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	 IN THIS ISSUE:  We continue our discussion of how humans and nations define themselves by 
the interacting processes of validation and differentiation, and how dangerous it becomes when they 
are applied to the conduct of policy in areas such as religion, agriculture and immigration.
	
	 IN OUR NEXT ISSUE:   We will probe other critical policy directions in which our self-defini-
tion has led to failed leadership and, at best, questionable results.

	 In our first series we explored the institutional 

failures that have become more evident and frequent in 

our country over the past half-century.  Why bother?  

Some of our institutions have been part of our country 

since its earliest times, and it is easy for all of us to take 

them for granted, but we shouldn’t.  Institutions provide 

structure and a framework for our government.

	 Policy is the application of government to 

a variety of purposes, and is often accomplished 

through institutions — i.e., through our Congress, 

our judiciary, our military forces or our Departments 

of Justice, Treasury, State, etc.  As we have weakened 

and abused these institutions, we have altered our 

national identity politically and culturally and have 

created division along these lines of engagement in our 

society.  The result is polarization at multiple levels 

which produces confusion in our domestic and foreign 

policies, as well as a blurred identity which it becomes 

increasingly difficult to honor and reflect.

	 And as institutional failures produce bad 

policies, so our flawed policies both here and abroad 

transform the way our society is seen by others and 

thwart our efforts to maintain our national purpose 

and identity.  Many of the purposes which now make 

claims against our society (for example; capitalism, 

multiculturalism, security, diversity, unilateral 

militarism and even democracy, itself) are only 

achievable in varying degree, and often at the expense 

of unity.

	 We have embraced some policies over the past 

fifty years that yielded some very unintended results.  

Our thirty years of participation in the Cold War painted 

our world in two colors – black/white or capitalism/

communism whereby a constant war of words and 

weapons dominated our thinking, with capitalism being 

transformed from a tool to a goal.

	 We were “the last man standing” and are 

fortunate that the Soviets’ paranoia became a major 

factor in their collapse.  The cost of this war imposed 

a substantial burden on our economy and greatly 

facilitated the rise of cynicism in our governmental 

process, as anything, no matter how tainted or suspect, 

could be argued and pursued in the either/or, capitalist 

vs. communist environment.  Along with the Russians 

we achieved a pinnacle of unintended results as we 

undertook to fill both the political and the economic 

vacuums of the Third World.  In tandem, we embarked 

upon a ruinous policy of backing, and even creating, 

local dictators to enforce our policies and presence, 
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faith, not just one of many shades.

	 The opportunities are endless 

and can be achieved in varying degrees 

depending upon the individual’s effort.  

The results for the individual and the 

larger community can differ greatly so 

that what might seem reasonable and 

successful to the individual can threaten 

the larger group of which he is a part, 

as shown by Pastor John Hagee’s efforts 

to fashion national military and foreign 

policy from his religions beliefs.  Hagee 

is the founder and senior pastor of the 

Cornerstone Church of San Antonio, TX and 

has built a ministry of many thousands of 

members that he addresses both in person 

and by broadcasts.  He is also founder 

of Christians United for Israel (CUFI) 

which provides assistance and unwavering 

support for Israel in both spiritual 

and political matters.  Pastor Hagee is 

an extremely forceful and recognized 

Christian conservative whose comments 

draw notice even among his brethren of 

the Religious Right.  In his many writings 

and sermons he emphasizes these themes, 

citing the Bible for their authority:

1)	The land of Israel was given to the 

Jews by God.

2)	Christians are linked historically 

and theologically to Israel.

3)	The US and Israel are joined and 

an attack on one is an attack on the 

other.

4)	God favors both countries, but if 

the US discontinues its protection 

of Israel, God will withdraw his 

blessing from America.

Throughout his writings Pastor Hagee so 

frequently and strongly cites this mutual 

relationship that they seem to emanate 

from the realm of policy rather than the 

pulpit.

	 In the fall of 2007 Pastor Hagee 

appeared on the PBS show, Bill Moyers’ 

Journal, in which he stated that the US 

should “consider” a bombing attack on 

Iran.  By using this word he can disclaim 

ever recommending it in definite terms, a 

tactic well known and regularly used in 

the political/policy arena.  But in reality, 

anyone in public life addressing a TV 

audience of millions who makes such a 

suggestion does so with the knowledge 

that a message of positive action is being 

and paid them in arms and money.

	 While our political rhetoric at 

home portrayed our actions in lofty terms 

of resistance to world communism, the 

results in the Third World were often 

quite different.  Most of the money we 

invested in Third World regimes was drawn 

off to private accounts of their elites 

and/or paid to American contractors for 

work specified under contracts, grants 

or loan agreements. As for the arms, they 

were often used to suppress the native 

population in the recipient countries or 

to fight wars with their neighbors.  In 

some instances they were sold on the 

international arms market from which they 

found their way back to be used against 

their original owners.  In the end neither 

we nor the Russians provided much in the 

way of benefits to the general publics of 

the countries we sought to control, and 

there was enough soul-searing cynicism 

in our actions to question our concept of 

superpower status.

	 With the collapse of the Soviet 

system and the end of the Cold War there 

came an ominous lull which immediately 

drew the attention of the corporate 

capitalists of the free world.  Their 

rallying cry was one of globalism and free 

trade which could make use of much of the 

same machinery, equipment and investment 

techniques that we and the Russians had 

put in place to wage the Cold War.  A few 

titles, phrases, laws and job descriptions 

were changed, but the essential capability 

of the private sector to make large sums 

of money from government’s investment 

and policy did not.

*             *               *

THE “A TRAIN” TO ARMAGEDDON

	 Of all the means by which humans 

have chosen to define themselves over 

the years none has been as clear and as 

constant as religion.  For validation it 

has provided history, dogma, scripture, 

sacraments, music, clothing, rank, 

community and theology, and for 

differentiation there has been warfare 

(either secular or holy) salvation (or its 

opposite, eternal damnation), and the true 
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delivered.

	 When queried by Moyers as to the benefits and 

consequences of such an act, Hagee projected that an 

American attack would provoke an Iranian retaliation 

against Israel followed by an Israeli response that 

would ignite the whole Middle East and beyond.  Hagee 

sees this as fulfillment of the Biblical prophesy of 

Armageddon’s vast destruction from which, by His 

reappearance, Christ would rescue and draw to heaven 

the Israelis and the most devout and dedicated Christians 

as determined by Biblical standards.  Evangelicals 

refer to this combination of final deliverance and 

destruction as The Rapture.  

	 This scenario of coming events is nothing 

less than the Annihilation Express, the “A Train” to 

Armageddon, but it was presented as more than just 

a personal view of history to come.  By placing it in 

the minds of the public and proposing it as a possible 

course of government action.  Hagee is using his 

personal religious beliefs to create or influence 

national policy.

	 In our country, thankfully, everyone is entitled 

to his or her own choice and practice of religion, but 

that choice should not be extended to policies that 

impact the general public, and a resolution of the 

problem of good vs. evil such as his is not shared by 

many of Hagee’s fellow Christian clergy.  Are they to 

be bound by his view and policy?  Or non-Christians of 

other faiths?  Or even atheists?  Are these to whom 

we guarantee freedom of religion to be tossed into the 

flames of nuclear conflict?  Hagee’s concept of how 

Biblical prophecy will be finally revealed may be true; 

or it may not be.  But in either event it is a matter of 

personal belief, not government action or policy.

“It is not ‘morning in America’ 

yet; but it is time to wake up.”

	 For many centuries humans on our planet have 

practiced a variety of religions that have differed in 

their deities, methods, and beliefs.   They have also 

differed in their degrees of tolerance for other faiths 

which has led them to being responsible for persistent 

periods of war and peace.  As a result, we not only 

validate ourselves by our choice of faith, and thereby 

differentiating ourselves from others, but we also 

introduce a quantitative element of having more or 

stronger faith than others and, therefore, being seen 

as “better”.  The Hagee theology with its emphasis 

on Israel and the US being joined as one makes for an 

interesting religious discussion, but falls far short of 

what is needed to formulate policy regarding nuclear 

war.  Therein lies the danger of how we allow our 

process of self-definition to intrude upon government 

policy, but religion is not the only area of our life which 

human nature has chosen to put to this purpose.  Others 

abound, and with generally negative consequences.  It 

is not “morning in America” yet; but it is time to wake 

up.

WHAT IS OUR ROLE?    WHAT IS RIGHT?

	 Pastor Hagee’s message, while it may reflect a 

certainty of personal faith, raises some very difficult 

international policy questions that impact other nations 

and regions beyond the Near East.  The spread of Marxist 

thought from mid-nineteenth century Germany to its 

global presence today was accomplished by its appeal to 

disaffected populations.  In its early years its primary 

target was the vast concentration of agricultural and 

industrial poverty found in the monarchical societies 

spread across Europe from Russia to the Atlantic 

from which it was then exported to the US.  For over 

a century the anger of the disaffected was directed to 

the political and economic circumstances into which 

they were born and which, in their view, offered them 

neither justice, a fair wage, nor a means of exit.

	 This disaffection carried different labels 

for different groups such as conservative/liberal 

or state/individual in politics; and wages, housing 

or management/labor in economic issues.  Its lack of 

fairness, along with the many military and social 

disruptions it caused, were at the heart of the lengthy 

socio-economic polarization that extended from Marx 

until the collapse of the Soviet Union and the end of 

the Cold War.

	 Today a new polarization grips the world.  With 

the growing wealth of Russia, China and India and 

the financial unification of Europe the old economic 

polarization no longer commands the attention it once 

did.  But the disaffection is still there and now finds 

an outlet for its claims in the religious polarization 

born of Islam’s determined expansion.  The latter is 

now truly a global religion that has had the ability to 

tap into the world’s ever present disaffection, capture 

it and convert it to fuel its religious progress.

	 Unfortunately, in the process it became a 

tempting target for extremists elements who have 

combined Islamic spiritual fervor with a Marxist overlay 

and have created a message with irresistible appeal to 

the millions around the world who know no life other 

than the hopelessness of unanswered anger, envy and 

isolation.  This merging of Marx and Mohammed yielded 

a marketing miracle for Islam.

	 But there were two other timely circumstances 

that enabled our present global religious polarization.  
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The first, with centuries of prior success, was improved 

weaponry which for the extremist sects’ purpose 

translates into smaller, lighter, more powerful 

explosive devices that can be carried on the body or 

detonated remotely.

	 The other technology, of course, is broadcast 

TV.  Think back, for a moment, to the nineteenth century 

labor union organizer whose effectiveness in pitching 

his message was limited by the time, space and schedule 

of the workplace.  Meetings were not encouraged and 

often prohibited at the plant, and the organizer was 

frequently beaten, arrested or both.  Additionally, 

the local newspapers’ interests were usually aligned 

with the companies that made and advertised products 

so that press coverage of labor issues tended to be 

brief and occasional unless distinguished by violence 

or other newsworthy events.

“In a situation that calls for hard

 objectivity soft bias is not an answer.”

	 Fast forward to today when mass murder or 

mayhem on land, sea or in the air is almost instantly 

available on TV screens throughout the world via Muslim 

or western news broadcasts.  The impetus and hope that 

this public exposure gives to the faceless, but faithful, 

Muslim poor are incalculable, but can be sensed in the 

images of their mass demonstrations where emotion 

and fervor rule.  The best way to counter the benefits 

of technology for the extremists would be to put it to 

our own advantage, but therein may lie a problem.  Our 

own media with their extensive skills may treat global 

Islam’s growing reach as an ethnic or religious issue 

to be given “soft” treatment.  In a situation that calls 

for hard objectivity soft bias is not an answer.

	 Policy is rarely an easy task, as conflicts are 

many and solutions few.  But two questions, if asked, 

can eliminate a lot of early error.  What is our role? 

And what is right?  These are questions to which 

Pastor Hagee fails to provide persuasive answers.  He 

advises government to engage in an act that will bring 

about the agony of nuclear war based on his personal 

religious beliefs.  We should note here the extent to 

which individual interest is placed before that of the 

country.  This is scary, but very much part of our time.

*             *               *

	 Evangelism is not the only way we use religion 

to define ourselves.  Others, involving a less literal 

reading of the Bible, are not as extreme, but can be 

equally useful.  Religion, like language, in its varying 

intensity can either join or separate us.  At its center 

lies the historical debate between its communitarian 

potential for unity and the deep divisions that arise 

from individual dedication to dogma.  Unfortunately 

religion’s historical record emphasizes the many wars 

that have been fought in its name for political and 

territorial purposes and which continue in our present 

time.

	 Today the Christian west is a secular society in 

which “the good life” dominates the afterlife.  In the pop 

culture language of the Internet  Mammon can be seen 

to get more ‘hits’ than God.  This is a relatively recent 

turnaround, as for most of its existence Christianity 

embraced the concept of human life as a daily struggle 

with Satan over whom only Christ and his followers 

could triumph.  The battle with Satan may take place on 

earth, but its penalties or rewards are not dispensed 

until after death.

	 Outside the spiritual realm, religion in our time 

continues to be the source of prolonged and bloody 

conflict.  The Protestant/Catholic wars in Europe 

reached their zenith in the horrendous cruelty of the 

carnage in 17th and 16th century England.  At that 

time the process of self-definition by validation and 

differentiation was spread through all levels of the 

English and Scottish populations and was very much a 

matter of life or death.  Religion and life (both here 

and hereafter) were dominated by fear of unreasonable 

and extreme violence which only began to moderate in 

the 18th century Age of Enlightenment.

	 This moderation of Protestant/Catholic 

opposition was able to continue until the last century 

when violence flared up again in Ireland.  This was the 

same war, the same words about substance and form; 

only the weapons changed.  They are now quicker, more 

powerful and are designed for use against the general 

public.  Such a relapse into intrafaith hostilities should 

not have happened, but it did.

	 On the broader, interfaith scale we also find 

the Christian west embroiled in a war against Muslim 

opponents in Iraq, and there are other conflicts 

in Africa and Asia in which the Muslim faith and its 

agenda for expansion play a dominant role.  It has been 

useful for Western governments and their leaders to 

describe these Muslim engagements as limited to small 

and extreme groups on the far edge of Muslim life and 

worship, but in the Muslim world they seem to have 

a somewhat wider acceptance which increases as the 

result of our extended occupation in Iraq.  The message 

of the Quran is a mixed one and can be taken as a call to 

religious arms and warfare.  Those who hear that call, 

and then add to it the Marxist overlay of repression 

and resentment, come readily to the cause of a global 

insurgency that will bring them spiritual, economic 
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and political respect.  While Iraq has served as a 

flash point, basic Muslim/Judeo-Christian differences 

have gone unchanged since the Crusades, and, as in 

the Protestant/Catholic divide in Ireland, have now 

reappeared in a highly explosive form that combines 

old anger with new weapons.

	 There can be no clearer example of our need to 

define ourselves by validation and differentiation than 

in these two controversies.  In Ireland this need is so 

powerful that the overarching linkage of Christianity 

is diminished and its details used as the basis for 

differentiation and conflict.

	 Our invasion of Iraq which was sure to have 

repercussions beyond its borders into the extended 

Muslim community was the handiwork of G. W. Bush, an 

evangelical Christian whose process of self-definition 

depends heavily upon his conservative religious and 

political beliefs.  At a time when the loss of life in Iraq 

and the public’s dissatisfaction with his presidency 

were at very high levels he was asked whether he had 

consulted his father.  The president’s reply indicated 

that his conversations were with a higher father than 

his earthly parent.  Here is the textbook, lab test proof 

of self-definition by validation and differentiation, as 

in one brief answer he simultaneously elevates himself 

by association with God and distinguishes himself from 

all others who lack his special status and ability.  The 

problem with Pres. Bush’s self-definition, as with 

Pastor Hagee’s, is that he fails to separate it from his 

policy decisions. 

 

 “In our nuclear age reality suggests 

that the next test will be the last ...”

	 Looking back to the Crusades of the 11th, 12th 

and 13th centuries when advanced weaponry consisted 

of swords, spears and maces, both Christian and Muslim 

forces engaged in acts of extreme barbarism and 

cruelty with neither having an advantage.  Since then 

we have progressed to the pike, longbow, rifle, machine 

gun, tank, submarine, rocket, etc. — an impressive 

development program with no shortage of testing 

opportunities.  In our nuclear age reality suggests that 

the next test will be the last, and yet those nations, or 

groups, with the ability to do so continue to produce 

or obtain improved weapons technology.  The years 

since the Crusades provide a sense that the Christian 

West has mellowed and will not revert to its former 

violence, but it is by no means certain that others will 

share our restraint.

	 Islam is generally a more committed religious 

force today than Christianity.  It requires worship five 

times a day and projects images of earthly satisfaction 

in the afterlife  (i.e., 72 virgins in heaven await the 

martyr).  Much as our founding Puritans did almost 

four centuries ago, Islam dictates cultural expression 

such as justice, dress, music, visual arts, architecture, 

diet etc.  And whereas we have moved away from these 

restrictions, Islam has not only rigidly maintained 

them, but has combined them with Marxist victimization 

theory.

	 We may seek safety in citing that we only 

conflict with Islam’s extreme minority, but that 

minority has a global political action capability far 

beyond its numbers that derives from both religion 

and repression with the potential for instant ignition.  

These facts seem very clear, and yet they do not seem 

to be sufficiently reflected in our foreign policy.

	 The use of public institutions in pursuit of 

personal definition has a long history which societies 

in the future should be able to forgo, as more often 

than not it becomes just another way by which we abuse 

our institutions.  These abuses are not imagined.  They 

are real and are readily found in our media, schools, 

courts, Congress, Dept of Justice and other areas that 

constantly mold our society.  The end result of this 

abuse is that it contaminates, weakens and misdirects 

the force of these institutions in a way that can blunt 

their purpose or even render them useless.

*             *               *

	 Cultures are validating mechanisms and people 

coalesce around them.  Lines of distinction are formed 

and provide a sense of us and the other which encourages 

the formation of social, political and economic power 

centers.  These lines of distinction then create, magnify 

and multiply both group and individual differences.  

Religion has been a prime example throughout our 

recorded history, as we have noted in the protracted 

Christian/Muslim and Protestant/Catholic struggles, 

but it is only one of many.  Other validating sources 

and techniques have played out in uncountable tribes, 

nations, empires and communes in the course of our 

cultural and social development.

	 Our form of democracy poses a difficult 

challenge in this area.  Because it lacks the pervasive 

conformity of more authoritarian systems it 

tolerates a much greater exercise of the validation/

differentiation function.  And the current state of our 

democratic government only compounds the problem.  

Our democracy began with the philosophic values cited 

and claimed in the Declaration of Independence.  Then, 

in our Constitution, we established a governmental 

structure of institutions and laws designed to deliver 

these values, one of which was our bicameral legislative 
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Congress, to the people.  In the process we portrayed 

ourselves as “a nation of laws” and have continued to 

do so ever since.

	 Today we are anything but “a nation of laws”.  

It is not that there is a shortage of laws.  There are 

plenty, but they are often not enforced or funded, and 

we have come to allow local laws to take precedence 

over national ones in areas where the latter clearly 

apply such as immigration, voting, labor, security, etc.  

The idea that we might look to Congress for either 

philosophical or legislative leadership is one whose 

time no longer exists.  Public opinion can be expressed 

to and can reach members of Congress, but then it 

hits a kind legislative ceiling, and becomes mixed and 

mangled by the war of words and ideological battles 

that dominate Congress.  Public access is more concept 

than fact, and not even a very successful one.  There 

are messages that can penetrate the legislative ceiling 

and do so routinely, but they are those of the special 

interests who know that entry fees open doors and 

permit access to the currents of money and power that 

flow through and around the Congress.

*             *               *

“OTHER VOICES,  OTHER ROOMS”1

	 At this moment in our political history an 

objective look at issues other than religion will 

reveal the extent to which personal definition is used 

to further policy which then creates a problematic or 

negative consequence.  Pastor Hagee does not stand 

alone.

	 In agriculture, Congress has passed legislation 

that provides rich crop support and subsidy programs 

for farmers throughout America.  With a very recent 

sensitivity the White House has threatened a veto, not 

because of its agricultural provisions, but because it 

contains too many earmarks for non-agricultural local 

projects.  Members of Congress and President Bush who 

support this bill have claimed that it protects our small 

farmers, but, in fact, their benefits from it are minor, 

as by far the greatest part of its funding provided by 

American taxpayers goes to farms with incomes over 

$250,000, and some that are measured in the millions.

“The small ‘family farmer’

 does not live here.”

	 These mega farms operate with many types of new 

and expensive equipment including tractors that cost 

over $500,000, computer systems and a 24/7 capability 

to irrigate hundreds or thousands of acres of leased 

or owned land.  The small “family farmer” does not live 

here.  His role is to clap, if he has the time and energy, 

when the heroes drive by.  Our large-scale agriculture 

is an extension of corporate America where we find the 

same values and techniques employed in the pursuit of 

profit.  Farming is a tough business, but the cushion 

provided by the capital of mega farms greatly reduces 

the risk.  Capital can perform its transformative magic 

equally as well on the farm as in the executive suite.

	 And there’s another striking similarity between 

these two worlds.  Both the mega farm and the mega 

corporation are enabled in their growth and success 

by government programs that provide lending sources, 

subsidies, tax relief, price/production supports, etc.  

Where money and power congregate, criticism of 

government is often long and strong, and yet government 

can be a useful partner, especially if silent.

	 The roads taken to money/power by politicians 

and corporate leaders are quite different, primarily 

because politicians have to be elected by public 

process, but they both clearly share the enjoyment of 

the chase and its rewards.  And there’s no need to go 

much further than the next fund raising campaign at a 

wealthy donor’s home to observe how easily politicians 

validate and differentiate themselves by their 

association with those who inhabit the highest level 

of corporate success.  The ease and frequency with 

which politicians transfer to foundation or corporate 

work after leaving electoral politics is yet another 

reflector of these ties that bind.

*             *               *

	 Every presidential campaign provides occasional 

moments which, although they may not be significant, 

can offer interesting insights.  For Sen. John McCain 

such a moment occurred early in his campaign when he 

stated both that we may have a military presence in Iraq 

for the next hundred years and that in the near future 

there will be other wars of American involvement for 

which his military experience could offer the best 

leadership.

	 Sen. McCain deserves high praise for his 

military service and his ability to endure and survive 

his captivity in Vietnam.  The latter was an incredible 

achievement of great character and strength. He now 

finds, however, that his campaign is restricted in many 

areas by his and Pres. Bush’s previous voting records, 

and he must seek areas of comment that do not conflict 

with their past.  In the two statements above he is saying 



�

“Elect me because I am a warrior; I’ve spent my life in 

military service.”  And so he has.  The military, much 

like the clergy, is a calling in which one starts early 

and generally stays late, and demands a high degree of 

commitment.  

	 Sen. McCain by word and attitude leaves no 

doubt that he defines himself by military service and 

values which pose no problem for him as a one-vote 

member of the senate.  However, in the White House as 

Commander-in-Chief, or at some other high policy level 

where determinations are by decree, not by vote, the 

totality of military identification and definition may 

lessen policy options and results.

	 The military’s planning and execution functions 

are far different from those of foreign policy.  In the 

latter, nuance, and its effect upon friend and foe alike, 

is everything, and often delivers the true message not 

found in public statements.  Sen. McCain’s statement 

that we may have a military presence in Iraq for many 

years seems to offer a military judgment that such a 

presence could assure the US of meeting its current 

goals, but fails as realistic foreign policy which has 

to operate within much shorter time frames and must 

consider the thrust and parry, trust but verify, carrot 

and stick and other dual action techniques that will be 

called for in dealing with Iraq’s neighbors.

	 The six Neocon architects of the Iraq occupation 

all seem likely to have viewed their policy in terms of 

self-definition and validation.  To some extent that may 

always be true in those who seek the role of public 

leadership.  Within limits it can be tolerated, but in 

extremis can be fatal.  It is a flaw rarely subject to 

self-correction, and in a democracy its ultimate control 

lies in the electoral process.

*             *               *

“The media is the flame

 for the political moth.” 

	 Any effort to answer the question “Who Lost 

America?” must examine the vastly changed role of the 

media over the past half century during which both its 

content and its reach have greatly altered our culture.  

In content, it has provided a parallel track to the 

dumbing down of our education system with a relentless 

focus on sex and violence and multiple combinations 

thereof.  Its reach now enables a 24/7 assault by TV 

broadcast, newspapers, magazines, Internet, mobile 

electronic systems, cable, etc. of product from around 

the world directed to every segment of our population.  

And there is another way by which our media can 

influence and control our political destiny.  The media 

is the flame for the political moth.  The attraction of 

media exposure to politicians is a powerful, addictive 

and sometimes fatal force that must be pursued.  Some 

politicians are better than others at controlling and 

directing it, but its use is a must and has become by far 

the most efficient way of getting their message out and 

bringing money in.

	 Not surprisingly, it has become a means of self-

definition.  For politicians with the weakest intellect, 

psychological profile, values structure, grasp of 

leadership, commitment to objective truth or other inner 

resources it offers a refuge where these weaknesses 

can be concealed behind the crowds, the hoopla, the 

canned applause and laughter, the “soft lob” questions 

and the carefully scripted and rehearsed dialogue and 

answers.  Easily and cheaply purchased media coverage, 

mostly notably TV, now offers substandard candidates 

a form of political sleight of hand which in too many 

instances has deceived or confused the nation’s voters.  

Unless the latter begin to pay more attention and 

demand more from better candidates the quality of our 

government will continue to decline to a point where 

live political coverage might well be replaced by West 

Wing reruns.

*             *               *

	 The immigration issue is like Kudzu.  It appears 

quietly, spreads quickly and provides a “handle” 

for a variety of legal, social, political and economic 

objections many of which derive from the objectors’ 

need for self-definition.  Perhaps the most obvious 

example is the choice of religious groups to offer 

sanctuary to illegals in opposition to our federal law.

This act of civil defiance is based on the moral 

superiority of God’s law as put forth in Christ’s 

teachings, and those who join in sanctuary efforts 

define themselves by their commitment to compassion, 

even to the extent of resistance to the law of the land.

	 But again, the personal values that demand 

validation are not universal and the popularity of 

sanctuary as a social or political policy is not as 

evident in non-Christian groups and even less among 

the irreligious.  It is almost impossible to overestimate 

the number and ways by which the many facets of the 

immigration issue provide receptors for the self-

definition process.  They act as a sort of psychological 

magnetic force capable of bonding individual emotion 

to difficult political choice.  This plays out very 

dangerously in open immigration’s impact on our 

population.  Of all immigration’s negative effects 

population is the most numbers specific and, in addition, 
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has given hard evidence of its social and economic 

potential for dislocation.  Keep Kudzu in mind.

“America will join the Easter Island

 sculptures looking for help

 that will not come.”

	 Population is the umbilical cord that feeds 

politics, and for a couple of centuries now we have had 

the benefit of knowing that it increases geometrically 

at a much faster rate than that of resources that are 

fixed or only increase arithmetically.  Today, estimates 

from both government and private sources indicate 

that, if immigration continues in its present form, we 

can expect a population increase from it alone over the 

next fifty years of between 60 and 120 million.  Enter 

the Kudzu curve!  Extend it for another fifty years 

and our America will join the Easter Island sculptures 

looking for help that will not come.  

	 Any such increase would create a new political 

reality in the country, as in hyphenated twenty-first 

century America assimilation of the kind we have 

experienced in the past is no longer the recognized 

goal.  Without it multiple political constituencies will 

form that will lack a national perspective and may push 

for self-serving legislation such as the return of our 

southwestern states (Aztlan) to Mexico, or retroactive 

reparations for the period since we acquired them 

in 1848.  In all likelihood, we should expect these 

constituencies of mostly third world origin to find 

other ways to direct more of the nation’s wealth and 

favor to them.

	 Can this come to pass?  And why is it considered 

a very real possibility by many Americans?  For an 

answer it is only necessary to turn east to Europe.  We 

have seats, front and center, to observe the deadly 

results of unchecked immigration in France, Germany, 

England, Spain, Holland and Italy where the former 

colonial powers are being swamped by constant third 

world arrivals, mostly from Africa or the Near East, 

and mostly Muslims.

“. . . the European narrative 

is a bit ahead of us.”

	 The result has been extreme violence in the 

streets with random acts of murder, rape, torture and 

extensive property damage.  To look at the European 

history, to listen to the arguments on both sides, to 

observe the results and then to think that “it can’t 

happen here” is sheer folly.  But history can only teach 

us, if we let it!  Europe and America have managed to 

share some significant historical events — the almost 

twin revolutions here and in France, the industrial 

revolution, and WWs I & II.  And, with almost eerily 

simultaneous timing, Congress in 1965 passed the 

Immigration Reform Act that totally transformed 

our process while Germany initiated legislation that 

invited large numbers of Turkish Muslims to enter, 

work and become citizens.  Now almost fifty years later, 

the results of these two related and fateful efforts 

to accommodate third world demographic problems 

without consideration of long term damage to their 

own societies are playing out in our full view with the 

exception that the European narrative is a bit ahead of 

us.

	 Is our government, are we ourselves, so 

anesthetized that the pain of the events in Europe 

does not register here?  Time passes, and not to our 

advantage.  Unless we change our policy we will confront 

the question of our own survival with progressively 

fewer opportunities and means to secure it.  That we 

should reach such a point is unthinkable, but certainly 

possible, and perhaps even probable, as our national 

policy has been controlled by the personal beliefs and 

identification mechanisms of the elites in the White 

House and Congress from the Reagan administration 

to the present.  And, most importantly, in spite of the 

expressed will of the American people.

*             *               *

recap

	 Pastor Hagee, the media, the providers of 

sanctuary, and our elected representatives are 

joined.  They are threads that make up an intricately 

interconnected web of cause and effect that has been 

formed over the last half century and which now 

dominates the exercise and policies of our government, 

and threatens its existence as a democratic republic 

constructed on a base of Anglo-Saxon law, religion, 

history, ethnicity and identity.  In the beginning some 

of these were elements of choice; others of chance.  

Today, they are all challenged by a variety of forces 

that make claims to impose multiculturalism, to expand 

Mexico’s territory at the expense of ours and to swing 

our national course so that an ever increasing share 

of our economic and political benefits is directed to 

the non-native, third world constituencies to which we 

have assigned special privileges.

	 This web is circular which provides equal 

strength to all parts.  As with most problems of our 
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current world, population is a key factor and a good 

starting point.  At the end of WWII our population was 

150 million and consistent with the carrying capacity 

of our habitat.  Today it is around 330 million and 

challenges our ecological stability.  Much of this 

recent growth has been due to the influx of immigrants 

from high fertility cultures.

“ . . . consumer purchasing that

 accounts for about 70% of our GDP.”

	 During these same years we experienced an 

unusual technological explosion that enabled us to 

make and sell an array of newly developed products both 

here and to foreign markets.  The third element that 

combined with population and technology to complete 

our economic growth capability was marketing in 

general, and the media in particular.  It has a multiplier 

effect and was able to generate the steady growth in 

consumer purchasing that accounts for about 70% of 

our GDP.  From their efforts our media were able to 

create enormous wealth and power — and to retain a 

healthy share for themselves.  Our prolonged postwar 

economic boom was largely the result of these three 

factors —  more consumers from more population; new 

technology from government, academia and the private 

sector; and the miracle of modern media marketing.

	 Two capabilities within the media industry 

appeared almost simultaneously and dramatically 

changed its ability to serve its users.  The first was the 

arrival of TV as a national, color medium for advertising 

around the clock.  This was a natural evolution from 

prewar pioneer efforts and it provided the broadcast 

media with a profitability explosion that had not been 

available from radio.  But there was a catch.  And it was 

that in order to derive revenues from 24/7 commercials 

there also had to be 24/7 programming — i.e. product, 

and 24/7 product meant there would be a lot of cheap, 

“quick and dirty” programs.  It was instantly recognized, 

but rarely acknowledged, that to have a constant and 

ready source of such product would require a massive 

“dumbing down” of the medium.  Slam dunk!  Done; no 

further questions; meeting adjourned.

	 The second media industry capability of 

enormous consequence was technological and had its 

greatest impact on direct mail and print media activities.  

This was the adoption of our zip code system which 

has made it possible to target and reach ever smaller 

groups to the extent that individual office buildings 

or other destinations can now have their own zip 

codes.  This ability of zip codes to provide demographic 

distinction has revolutionized the value and reach of 

market research which can now create more specific 

messages designed to motivate these smaller and more 

distinctive areas of purchasing power.

	 The end result of these combined forces of 

population, technology and marketing growth was the 

sustained economic advance of the postwar period which 

elevated our national and personal wealth/power to 

new levels.

	 Looking at the new media/marketing techniques, 

could there be a more inviting stage set for the 

arrival of millions of ethnically, culturally, and 

geographically mixed immigrants?  As the pursuits of 

politics and commerce adapted to the limited language 

(mostly Spanish) of the new arrivals, the goal of 

assimilation receded.  Specific groups in specific 

areas could be easily reached with culturally and/or 

politically specific messages.  Communities differed 

substantially in their ability to attract or absorb the 

growing immigrant population, but in those areas where 

circumstance encouraged concentration it was only a 

matter of brief time before politicians (often former 

immigration attorneys) appeared to represent the new 

constituencies in their mother tongue and to build 

their representation on the issues of the immigrant 

agenda.  As these communities grew in number and in 

size they became able to engage in and benefit from 

our “gerrymandering” process, which is practiced 

nationally by both major parties, even though it opposes 

democracy in spirit and practice and makes possible the 

existence of “safe seats”.

*             *               *

THE CONNECTION

	 This chapter touches upon some very sensitive 

subjects — religion, immigration and war among them 

— but, as important as they are, it is not about them.  

It is about government and how far our present system 

and practice have fallen from their original intention 

and function.

	 The goal of government must be good government 

itself.  This can be achieved and kept in balance only by 

enlightened policy which must serve both our lesser 

and larger interests here and abroad.  In our present 

circumstance, policy is rarely anything other than a 

frequently exchanged hostage in our political wars.  In 

these the decisive component is often revealed, when 

the ideological curtain is lifted as in the Wizard of Oz , 

to be our own bumbling need for recognition, definition 

and identification.

	 These may explain some of our personal, 

political and cultural failures, but they cannot serve 

as the foundation of good government.  For that, we 
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must undertake a national renewal, although we may 

no longer have the will, or the time, or the means to 

accomplish such an effort.  But, if we don’t, we will 

be faced with more war, more debt, more population, 

more immigration, more environmental degradation, 

more polarization, more climate change, more drugs, 

more gangs, etc.  The list goes on.  This is not summer 

beach reading, but it is our real image, our “Portrait 

of Dorian Gray” .

	 There is a choice to be made, but, to have any 

chance of success, it must be a national choice, and in 

our current condition that means the process of renewal 

must be initiated by the people.  Those who look to the 

November elections for answers will be disappointed, 

as the real problem is one of institutionalized failure 

by Republicans and Democrats alike, and the only force 

not bound by their area of failure and yet powerful 

enough to reform our system is the vox populi.

*             *               *

BACK TO THE FUTURE?

	 As we edge towards the centennial anniversary 

of the Titanic’s memorable voyage, many changes are 

appearing in oceanic pleasure travel.  Today’s cruise 

ships accommodate several thousand passengers and 

offer a range of sports activities that can include 

rock-climbing walls and bungee jumping.  The cruise 

experience is heavily weighted in favor of shopping and 

amusement park pleasures with multiple restaurants 

and bars with 50+ TV screens so that no sporting event 

or celebrity show need be missed.

	 Ocean travel began as Point A to Point B 

transportation.  Then as air travel came to dominate 

transportation, the cruise took over.  You left Point 

A, visited other places and stayed on board until 

returning to Point A.  Now the objective seems to be to 

take Point A to sea with you so that “you never leave 

home”.  As these cruises are marketed as family events, 

a high decibel noise level from children and inescapable 

socialization at all times are almost assured.

	 But wait; one new, or rather old, twist has 

been reported.  It is the separation of passengers into 

separate economic classes where space and facilities 

are different and access to them restricted.  In the 

heyday of transcontinental marine travel in the early 

twentieth century there were three classes – first, 

cabin and steerage with different prices, crews, menus, 

areas and accommodations for each.  The new division 

may not be so broad, but it certainly represents a 

marketing  step away from the egalitarian, “one size 

fits all” model that has held sway for the last few 

decades.  Is this a fad, or a trend?  A new direction, or 

a dead end?  Only time will tell, but it is certainly an 

interesting turn-around.

	 Meanwhile, it seems that peaceful mornings on 

deck in lounge chairs with bouillon or sherry served at 

11:00 are either gone or going.  What do you wear for 

bungee-jumping?  How about the apricot velour warm-

up suit with all the NASCAR corporate logos? Done 

deal!

END NOTES

1 Truman Capote
2 Frank Baum
3 Oscar Wilde
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