  the Crime Prevention Research 
Center took on the challenge.
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Given the previously discussed uncertainty about terms and definitions com-
bined with Lankford’s refusal to share his definition or data, the Lott study used a 
widely accepted definition of  “mass shooting.”  The following definition was used 
by the Congressional Research Service in their 2015 study titled “Mass Murder 
with Firearms: Incidents and Victims, 1999-2013,” which is similar to that used by 
Mother Jones.

… a “mass shooting” could be defined as a multiple homicide incident in which four or 
more victims are murdered with firearms—not including the offender(s)—within one event, 
and in one or more locations relatively near one another.

Using this definition and a comprehensive review of  foreign news sources (in-
cluding non-English language sources), the Lott study came to a contradictory con-
clusion, that being:

Lankford’s study reported that from 1966 to 2012, there were 90 public mass shooters in the 
United States and 202 in the rest of  world. We find that Lankford’s data represent a gross 
undercount of  foreign attacks. Our list contains 1,448 attacks and at least 3,081 shooters out-
side the United States over just the last 15 years of  the period that Lankford examined. We 
find at least fifteen times more mass public shooters than Lankford in less than a third the 
number of  years.

Coding these events sometimes involves subjectivity. But even when we use coding choices 
that are most charitable to Lankford, his 31 percent estimate of  the US’s share of  world 
mass public shooters is cut by over 95 percent. By our count, the US makes up less than 
1.43% of  the mass public shooters, 2.11% of  their murders, and 2.88% of  their attacks. All 
these are much less than the US’s 4.6% share of  the world population. Attacks in the US are 
not only less frequent than other countries, they are also much less deadly on average.

Lankford Finally Responds

After almost three years of  stonewalling by this public academic, Lankford fi-
nally respond to his critics and released his data in March of  2019.  He did so by 
publishing a paper titled “Confirmation That the United States Has Six Times Its 
Global Share of  Public Mass Shooters, Courtesy of  Lott and Moody’s Data.” 
Though Lankford spun this paper as a devastating rebuttal of  Lott’s work, in real-
ity it amounted to an admission of  professional malpractice (if  not worse).
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It turns out that Lankford had, without disclosure, limited his study to include 
only mass shooters who “acted alone.”  As was discussed in the previous section, 
the only definition that assumes a single perpetrator is that for an “active shooter,” 
and even there the FBI had extended it to include multiple shooters.  Even more 
devastating to Lankford’s position is the fact that he led his original paper using 
the 1999 Columbine attack which had two shooters.

One is also left to wonder why, if  Lankford had such an easily available “devas-
tating” riposte to Lott’s work, he waited so ling to respond.  The most likely an-
swer is that Lankford had pulled a definitional trick in order to place the United 
States in a bad light.  For, by supposedly limiting (though he was not consistent, see 
above Columbine example) his study to lone active shooters Lankford was able to 
manufacture a statistic that appeared to show the United States to be a “mass 
shooter” negative outlier.

To better appreciate the gravity of  this apparent deception, ask yourself  if  you 
would rather go to a nation that had 1.57 mass shooter attacks per 100,000 people 
(Northern Mariana Islands) or 0.015 (the United States)?  Would you really care if  
you were murdered in an event with only one person doing the mass shooting? 
 Of  course not!

It is for this reason that Lankford most likely refused to explain his definitions, 
share details of  his methodology or publish his data for almost three years.  Only 
when the pressure to explain himself  became overwhelming did he finally come 
clean; and then in a manner that attempted to hide his malpractice behind a fog 
of  accusations.

Lankford’s Open Admission of Bias

Lankford in his original paper made it absolutely clear that he was a deeply bi-
ased source.  Following is the first paragraph from his original paper (see end of  
this section for information on H. Rap Brown*).

Are public mass shooters predominantly an American problem? For years, people have won-
dered whether the dark side of  American exceptionalism is a cultural propensity for vio-
lence. Political activist H. Rap Brown once claimed that “Violence is a part of  America’s cul-
ture. It is as American as cherry pie” (Lehman, 2014). Similarly, Pulitzer Prize–winning his-
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torian Richard Hofstadter (1970b) concluded that the most notable thing “about American 
violence is its extraordinary frequency, its sheer commonplaceness in our history, its persis-
tence into very recent and contemporary times, and its rather abrupt contrast with our pre-
tensions to singular national virtue” (p. 7). Although United States history includes the kill-
ing of  indigenous people, a revolutionary war, a civil war, many foreign wars, slavery, race 
riots, domestic terrorism, and high rates of  homicide, perhaps no form of  violence is seen as 
more uniquely American than public mass shootings.

This appears to be the work of  a man on a mission to denigrate and discredit 
the United States.  I have read hundreds of  research papers in my lifetime.  No re-
searcher who desired to maintain a posture of  disinterested inquiry would ever 
start a paper in this manner.  However, if  your goal were to catch the eye of  like-
minded politicians and media organizations then this is an excellent opening para-
graph.

Thus, this situation appears to be a glaring example of  how a supposedly disin-
terested academic can distort research to support a predetermined outcome due to 
their personal bias.

* H. Rap Brown:
Rejecting the prosecution’s call for a death sen-
tence, a jury sentenced the former ’60s radical 
known as H. Rap Brown to life in prison for kill-
ing a sheriff ’s deputy in a shootout two years ago.

The jury deliberated for about five hours before 
deciding Wednesday to spare the life of  the Mus-
lim cleric now called Jamil Abdullah Al-Amin. He 
will not have a chance at parole.

So, a supposedly disinterested, public spir-
ited criminology professor quoted a con-
victed murderer and Black Panther Party 
member as a credible source on the nature 
of  violence in the United States.  This would 
be amazing had I not lived through the past 
ten or so years.
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Is President Trump Responsible for Recent Mass 
Shootings?

The Democrat Party has decided to blame President Trump for the recent El 
Paso mass shooting, with (now past) Presidential candidate Beto O’Rourke as their 
primary spokesman.  Their “case” against the President was that the manifesto al-
legedly published by the shooter used words that have also been used by the Presi-
dent.  In particular the word “invasion” as applied to mass illegal immigration at 
our southern border.

You don’t need to dig far to find manifesto text that counters this thin reed of  
logic.  In particular, this insane, evil person specifically rejected the idea that his 
deeds were tied to President Trump.  Note that the shooter also disavows potential 
blame of  “certain presidential candidates” for his actions, which can only refer at 
this point to Democrat candidates.

Crusius ended the manifesto by saying he expected to be killed in the attack he would alleg-
edly carry out on Saturday. As it turned out, the shooter was not, and he is now behind bars, 
charged with killing 22 people and wounding 26 others. He said his actions would be misun-
derstood as being tied to Trump.

“My ideology has not changed for several years,” Crusius wrote. “My opinions on automa-
tion, immigration, and the rest predate Trump and his campaign for president. I [am] put-
ting this here because some people will blame the President or certain presidential candi-
dates for the attack. This is not the case. I know that the media will probably call me a white 
supremacist anyway and blame Trump’s rhetoric. The media is infamous for fake news. 
Their reaction to this attack will likely just confirm that.”

That was the only time Trump appeared in the manifesto, and it appears clear that Crusius 
borrowed his “fake news” characterization of  the news media from the president. But that is 
not what Trump’s critics have charged. They have charged that Trump inspired Crusius to 
kill. They have charged it so often in the last few days that it has hardened into a general per-
ception that Crusius was inspired by the president. But read the manifesto. It’s just not there.

The word “invasion” has been used in connection with illegal immigration since long before 
the president ran for office. In the 1990s, for example, the state of  California unsuccessfully 
sued the federal government, claiming the government did not protect states from an “inva-
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sion” of  illegal immigrants. In 2010, the state of  Arizona also unsuccessfully challenged the 
federal government over a similar “invasion.” The word was also used, well before Trump, 
in general commentary, usually by those who sought to restrict immigration levels into the 
United States. And more generally, too: Bobby Jindal, the son of  immigrants and governor 
of  Louisiana who ended his 2016 presidential campaign with a bitter attack on Trump, used 
to say that “immigration without assimilation is invasion.”

Why would the vile, evil killer mention Democrat candidates in his comments? 
 Probably because he uses the same eco-dystopian future ideas as numerous of  
them.

After all, these misanthropic ideas, this green miserabilism, this anti-modern guff  about hu-
manity being a plague on poor Mother Earth, is a central feature of  the El Paso killer’s mani-
festo. And if  Trump can be held responsible for the shootings on the basis that the manifesto 
echoes his Mexican-bashing, why shouldn’t greens, who pollute public debate with the kind 
of  anti-humanist ideology that clearly moved and enraged the El Paso murderer, shoulder 
some responsibility, too?  …

… In his alleged manifesto, the killer, alongside his racist rants about Hispanic people and 
the ‘replacement’ of  whites, attacks modern society for being eco-unfriendly. Westerners’ life-
styles are ‘destroying the environment’ and ‘creating a massive burden for future genera-
tions’, he says. He seems obsessed with the core element of  green thinking – the idea that 
mankind is overusing limited natural resources. We are ‘shamelessly overharvesting re-
sources’, apparently.

As with green ideology in general, there is a strong streak of  anti-humanism in his eco-
obsessions. He attacks ‘urban sprawl’ – also known as human habitation – and the way it ‘de-
stroys millions of  acres of  land’. As for ‘consumer culture’ with its production of  ‘thousands 
of  tonnes of  unnecessary plastic waste and electronic waste’ – he slams that as another part 
of  humankind’s ‘decimation of  our environment’. The solution? Surprise, surprise: popula-
tion control. Echoing the numerous eco-Malthusians who have spent decades calling for a 
restrictions on human natality in order to save the planet, he says we need to ‘decrease the 
number of  people in America using resources’.   …

… somehow in recent years, this backward, anti-modern obsession with cleansing nature of  
foul mankind’s uncaring, destructive behaviour has morphed into a supposedly progressive, 
leftish outlook. And it is now utterly mainstream, being promoted by virtually every public 
and political institution.
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Also, were the Democrats to apply their supposed logic consistently then they 
would have to blame Elizabeth Warren for the Dayton Ohio mass shooting.  In 
fact, the case is much stronger.  Here’s what the Dayton shooter allegedly had to 
say.

Heavy.com got access to the shooter’s social media. Contrary to the media narrative cur-
rently boiling over, this shooter was not a Trump fan. In fact, he hated Trump, hated Repub-
licans, was an avowed leftist, used antifa style language in his posts, and loved Elizabeth War-
ren. …

He used language often used by Antifa, exclaiming that he wants to “kill every fascist.” He 
also liked and commented on posts expressing support for the group.

“#2016ElectionIn3Words This is bad,” he wrote on Nov. 8, 2016. “You can’t kill 50+ 
people and injure 600(!) In 10 minutes with cigarettes my dude,” he wrote in 2017. In 
response to a Buzzfeed story that read, “Virginia has declared a state of  emergency in 
anticipation of  the “Unite the Right” rally anniversary in Charlottesville this week-
end,” he wrote: “Kill every fascist.

Betts was a politically active socialist who supported Elizabeth Warren and Bernie 
Sanders.

On the Twitter page, Connor Betts indicated he’d vote for Elizabeth Warren for president 
but not Kamala Harris, responding to a person’s tweet suggesting they be co-presidents. 
“Nahh, but only cuz Harris is a cop – Warren I’d happily vote for,” he wrote.

I don’t recall a single Democrat or MSM source drawing attention to this infor-
mation in an accusatory manner regarding Mrs. Warren.

Finally, recall from this previous section that the significant increase in mass 
shootings began and continued under President Obama.  What’s going on now is 
just the continuation of  a process rather than something new under the Trump ad-
ministration.  Were it my goal to “blame” President Obama for the significant in-
crease in mass shootings that occurred on his watch I could dig up many quotes in 
support.  But that isn’t my goal. Yes, President Obama said many things that I be-
lieve to have coarsened our political dialogue and caused social turmoil.  However, 
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I don’t blame him for the mass shootings that occurred during his Presidency, nor 
should anyone else.

If  you blame President 
Trump but bestow inno-
cence upon President 
Obama and the current 
crop of  Democrat candi-
dates then you are engag-
ing in divisive politics.

We should rather be look-
ing at ourselves, at the cul-
ture and values that we 
have embraced for an-

swers, not convenient scapegoats be they be Democrat or Republican presidents or 
candidates.

Are White Men Disproportionally Likely to be Mass 
Shooters?

The New York Times pub-
lished an article titled “Mass 
Shooters Are All Different. Ex-
cept for One Thing: Most Are 
Men.”  The leading para-
graphs are as follows.

As convenient as it would be, 
there is no one-size-fits-all profile 
of  who carries out mass shootings 
in the United States.

About the only thing almost all 
of  them have in common is that they are men.
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Mass Shootings segmented by Presidential Administration

Wow!  White men dominate mass shooters…why?
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But those men come from varying backgrounds, with different mental health diagnoses and 
criminal histories. Examining past New York Times coverage of  mass shootings reveals 
some shared tendencies of  the gunmen, including the fact that they are most commonly 
white, but such traits also describe thousands of  law-abiding Americans who don’t become 
murderous.

The Chicago Tribune published a column that pointedly singled out white men 
for this sin.

As the toll from mass shootings this year already approaches the total for all of  last year, 
more people are openly asking a question that has lurked mostly in the shadows: Why are 
the shooters so often white men?

Taken at face value these articles appear to be an obvious indictment of  “white 
male toxicity.”  However, in reality they are open windows into the ignorance that 
saturates our supposedly elite media.

Let’s start by adding up all the mass shooter numbers by race for the section-
leading figure, resulting in a total of  113.  I have divided this total onto each racial 
category and expressed the result as a percentage.  Next, I have plotted the percent-
age by race from the most recent Census results and plotted this in the same fig-
ure, as shown below.

What we find is that there 
are the most white mass 
shooters because they are 
the largest race group in 
the United States.  In gen-
eral the percentage of  
mass shooters tracks the 
population percentage.  In-
terestingly Latinos are less 
likely to be mass shooters.

The fact that our most elite journalists were apparently unable to understand 
this obvious and simple fact speaks poorly of  their education and/or intelligence. 
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 Or, they do know better and this result is an accurate measure of  the intellectual 
contempt that they have for their readers.

So, no, there is no reason to consider white men to be disproportionally likely 
to be mass shooters.

Closing Thoughts

This exercise has brightly illuminated the means by which a highly partisan 
press can manipulate information to advance a narrative founded upon emotion.  
The entire U.S. population has been traumatized by the outbreak of  unprece-
dented mass shootings over the recent past.  Upset people are particularly vulner-
able to the propagandistic use of  scapegoating and scaremongering.  As one Pro-
gressive elite put it, “Never let a serious crisis go to waste.”

What the mainstream media did with the horrific story of  mass shootings is far 
more sinister than letting an opportunity for reform “go to waste.”  No, they have 
cynically and purposefully sought to transform these tragedies into vehicles by 
which emotion driven falsehoods could be injected into the American public’s 
mind.  Thus, the end result sought wasn’t the reduction of  mass shootings but was 
rather the acquisition of  the raw political power to accomplish ends that had been 
sought long before this particular series of  events unfolded.

When we look back over this material we find four primary means by which 
this purposeful deception is accomplished, those being:

1. Creation of  a consensus Progressive narrative (i.e., It all started under and be-
cause of  Trump.  It’s mostly driven by white men in pursuit of  “white suprem-
acy.”  It’s the worst in the United States because of  the Second Amendment.)

2. The suppression of  any information that casts doubt on the consensus Progres-
sive narrative (i.e., the Lott study)

3. The framing of  any information supportive of  the consensus Progressive narra-
tive as above reproach and obviously true (i.e., the presentation of  the Lank-
ford paper as unassailable truth delivered by an impeccably moral academic)
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4. The manipulation of  data to convey a “truth” that is actually unsupported by 
that data (i.e., the use of  mass shooter data by race without including the pro-
portion of  each race in the general population; the use of  consistent data 
across the world to assess levels of  violence).

Were news consumers to take this all at face value the obvious and only conclu-
sion would be to enact the Progressive agenda by rejecting Republicans and the 
Second Amendment, impeaching President Trump and treating “white suprem-
acy” as the greatest threat to our nation’s survival.  The mainstream media has so 
often and so obviously overplayed their hand that an ever shrinking proportion of  
Americans accept their reporting as credible.  Therefore the media become frus-
trated with and contemptuous of  their customers, leading to a redoubling of  their 
efforts to deceive.

This is all deeply destructive, as the gap between the press and regular citizens 
widens.  For were the mainstream media to stumble upon a truth that actually did 
threaten our nation many of  their (perhaps former) customers would be unlikely 
to believe them.

However, enough people continue trust in the mainstream media to enable 
their continuance as a source of  informational power.  They are bolstered by the 
Internet media giants like Google, Facebook and Twitter as they suppress users 
and information counter to the Progressive narrative.  They are also supported by 
the Democrat Party and the deep state through coordinated propaganda and tar-
geted leaks.

But since the 1980s the grip of  Progressive information dominance has been in 
decline.  With the demise of  the FCC “Fairness doctrine” in 1987 a broader spec-
trum of  political perspectives were able to find a channel into public discourse.  
With the advent of  the Internet in the 1990s these channels exploded in number, 
quantity and influence.  Ever since then the mainstream media has sought in vain 
to recapture the dominance over information that they had previously experi-
enced.

Had they responded by delivering trustworthy, relevant news they might have 
faired better.  However they rather chose the paths of  “if  it bleeds it leads,” stri-
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dent left wing policy advocacy and personal destruction of  their opponents.  Thus 
many members of  their potential audience found themselves alienated and in 
search of  alternative sources of  information.

This process has only accelerated with the arrival of  the “fake news” mass me-
dia culture.  The Hill recently reported the following:

Nearly two-thirds of  Americans say the mainstream press is full of  fake news, a sentiment 
that is held by a majority of  voters across the ideological spectrum.

According to data from the latest Harvard-Harris poll, which was provided exclusively to 
The Hill, 65 percent of  voters believe there is a lot of  fake news in the mainstream media.

That number includes 80 percent of  Republicans, 60 percent of  independents and 53 per-
cent of  Democrats.

The mainstream media has brought this distrust upon themselves.  They show 
no inclination to change direction.  Rather they have doubled, tripled and now 
quadrupled down on their strategy of  literally Pravda-like shilling for the Progres-
sive elite.  Perhaps there exists a stable and lucrative audience for this product.  
Only time will tell.  However, they have likely lost a vast segment of  their potential 
audience for at least a generation, if  not forever.

Yet the mainstream media remains a potent force, for they still control the pri-
mary channels through which information flows.  Thus there are many people in 
the nation who, though not hardcore Progressives themselves, receive only the per-
spective of  that cohort when they watch CBS, NBC or ABC or read the New York 
Times, the Washington Post or the LA times.

This dynamic creates an information discontinuity.  For while consumers of  
more conservative news sources are well aware of  both sides of  the debate (be-
cause conservative media is built on responding to the Progressive position), main-
stream media consumers don’t know the conservative (or libertarian, etc.) positions 
because they are ignored.  By this means the opinions of  millions of  otherwise rea-
sonable people can be manipulated to the clear benefit of  the elite Progressives.
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In spite of  this powerful advantage there remains a large segment of  the popu-
lation who ultimately will not support the Progressive positions on climate change, 
gun control and abortion, among others.  This fact is infuriating to an industry 
that is built on the ability to influence, if  not direct, public opinion.

Much of  the depraved psychodrama that we see and read in the mainstream 
media can be traced back to this fact.  What we are witnessing is the public face of  
a private crisis of  confidence.  The fact that Donald Trump (or any Republican) 
could have been elected President in spite of  the full force determination by the 
mainstream media to drag Hillary Clinton across the finish line is a shattering 
blow to their perceived position and prestige.

Unfortunately for them, the more that they expose their hateful bias and de-
ranged behavior the less they 
are trusted and respected by mil-
lions of  citizens.  It’s even likely 
that many people who believed 
the absurd lie of  Russian collu-
sion for the three years before is-
suance of  the Mueller Report 
have lost confidence in the main-
stream press.  And finally, even 
the Progressive true believers 
likely now have less respect for 
the press given their failure (to 

date at least) to destroy and remove President Trump from office.

We can hope and pray that the mainstream media comes to their senses and re-
forms their industry.  We should encourage them towards this end by rejecting 
their deceitful narratives and convincing more Americans to do the same.  For this 
soulless cadre apparently knows only the motivations of  power and prestige.  As 
they hurtle towards the absence of  both perhaps a miracle will occur.
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S E C T I O N  4

The Impeachment Coup

What we are witnessing in 
the nation’s capital is noth-
ing less than a continuing 
coup disguised as a Presiden-
tial impeachment.  I have 
previously discussed the ac-
tions taken by our Justice De-
partment, Intelligence Com-
munity, Democrat  politi-
cians and presidential candi-
dates, and now our State De-
partment to undermine and 
ultimately remove a duly 
elected President of  the 
United States.  By so doing 
they have in effect claimed 
that the power of  unelected 
bureaucrats and a losing po-
litical party trumps that of  
the citizens of  the United 

States in determining who oc-
cupies the office of  President.

This fraudulent, evil farce is being foisted upon the American people less than 
one year from a presidential election in which the citizens can decide if  President 
Trump should serve a second term.  This current attempted fraud comes on the 
heels of  previous pathetically failed frauds all intended to bring down the Presi-
dent by undemocratic means, some of  these being:
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• flipping Elector votes from Trump to Clinton

• the Steel dossier

• the Mueller investigation

• the voting-machines-hoax

• the Logan Act

• the Emoluments Clause

• the 25th Amendment

• the McCabe-Rosenstein-Comey collusion

• various Michael Avenatti-Stormy Daniels-Michael Cohen accusations

• and now, the Ukraine accusations (quid pro quo, bribery, etc.) by disgruntled in-
telligence and State Department officials.

All of  these assaults were based on purposeful deception and outright lies.  And 
yet we are expected to presume that the Democrat Party, the deep state and the 
mainstream media have the moral and intellectual credibility necessary to take seri-
ously their latest charges.

I have previously suggested that a credible model for this cabal’s thought proc-
ess is “Leninthink.”  Given the show trial mentality exhibited by the Congressional 
Democrats and bureaucratic witnesses this designation is now confirmed.  How-
ever, if  we search history to find the slogan that most accurately conveys their pri-
mary operating principle one is inexorably drawn to the Fascist motto of  Benito 
Mussolini:

Everything within the state, nothing outside the state, nothing against the state.

It shouldn’t be surprising that the proto-totalitarians operating in the United 
States should have blended previous ideologies into a unique American version 
that best serves their needs and is most easily sold to a large cohort of  our public.

The election of  Donald Trump brought to the Presidency a man who rejected 
the power and position of  our national elite establishment.  The citizens of  the 
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United States had every right to vote in a Chief  Executive intent on changing the 
nation’s direction.  They also have every right to decide in 2020 that President 
Trump has failed and/or the Democrats offer a better option.

But that’s not how our Leninist/Fascist elites see things.  No, they are attempt-
ing to demonstrate to the electorate that they own a veto over any President who 
they deem to be unfit.  And by “unfit” understand “not beholden to their power 
and position.”

Can there be any doubt that, if  they are successful in destroying the Trump 
presidency they will act to prevent such a challenge by the nation’s citizens from 
ever again occurring?  They have told us outright that our First and Second 
Amendment rights will be curtailed if  not erased.  The Electoral College and the 
Senate will go into history’s trash heap.  The nation’s law enforcement and intelli-
gence agencies may begin to operate as a de facto secret police.  Any citizen who 
dares voice non-approved political ideas will be subject to loss of  their good name 
and livelihood at the whim of  a Progressive social media mob.

It’s time to take our heads out of  the sand and look straight into the abyss of  
evil that is being offered to us as the alternative to our messy but liberty-protecting 
Constitutional Republic.  If  we don’t stand up to and peacefully defeat this outra-
geous, monstrous wicked cabal in 2020 then we may have lost the opportunity to 
do so thereafter.

If  you believe that I’m right (or near-to-right), please think, speak, organize and 
vote accordingly.  If  you think that I’m wrong, please consider the possibility that 
someday those who consider you to be guilty of  “wrong-think” inherit the govern-
mental powers that you now seek for yourselves.
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S E C T I O N  5

What’s at Stake in the 2020 
Presidential Election

Framing the 
Question

There has been so much 
drama and so many accusa-
tions over the past four years 
that it’s difficult to identify let 
alone assess just what’s at 
stake in the 2020 election. 
 For many citizens who have 
only a modest interest in poli-

tics it might seem that our nation is teetering on the brink of  something vaguely 
bad.  But bad in what way?

Also, just why almost a year away should anyone be paying attention?  After all, 
there are so many issues pressing in upon us like our family life, work, social events 
and media, entertainment, etc., that it may seem premature to ask this question.

However, I believe that precisely because of  the sheer volume of  events it is al-
ready possible to determine what’s at stake.  For the election of  Donald Trump has 
ripped the thin veneer of  faux consensus off  of  our politics.  What had previously 
appeared to be a gray, impenetrable fog of  posturing by Democrat and Republi-
can politicians with unspoken assumptions and ill defined goals is now out in the 
open.  If  we care about the future of  this nation then it’s vital that we look at the 
two distinct and irreconcilable visions that are now contending for political pri-
macy.

One vision contends that the nation’s institutions of  power should be populated 
by that cohort of  people who self-identify as Progressive elites.  And, the nation’s 
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citizens should commit to follow the lead of  this elite cohort regardless of  the con-
sequences to these non-elite’s interests.

The other vision contends that the elite cohort who occupy our institutions of  
power have abandoned any real allegiance to the nation and rather pursue self-
serving policies.  And, the nation’s citizens are therefore obliged to correct this de-
fect by exercise of  their democratic power.

The elite class sees this populist push back as an existential threat to their 
power and well being, so their response has been visceral.  The unhappy citizens, 
seeing the raw exercise of  power and ludicrous behavior of  the elites, have lost vir-
tually all respect for this self-appointed clique.

The elites are banking on the hope that there are enough people in the voting 
public who still respect their opinion that an electoral majority can be constructed 
that will throw out the populist President (and his supporters).  The populists hope 
that the behavior of  the elites has destroyed enough respect or allegiance in the 
general population to ensure their electoral defeat.

I have no ideal whose hope is better founded.  I do contend that the chasm be-
tween the elites and citizens has become un-ignorable and unbridgeable.

For the past couple of  generations the nation has papered over the stark differ-
ence in vision between those who call themselves Progressives and those who (for a 
variety of  reasons in a variety of  organizations) oppose them.  This “papering-
over” consisted primarily in the assumption that we all shared similar goals but dif-
fered on how to achieve them.  The realization that this assumption no longer 
holds is driving the nation towards a binary choice between preserving or destroy-
ing our republic.  This new reality creates a new dynamic in our politics, both in 
who runs and how voters choose.

Framing the Answer

A reader of  this book’s earlier chapters will know that I have not been enthusi-
astic or even supportive of  Mr. Trump.  In the 2016 Presidential Election I didn’t 
vote for Mr. Trump (or any other presidential candidate).  However, I have been 
willing to be convinced that Mr. Trump could earn my support.
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In this he has both made progress and fallen short.  His appointments to the Su-
preme Court, choice of  Mr. Barr as the Attorney General, rollback of  overween-

ing government regula-
tions, confrontation of  
Communist China, sup-
port of  Israel, insistence 
on the rule of  law at our 
boarders and in general, 
and aggressive defiance of  
the Progressive Left’s as-
sault on our nation’s insti-

tutions and founding principles have all been helpful in gaining my support.  How-
ever, Mr. Trump’s use of  incendiary language can sometimes push our discourse 
further down the road to perdition and his policies are often changeable from hour 
to hour when they are not impossible to understand in the first place.

However the decisive contribution to clarifying what is at stake has been made 
by the elite Progressive Left.  They have staked their claim to eternal power on 
their having achieved temporary power.  Yes, they have come to dominate virtually 
all of  our national institutions from our classrooms to our boardrooms, from our 
news sources to our permanent governmental power centers.  And yet, having 
achieved this power they have demonstrated a level of  craven self-dealing, dishon-
esty, incompetence and contempt that has utterly devastated their credibility as 
leaders of  a self-respecting republic.

What they offer to those whom they seek to lead is in effect serfdom.  What 
they claim as their divine right is lordship.  The citizens of  this Republic do not, in 
the elite Progressive Left’s opinion, have the right to elect someone to the Presi-
dency who opposes their interests and policies.  Our so-called democracy is a 
sham in which the populace either votes to confirm the Progressive Left’s anointed 
candidate or has their wrong choice vetoed and removed by the power elite.

Now that this nation’s citizens have made such a stupid error (in the Progres-
sives’ “enlightened” opinion) by electing Mr. Trump to the Presidency the elite Pro-
gressive Left has lost all confidence in them.  Therefore the foundations of  our Re-
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public must be demolished so as to prevent such idiocy from reoccurring.  The 
First and Second Amendments to the Constitution must go.  The Electoral Col-
lege and Senate must go.  The fact that there is virtually zero chance that these 
demolitions can be accomplished by Constitutional means is irrelevant.  The elite 
Progressive Left will somehow impose them by exercise of  their raw power.  They 
have promised as much to their rabid collectivist base.  They will either deliver or 
face their unhinged wrath.

This shocking position by our Progressive elite class has created a binary deci-
sion election that will be discussed in the next section.

The Binary Choice

The choice being presented to the citizens of  the United States is simple and 
stark:

1. Vote in the Democrat Presidential Candidate and he/she/whatever will view 
their victory as a mandate to implement the Republic destroying ideas that 
they campaigned on.

2. Vote in Donald Trump for a second term and, while the civility of  our politi-
cal discourse will continue to suffer, we will still likely have a Republic in 2024.

Back in 2016 I was deeply concerned that Donald Trump was simply a mirror 
image of  the Progressive political corruption that exploded under Barack 
Obama’s presidency.  He has rather, in spite of  withering, unrelenting resistance 
by the Democrats (and many Republicans as well), pursued the very Conservative 
economic policies that the “conservative” political establishment (now the “Never-
Trumpers”) claimed they supported.  He is also seeking to extract the United 
States from the seemingly unending, un-winnable wars that have sapped our na-
tion’s morale and strength.  He has kept his campaign promises to a degree that 
shames most recent politicians, Democrat and Republican alike.  Perhaps that’s an-
other reason that they hate him so.

Make no mistake, if  the Democrats win in 2020 under their proto-totalitarian 
positions, there will likely be little holding back this time.  Expect:
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• a Progressive packed Supreme Court, with 11, 13, however many justices are re-
quired to ensure uniform Progressive decisions (or they may simply remove and 
replace President Trump’s appointees);

• the Justice Department (including the FBI) and Intelligence Services to become 
politicized to a far greater degree than they were under President Obama, and 
therefore a far greater threat to our civil liberties;

• by unconstitutional means, for the Electoral College, the First and Second 
Amendments and the Senate to come under withering attack;

• our nation’s boarders to be erased, resulting in massive migration from any coun-
try by anyone who for whatever reason wants to get in and once in, supported by 
the U.S. taxpayers;

• an economy devastated by the aggressive deployment of  Socialist policies and 
radical environmental regulations;

• the media, social and mainstream, to become even more aggressive and cruel in 
their assault on any and all people who disagree, or even don’t agree with suffi-
cient fervor;

• the vicious, murderous physical attacks on and intimidation of  non-Progressives 
by the Progressive proto-Fascist shock troops (i.e., Antifa) and random mobs/
individuals will dramatically increase.

One other point.  For all his crudity and bombast, Donald Trump must be one 
of  the most honest men to have attained the Presidency.  The entire apparatus of  
the Federal Government, Democrat Party and Media have been out to find some-
thing (anything!) by which to destroy him since at least 2015.  All they have been 
able to come up with are bogus Dossiers and Whistleblower complaints.  They con-
tinue hyper-Ahab-like pursuing their Great White Wale.

The Progressive elite have revealed themselves to be utterly corrupt, incompe-
tent, infantile, narcissistic, self-serving and deceitful.  No self  respecting free per-
son should want to be ruled by this cohort of  self-lobotomized collectivist ideo-
logues.  And now, for better or worse, it has fallen on Donald Trump to stand be-
tween us and their desired proto-totalitarian goals.
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As things stand now I will vote for Donald Trump in the 2020 Presidential Elec-
tion.

Closing Thoughts

Peace I leave with you; My peace I give to you. I do not give to you as the world 
gives. Do not let your hearts be troubled; do not be afraid.
John 14:27

Were I to succumb to the demands of  the Progressive Left I would say that I 
am exhausted and dispirited.  They certainly through an avalanche of  hatred and 
shameless deceit attempted to convince me that there is no hope apart from pas-
sive submission to their will to power.

Joy Pullmann in a Federalist article titled “Impeachment is Just Another Word 
for Delusional Democrats Holding the Nation Hostage” well summed up the situa-
tion:

Democrats have made it clear they will sandbag the people we’ve elected to govern if  we re-
fuse to vote for Democrats. Heads they win, tails we lose. Either we vote for them, or be 
stuck in an endless parade of  overcredentialed and underaccomplished finger-waggers until 
we’re browbeaten into staying home from elections after concluding that it doesn’t matter 
who we vote for, the left always wins.

Impeachment grand master Rep. Adam Schiff  said it openly on Tuesday: Unless Democrats 
impeach President Trump, Democrats will consider the 2020 election illegitimate, just like 
they do 2016.

I won’t revisit all of  my arguments regarding why this has happened and what 
it likely means.

I’m well aware that the Republican Party is only now beginning to, unevenly 
and vaguely, come to grips with the nature of  our nation’s crisis.  We thus should 
have no expectation that, if  they win big in the 2020 election, there will be the in-
tellectual capability and moral courage to drive the necessary reforms.

The clear deficiencies of  the only party in opposition to the Democrats must 
not blind us to the central point.  That is, the Democrat Party and the Progressive 
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elite / Deep State whom they represent must be utterly defeated for there to be 
any chance of  a national recovery.

The following quote from a Douglas Murray article in the Spectator USA 
about the vile nature of  the Labor Party’s embrace of  anti-Semitism in the United 
Kingdom and what needs to be done about it also speaks to our situation in the 
United States.  If  you substitute “Democrat” for “Labor,” “Republican” for “Con-
servative,” “Democrat Presidential Nominee” for “Jeremy Corbyn,” “United 
States” for “Britain” and your choice of  Democrat national politicians for the vari-
ous Labor leadership names, the following excerpt becomes an almost perfect state-
ment on what must happen in our 2020 elections.

As I say, I could easily go on. Anyone could. And for those who are still inclined to vote for 
the Labour party on Thursday perhaps nothing can now be said. They include people who 
hate the Conservative party and think that they must always vote Labour for tribal reasons. 
And they include people who think that whatever the unpleasantness that may linger around 
Corbyn and McDonnell and co it can be put down as a second order of  business after the 
priority of  getting the Conservative party out of  office.

Well, I would like to make another suggestion. Jeremy Corbyn will lose this election and 
every effort should be put into ensuring that he loses it big: that what happens on Thursday 
is not just a defeat, but a defeat of  such crushing totality for the Labour party that it takes it 
years to recover. It should be such a defeat that it is not possible for a Keir Starmer or Emily 
Thornberry to simply pick up the reins and go back to business as usual. Other left-wing par-
ties may emerge and flourish. But the Labour party must never be forgiven for what it has 
offered to the public at this election. What Corbyn has brought into the mainstream has toxi-
fied Britain and the party that allowed it to happen should be held to account.

Nor should his wider rabble of  supporters simply be allowed to slip away. Instead, they 
should each themselves be held accountable for what they have done — as the Mosley-ites 
were in the Thirties. All those Labour MPs who decided to support Corbyn because he was 
the leader that they had. All the weird media creations who have popped up on the televi-
sion day-after-day (with no identifiable credentials other than brute loyalty or loyalty to a 
brute). And all those columnists and ‘journalists’ of  the left who pretend that they have 
spent their lives ‘tackling’ racism only to spend recent years campaigning for the most racist 
force in British politics to gain power and making Britain a pariah among the nations.
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For my part I will not be dispirited nor silent in the face of  this advancing 
proto-totalitarian force that currently finds its home in the Democrat Party.

Either we stop it at the ballot box in 2020 and as many times thereafter 
as necessary or we fight it as citizens reduced to serfs, with little likeli-
hood of success.
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C H A P T E R  6

The Problem of 
Righteousness

When the foundations are being destroyed, what can the righteous do?”
Psalm 11:3

Introduction

One key driver of  the contemporary crisis in the United States is the problem 
of  righteousness.  Righteousness is a core driver because, having cast off  much 
that Christianity has taught, we now are consumed with the monumental task of  
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rebuilding this concept from the foundations up.  And, the tools by which this re-
building project is being conducted are the least capable implements that one 
 could imagine — those being the mob-inducing, narcissist-encouraging, mind-
numbing, spirit-destroying Social Network Platforms.

This thought crystallized across exposure to numerous sources.  Initially I was 
struck by this paragraph in an article from The Federalist:

When I look at this generation, I see young people fiercely, desperately trying to be good. A 
righteous fervor is sweeping America, shaming and punishing all who do evil. Yet the stan-
dards for “good” and “evil” seem unfamiliar and arbitrary. This is a strong indicator that 
the post-Christian agnosticism is over, and a new religion—one I’ll call progressivism—is ris-
ing from the ashes.

So yes, I can easily agree that our “young people” are “desperately trying” to 
be righteous.  But the reason that they are starting from scratch is because their eld-
ers (i.e., parents, teachers, pastors, coaches, politicians, bosses, etc.) have somehow 
failed to pass on the Christian-derived civilizational wisdom that should be their 
inheritance.  I must include myself  within this failure as all three of  my beloved 
children are currently not looking to Christianity for the answers to their most fun-
damental questions.

A second source brought into sharp focus the nature of  that Christian-derived 
civilizational wisdom along with the most influential challenging ideology to it. 
The source is Jordan Peterson’s preface to the The Gulag Archipelago by Alek-
sandr Solzhenitsyn.

And it is exactly the necessity for interminable sacrifice that constitutes the terrible counter-
part of  the utopian vision. “Heaven is worth any price”—but who pays? Christianity solved 
that problem by insisting on the sacrifice of  the self; insisting that the suffering and malevo-
lence of  the world is the responsibility of  each individual; insisting that each of  us sacrifice 
what is unworthy and unnecessary and resentful and deadly in our characters (despite the 
pain of  such sacrifice) so that we could stumble properly uphill under our respective and 
voluntarily-shouldered existential burdens. But it was and is the opinion of  the materialist 
utopians that someone else be sacrificed, so that Heaven itself  might be attained; some per-
petrator, or victimizer, or oppressor, or member of  a privileged group. A cynic might be for-
given, in consequence, for asking: “Is it the City of  God that is in fact the aim? Or is the 
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true aim the desire to make a burning sacrificial pyre of  everyone and everything, and the 
hypothesis of  the coming brotherhood of  man merely the cover story, the camouflage?”

The implication of  this dichotomy between our Christian heritage and the 
newly resurrected materialist utopians is profound.  For, whereas in a Christian so-
ciety members are encouraged to look into themselves to find the source of  evil 
and suffering; the people seeking a materialist utopia try to divide the world into 
the evil oppressors and the spotless victims.  But, as Mr. Peterson goes on to ex-
plain, there is no way to draw such a line in a just and stable manner.

Thus the doctrine of  group identity inevitably ends with everyone identified as a class en-
emy, an oppressor; with everyone contaminated by bourgeois privilege, unfairly enjoying the 
benefits bequeathed by the vagaries of  history; with everyone prosecuted, without respite, 
for that corruption and injustice. “No mercy for the oppressor!” And no punishment too se-
vere for the crime of  exploitation! Expiation becomes impossible because there is no individ-
ual guilt, no individual responsibility, and therefore no manner in which the crime of  arbi-
trary birth can be individually accounted for. And all the misery that can be generated as a 
consequence of  such an accusation is the true reason for the accusation.

Finally, just why is it that the attempt to create a human-made righteousness 
that excludes God has proved to be not just difficult, but rather a genocidal fail-
ure?  Here I found the following statement by David P. Goldman in his review of  
Chumash Mesoras Harav – Complete Chumash with Commentary Based on the Teachings of  
Rabbi Joseph B. Soloveitchik (Claremont Review of  Books, Vol. XIX, No. 1) to be of  
great help.

Man has free will, but never knows to what extent his will is free. The penitent cannot know 
the full extent of  his guilt. He cannot escape “the unknown and irrational” because his pow-
ers are limited. He is declared not guilty when he accepts that ultimate knowledge and 
power reside in God. God not only summons man to partnership, he consoles him in his low-
liness.

Yes, we cannot ever escape the unknown and irrational nature of  our existence 
by our own human resources.  For we are ultimately a mystery even to ourselves, 
let alone to others.  We can never fully understand and therefore prove our own 
righteousness.  We can only go on erasing and drawing lines that attempt to define 
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who is righteous and who is not.  But the lines always eventually fail to accurately 
and definitively separate the righteous from the unrighteous.

And so a war of  all against all ensues.  For to be declared unrighteous is to suf-
fer humiliation, social isolation and physical want.  To be found within the bounds 
of  the righteous means automatic moral superiority, social preeminence and 
wealth.  But those who seem safely inside the bounds of  righteousness today can 
be thrown out into utter darkness tomorrow.  Thus is explained the paranoia and 
destabilization that we see throughout our society.

What is happening now are the skirmishes that precede the total war that al-
ways accompanies a utopian totalitarian project.  We need not go to war.  But to 
avoid such a conflagration those of  us who know better need to take a stand.

The Lost Christian Understanding
Old Testament

I have been reading the Psalms as my daily devotional and prayer guide.  As I 
read the early Psalms I have encountered use of  the term “righteous” that con-
tains a confidence and certainty that shocks me.  For example this Psalm attributed 
to David:

Arise, Lord, in your anger;
rise up against the rage of my enemies.
Awake, my God; decree justice.
Let the assembled peoples gather around you,
while you sit enthroned over them on high.
Let the Lord judge the peoples.
Vindicate me, Lord, according to my righteousness,
according to my integrity, O Most High.
Bring to an end the violence of the wicked
and make the righteous secure—
you, the righteous God
who probes minds and hearts. 
Psalm 7:6-9 (NIV)
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However, in a later Psalm also attributed to David we find a denial that right-
eousness exists in any human being.

The fool says in his heart,
“There is no God.”
They are corrupt, and their ways are vile;
there is no one who does good.
God looks down from heaven
on all mankind
to see if there are any who understand,
any who seek God.
Everyone has turned away, all have become corrupt;
there is no one who does good,
not even one.  
Psalm 53:1-3 (NIV)

The Apostle Paul quotes this Psalm in his Epistle to the Romans in a manner 
that removes all ambiguity as to its meaning.

As it is written:
“There is no one righteous, not even one;
there is no one who understands;
there is no one who seeks God.
All have turned away,
they have together become worthless;
there is no one who does good,
not even one.” 
Romans 3:10-12 (NIV)

How is it that David in Psalm 7 can with utter confidence pray to God as a 
righteous man while in Psalm 53 (and others) admit that no one, including of  
course him, is righteous?

The first step towards understanding is that the word translated into English as 
“righteousness” is a vast, complex and deep set of  ideas.  Just to provide a top-level 
perspective, the Interpreter’s Dictionary of  the Bible devotes almost twenty pages (of  
small font text) to this word!  While there is no way that I could presume to sum-
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marize all of  this information, I will share a couple of  paragraphs regarding right-
eousness as found in the Old Testament.

Rather, righteousness is in the OT the fulfillment of  the demands of  a relationship, whether 
that relationship be with men or with God.
…
The fulfillment of  the Law does not constitute righteousness, but he who is righteous fulfills 
the Law because he accepts it in faith as God’s gracious guidance of  him.  Neither works 
nor works accomplished by faith make for righteousness, but rather only faith, which is mani-
fested in works. Faith is the fulfillment of  the relationship to Yahweh and is thereby right-
eousness (Gen. 15:6; Has 2:4).
…
Righteousness in the OT, then, is the fulfillment of  the demands of  a relationship, whether 
with men or with God.  And though man’s righteousness fails, God’s endures.  He inter-
venes on behalf  of  his own, saving them from bondage, forgiving their sin, declaring them 
in the right before himself  and all the world.  The connection with the NT message of  salva-
tion in Jesus Christ seems obvious, for “while we were yet sinners Christ died for us” (Rom. 
5:8).

Given these insights, the apparent contradiction is found to be no contradiction 
at all.  For when David calls himself  righteous he is not claiming a moral perfec-
tion that neither he or anyone else can attain.  Rather he is speaking as one of  the 
elect who, by God’s grace alone, has been declared to be righteous.

In fact, to be declared to be righteous by God vastly increases the Psalmist’s 
sense of  his sinfulness and thus unworthiness apart from God’s grace.

Have mercy on me, O God,
according to your unfailing love;
according to your great compassion
blot out my transgressions.
Wash away all my iniquity
and cleanse me from my sin.
For I know my transgressions,
and my sin is always before me.
Against you, you only, have I sinned
and done what is evil in your sight;
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so you are right in your verdict
and justified when you judge.
Surely I was sinful at birth,
sinful from the time my mother conceived me.
Yet you desired faithfulness even in the womb;
you taught me wisdom in that secret place.   
Psalm 51:1-6 (NIV)

So, we find in the Old Testament that righteousness is not the achievement of  a 
moral superiority either by belief  or works but rather a God-given position of  
right relationship through grace alone.  Of  course, God’s granting of  this posi-
tional righteousness does lead to a process of  sanctification in which sin recedes 
and good works increase.

This definition of  righteousness is far removed from the common contempo-
rary Christian understanding.  It is in a completely different universe from the con-
temporary secular “social justice” understanding of  righteousness.  The conse-
quences of  these misunderstandings are enormous and terrible.

New Testament

The misunderstanding of  “righteousness” from a New Testament perspective 
and subsequent consequences are far greater than those associated with the Old 
Testament.  This is the case because whereas we generally engage with the Old 
Testament as something foreign and therefore obscure, we imagine that the New 
Testament is familiar and clear.  Therefore we tend to draw provisional lessons 
from the Old but imagine the New to deliver straightforward, easily accessible 
guidance.  We are thus too suspicious of  the Old Testament and too naive about 
the New Testament.

This New Testament misunderstanding is most destructive within context of  
the Christian doctrine of  salvation.  For a very large majority of  Christians there 
exists an ill-defined but fundamental relationship between their “righteousness” 
and their “salvation.”  This assumed relationship is best defined by R. C. Sproul in 
his article titled “The Pelagian Captivity of  the Church” (Modern Reformation, 
Vol 10, Number 3, 2001).
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While we are so fallen that we can’t be saved without grace, we are not so fallen that we 
don’t have the ability to accept or reject the grace when it’s offered to us. The will is weak-
ened but is not enslaved. There remains in the core of  our being an island of  righteousness 
that remains untouched by the fall. It’s out of  that little island of  righteousness, that little par-
cel of  goodness that is still intact in the soul or in the will that is the determinative difference 
between heaven and hell. It’s that little island that must be exercised when God does his 
thousand steps of  reaching out to us, but in the final analysis it’s that one step that we take 
that determines whether we go to heaven or hell — whether we exercise that little righteous-
ness that is in the core of  our being or whether we don’t.

In a later article (2004) this same author develops in more detail the conse-
quences of  this false hope and expectation in the Christian experience.

The Psalmist asked the question: “If  the Lord marks iniquity, who should stand?” This 
query is obviously rhetorical. The only answer, indeed the obvious answer is no one.

The question is stated in a conditional form. It merely considers the dire consequences that 
follow if  the Lord marks iniquity. We breathe a sigh of  relief  saying, “Thank heavens the 
Lord does not mark iniquity!”

Such is a false hope. We have been led to believe by an endless series of  lies that we have 
nothing to fear from God’s scorecard. We can be confident that if  He is capable of  judg-
ment at all, His judgment will be gentle. If  we all fail His test — no fear — He will grade on 
a curve. After all, it is axiomatic that to err is human and to forgive is divine. This axiom is 
so set in concrete that we assume that forgiveness is not merely a divine option, but a verita-
ble prerequisite for divinity itself. We think that not only may God be forgiving, but He must 
be forgiving or He wouldn’t be a good God. How quick we are to forget the divine preroga-
tive: “I will have mercy on whomever I will have mercy, and I will have compassion on 
whomever I will have compassion.” (Rom. 9:15 NKJV)

In our day we have witnessed the eclipse of  the Gospel. That dark shadow that obscures the 
light of  the Gospel is not limited to Rome or liberal Protestantism; it looms heavily within 
the Evangelical community. The very phrase “preaching the Gospel” has come to describe 
every form of  preaching but the preaching of  the Gospel. The “New” Gospel is one that 
worries not about sin. It feels no great need for justification. It readily dismisses the imputa-
tion of  Christ’s righteousness as an essential need for salvation. We have substituted the “un-
conditional love” of  God for the imputation of  the righteousness of  Christ. If  God loves us 
all unconditionally, who needs the righteousness of  Christ?
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So, if  Dr. Sproul is correct (and I believe that he is), then what is the true mean-
ing of  “righteousness” within the Christian faith?  It is to that question I will turn 
next.

The Reformed Christian Understanding

It is because of him that you are in Christ Jesus, who has become for us wisdom 
from God—that is, our righteousness, holiness and redemption.
1 Corinthians 1:30

In the previous section I argued that “righteousness” is not what the majority 
of  Christians understand it to be.  I easily admit that if  any Christian reader’s con-
fidence in their salvation rests on that imaginary “small island of  righteousness” 
then this argument is unlikely to immediately change their mind.

When Jesus Christ spoke to His disciples as testified by the Gospel of  John, He 
made our complete dependence upon Him absolutely clear:

“I am the vine; you are the branches. If you remain in me and I in you, you will 
bear much fruit; apart from me you can do nothing.  If you do not remain in me, 
you are like a branch that is thrown away and withers; such branches are picked 
up, thrown into the fire and burned.  If you remain in me and my words remain in 
you, ask whatever you wish, and it will be done for you.  This is to my Father’s 
glory, that you bear much fruit, showing yourselves to be my disciples.”  
John 15:5-8 (NIV)

The Reformers used this Christ stated doctrine of  being “in Him” and the ut-
ter dependence to which it points to interpret the many other Biblical passages 
with a similar message.

God made him who had no sin to be sin for us, so that in him we might become 
the righteousness of God. 
2 Corinthians 5:21 (NIV)

Brothers and sisters, my heart’s desire and prayer to God for the Israelites is that 
they may be saved.  For I can testify about them that they are zealous for God, 
but their zeal is not based on knowledge.  Since they did not know the righteous-
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ness of God and sought to establish their own, they did not submit to God’s right-
eousness.  Christ is the culmination of the law so that there may be righteousness 
for everyone who believes.  
Romans 10:1-4

I will greatly rejoice in the Lord; my soul shall exult in my God, for he has clothed 
me with the garments of salvation; he has covered me with the robe of righteous-
ness, as a bridegroom decks himself like a priest with a beautiful headdress, and 
as a bride adorns herself with her jewels.  
Isaiah 61:10 (ESV)

“Only in the Lord, it shall be said of me, are righteousness and strength; to him 
shall come and be ashamed all who were incensed against him. In the Lord all 
the offspring of Israel shall be justified and shall glory.”  
Isaiah 45:24-25 (ESV)

If you know that he is righteous, you may be sure that everyone who practices 
righteousness has been born of him.  
1 John 2:29 (ESV)

He saved us, not because of works done by us in righteousness, but according to 
his own mercy, by the washing of regeneration and renewal of the Holy Spirit,  

Titus 3:5 (ESV)

For by grace you have been saved through 
faith. And this is not your own doing; it is the 
gift of God, not a result of works, so that no 
one may boast. For we are his workmanship, 
created in Christ Jesus for good works, which 
God prepared beforehand, that we should 
walk in them.  
Ephesians 2:8-10 (ESV)

And yet in spite of  all this the vast majority of  
Christians yet imagine that they have exer-
cised their own righteousness to obtain their 
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salvation.  What can explain this ability to overlook overwhelming Biblical evi-
dence for our total dependence upon Christ for our salvation and righteousness?

One answer may be that they interpret the Bible verses that explicitly teach this 
dependence within context of  those other verses that speak of  a believer’s right-
eousness.  By so doing they can conclude that their righteousness belongs to them 
rather being utterly dependent on Christ’s imputed righteousness to them.

Imputed righteousness is a concept in Christian theology proposing that the “righteousness 
of  Christ … is imputed to [believers] — that is, treated as if  it were theirs through faith.” … 
Thus, this doctrine is practically synonymous with justification by faith.

This concept is well-explained by Thomas R. Schreiner.

We can see, then, why imputation is so important in Calvin’s theology, for our assurance 
rests upon the truth that Christ’s righteousness is imputed to believers. Believers don’t locate 
righteousness in themselves but are righteous because Christ’s righteousness is reckoned to 
them. Calvin puts it this way: “Therefore, we explain justification simply as the acceptance 
with which God receives us into his favor as righteous men. And we say that it consists in the 
remission of  sin and the imputation of  Christ’s righteousness.” A person “is not righteous in 
himself  but because the righteousness of  Christ is communicated to him by imputation.” In 
Calvin’s interpretation of  Romans 5:19, which speaks of  believers being made righteous on 
account of  Christ’s obedience, he says, “what else is this but to lodge our righteousness in 
Christ’s obedience, because the obedience of  Christ is reckoned to us as if  it were our own.”

If  you as a Christian believe that “when God does his thousand steps of  reach-
ing out to us, but in the final analysis it’s that one step that we take that determines 
whether we go to heaven or hell” then by this falsehood the unavoidable conse-
quence is self-righteousness.  For, the only thing that separates you from the un-
saved is that you “chose well” while they “chose poorly” at that one final step that 
made all of  the difference.  This falsehood of  manufactured, imaginary self-
righteousness leads inexorably to despair.
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The Self-Righteousness Compulsion

The destruction and despair to which self-righteousness leads is not limited to 
the Christian experience.  However, it is particularly tragic that Christianity as 

practiced in the West has been so com-
pletely consumed by this false doctrine. 
Could Jesus Christ have been any more 
direct on this point than in the follow-
ing parable.

To some who were confident of their 
own righteousness and looked down 
on everyone else, Jesus told this par-
able: “Two men went up to the temple 
to pray, one a Pharisee and the other 
a tax collector.  The Pharisee stood by 
himself and prayed: ‘God, I thank you 
that I am not like other people—rob-

bers, evildoers, adulterers—or even like this tax collector.  I fast twice a week and 
give a tenth of all I get.’

“But the tax collector stood at a distance. He would not even look up to heaven, 
but beat his breast and said, ‘God, have mercy on me, a sinner.’

“I tell you that this man, rather than the other, went home justified before God. 
For all those who exalt themselves will be humbled, and those who humble them-
selves will be exalted.”  
Luke 18:9-14 (NIV)

Does this Parable of  Christ not embody the “rejection, isolation and condemna-
tion” of  the above image?  The Pharisee “stood by himself ” in splendid moral iso-
lation; from which position he spewed condemnation on everyone else in general 
and the tax collector in particular.  The result was rejection by God Himself !  And 
yet, even Christian denominations theoretically founded on Reformed theology 
are dominated by self-righteous leaders and laity.  This is to say nothing of  the 
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rampant self-righteousness in our secular culture used to seek raw power over oth-
ers.

Let’s stop kidding ourselves.  Self-righteousness is an unavoidable compulsion 
caused by our fallen state of  sin.  I am guilty of  it, you are guilty of  it.  We all are 
guilty of  it.  But there is something at work in our contemporary Western culture 
that has supercharged this compulsion to create a particularly powerful weapon of  
destruction.

I believe that this self-righteousness supercharger has two primary components, 
those being:

1. The osmosis of  postmodernism from the universities into our general political, 
educational, legal, media and cultural institutions;

2. The power of  social media to enable easy creation of  “social justice” mobs 
that can in just a few days destroy the character and livelihood of  their targets.

Postmodernism

The Encyclopedia Britannica top-level definition of  postmodernism is:

Postmodernism … in Western philosophy, a late 20th-century movement characterized by 
broad skepticism, subjectivism, or relativism; a general suspicion of  reason; and an acute sen-
sitivity to the role of  ideology in asserting and maintaining political and economic power.

The same article goes on to explain the postmodern view of  “truth.”

The descriptive and explanatory statements of  scientists and historians can, in principle, be 
objectively true or false. The postmodern denial of  this viewpoint—which follows from the 
rejection of  an objective natural reality—is sometimes expressed by saying that there is no 
such thing as Truth.

The destructive consequences of  this philosophy are obvious and can hardly be 
overstated.  Given that “political and economic power” is the only remaining 
value and that there “is no such thing as Truth,” then there is nothing wrong with 
the use of  deceit or the talking of  contradictory positions in the pursuit of  raw 
power.
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So, postmodernism has created the conditions by which identity politics can 
prosper.

The postmodernists built on the Marxist ideology, Peterson said. “They started to play a 
sleight of  hand, and instead of  pitting the proletariat, the working class, against the bour-
geois, they started to pit the oppressed against the oppressor. That opened up the avenue to 
identifying any number of  groups as oppressed and oppressor and to continue the same nar-
rative under a different name.”

“It was no longer specifically about economics,” he said. “It was about power. And every-
thing to the postmodernists is about power. And that’s actually why they’re so dangerous, be-
cause if  you’re engaged in a discussion with someone who believes in nothing but power, all 
they are motivated to do is to accrue all the power to them, because what else is there?” he 
said. “There’s no logic, there’s no investigation, there’s no negotiation, there’s no dialogue, 
there’s no discussion, there’s no meeting of  minds and consensus. There’s power.”

What we see here is the emergence of  a dominant organizing ideology built of  
the rejection of  truth and the embrace of  power at all costs.  This elite cohort 
doesn’t consider itself  to be “righteous” because they conform to any objective 
standard of  morality.  Rather, they are “righteous” because they have, by any and 
all means necessary, occupied positions of  power in our civilization.  They have 
made it absolutely clear that they will utilize any and all means possible to safe-
guard and extend that power.  Thus, they are “righteous” because they have 
achieved the power to crush anyone who dares to challenge them.

Can there be any less fit a foundation upon which to base the moral life of  a 
civilization?

Social Media Enabled Mobs

The tragic fact is that almost every person with exposure to the public square 
lives in fear of  being targeted by the social justice mob.  One group that is particu-
larly terrorized by this mob are the public “intellectuals” (Jonathan Kay on the tyr-
anny of  Twitter: How mob censure is changing the intellectual landscape).

… you will find intellectuals who have made extraordinary financial sacrifices to pursue 
their artistic or activist passions, and whose entire livelihood hinges on a thin patchwork of  
government grants, modest book advances, sessional teaching contracts, and honoraria from 
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small journals, websites and magazines. Just one wrong Tweet or misplaced open-letter signa-
ture can send these people back to a life working for Uber or foodora.

The following excerpt provides an accurate summary of  the environment that 
has been created social media’s mobs.

Their behavior is so insane, their on-command ability to jump on anyone or anything who 
deviates from the now-current party line so absolute, their arguments so ridiculous, it took 
me a while to realize what they’re doing is the equivalent of  Mao’s brigades of  aggressive 
young people fanning out to rural areas to teach the peasants how to think and what to do.

Our colleges and universities are purposefully creating hordes of  these cultural 
revolution goons … tragic credentialed, entitled lives with no actual useful skills 
but masters of  personal and civilizational destruction.  These hordes of  social jus-
tice warriors have conquered much of  our mass media and social networks (includ-
ing the private companies that deliver them).

Even people living generally nonpublic lives fear that they could be, for mysteri-
ous reasons, singled out and viciously attacked by this mob.  Small business owners 
who offer services to the general public are particularly vulnerable.

And so, we come to the crux of  our current predicament, that being the increas-
ing inhumanity in our supposed pursuit of  social good (as profoundly explained by 
Dr. McClay).

The presence of  vast amounts of  unacknowledged sin in a culture, a culture full to the brim 
with its own hubristic sense of  world-conquering power and agency but lacking any effec-
tual means of  achieving redemption for all the unacknowledged sin that accompanies such 
power: This is surely a moral crisis in the making …. The rituals of  scapegoating, of  public 
humiliation and shaming, of  multiplying morally impermissible utterances and sentiments 
and punishing them with disproportionate severity, are visibly on the increase in our public 
life. They are not merely signs of  intolerance or incivility, but of  a deeper moral disorder, an 
Unbehagen that cannot be willed away by the psychoanalytic trick of  pretending that it does 
not exist.

While these social justice mobs are comprised by a small percentage of  the 
population their weaponization of  social media multiplies their power many times 
over.  Given this threat people have become increasingly protective of  their public 
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“self-righteousness” persona, either by aggressively identifying with the mob’s cur-
rent talking points or by retreating into sullen, fearful silence.  Both of  these re-
sponses are detrimental to an understanding of  human righteousness that leads to 
a proper mix of  humility and responsibility.

A Nation Gone Mad with Righteousness

Close your eyes and imagine a nation in which huge segments of  the media, po-
litical, educational and religious (among others) establishment decided that they 
must be more righteousness than the common folk.  Over time this goal becomes a 
compulsion to be the most righteous.  Finally, they embrace what can only be 
called a new cult that demands perfect righteousness as defined by an ever chang-
ing standard.  Hard to imagine?  Not really.  Simply open your eyes and look 
around at the chaos and wreckage at work in our contemporary society.

What we are witnessing is a collective nervous breakdown by a group that 
viewed themselves as the perfect-righteous; confronting the cataclysmic reality that 
over sixty-million citizens disagreed enough to elect their polar opposite to the 
Presidency.  In fact, enough citizens in states that had for decades voted reliably for 
the “righteous” politicians turned traitor to righteousness and voted for an “un-
righteous bigot.”  This outcome has launched the elite perfect-righteous into a 
state of  mind-shattering cognitive dissonance from which escape will be at the 
very least painful and difficult.

What has emerged is a group of  people who occupy powerful positions in our 
nation whose personalities have disintegrated and been reconstituted as seemingly 
undifferentiated components of  a massive social justice mob.  They will believe 
anything, say anything and do anything, in collectivist unison, to destroy the 
source of  this atrocity committed against their sense of  perfect-righteousness.

The alternative is too horrible to contemplate, that being they are not perfectly, 
most or even more righteous than their fellow citizens.  The thought of  descend-
ing from their perches of  perfect righteousness to join the rest of  us is anathema.

After all, didn’t everyone they know (or at least who count) agree that their Pro-
gressive ideology should from 2008 until the next century at least win every Presi-
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dential election?    Wasn’t it agreed by all that the revenue (IRS), justice (depart-
ment, including the FBI) and intelligence services (CIA, NSA) should be weapon-
ized to ensure that the American electorate always voted the “righteous” way? 
Wasn’t it unanimous in their circles that with the victory of  gay marriage all Chris-
tian conscience to the slightest contrary should be snuffed out?

They wonder, who but utter moral degenerates would find fault with support 
for abortion up to delivery and infanticide after?  Only the irredeemably evil, they 
reason, could oppose the creation of  a totalitarian green-state. What kind of  mo-
rons would question the idea that Conservative speech is illegal violence but Pro-
gressive violence is protected free speech?  And surely only the already guilty 
would oppose transition to a system of  justice based on guilty until proven inno-
cent (and Progressives never guilty of  anything as long as their hearts are in the 
right place)?

How could the smelly rabble have failed to recognize their moral, intellectual 
and spiritual inferiority?  After all, hadn’t the high-priestess of  the perfect-
righteous put them in their place during the 2016 Presidential campaign?  How 
dare these deplorable everything-phobes/ists reject that which their betters had 
deigned to offer them — membership in a second or third-level quasi-caste?

It is impossible to predict just where this belief  system and consequent behavior 
will lead.  But let there be no doubt, the forces that led so many supposedly edu-
cated, responsible, powerful people to join the thoughtless, ranting social justice 
mob have not yet run their course.  A Conservative self-righteous counterattack 
will only push us further down the road to perdition.  Our nation will either re-
form and recover or descend into a Weimar Republic-like state, possibly on its way 
to something much worse.

This is the consequence of  an insane pursuit of  self-righteousness.  Without the 
Church reforming itself  and reinserting a Christian understanding of  righteous-
ness, sin and redemption into this nation’s moral life we may be lost for the foresee-
able future.
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The Reformed Christian Solution

This meditation has attempted to explore the proper place of  righteousness in 
our Christian lives and the secular culture.  Central to this discussion is how our 

motives affect the outward 
manifestation of  righteous-
ness. Is our intent to place 
ourselves above someone 
else? Or, do we seek to ad-
vance healing and whole-
ness in this fallen world? 
Do we usurp God’s role as 
the only true judge, or, do 
we testify to His redeem-
ing love through the Gos-
pel of  Jesus Christ?

We touched on other im-
portant issues including the purpose and use of  Biblical standards of  righteous-
ness, calibration of  our responses to the people and situations that call for judge-
ment and the unavoidable conflicts that will occur as we live out our faith.

Not surprisingly my mind turns to the central theological doctrine of  justifica-
tion through faith alone as the lens through which to understand Christian right-
eousness. I’ve become convinced that this doctrine’s diminution is central to much 
that vexes the modern church and contemporary secular culture. This is particu-
larly relevant to the misunderstanding of  righteousness that can lead to a judg-
mental Christianity (and an ensuing judgmental post-Christianity). Following are 
some brief  thoughts as to why.

To begin, just what is this doctrine? Though there are many statements from 
which to choose, I’ll go with John Calvin’s (Institutes of  the Christian Religion 
(3.11.16).

Scripture, when it treats of  justification by faith, leads us in a very different direction. Turn-
ing away our view from our own works, it bids us look only to the mercy of  God and the per-
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fection of  Christ. … when, by the intercession of  Christ, he [the fallen human] obtains the 
pardon of  his sins, and is justified; and, though renewed by the Spirit of  God, considers 
that, instead of  leaning on his own works, he must look solely to the righteousness which is 
treasured up for him in Christ.

The most powerful contemporary doctrine of  justification in the modern West-
ern church is often called “Semi-Pelagianism” (another related term is “Arminian-
ism”). R.C. Sproul explains this doctrine as follows in “The Pelagian Captivity of  
the Church.”

Semi-Pelagianism said this: … While we are so fallen that we can’t be saved without grace, 
we are not so fallen that we don’t have the ability to accept or reject the grace when it’s of-
fered to us. … There remains in the core of  our being an island of  righteousness that re-
mains untouched by the fall. It’s out of  that little island of  righteousness, that little parcel of  
goodness that is still intact in the soul or in the will that is the determinative difference be-
tween heaven and hell. It’s that little island that must be exercised when God does his thou-
sand steps of  reaching out to us, but in the final analysis it’s that one step that we take that 
determines whether we go to heaven or hell — whether we exercise that little righteousness 
that is in the core of  our being or whether we don’t.

You won’t be surprised to hear that I joyfully accept justification by faith alone 
and reject Semi-Pelagianism / Arminianism. There’s so much that could be said, 
but I’ll focus on some implications for self-righteous Christianity.

If  we believe that our salvation depends on having, or not, that sufficient “is-
land of  righteousness” on which all depends, then it becomes a matter of  the ut-
most importance to find it within ourselves. The tragic truth is that we most often 
seek to prove its existence by comparison with others. This makes sense, since the 
island’s presence should manifest itself  in our visible actions, and, the larger is this 
island the more likely that it can be found (we vainly imagine) to be sufficient for 
our salvation. So, off  we go, quietly or openly comparing ourselves to others. If  we 
can find someone “worse” than ourselves then we feel a bit more confident. How-
ever, if  we find someone else “better” we begin to wonder if  our island is indeed 
sufficient. We also often begin to examine this “better” person with great interest, 
looking for faults and failings that might “bring them down a notch.”
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This dynamic leads to destructive competition between Christians, a sense of  
superiority over non-Christians and a narcissistic focus on ourselves. It also leads 
to habitual acts of  petty, self-serving judgement, as we seek prove righteousness in 
ourselves and its lack in others.

However, justification by grace alone frees us from all this. Our focus shifts 
from morbid scrutiny of  ourselves and others to the wondrous love of  God. By 
trusting fully in God’s grace, we find in ourselves the desire to obey and serve Him. 
We also can live in confidence that God’s sovereign grace to us cannot be thwarted 
or removed.

It’s a terrible blow to our pride to confess that no “island of  righteousness” ex-
ists in ourselves. However, in my experience, justification by faith alone is both joy-
ful and freeing. I am no longer bound to others through competition, but rather 
can hope for God’s grace to all. When I fail and falter, I need not fear for my eter-
nal fate, but can trust that God will complete His good work in me.

Finally, I’m well aware that the above comments may cause discomfort to my 
brothers and sisters in Christ who hold Semi-Pelagian / Arminian views. My ex-
pectation is not that you must agree with my point of  view. Rather, I simply ask 
that you read, consider, pray and contemplate. You must judge for yourself  if  this 
is an accurate statement of  Scripture’s teaching. If  you disagree, then let’s con-
tinue the discussion in good will and trust.

For, I stand squarely with Charles Spurgeon:

I believe there are multitudes of  men who cannot see these truths, or, at least, cannot see 
them in the way in which we put them, who nevertheless have received Christ as their Sav-
iour, and are as dear to the heart of  the God of  grace as the soundest Calvinist in or out of  
Heaven.

This is the understanding of  righteousness that, if  reclaimed by the Church 
and compellingly communicated to our society, can free us from self-righteousness 
that is driving our nation towards dissolution.
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