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	 IN THIS ISSUE,  we begin a new series which will explore our nation’s growing separation from 
its historic culture and the reasons behind it.

	 IN OUR NEXT ISSUE, we will continue to comment on our present cultural path with emphasis 
on our changed and challenged political culture.

©

MATTERS
 

CONSC IENCE
OF

PREFACE

	 A nation’s culture is never a static element, a known 
quantity or a fixed equation, and it must be approached 
with this in mind.  There are also other warning signals 
that demand our attention, most notably the many 
definitions and present meanings of “culture” in our 
language.

	 There is the broad, overarching use as in our 
“national culture” which is a catch-all phrase — too 
general to be accurate, but which saves time and avoids 
the need to comment or inquire very far below the surface 
level.  Any “national culture” consists of a collection of 
sub-cultures all of which carry the title “culture” with 
the same authority as a national culture.  We can have in 
varying degrees a peace culture, a political culture, an 
artistic culture, a culture of conquest or tribal, ethnic 
or religious cultures.  The word “culture” has multiple 
meanings which our language can distinguish by definition 
and precise example, but which our common usage tends 
to disregard.

	 In dealing with “culture” we are always presented 
with the different shades of meaning for the same word 
which haunt all languages and, especially, English, the 
global language of our era.  For instance, in the last line 
of the above paragraph “common” could be read as meaning 
“broad” or “shared”.  Similarly, our title question “Who 
Cares?”  can be read with the emphasis either on “Who” or 
on “Cares”.  In each way there is a slight, but noticeable, 
difference in expression and meaning.

	 Our dictionary1  lists 12 meanings for “culture” 
including two relative to the physical sciences of 
anthropology and biology.  Most people who use “culture”, 
or other multiple meaning words, do not bother to identify 
their intended usage, assuming that the person(s) being 
addressed will make the mental adjustments necessary 
to come up with the proper meaning.  Generally speaking, 
language doesn’t work that way and we don’t either.  
Culture, with all its shades and grades, lends itself to 
confusion unless we pay attention.  With that in mind, we 
will try to make some sense of the extraordinary changes 
and outright contradictions that have taken place in 
American culture, mostly in the last century.
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starting point which we designate as 1620 
when the Pilgrims landed at Plymouth Rock 
in MA.    It is true that the Pilgrims’ culture 
was predominantly English, but, once their 
fateful voyage ended and they set foot in 
the New World, their culture was forever 
changed.  Its future would be determined by 
and on the new homeland.  Unbeknownst to 
the Pilgrims, their English culture remained 
on the Mayflower and America’s began when 
they waded ashore.  

	 Others had come to the American 
continent before — Vikings who somehow 
managed to build and inhabit settlements 
in Newfoundland, the French and English 
fur trappers who worked our northern 
wilderness and the Spanish Conquistadors 
who explored our Southwest.  All of these 
were itinerant efforts — in search of 
natural resources such as fish, furs or 
gold.

	 And there was the 1607 English 
community in Jamestown, VA which is called 
the oldest “permanent” settlement in 
America.  It was “permanent” in the sense 
that its founders established residence 
there and survived for a while, but it died 
— a victim of Indian wars, crop failure and 
starvation.  The oldest, permanent English 
presence in the New World that endured was 
the one founded by the Pilgrims in Plymouth 
on the eastern shore of MA and the western 
edge of Cape Cod Bay.

*          *          *

 

​	 From the humble beginnings in Plymouth 
some forces and traditions provided 
direction and stability to America’s 
nascent culture.  Unlike the continent’s 
pristine natural state, however, the new 
arrivals came equipped with some cultural 
foundations — the law, language, religion, 
community and trade of their native 
England.  The pictures of the Pilgrims in 
their stiff white collars and tall black hats 
give the impression of cardboard cut-outs, 
but they were our first venture capitalists 
and, arguably from what came after them, 
perhaps our most successful.

	 No understanding of American culture 
is possible without recognizing the initial 
impetus of the Pilgrims during our first, 
colonial century.  This leads to confronting 
one of our most frequently repeated 
political distortions, that “we are a nation 

*          *          *

	 In the larger sense of our American 
culture we include such particular cultures 
as those that refer to our history, religion, 
education, trade, military, immigration, 
pictorial and performing arts, literature, 
music, technology, race, violence, industry, 
commerce, sport, government, wealth, 
freedom and more.  These exist and carry 
on — side by side, simultaneously and 
frequently in determined confrontation.

	 The enduring contradiction of American 
culture is that to a degree generally 
greater than elsewhere matters as different 
as sport, ethnicity or religion, for example, 
may carry the weight of culture for some 
and seem only a minor distraction, at best, 
for others.

	 Still, if we are to understand how 
these cultural traditions and forces exert 
themselves in our national and individual 
lives, we must understand three underlying 
characteristics common to all of them.  They 
are matters of identity, and of conscience, 
and they are all subject to human control.  
The degree to which our national culture is 
awash in confusion and disagreement is the 
measure of our society’s failure to recognize 
and act upon these three principles.

	 Equally important, culture as a defining 
force in our society is not expressed with 
the scientific precision upon which so 
much of our technological age is based.  
Culture’s movements and influences are 
more circuitous and can even appear to be 
random, making patterns that don’t apply to 
x-y graphs.  Some will find advantage in this 
and take refuge in broad generalities or 
flawed conclusions, but such flight avoids 
the demands of a successful society.

	 In considering our American culture 
we are fortunate that it spans only four 
hundred years and started from a clean 
base protected by an abundance of natural 
benefits and home to sparse and relatively 
little human development, whereas in the 
same time frame in Europe, Asia and the Near 
East (NE) cultural forces and history could 
extend back centuries in which languages, 
structures, faiths and heredity were causes 
of constant conflict; and cities, buildings 
and societies were disposed of by conquest 
and then recycled by new construction at 
the same sites.

	 Still, American culture must have a 
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of immigrants”, as a reference to the Pilgrims’ arrival in 
New England.

	 Nothing could be further from the truth!  The pilgrims 
were not immigrants.  They did not arrive as refugees 
seeking housing, jobs, education, money, medical care or 
any of the other benefits that either wholly, or partially, 
immigrants have sought here and elsewhere.  It’s true that 
the Pilgrims were fleeing the vicious Protestant-Catholic 
religious warfare in England that gripped Europe in the 
wake of the Protestant Reformation, but their process 
was thorough and well planned in advance.

	 Whole parishes and villages combined their resources 
to build or buy ships; homes and even churches were sold; 
and, once communities were established, ships would 
return to bring those who by choice or necessity had 
stayed back until they could be accommodated.

	 No, the Pilgrims who landed at Plymouth were not 
immigrants.  They were colonists who chose to transfer 
their lives, property, and faith to the New World.  They 
arrived with all the skills and experience needed to build 
replicas of their English communities.  The passengers on 
each ship brought tested and familiar skills and services 
to sustain the new settlement — cobbler, blacksmith, 
miller, baker, joiner, brewer, iron monger, etc.

	 Key figures in Pilgrim communities, and often among 
their elected leaders, were the parish ministers and their 
assisting clergy and, as there was no distinction between 
the religious and the civic life of the new communities, 
their church leaders often served as de facto mayors, 
judges or governors throughout the colonial area.  In the 
life and literature of 17th century colonial New England, 
God and government were inseparable and set a tone 
for American culture that was still evident, although 
diminished, until the mid-20th century.

	 Religion in colonial New England mostly meant 
Protestant Christianity and, although America, through 
its founding political documents, the Declaration of 
Independence (DI) and Constitution, declared itself as 
welcoming to all faiths, Protestant Christianity was able 
to claim and sustain a cultural and historical right of 
prior presence not available to other faiths and which 
has retained an enduring special status.

	 The faith of the Pilgrims could not survive long.  It was 
a plain, direct, polite, unadorned and personal commitment 
to God and an expression of thanks for His blessings that 
was best suited to their small, contained communities.  
Such a close social and religious environment could not 
endure the vast changes in scientific and other thought 
of the Enlightenment that altered life in Europe in the 
17th and 18th centuries.  In America, a constant stream 
of new arrivals of different faiths and nationalities and a 
growing maritime trade and fishing economy brought with 
them new ways, new populations and new commerce that 
overwhelmed the cordial and intense faith that had bound 
the Pilgrims together in the course of religious violence 
in England and their extraordinary relocation to the New 
World.

WHO CARES?

	 Our society is a mixture of cultures — economic, 
political, artistic, ethnic, social, religious, etc. — just as 
our contemporary civilization is a mixture of societies; and 
for all of these entities at both levels their differences 
serve to both distinguish them and to establish identity.  
Distinction draws lines of separation and defines space; 
identity derives from how we develop within that space and 
how we use it to further our understanding of ourselves 
and others.

	 We are in a period of enormous economic, political and 
technological transition.  In history books, such periods 
may be delineated by devices such as lines, shading, 
dates or other devices which attempt to specify their 
characteristics so that historical texts and charts can 
appear to be precise.  No such precision is available at the 
eye of the storm to those who live through them, as we do 
now.

	 We do know that our national and other broad brush 
cultures are underlaid by multiple subsets to which the 
passage of time and human actions can offer differing 
perspectives.  Some cultures reflect far more human 
agency than others, especially those that emphasize 
technology and industrialization, but all cultures, 
historical or contemporary are subject to human control 
and direction.

	 This may sound strange to us, but only because, unlike 
many other countries, we are not used to thinking of 
our “cultures” as matters of priority.  North Korea, for 
instance, under its last three leaders of the Kim dynasty, 
has pursued a course of military strength with domestic 
political, economic and social cultures of violence and 
repression.  For three generations we have watched 
the People’s Republic of Korea (PRK) extinguish its 
population’s most basic rights and rewards in favor of 
obtaining arms and technology that can fulfill its goal of 
achieving equality with the West, and particularly the U.S.

	 Our recourse to this growing threat during the 
quarter century of the Clinton, Bush II and Obama 
presidencies has been to offer food and concessions 
under agreements that the PRK then disregarded after 
their benefits had been received.  And, as an even more 
bizarre twist, at one point we sanctioned a trip to the PRK 
and a meeting with Kim Il Sun by Dennis Rodman, a highly 
flamboyant and erratic professional basketball player, 
because Pres. Kim liked basketball.

	 Part of our policy towards the PRK included 
attempting to get China to apply moderating pressure on 
its militant neighbor, but signs of such an intervention 
are not publicly available and, although we certainly 
made benefits available to China, we have no evidence 
that truly forceful pressure was applied.  Having justly 
earned a reputation of inscrutability for most of its long 
history, China is adept at playing its diplomatic cards so 
that its presence and power can be seen as helpful to the 
PRK or the US, but primarily its actions, whether public 
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or private, must serve its own interests.

*          *          *

 

	​ Another fascinating example of dedicated human 
control over national culture has taken place in Japan 
which maintained its isolated island culture without 
foreign residents or trade until Commodore Matthew 
Perry anchored US Navy ships in Tokyo Bay in the mid-19th 
century.

	 Lacking the flash-points of land borders and foreign 
populations, Japan’s culture might have been a peaceful 
one, but actually had a long history of centuries of 
warfare between tribes, families and landowners 
who, in dangerous times with little or no central  law, 
maintained private armies for their own defense and, when 
opportunities arose, to attack a vulnerable neighbor.

	 After Perry's Fleet established our presence and 
“opened” Japan to international commerce the fragrance 
of world trade brought with it a whiff of world power.  
Its earlier history of warring tribes had been abandoned 
for a unifying national leader in the 16th century who 
was followed by the modern period’s hereditary emperor.  
The latter was accorded holy reverence and became a kind 
of legendary sun-god to whom all Japanese — men, women 
and children — owed their loyalty and lives.

	 At the end of the 19th century Japan embarked upon 
a series of wars with nations much larger than itself.  
First came the Sino-Japanese War of 1894-5 with China 
which concluded with the establishment of a supposedly 
independent Korea and the transfer of Formosa (Taiwan) 
and some small nearby islands to Japan. Then in the 
Russo-Japanese War of 1904-05 it defeated Russian land 
forces in a battle over Manchuria and also destroyed the 
Imperial Russian fleet.  Japan’s growing sense of world 
power sent its troops back to the Chinese mainland in 
1937 to wrest territory from a collapsing China.  The holy 
cult status of the emperor, for whom it was both a duty 
and privilege to die, made the Japanese military a fearless 
and vicious force which committed acts of unspeakable 
cruelty against both opposing forces and civilians in SE 
Asia, China and the Philippines until the end of WW II.

	 Here's the cultural “kicker”.  For centuries of 
Japanese life, both in their island domain and at war 
elsewhere, violence had been an acceptable and powerful 
element of the Japanese nationalist culture.  With the 
establishment of our government of occupation in 1945 
regulations were imposed that drastically altered many 
aspects of Japanese life including worship of the emperor 
as a deity.  By the 20th century’s end Japan had become 
democratized, Americanized, very wealthy and enjoyed 
major world power status.

	 This change in Japan’s military, political, economic, 
social and religious cultures was initiated by our 
occupation forces, but they are long gone and Japan’s 

very different direction and way of functioning is now 
free-standing and under the control of the Japanese 
people and their new institutions.  Along the way, there 
were surely frictions and even today not all changes are 
viewed without some reluctance, but the country’s path is 
different and its culture changed.

*          *          *

​

	 Similarly, German political culture experienced rapid 
and deep changes in the 20th century.  Emerging from the 
19th century a leader in Europe’s literary and musical 
works, Germany was militarized by Kaiser Wilhelm and its 
army sacrificed to the prolonged slaughter of stalemate 
trench warfare on the western front.  Following a 
difficult decade of punitive peace after its defeat in WW I, 
civil unrest became frequent and provided the occasions 
and opportunities for the rise of Hitler and his National 
Socialist (Nazi) Party and their election to control of the 
government in 1933.

	 Once again Germans responded to the siren song 
of militarism, but this time to fight a different kind of 
global war with even more drastic changes on the home 
front and to their government.  Hitler brutally attacked 
and suppressed all thought and activities not supportive 
of the Third Reich.  Civil rights gave way to forced labor, 
imprisonment, torture and loss of property and voting 
privileges.

	 To this day, it is not easy to understand how the 
German people who descended from Goethe, Mendelssohn, 
Beethoven and Schubert could have so completely 
abandoned their cultural character to take on Hitler’s 
mass military hysteria.

	 Hitler’s claimed thousand year Third Reich lasted 
only twelve years.  At the end of the war it was divided 
and both parts placed under military occupation.  With 
the passage of time and the help of our Marshall Plan, 
West Germany was able to rehabilitate itself and rejoin 
Europe’s recovering trade and political activities in the 
postwar world.

	 Germany’s is a remarkable cultural journey in a very 
brief period of about one generation in which it twice 
embraced militarism, and did so the second time with such 
vehemence that it eliminated every semblance of western 
democratic political thought.  As with Japan, we cannot 
ignore that Germany’s rebirth of its character and 
economy was assisted by massive amounts of financial and 
other forms of assistance from the US and others.

	 Behind every discussion of culture looms the issue of 
purity.  For some it is an outright benefit to be celebrated; 
for others it is only a distant memory of times long past.  
Japan’s insistence upon retaining its native culture even 
as, after Perry’s “opening”, it engaged in international 
trade, diplomacy and wars is an extraordinary achievement 
and one that survives today in its continuing refusal to 
permit immigration to its shores.
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	 Even Hitler had difficulty in claiming cultural purity 
for territorial Germany of the 20th century, which 
was a relatively recent construct carved out of both 
the numerous principalities in eastern Europe and the 
Austro-Hungarian empire in the age of the monarchies.  
Add the multiple wars, trade routes, royal marriages 
and religious arguments that roiled Eastern Europe for 
generations and Hitler’s refuge in Norse legends makes 
sense.

*          *          *

	 But, equally as important as human agency can be in 
changing cultures, it can be key in maintaining a status 
quo.  Islam experienced a wide and, for its day, rapid growth 
from its late 7th century appearance in Saudi Arabia.  Its 
success can only be understood if we recognize the limits 
of the technology and methods available to it.  Travel for 
soldiers, converts to the new faith, its enforcers  and 
their supplies were accomplished by horse and camel, 
mostly the latter in the arid area that stretches from the 
NW coast of Africa eastward across Saudi Arabia, through 
Afghanistan and Pakistan to the Great Indian Desert.

	 In addition to the difficulties posed by long distance 
travel, communication was even more primitive.  As 
there was no printed material, all reading material was 
handwritten, mostly in Arabic script, and the spoken 
word’s range extended only as far as the human voice.  
All in all, considering the obstacles posed by its process 
of conquest, conversion, enforcement, instruction, 
consolidation and continued oversight, Islam’s breakout 
growth was surprisingly rapid, and today it remains the 
dominant religion from Gibraltar to Indonesia.

	 By the 14th century, Islam had reached the Indian 
subcontinent and was its dominant religion with native 
Hindus restricted to a small area (20% or less of the 
total) in the south2 .  The Hindu faith, with its offshoots, 
and their multiple deities of both human and animal form, 
challenged Muslim faith in many more ways and gave 
greater offense than Christianity or Judaism to which 
Islam acknowledged a connection.  As a consequence, the 
Islamic presence in India was always one of bitter and 
enduring contention.

	 Fast forward to WW II when India’s location between 
German forces in Europe/North Africa and the Japanese in 
SE Asia was strategically important, and India provided 
bases, supplies and fighting forces of both Muslim and 
Hindu faiths.  This support created a debt of honor that 
altered the colonial relations between India and England 
and was a key factor in India’s seeking and gaining its 
independence after the war.

	 In addition to the usual rearrangement of territorial 
borders that follow wars, the newly formed United 
Nations (UN) provided a global forum to which third 
world countries could appeal for economic, social and 
legal freedom.  India’s case was as strong as any and its 

Muslim, Hindu and British leaders combined through long 
and heated negotiations to produce a plan for partition 
that created two Muslim zones in the north and a far 
larger Hindu sector in the South.  This partition required 
the relocation of millions of Hindus and Muslims which, 
in turn, brought about the great violence and brutal 
slaughter from both sides that is often the hallmark of 
religious warfare.

	 Postwar partition in 1947 offered what both faiths in 
India had clamored for — two distinct, religiously defined 
homelands where each sect could live in peace without 
the presence or interference of the other.  Given the 
ability for human agency to change cultural directions, 
one would think that partition would have provided a real 
opportunity to improve the future way of life for Muslims 
and Hindus, but old hatreds do not die easily, and today 
the ages old Muslim/Hindu religious strife, although no 
longer on its previous scale, is still a part of India’s 
political and social order and gives evidence that human 
effort can be used to maintain cultural status quo as well 
as to change it.

*          *          *

​	 Hitler’s Reich and Japan’s Rising Sun Empire went to 
war primarily for the historic reasons of territorial 
and economic (i.e., raw materials) expansion, and their 
wartime cultures were discarded and replaced relatively 
quickly by the new governments and regulations ordered 
by the allies’ forces of occupation.

	 There is a significant difference in both the outcome 
and the nature of the WW II and Muslim/Hindu conflicts, 
and it is called religion.  Religion brings to any ethnic, 
social, political, economic or territorial confrontation 
an identity element whose intensity can frustrate the best 
intentions of peacemakers’ efforts.

	 Japan’s emperor was seen to have a legendary divine 
origin and status that included living in the isolation of 
the royal palace.  His position in government was largely 
ceremonial, but nevertheless, he served as a revered 
identity figure for millions of Japanese.

	 Religion, when it is joined with government in the 
form of a religious state, or theocracy, conflates state 
authority with human identity/faith.  This is an explosive 
combination that can wreak havoc with civic and individual 
restraints and responsibilities.

	 Strangely, Islam and Christianity, the world’s two 
largest religions, trace to a common ancestor in Abraham 
and claim their holy status by God’s word having been 
delivered to the Prophet Muhammed or Jesus Christ and 
then to mankind.  Over the centuries these two religions 
have left a strong and sometimes defining, imprint on the 
cultures of which they are part, and the identities they 
foster can be as different as their own messages and 
methods.

	 For centuries, Islam and Christianity engaged in 
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extremely violent religious wars against each other 
and then among themselves.  Then, war was a common 
denominator for civilization.  Perhaps as far back as the 
Age of Enlightenment, a sensibility began to form that 
warfare was not the best use of human time and energy.  
While its effect upon human behavior has been uneven at 
best, this emerging attitude might have had the effect of 
preventing wars that might otherwise have occurred in 
the past three centuries.

	 All three desert religions employ the means of a 
human male figure to convey God’s commands — Moses 
for Judaism, Jesus for Christians and Muhammed for 
Muslims — but the messages are very different.  Even, if 
we allow, as all three faiths do, that there is One God, the 
directions conveyed through the various personalities 
and proclamations are very different.

	 Islam’s truths are stated in the Quran and call 
for aggressive affirmations of its faith which include 
violence against infidels — those who do not practice it.  
Consider, then, two neighbor states, perhaps separated by 
a river, both of whom, under centuries of monarchical and 
arbitrary rule have attacked the other to extend their 
territory and/or authority.  Such a history establishes 
a rhythm and rationale that eventually moderates 
differences and becomes a political norm similar to the 
extended warfare between France and Germany.

	 But suppose one such state becomes home to some 
form of radical Islam.  Then, the emotional, political, 
religious and social relations between neighbors that 
have existed for generations are destroyed and any 
subsequent hostilities will be marked by the greater 
intensity, violence and brutality of most religious wars 
and, especially, those that have enabled Islam’s expansion.

	

	

	 Islam’s remarkable success in the thousand years 
of its expansion into Europe and Asia was not solely the 
result of its military aggression and its “convert or die” 
occupation policy.  For, unlike Christianity and the other 
religions it confronted, Islam was then, and is still, not 
merely a religion, but also a culture with its own law and 
strict control over diet, dress, marriage, divorce, civil 
rights, inheritance, education, fertility, etc.  Islam is the 
full “kit” and it is, more often than not, imposed, rather 
than chosen; and because it is such a self-contained force 
that harbors its energies, its followers are intensely 
engaged in many of its expressions of Islamic thought, 
faith and life.  Among Muslims there is no doubt that 
human agency can form and direct culture, and Islam is 
proof positive.

	 In the early years of its break-out growth, Islam’s 
rapid, deadly and uncompromising tactics led it to be 

referred to as “the sword of Islam” — an apt metaphor 
which succinctly represented that the faith, the culture 
and their methods were inseparable in their impact on 
those targeted for subjugation.  A sword is an awesome 
offensive weapon, especially against opponents without 
arms or warning, as Islam repeatedly demonstrated.  Its 
triple threat capability simultaneously struck at the 
hearts of its victims communal and personal institutions, 
and rendered any resistance impossible or, at best, 
fleeting.  Quite simply, cultural Islam — including its 
faith, laws and aggressive behavior proclaimed in the 
Quran — was able to overwhelm the mental, spiritual and 
physical resources of its mostly unsuspecting victims.

	 In our Western Civilization (WCIV), which relies on 
its inherited history, language, laws and thought to guide 
the process of government, we favor debate, negotiation 
and judicial settlement to resolve both national and 
international disputes and to even define our own 
constitutional rights.  We should be aware that these are 
western concepts without practical use or relevance for 
most of Islam’s existence and which are totally scorned by 
current radicalized, jihadist sects.  This may seem like an 
unnecessary warning, but throughout WCIV — in national 
legislatures and judiciaries, as well as international 
unions, treaties, assemblies, organizations — our patient 
and peaceful overfocus/reliance upon process can be used 
by others to our disadvantage.

 

*          *          *

 

​	 In our republic, the Founders included a means 
for amending the Constitution, but, as it is a lengthy 
process that requires more than a majority vote in state 
legislatures and Congress to succeed, only twenty-seven 
amendments have become law; and the first ten of these — 
the Bill of Rights — were ratified in 1791.  In 225 years 
since then we have passed only seventeen amendments.

	 One comment often heard from both Republicans and 
Democrats, in long-running arguments, is “That’s the law.  
If you don’t like it, change it.”  That choice has always 
been a difficult one and in our present deeply divided 
state it is such a remote option that it effectively ends 
discussion.  We may well have reached a point in our 
political history when our division is so pervasive that 
unity is not available when needed to address issues that 
arise from the errors and terrors of our time.

	 Previous amendments have succeeded only after 
extensive debate at state and federal levels.  The problem 
today is that dysfunction is so wide and deep that the 
process of meaningful inquiry, debate and judgment may 
no longer be available.  This is important to recognize 
as we face a growing Islamic presence that has already 
begun to question our law and to attempt to replace it 
with Muslim Sharia.

	 So far these efforts have been directed to specific and 
limited areas of the law, but their pressure in the future 
is likely to persist and increase, as it has in the past.  What 

“...human agency can form and direct culture, 

and Islam is proof positive.”
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makes our defense so difficult is that the Muslim legal 
argument is based on the broad and gracious language of 
our Constitution and, as we have often seen in our past, 
constitutional issues defy quick resolution in our courts 
and can produce surprising results.

	 Another problem is that the corruption of spirit 
and purpose that has settled over Congress is an equal 
opportunity spoiler.  There are no exceptions and our 
ability to govern ourselves according to our historical 
values has been severely damaged.

	 Congress lays claim for its slow pace and meagre 
legislative accomplishments to its institutional status as 
the nation’s moderator of political pace and direction.  To 
some extent this is true, as meaningful change in Congress 
can only be achieved by its own action, but the privilege 
has steadily been abused.

	 There is, however, one important element of change of 
which both political parties and all Americans should be 
aware.  Not surprisingly, it has to do with compensation 
which, along with other aspects of government, changed 
as the nation grew larger, more populous and wealthier; 
and service in Congress moved from its original part-
time status to full-time employment with longer periods 
of residence in DC, more frequent travel and a heavier 
work load.  The latter by some form of political alchemy 
understood only in Washington, was dealt with by reducing 
the Congressional work week to three days.

	 For most of its history Congress’ members shared 
the realization that their employer of last resort was 
the American voter who, regardless of party, made 
the all-important choice in the voting booth; and this 
power, exercised by the voter, ultimately determined 
Congressional compensation, employment and retirement 
benefits – i.e., lifestyle.

	 With the arrival of our postwar era of super power 
and super prosperity, the financial ground beneath 
Congress began to shift, as enormous amounts of money 
were accumulated by special interests and sent to DC 
to obtain special results.  There, they are dispensed to 
achieve maximum impact by professional lobbyists.

	 The full-time, paid lobbyist is a direct consequence of 
our super prosperity and the massive amounts of money 
and power that targeted, flowed into and were then 
distributed by government.  For members of Congress 
this changed salaries and benefits, lifestyles, how they 
raised funds, formed or supported legislation, and the 
nature of their post-Congress retirement.

	

	

	 This shifting of political ground meant that 

Congressional lifestyles, careers and retirements are 
now determined by both the voter and special interests 
who speak through their lobbyists.  In a body of 535 
members, many ways occur for appreciative lobbyists 
to reward willing legislators.  One that is frequently 
used is appointment to a largely ceremonial, retirement 
position at a trade, consumer or political relations 
organization.  Such an organization is most likely to be 
one whose industry the retired lawmaker has come to 
know or regulate in his/her Congressional years, and is 
certain to offer a generous salary often in the one to five 
million dollar range.  Tremors from the political ground 
on which our government rests usually extend to our 
culture and, whether we like it or not, the rules of the 
game of government have changed.

  

and why don't we?
 
​	 We cannot accurately predict the long-term 
consequences of our thought and action now any more 
than those who lived in past ages — Enlightenment, 
Exploration, Colonialism — could then.  The one certainty, 
now more recognized than in prior times, is that whatever 
action we take in pursuit of economic, social, political or 
technological progress must comply with the limitations 
of our planet’s finite supplies of natural resources; and 
that we must share these resources with a host of other 
species who form the web of life on earth.

	 Whether clumsily by habitat destruction or adroitly 
by skilled genetic alterations, the removal of a species 
can bring about unanticipated and/or dangerous 
consequences.

	 We know that our ecological choices are as important 
to our future as our biological determinations and that 
our shared environment is subject to laws and disciplines 
to which we must adhere.  Similarly, we know that endless 
expansion of our money supply by debt beyond our means 
must end badly.  And we know, or should know, that there 
is no such thing as unending growth, as the constant 
geometric increase of population’s demands will soon 
overwhelm the arithmetic expression of production 
systems called upon to provide it.

	 In the matter of recognizing the very different claims 
upon our natural resources by “supply” and “demand”, 
we must attempt to secure an informed peace rather than 
an ideological victory.  We will add more detail on this in 
a later chapter devoted to our environmental culture.

“...whether we like it or not, the rules of the 

game of government have changed.”

“...And we know, or should know, that there is 

no such thing as unending growth...”
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*          *          *

 

	 For most of human history, cultural change occurred 
at the pace of a slowly moving stream.  Then, as now, new 
ways of regarding and responding to the physical and 
social forces of our world were instrumental in molding 
cultures, but moved more slowly and less frequently 
through historical space.

All weapons were once revolutionary, cutting edge 
advances in the global art of warfare.  The catapult, 
which launched heavy stone projectiles against castle 
walls and into their courtyards, was “state of the art” 
for centuries.  Today’s technology moves so rapidly that 
obsolescence has become a key word in the military’s 
vocabulary.

	 The difference between the long lives of our 
forebears' weaponry and the much shorter lives of our 
systems has been the extraordinary advances in science 
and technology that accompanied the 18th century Age of 
Enlightenment, the 19th Century Industrial Revolution 
(IR) and our recent century of communications, flight and 
electronic advances.

	 Year by year, one by one, new technologies have 
appeared, been absorbed and have marked our cultures — 
sometimes clearly, often less so, but still, when looked at 
closely, leaving trails and markers that identify us.

cultural arithmetic

	 Many observers of their path through history view 
culture as a process of accretion.  Lives are lived, 
generations come and go and time passes with each one 
leaving something of itself that becomes part of the group 
culture.  These contributions — whether scientific, 
artistic, religious, etc. or merely statistical — engage 
in competition among themselves and with others to 
determine their longevity and true value, knowing all 
the while that, while permanence is a concept that may 
be useful for our ways of thinking, it has no place in the 
larger natural and physical laws of existence that apply 
to our universe, planet and species.

	 Of the latter, only humans have the capability to 
engineer their own destiny — to seek, expand, preserve and 
to pass along knowledge in a form and in ways accessible 
by others.  We do not include the amazing instinctual 
knowledge, so highly developed and practically useful, 
that is found in the construction of ant colonies and bee 
hives; or the cooperative group behavior patterns in many 
fish, birds and herds which are employed both offensively 
and defensively to secure food, water, territory and 
procreation.

	 Destiny is simply a word that does not exist in other 
species’ languages.  It may be felt instinctively at the 
physical survival level, but it does not take the next steps 
to inquiry, comparison, planning, revision and pursuit 

which the evolution of the human brain and body has made 
possible.

	

	

	 Our human concept of destiny might well have died or 
been discarded had we regarded it only as some distant 
and isolated place in our intellectual universe much like 
stars in our sky.  But gradually human thought developed 
a conception and path capable of linking our present with 
what we hoped for the future and measuring the distance 
between them.  To this vital element in how we saw 
ourselves and our world we gave the name “progress”.

	 Progress applies to many areas of our lives — 
morality, ethics, economics, technology, intellect and, the 
necessity required by growing knowledge and populations 
to share our fleeting time and limited space without 
resorting to self-destruction.  Over the centuries, 
efforts to achieve this balance have been only partially 
successful.  We can take satisfaction from having 
narrowly avoided Armageddon, but there has never been 
a time in our planet’s recorded history when war was not 
waged.

	 Man’s most consistent contributions to the endurance 
of war have been his aggressive nature and the technology 
he has developed to exercise it.  Each one complements 
the other with the result that our human “progress” has 
never been free of the methods and motives by which we 
have encouraged our advances in weaponry — i.e., greater 
destructive power, range, speed and ease of delivery with 
less cost, noise, size and detectability.

	

	 Multiple hydrogen bomb warheads on rockets launched 
from offshore submarines suggest that we may have 
reached the “promised land” of armament development, 
but, then again, weaponry science has always been, and 
will probably remain, a growth industry.

 

*          *          *

 
​	 Human agency upon culture can take several forms.  
It can be one of addition, or increase, where culture 
is extended to new areas of engagement, or by our 

To this vital element in how we saw ourselves 
and our world we gave the name “progress”.

“...weaponry science has always been, and will 

probably remain, a growth industry.”
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application of new technology or by the combination with 
one or more other cultures.  Similarly, it can suffer loss, 
dispersal, shrinkage or appropriation by another culture.  
And, finally, humans can impose a third kind of fate upon 
their cultures by doing nothing, by only observing with 
unseeing eyes or turning away from the forces at work 
producing cultural competition, advance or decline.  
These destinations will reappear when we examine our 
various cultures individually, but the process of cultural 
abandonment is so important and unrecognized in our 
country that we take a closer look here at two examples 
within our government.

	 The first has to do with our economic culture which 
originally was one of thrift, precaution and survival.  As 
traditional and sensible as this culture was, it could not 
survive in our 19th century of westward expansion.  The 
spare, protective economics of colonial New England were 
rejected in favor of the abundance of land, wealth, water 
and game that was ever present as our settlers moved 
across the continent.

	 This element of natural resource plenty, which was 
unknown to our European forebears, provided the basis 
for a new kind of economic thinking that offered free land 
as a stimulus to individual and commercial settlement 
and development.  It is not surprising that, with such 
a free-wheeling, early atmosphere, we proceeded to 
develop a powerful and unrestricted form of capitalism 
which inevitably led to abuses.  These were followed by 
government attempts at moderation via the Interstate 
Commerce Act and the Railroads Act, which were successful 
in curbing the worst excesses of the age, but the getting 
was good and by the end of the century a new American 
culture that celebrated plenty and power had emerged.

	 In 1913, two game changers appeared in the form of a 
federal income tax and the Federal Reserve Bank (FRB).  
The former transferred wealth to the government and the 
latter placed it in the hands of our private banking system.  
During the 1930s’ Great Depression (GD) economic theory 
and activity suffered a global collapse, only relieved by 
WW II whose aftermath changed America’s political and 
economic culture and character completely.

	 We wrapped ourselves in the cloak of world 
superpower, awash in money and power, while other 
nations had to dig themselves out from the war’s 
destruction.  We gave money away to be liked, to be needed 
and to buy political loyalty.  This culture was carried to 
the extreme in the Cold War when any impoverished third 
world country could trigger massive give-aways and/or 
arms deals by professing an anti-Communist attitude and 
aligning its policies and resources with the Free World.

	 In the generation of the ‘50s, ‘60s and ‘70s we 
spent and overspent money for both valid and frivolous 
purposes here and abroad, and we fought small and large 
wars funded by debt rather than taxation in which “old 
boy” weapons procurement practices revealed the truth 
of Pres. Eisenhower’s warning of the threat posed by our 
“military/industrial complex”.

	 As our political and economic clocks began to run 
faster, our traditional electoral machinery was unable 
to keep pace.  Not surprisingly, our capitalist economic 
system, in search of “more”, opted to bypass our 
electoral system and “go direct” by setting up offices 
in DC’s political swamp via the services of a workforce 
of talented, connected and readily available lobbyists.  
Through the passage by Congress of legislation for tax 
laws, trade agreements and technology development 
our corporate sector was now propelled, rather than 
constrained, by government.

	 No clearer example of this change can be found than 
that in our immigration policy when in 1965 Lyndon 
Johnson and Edward Kennedy pushed through passage of 
The Immigration Reform and Nationality (Hart-Celler) 
Act.  By it, our immigration policy was transformed from 
“watch dog” to “welcome wagon”, and immigration became 
the “poster boy” of the body of multicultural, Leftist 
political thought that had begun to attract notice during 
the JFK administration.

*          *          *

 

​	 In the Reagan presidency two very serious 
abandonments of our political culture occurred.  The 
first was economic.  It involved a simultaneous increase 
in military spending with major tax cuts. This was a clear 
break with our longstanding policy of having either 
“guns” or “butter”, but not attempting both at the same 
time.  Reagan almost tripled our national debt to about 
$8 trillion, but more important than the dollar amount 
was the message that rising debt was acceptable if our 
intentions were good.

	 This message was not lost on the Congress which noted 
that budgets could be “busted” with impunity and without 
consequence.  Actually, budgets, themselves, fell out of 
favor and were replaced by the far more lax process of 
continuing resolutions.

	 The second abandonment of our political culture 
was more social in its impact although it also carried 
wide economic consequences.  And, again, the topic was 
immigration which over the two decades since the 1965 
act had shown exponential growth for both legal and 
illegal entrants.

	

	

	 Seeking a “grand bargain” to settle the vexing issue, 
Pres. Reagan signed the Immigration Reform and Control 
Act of 1986 which granted a “one time” amnesty to illegals 
who came forth and applied for legal status.  Three 

No efforts at enforcement 

were made and the “grand bargain”

became a “grand half-bargain”.
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million illegals were accepted under circumstances that 
suggested widespread fraud.  In return for its amnesty 
the government had specified, and expected, that controls 
would be imposed on future illegal entries and hiring 
practices, but, once the amnesty took place, the open 
border backers in Congress saw no reason to fulfill their 
obligation.  No efforts at enforcement were made and the 
“grand bargain” became a “grand half-bargain”.

	 Reagan’s amnesty of 1986 required approximately 
another year for its orderly processing and implementation 
by which time his term in office was fast coming to an end.  
Having other issues with the Congress, he chose not to 
expend political capital on immigration.  Additionally, 
his mental faculties showed evidence of decline and he 
probably believed that his “grand bargain” would work 
and deliver its imagined benefits for years to come.

	 Unfortunately, the political capital factor would 
track down through the four administrations that 
followed Reagan — Bush I, Clinton, Bush II and Obama.  
The national argument over immigration raised high 
hopes and emotions among those who favored and opposed 
it, but with Congress becoming increasingly divided 
and dysfunctional, there was no will nor way towards 
corrective legislation.  The answer?  Do nothing — do 
not pass a new law and do not enforce the existing one.  
In a nation that often defines itself as both “a nation of 
immigrants” and a “nation of laws” our failure to act on 
the pressing problems posed by our immigration policies 
offers clear proof of our capacity for self-contradiction 
and for cultural abandonment.

	 Our half-century of expanded immigration and 
neglected enforcement policies has been a strong 
contributor to the stress felt by our middle class.  Its 
inflation adjusted wages have remained stagnant as 
millions of immigrants have swelled the labor force and 
have worked for lower wages or “off the books” payment, 
while at our higher economic levels more of the wealth 
generated by our economy is directed to corporate 
purposes such as dividends, salaries, bonuses, stock buy-
backs, mergers/acquisitions, etc.

	 America has always had winners and losers that 
produced an economy of lower, middle and upper levels, 
but, looking back only as recently as a century ago, our 
middle class, based on its numbers and dollars, enjoyed 
greater wealth and better political representation 
than it has now.  Lately it has become standard form in 
Congressional campaigns to invoke the interests of this 
class, but such talk is belied by legislation that favors 
special interests and Congressional compensation, while 
blowing away the middle class’ accumulated Social 
Security retirement contributions.

	

	 This program, passed in FDR’s second term during the 
GD, has proved itself to be both popular and effective.  Its 
most obvious economic benefit was that it held, invested 
and then transferred a small part of our labor force’s 
wages to the workers’ retirement years.  This new source 
of purchasing power for seniors benefited both our 
national and their personal economies, but, far more 
importantly, it transformed the physical, psychological 
and social experience of being over 65 in America.

​	

*          *          *

	 Our second most significant form of cultural 
abandonment appears in our governmental culture, itself.  
This has been an uneven process subject to pressure 
from all the forces we lump together under the label of 
“progress”  — technological, economic, social, political 
and population.  Looking back over our 400 years since 
Plymouth Rock, we cannot provide here a complete history, 
but can identify key elements in how and why we allowed 
our government to cut itself loose from its cultural 
moorings.

	 In our early, 17th century New England model colonial 
governments derived unity from the ties between their 
citizens’ religious and civic functions.  Human nature 
doomed this harmonious co-existence to a brief life, but 
it left an imprint that survived in succeeding generations.  
Our true American culture dates from our DI in 1776 
when we separated from England and began the process of 
establishing our own government and political identity.  
Knitting the thirteen separate colonies together into a 
functional whole was an almost impossible task which was 
accomplished as much by the Founders’ sense of unity and 
spirit of independence as their political arguments

	 Our 19th century westward expansion was a unique 
and inspiring experience for the fledgling nation, but one 
which also corrupted its political innocence and purity.  
Political power was developed in the settler communities 
outside of the state and federal structures formed on the 
east coast and then had to be packaged and transferred to 
new groups in the process of becoming, first, territories 
and, then, states.

	 With the closing of our western frontier, the energy 
applied to expanding our national status was redirected 
to creating a global identity.  In the 20th century the size, 
opportunity and, responsibility of American government 
all increased greatly, but the growth of its size seemed 
to take place without real planning or control.  We 
developed a bureaucracy that reproduced itself like cells 
in a Petri dish with Congress providing nutrients in the 
form of both money and legislation.

	 The result is today’s massive mix of agencies, 
departments, authorities, bureaus, districts, 
administrations and more.  However named, they comprise 
a system that is bloated, inefficient, corrupt, often 
impenetrable (the Veterans Administration) and seemingly 

“...it transformed the physical, psychological and 

social experience of being over 65 in America.”
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resistant to reform efforts.

	 All people change and their governments change with 
them.  We lack the strength to resist technology in its 
larger and even its lesser forms, and we lack the vision 
of history’s assessment of the past, present and future.  
In many ways our past and present governmental cultures 
are not compatible, but there are others that have 
been able to stand the test of time.  These include our 
government’s tone, our basic values, our Constitutional 
principles.  These are what bind our people, institutions 
and government together, and at this time their ties are 
fraying.

 

*          *          *

 

	​ And there is a third and vital area of our national 
culture in which we have discarded our historic chronicle 
in favor of versions that follow the Leftist political 
currents of thought that crossed the Atlantic from 
Europe and gained followers and traction during the 
painful years of our GD.

	 The early 20th century origins of the rise of Marxist 
ideology in Russia and then Europe, and its bloody 
struggle against Fascism for control of that continent’s 
anti-establishment political action, is a spell-binding 
tale in itself which we cannot describe in detail here, but 
highlights of which we can include in a following chapter 
of this series.

	 The discontent and the financial and human 
dislocation caused by the GD created here many of the 
same conditions that plagued Europe with the result that 
seeds of Socialist/Communist ideologies were accepted at 
first in small numbers in our colleges and universities, 
germinated there and then in the postwar years spread to 
the wider population.

	

	 The targeting of our educational system by the prewar 
Marxist leaders who came here has turned out to be far 
more successful than they might have imagined, for it set 
us on a path to forsake our historic educational culture 
in favor of Leftist thought that tilted in favor of other 
cultures and denigrated ours.  By failing to defend the 
latter we left ourselves open targets to the hypercriticism 
of our institutions that has become common in academia 
and to the elevation of political concepts/goals such as 
inclusivity and racism to academic primacy.  

	 It is no exaggeration to state that the confrontation 
between Leftist, or any other, political thought system 
and our educational heritage poses a crisis for our WCIV 
model of the academy.  But crisis it is — not because of 

what our past educational culture offered, but because 
of what our present biased model will impose upon those 
who succeed us.

*          *          *

 
​		  These three — our economic, governmental and 
educational — cultural relinquishments are the most 
fundamental and basic of those we will describe in this 
series.  There are others whose time and place are more 
recent and have been much in our headlines.  They carry 
strands of the same cultural DNA as the three we have 
introduced here, but lack their longevity.  In the end, our 
most important task is to understand the relationship 
between our culture and our identity, to recognize why 
we abandoned what we did and why we accept what has 
replaced it.

	 These are not easy questions and there are no easy 
answers, especially in a society as increasingly divided 
by its motives and goals as ours.  It was difficult enough 
when we shared a vision of our national purpose; without 
it, it will be almost impossible.

 

an open letter to president trump
 

Dear Mr. President,

	 It has now been almost three months since your 
inauguration, a period often referred to as “the first 
hundred days” or “the honeymoon”.  As it concludes 
around the time of our April issue, we decided to depart 
somewhat from our normal format and offer some 
comments which we hope will prove helpful as you move 
further into your presidency.

	 Already, enormous change has taken place and 
confronts you daily, the most evident being that you are 
no longer “The Donald”.  You are “The President” — not 
just for yourself, your family or your party, but for all 
Americans which includes those who voted for you and 
those who didn’t, those who like, approve and support you 
and those who don’t and, more importantly from your and 
the nation’s perspective, those who may vote for you in 
the future and those who may not.

	 These last numbers of potential voters are not as 
fixed as were those of past elections  They are fluid and 
can change significantly due to factors both within and 
beyond the many and varied controls of our governmental 
process.

	 You were elected, and prevailed in the GOP nominating 
campaign, because you rightfully identified and appealed to 
a deep level of concern among voters over an accumulation 
of values and policies that they felt had been imposed 
without their consent and which, if continued, they saw as 
irreparably changing America’s character and culture.

“...the elevation of political concepts/goals such 

as inclusivity and racism to academic primacy.”
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	 Of the seventeen GOP candidates and the half dozen or 
so Democrats who appeared on stage for the nominating 
“debates” you were the only one who tapped into the 
most emotional issues of the nominating and electoral 
campaigns.  We offer you our heartiest congratulations 
on your extraordinary success.  But the campaign has 
ended; you are now at the center of our ongoing political 
controversy, and you are in charge of the vast power and 
apparatus of our government’s executive branch.  To no 
one else in our country is this power to govern given.  
It is at once humbling and energizing, overpowering and 
challenging.

*          *          *

	 Over the past half century, we have allowed our 
political (as well as our physical) infrastructure to 
deteriorate to the point where the functions of all three 
branches of government are threatened and, if we are 
to continue as the Constitutional Republic of our past, 
course corrections must be made.  We think you have 
sensed this and can be the agent of change now called for 
by many of our people and institutions.

	 With this opportunity, however, comes a warning.  
You have traded the world of commerce for the political 
arena in which power and style are joined and used 
differently than in your past.  That words are weapons 
is endlessly true in politics; and they can be repeated, 
whether reasonably or not, over long periods whenever 
the speaker wishes.

	 Given our politicians’ addiction to public appearances 
and comments and the role our mainstream media (msm) 
plays in editing and presenting them, these two elements, 
politics and media, are so tightly joined, sometimes even 
inseparably, that style and substance become confused.

	 Our msm is probably the largest and most powerful 
special interest in the country.  It has amassed tremendous 
wealth and through its various forms, especially 
broadcast, controls what the public hears and sees at any 
time of day or night.  It can edit at will and can determine 
the length, the attitude and the content of whatever 
material it chooses to present.

	 By various forms of financial and structural 
consolidation undertaken in the generation following 
WW II, our mostly family owned and independent print/
broadcast media were transformed into our present mega- 

media establishment of a few very large corporations.

	 You have found your efforts and policies opposed by 
our media and have responded with strong criticism which 
we hope you will find reason to express differently in the 
future.  For instance, instead of referring to our msm 
as “the enemy of the people”, you might prefer to cite 
its extensive liberal political bias and its control over 
consumer content, thereby avoiding emotional counter 
attacks from your opponents.  For instance, Democrats 
would be challenged to fashion such a response without 
denying or detracting from their primary support base.

	 We offer this suggestion because it seems to offer two 
advantages.  The first is that, although you may view the 
media as “the enemy of the people”, most of “the people” 
spend many hours a day watching TV or listening to the 
radio.  That degree of contact and absorption leads to 
a bonding/identification process not easily displaced, as 
heavy viewers see themselves as having hoped for, or even 
real, relationships with the images the msm sends into 
their cars, businesses, homes and public spaces.

	 This outsize role that the msm has come to play in 
our society and our lives is moving us in directions that 
will lessen the independence of our institutions and 
processes, but it is one of recognizable bias and is better 
labelled and dealt with as such.

	 Another negative for “enemy of the people” is that 
it was an accusation made in various forms by Hitler 
and Stalin and directed against those who opposed their 
authoritarian regimes and, whether conscious or sub-
conscious, it is a connotation best not recalled.

	 The second reason we offer for toning down your 
response to criticism is that your words can be recalled, 
activated and requoted at any time.  This means that your 
choice of words can serve you initially, but later they 
become a choice of weapons for your opponents — always 
available in quote form without editing and over the 
use of which you no longer have control.  That’s part of 
politics and has always been so.  Words, like swords, can 
have double edges.

	 In your former life, Mr. President, you wrote in The Art 
of the Deal about the tactics and techniques of commercial 
negotiations whereby, after stating your opening position, 
you wait and manipulate your competitor using info you 
keep to yourself.  Likewise, in the presidency, you are in 
the White House where your opponents would like to be.  
This is an enormous advantage, and you do not have to 
react to every statement, for by denying recognition you 
shrink your opposition and by responding you provide 
it with ammunition.  You are the President and have the 
power.  We hope you will use it more quietly, sparingly 
and efficiently. In the Oval Office “less is more” and 
when, how or whether you speak can control events. Tit-
for-tat reactions only benefit your detractors and will 
be turned against you and what you want to achieve.

	 This is the boomerang aspect of politics named after 
the Australian weapon that, when hurled skyward, employs 

“It is at once humbling and energizing, 

overpowering and challenging.”
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the laws of aerodynamics to reach its limit and then in 
a sweeping arc to return to the thrower. So also with 
political rhetoric which has been given much longer life 
by our instant communications technology.  Any statement, 
accusation or reference is immediately retrievable 
and, with or without editing or comment, reused for its 
original, or some new, purpose.

	 We felt that the last election was crucial because, had 
Secty. Clinton been elected and served one or two terms, 
the continuous and increasing move to the political 
left might well have been more than our weakened and 
dysfunctional system could endure.

This brings up another aspect of your presidency.  Most 
people view our Congressional dysfunction as only being 
a failure to pass needed legislation.  It is that, of course, 
but it also goes far deeper.  Congress’ abandonment of its 
role as a key and equal branch of government emboldened 
Pres. Obama’s unconstitutional expansion of executive 
power.

	 The stability of our democratic republic has always 
depended upon maintaining the order and positions of our 
three branches.  Lacking, as we do today, a strong political 
center, the vacuum there will be subject to repeated 
attacks and assertions of control by the increasingly 
powerful and extreme elements of both the Right and the 
Left.  Sadly, in our government’s present, unprotected 
state of dysfunction, it might not be able to withstand 
or survive their irresponsible view and use of political 
power.

	

	 You have called, with real success, to “make America 
great again”.  It is our hope that not only will you be 
successful in the economic and military directions you 
have identified, but that also you will make our country 
and its government safe from the self-inflicted wounds 
and derelictions that offend our past and threaten our 
future.  A rational center has played an essential part in 
the course of American politics.  Your presidency could 
claim no greater success than restoring it.

	 We do not agree with all the changes you have made, 
but support many others and are thankful you are in the 
White House and are beginning to undertake the corrective 
measures necessary in healthcare, immigration, trade, 
debt reduction, the military and attacking the mentality 
and methods of our bloated bureaucracy.

	 We wish you success in all of these areas, but 
please do not disregard our words of caution in your 
communications. The 2018 Congressional elections 
are less than two years in the future after which the 

presidential nominating efforts will begin.  The Democrats 
are presently in considerable disarray, so much so that 
their future chances can only improve.  We believe, as you 
do, that their message of continuing corruption, spending, 
open borders and government of the elites, by the elites 
and for the elites will not succeed, but political events, 
timetables and language can change and create momentum 
instantly.

	 Lastly, the Presidency is an interactive experience.  
Each new occupant brings experience, skills and attitudes 
to it that derive from his unique course of life; in return 
for which the power and responsibility of the office 
imprint and mold our presidents throughout their terms.

	 You bring a background to the White House unlike 
any other in our history.  This may alter the interaction 
between you and the office, but it will not overpower it.  
We suspect that the opportunity exists for an unusually 
positive reaction to take place in which both your and 
your presidency’s capabilities will be enlarged.

	 Given the multiple demands and often frenzied pace of 
a day in the White House, it may be difficult for you to find 
time for reflection, but a few solitary moments at night 
or early in the morning might provide the quiet space for 
you and your office to interact most effectively.

	 Solitude will never be complete in the Oval Office, as 
you share it with your predecessors.  Regardless of their 
political ideology or personal character they have all 
contributed, as you will, to our nation’s destiny.  We think 
your election at this political moment offers an unusual 
opportunity to make needed changes and to return our 
government and presidency to functioning as they were 
intended.  We wish you well in these efforts and hope that 
your actions will resolve the many pressing problems 
that our government must face after a half-century of 
neglect.

	 In closing, we use the White House Press Corps sign-
off  “Thank you, Mr. President”

					     With every good wish,

LATE BREAKING NEWS

	 The defeat of the GOP healthcare bill in the House of 
Representatives (HR) is a textbook illustration of how 
dysfunctional our Congress has become; for, even given 
its total opposition by Democrats, this showcase piece 
of legislation was billed by Republicans as top priority 
for the last seven years and faced a vote in the HR where 
the GOP held a majority considered comfortable for most 
matters.

“Your presidency could claim no greater 

success than restoring it.”
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	 Without the necessary votes for passage, Speaker 
Ryan pulled the bill thereby ending, at least temporarily, 
any meaningful revision of Obamacare and, the possibility 
of an improved healthcare experience for millions of 
Americans.  This stunning failure was not brought about 
by a Democratic vote majority, but by internal divisions 
between moderate and conservative factions within the 
GOP over ideological shadings and limits.  In addition to 
healthcare’s claim to signature status during years of 
Congressional and campaign rhetoric and a determined 
push for approval in the HR by the President and Speaker 
Ryan, the GOP members of the HR could not come together.

	 All parties harbor divisions.  Certainly the Democrats 
do, but they seem to be able to contain, if not resolve, 
them so that internal differences do not threaten the 
passage of important legislation in either chamber. 

	 This is a major loss for the GOP for several reasons.  
The first is that of healthcare’s “day one repeal and 
replace” status not being able to obtain approval in a 
Congress where Republicans held majorities in both 
chambers.  Regardless of intraparty ideology differences, 
what message will voters take from this embarrassing 
legislative effort ? 

	 The GOP is equally as divided over the future of 
health care as it was over the recent bill. Some members 
have predicted that The Affordable Care Act (Obamacare) 
will soon collapse under the weight of its own errors 
and inconsistencies and will then be replaced by new 
legislation proposed by Republicans and supported by 
some Dems.  Others in our present Congress have claimed 
that the moment for healthcare legislation has passed and 
the country is stuck with the structures and regulations 
of the current law.

	 So much for the legislative issue; there is a larger one 
which will be hard to measure, but cannot be dismissed.  
It is that of trust.  In the last election, Republicans were 
able to gain control of the Presidency and both chambers 
of Congress by citing Democratic failure of policy and 
government and by promising broad changes in both.  The 
failure of the GOP healthcare effort cannot help but raise 
voter doubts as to whether the success of other campaign 
promises and directions might also be compromised.
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	 If the 2020 election is similar in its intensity to 2016 
and its competition for the independent vote, broken 
promises and fading dreams could play an important 
part.  But, we will not have to wait for four years, as 
the mid-term Congressional elections are less than two 
years ahead.  In these, every seat in the HR and one-third 
of those in the Senate will be contested.  We must watch 
closely, take nothing for granted and try our best to read 
between the lines.

AN EARLY START?

	 It’s possible that a seemingly unrelated and 
unimportant event last month could signal the first step 
in our 2020 presidential election.  We refer to a press 
conference arranged to promote the sale of former Pres. 
George W. Bush’s book devoted to portraits he has painted 
and his enjoyment of this recent avocation.

	 There were no hard questions, only lobs; and the 
smirk of his presidential years has been replaced by a 
warm chuckle and “palsy” atmosphere, sharply different 
in tone than those during his two administrations.

	 “W” ’s record was a weight that hung heavily and 
uncomfortably on brother Jeb’s efforts to obtain the GOP 
nomination.  With the passage of both time and memory, 
Jeb might well think it useful to do a makeover on “W”.  
Jeb raised over $100 million for his 2016 attempt and may 
still have some “walking around” money in his campaign 
account.  There is no reason to think that he would not 
want to try again; nor that he could not again raise 
campaign-scale amounts of money.  The will is there; will 
there be a way ? And, just in case, an improved image of his 
brother could be helpful. Cynical ?  Perhaps, but this is 
politics.  Just a thought.

ECD 3/28/17

END NOTES 
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