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	 IN THIS ISSUE, we explore cultural contradictions that we have allowed to persist.  We cite their historical 
origins and the harm they do to our culture and nation.

	 IN OUR NEXT ISSUE, we will examine other areas of our society under attack by enemies of the West.
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Preface

	 No perspective of the human journey is more important 
and more complex than the cultural perspective through 
which we view ourselves, our beliefs, our institutions, 
our past history and our hopes for the future.  The 
cultural perspective reflects our art, race, religion, 
history, politics, law and many other key elements of our 
passage through time and trial towards what we hope is 
truth.  Combining all these multiple parts in a seemingly 
random way, culture takes its place next to genetics as 
the most powerful determinant of our identity.  In the 
world of identity, culture is what we call today a force 
multiplier.

	 To clarify our reference to cultural perspectives, 
we offer a few examples that suggest their variety 
and importance.  As we are concerned with  Western 
Civilization (WCIV), the monotheism that appeared in the 
Near East (NE) and expressed itself through the three 
desert religions (Christianity, Judaism and Islam) was by 
any measure, western or otherwise, an extremely rare and 
consequential event.  Although the origins of these three 
faiths were humble and spread over several centuries, 
all claimed their descent and authority from a common 
religious scripture.

	 Over time, their monotheism replaced the ancient 

polytheistic practices of Greece, Rome and Egypt that had 
been the preferred form of worship for hundreds of years 
throughout the ancient classical world.  Over more time, 
Islam would expand west across Mediterranean Africa 
and east to India and Southeast Asia, while Christianity 
spread North and challenged the Teutonic, Saxon, Celtic 
and Scandinavian faiths/legends of Europe.

	 Monotheism in our time is still very much a force 
multiplier as we observe how the competition between its 
three dominant forms continues to fuel power struggles 
around our world despite their invocations of peace.  We 
will revisit this in relation to Islam in a later chapter.

*          *          *

	 In 1543, Nicolaus Copernicus, a Polish astronomer 
published On the Rotation of the Heavenly Spheres in which 
he proposed that the sun is the center of our solar system 
and that the earth and other planets revolve around it.  
This contradicted centuries of accepted science which 
had placed the Earth at the center and the other bodies, 
including our sun, circling it.

	 This new and accurate explanation of basic science 
had explosive technological, commercial and religious 
consequences throughout the world.  Settled science 
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	 Technology, itself, is an on-going 
cultural perspective which often lures us 
with promises that our human nature and 
needs are unable to keep. Despite our many 
accomplishments, our human thought, belief 
and behavioral progress has fallen far 
short of our technological achievements. 
The Industrial Revolution (IR) that began in 
the early 19th century with harnessing the 
power of steam followed by electricity and 
oil certainly qualifies as one of the most 
important economic, scientific and social 
events in our world’s history.  It created 
a distinct cultural perspective of its own, 
which dominates much of our present 
political and economic thought and now 
reveals environmental penalties unknown at 
the time we embraced its benefits.

	 The IR produced many advances, methods, 
products and other changes in the lives and 
economies of our world’s populations, but 
its broadest and most significant was that it 
commenced the process of transforming our 
productive force from human/animal muscle 
to naturally provided forms such as steam, 
oil, coal and electricity.

	 For most of its existence mankind 
labored long and hard to produce the 
necessities of life. Now, two centuries since 
the IR’s beginning, human labor plays an 
ever smaller part in our global production; 
leisure time unknown five hundred years 
ago is common in many societies; and our 
productive energy can be commanded by 
machines/systems available in all but the 
poorest and most undeveloped areas.

	

	 In our rush to secure the benefits 
of the IR we failed to realize that it, and 
our societies, are dependent upon matter 
— earth, air, water, vegetation, basic 
chemicals, minerals and the ways these can 
be used, either singly or in combination —
and that the amount of this matter is finite.  
We can extract what we can find, but we 
cannot put in an order for more.

	 Our present cultural perspective of our 
world is markedly different from that which 
we inhabited in the 19th century.  Our new 
capability resulted, first, in overproduction 
and then in overconsumption to absorb the 
overproduction.  We are still, in this second 
phase, constantly subject to the urgings 
of our political, economic and industrial 

does not change easily and Copernicus’ 
theory gave rise to enormous, demonstrable 
scientific change that suddenly produced a 
new reality.

	 Once Copernicus’ “cat was out of the 
bag”, economic forces coalesced behind the 
new technology and had to move quickly.  
For instance, Copernicus lived and worked 
in the time of the Age of Exploration when 
European explorers were circumnavigating 
the globe and charting new routes and 
landmasses.  To accomplish these tasks, ship 
captains relied upon astronomical tables 
which measured a ship’s position by celestial 
distances and angles.

	 Imagine, if possible, the effect of 
Copernicus’ revelation upon mariners and 
merchants when they became aware that the 
tables they had used for centuries were 
no longer valid.  As is common with all 
scientific revision, there were those who 
accepted and those who denied Copernicus’ 
pronouncement, but the math was on his side 
and in relatively orderly fashion science 
was converted to recognize that the sun, 
not the earth, was the center of our solar 
system.

	

	 Since then, new discoveries have 
continued, although knowledge was scarce, 
centers of learning few and even the most 
significant news could travel no faster than 
by foot— horse or human.

	 And on yet another level, that of religion, 
Copernicus’ new science was a game changer 
because it contradicted established (i.e., 
Roman Catholic) religious dogma.  Faith 
in Copernicus’ time enjoyed a far larger 
importance in public and private life than 
it does now, and the Church functioned as 
a key employer in its community, the center 
of its spiritual life and the sole source 
of education.  Copernicus’ challenge, 
followed a couple of generations later by 
Galileo’s work and the emerging Protestant 
Reformation, changed Europe’s and the 
world’s way of thinking and opened the way 
for a new and wider cultural perspective.

	

*          *          *
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leaders to borrow and buy in order to grow.

	 In our 19th and 20th centuries’ transformation, we 
have become addicted to acquisition, debt of extraordinary 
kinds and amounts and to the belief that this combination 
is a sustainable base for the world’s largest economy.  
These forces can change our cultural perspectives as 
readily as technology and, in doing so, will change us 
as well.  It is an interactive process in which we both 
give and receive, make change and are changed.  As our 
cultural process is the result of billions of choices made 
in different times and places, it reacts only slowly to 
efforts of human, conscious control, the most notable 
exception being when populations are pushed to take 
common action by impending natural or human disaster.

*          *          *

	 This brings us to the fourth and final type of cultural 
perspective of our life-changing past two centuries.  It is 
our greatly enhanced ways and means of communicating.  
Most of this came to us through the IR’s development of 
electricity and its use in the telegraph, phone, radio, TV 
and computers, and by extension in the transportation 
sector’s steamships, trains, cars and planes.

	 Our communications technology’s development has 
been so fast and so vast that it conveys not only what 
we say, but also how we say it or what we mean.  The best 
illustration of this is in our mainstream media’s (msm) 
coverage of our government/political activities in which 
language has become far more general; specifics are 
avoided and qualifying statements are a “must”.  There 
is no reason to believe that these effects are limited to 
our country, as videos of most European leaders show the 
same techniques are now standard there.  Politicians as a 
breed share many characteristics that are not limited to 
WCIV and the “hedged” statement is globally popular.  It 
is what it is and will probably survive as a political staple 
until our cultural perspective finds a reason and a way to 
move it offstage.

	

*          *          *

	 The perspectives we have mentioned above have 
developed over the past couple of thousand years but 
most of them within only 500 years.  In each time frame, 
they record the death of old frontiers and the creation of 
new ones.  The difference between them demands that we 
stretch our minds and expand our vision in ways for which 
we are generally ill-equipped.

	 For instance, Copernicus entered a world which saw 
itself at the center of our solar system.  We now know, 
thanks to him, that this was wrong; we are only one of 
the planets circling our sun, but technology moves 
on.  There is more  Via our new access to outer space, 

made possible by rocket propulsion and telescopic light 
wave measurements, current science suggests that our 
universe is home to many galaxies, some of which combine 
with or devour others.  Another possibility recently 
voiced is that our universe may not be unique either; there 
may be others.  In considering such theories our language 
of millions, billions, etc. fails us in that it cannot 
convey, in any comprehensible way, the measurements of 
time, distance, heat, pressure, speed, etc. that govern 
the activities of objects that we are beginning to allow 
ourselves to imagine, but are unable to confirm.

*          *          *

	

	 Our thinking, our lives and our culture have 
drastically changed over the past two thousand years.  
We have met and overcome very difficult challenges 
in science, engineering, agriculture and, especially, 
medicine.  In the latter, our knowledge of the human body 
and our methods and equipment for treating it have grown 
exponentially in just the last half century.

	 But what about our human progress?  There, the record 
is not good.  Humans still find reasons and ways to kill 
each other by means of wars, which they mostly describe 
in religious or political terms, but, regardless of the 
language, accepting violence as a solution to differences 
between people continues to be a global problem and a 
human failure.

	 The West is not entitled to a “pass” on violence.  
Its suppressions and extinctions of native populations 
were as brutal and shameful as any others.  It has made 
an effort to move on, but violence and the potential for 
violence still command far too much of our global wealth, 
resources and effort.

	 To change this will require new cultural, social 
and political perspectives.  Unfortunately, in each of 
these areas we will have to confront an increasingly 
aggressive Islam energized by 20th century oil money and 
the unwillingness of governments here and in Europe to 
defend the principles and accomplishments of our WCIV 
heritage.

	

	 “Unwillingness” is a key word here.  We might have 
used “failure” which would have provided the refuge 
of lack of purpose, but it would not have been correct 
because the policies, actions and reactions of our media, 
political, commercial, religious and educational elites 
with regard to the enlarging attack upon WCIV have been 
willfully dismissive of its true nature.  These “leaders” 
have been collectively and individually determined to 
either ignore or deny the very real threats, and their 
sources, that confront WCIV.

"...determined to ignore or deny the very real 

threats, and their sources, that confront WCIV."
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Know The Enemy

	 The above phrase can probably be found in military 
manuals the world over.  In capsule form, it’s a reminder 
that we be alert and attentive to the capability formed 
by our opponent’s strengths and weaknesses so that we 
can effectively apply to it physical and psychological 
pressures that will give us an advantage.

	 “Knowing” our A/W (Anti-Western) foe is not a 
simple act of definition and classification, as we find 
ourselves opposed by a coalition of many elements and 
interests.  There is no neat, vertical integration, nor an 
authoritarian structure to which these elements are all 
similarly attached.  Rather, the A/W seems to act like an 
umbrella under which a variety of entities that share 
hatred of the West can assemble, exchange info, create 
messages, devise strategies and take actions — either 
singly or together, in one location or several and against 
targets often chosen cooperatively.

	 The A/W umbrella is enormous.  It harbors many 
politicians and organizations of Liberal Left (LL) 
persuasion here and elsewhere, and it is also home to 
racially or religiously motivated groups that resent 
WCIV’s two thousand years of uninterrupted economic, 
cultural and political progress.

	 This coalition has been of great benefit to our 
A/W foes, as it regularly allows the A/W message to be 
delivered in many different forms in ways that benefit 
from the numbers and resources of those who deliver 
it.  This works somewhat like the Chinese water torture 
system in which one small, quiet, repeated drop of water 
is effective in securing information/cooperation by means 
of its cumulative effects.

	 Think of the impact on our largely unprepared 
American public of being bombarded via our msm by a 
constant flow of electronic and print messages from 
different sources which carry the same message of attack 
against the West. This “numbers” factor, however, need 
not act as an advantage that serves only the A/W.  It can 
be used as a powerful counter-measure by the West, and 
especially if a Popular Movement (POMO) has become 
active.  

	 Our POMO’s task is to develop awareness, and it can 
be done incrementally. For the POMO, the A/W’s loose, 
multimember coalition will enable it to direct its efforts 
to targets that can be selected by size, geography, cost 
and special local characteristics — either present or 
past.  Most of these criteria, excepting geography, are 
primarily defensive in nature.  Good! This is consistent 
with our primary identity and purpose — that the WCIV 
POMO’s guiding principle is to create the awareness 
that will enable Americans to defend their historical 
civilization and culture.

	 This benefit will be of the utmost importance to the 

WCIV because it will allow it to use its lesser tools of 
money, people, technology and media reach to their 
maximum effectiveness.  In the worlds of publicity, public 
relations (PR), news and politics where size and money 
often determine outcomes, the A/W’s fragmented structure 
represents a real opportunity for those engaged in its 
resistance.

	 Scale is especially important in matters of public 
response/communication and is critical in the financing 
and management of a POMO, and we will be repeatedly 
reminded of this in our efforts to create awareness of 
the attack against WCIV.

*          *          *

	 Our first experience of scale in defending WCIV is 
identifying the many moving parts in different places 
and at different times that are key carriers of the 
A/W message.  This is never a fixed number, as the A/W 
participants are not subject to control authority but they 
do reflect political, humanitarian, social, religious or 
economic issues of their home countries for which they 
hope to attract international attention and support.

	 This suggests the activities of the A/W coalition’s 
members might be too scattered to be effective.  
Unfortunately for the West, that is not true.  The interests 
of the entities that comprise the coalition and those 
of the coalition, itself, are bound together by shared 
purpose and interdependence.  As each has capabilities 
that the other wants and needs and as western resistance 
has proved weak at best, their bond has become stronger.  
This will become increasingly evident in this and future 
chapters.

	 One truly revealing cultural perspective is language 
whose scale is enormous because we put it to use in 
every other perspective.  In the realm of communication 
language is a constant, a sort of true north without which 
we cannot plot either our intended nor our actual course 
of action.  To illustrate this, we will take a look at two 
language changes, one past and one present, that show 
how cultural perspectives can be changed, and not for the 
better.

	 In the 1960s in America and elsewhere in the 
West members of a generation born during our Great 
Depression came of age at a time of postwar social 
divisiveness throughout the free world.  It banged on the 
table, demanded power and used the chaos and tragedy 
in Vietnam to express its social rage — some justified, 
some not.  The ineptitude of our elected representatives 
in office was matched by the immaturity of the new, young 
“generation of the future”, and our society paid a high 
price.

	 The use of the word “racist” was infrequent at that 
time and was pretty much confined to academic/scientific 
treatises or comments that related to differences in 
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racial attitudes, characteristics, behavior, history, 
health, etc.

	 At some unknown point via a headline, a broadcast, a 
sign from a protest placard, or an epithet hurled at police, 
this word commenced its transformation from mostly 
neutral, academic use to the highly charged, emotional 
conveyance of anger, hate, accusation and retribution 
that it is today.

	 As we have pointed out in earlier chapters, it  is now 
the universally preferred, ultimate term of condemnation 
employed by the A/W to demean WCIV’s history, peoples, 
institutions and, most importantly, identity; and, sadly, 
it has gone unchallenged by western peoples and their 
governments because they could not muster the strength 
of mind or character to reject the charges.

	 Similarly, we are now witnessing the same tactic at 
work in the A/W’s use of “nationalism” or “nationalists”.  
Again, this label's early and customary use was in the 
context of history, diplomacy, politics or economics.  Like 
“race”, it occupied a specific, dignified and neutral space 
that carried not even a suggestion of accusation and 
served our language well.  No more!

	 Nations were formed from people of similar needs, 
backgrounds and interests for their protection and 
advancement and were usually defined by declared 
borders.  From earliest times these borders were 
established in ways that utilized natural elements such as 
rivers, mountain ranges, shorelines, etc.  Undeniably, the 
creation of governments with borders, laws and a central 
authority designed to serve the many, as well as the few, 
involved the surrender of some individual privilege.

	 Despite this, the national model, whether put to use 
by monarchical, elected, religious or authoritarian 
leaders, has been a constant in our planet’s civilizational 
development since the Mayan, Egyptian and Chinese 
civilizations that pre-dated our present Christian Era and 
its Roman and Greek predecessors.

	 In our current time, two institutions have emerged 
from our postwar confusion and divisiveness that have 
aided the A/W coalition in challenging accomplishments 
and borders that have stood for centuries.  These are 
the United Nations (UN) and the European Union (EU).  In 
the former the dissent is mostly political, whereas in the 
latter, effective interior borders no longer exist.  The 
value of these two occurrences as an offensive weapon 
was not lost on the A/W coalition, but was immediately 
recognized by its political groups and became a part 
of their ongoing message of dissent and attack that we 
have seen play out most powerfully in Europe’s and our 
immigration issues.

	 If we look carefully, we can easily see how “nationalist” 
and “nationalism” have been hijacked from their original, 
neutral meaning and turned into an accusation of wide 
political, social and human failure.  Like “racism”, this 
transformation has been achieved by association.

	 In its early days of conversion to a universal attack 
word “racism” was combined with “pig” so frequently that 
they became joined in readers’ minds in a very negative way.  
Constant repetition reinforced this identity blending to 
the point at which the “pig” reference could be dropped 
and “racist” could be used with the same negative impact 
that “pig” had provided.

	 The same procedure is being followed today when we 
note that the “nationalism” brand is being paired with 
“racism” to coat it with the condemnation that “racist” 
has so successfully achieved.  Be aware and note how 
frequently in the political messages of the LL when they 
mention “nationalism” it is followed by “racism”.

	

	 We have written before in earlier issues that dealt 
with our cultural identity about how cultures can be 
altered or moved by human agency.  What we see in regard 
to “racist” and “nationalist” is this process taking place 
in full view in the LL’s language laboratory.

A War of Words

	 The explosion of postwar population, technology, 
wealth and power in America could not be controlled.  
It consisted of a combination of forces that readily 
exchanged information, techniques and funding with 
each other.  In this process some “truths” became 
“inconvenient”  and a disturbing new glossary describing 
them was added to our language.1  It included references 
to toxic waste, fracking, global warming, ozone depletion, 
climate change, sea level rises and other conditions that 
appeared to be increasing in frequency and consequence.

	 All of these questioned, in one way or another, 
our unrelenting economic and political commitment to 
capitalism and its fundamental assumptions that the 
natural resources and raw materials our system needs to 
endure are renewable and will be available in quantities 
and at prices that will sustain our future exponential 
growth as they have in the past.

	 These circumstances set up a three-way conflict 
between our corporate/scientific sectors and government 
deeply involved with both.  This war was mostly fought 
with words in press releases, broadcasts, news bulletins, 
scientific journals, agency directives, Congressional 
speeches, corporate reports and msm publications and 
programs.

	 In its early stages this war was fought on the level 
of claim and denial followed by counterclaim and 
counterdenial, but, as both sides used the same weapon 
(i.e., language), this type of escalation inevitably led to 
stalemate often so intractable that resolution was only 
possible by legislation or some other political means 

"...in full view in the LL’s language laboratory. "
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including the “straddle” technique of embracing opposite 
sides of an argument.

	 The result was that, rather than admit to their 
ignorance or align with one view that would please only 
one side, our elected political leaders at the state and 
federal levels started, in the G.W. Bush administration, to 
deny the science, itself, not just the findings and research 
of individual scientists.  This strategy has counted among 
its supporters state governors, members of Congress and 
presidents.  When we view language as a critical cultural 
perspective, the battle over environmental science cited 
above is just one instance of a trend that should concern 
all Americans.

*          *          *

	 Denial takes many forms, often without regard to 
truth.  In our culture and nation, I can deny both the 
validity of your opinion and even the circumstances or 
facts on which it is based.  What I cannot deny is your 
right to state it.  We tend to think this is a given in our 
society, but, in fact, we have entered a time when our right 
to speak out is being limited by efforts to circumscribe the 
information available.  Imagine, if you will, information as 
a flow like that of a river in which restriction upstream 
suppresses what is available downstream.

	 In our local, state and federal governments this 
has taken the form of their agencies’ employees being 
told what language is acceptable and what is not and 
their being subject to the rankest form of editing — 
partial or total censorship. Research projects have 
been terminated, articles’ publication dates indefinitely 
suspended, editorial reviews mandated, language changed 
or eliminated, topics screened for “suitability” and 
opinions that did not conform to the political standard of 
those in office were not allowed expression.

	

	 Tough stuff; jobs and careers were at stake.  Again, 
in this process science, itself, was derided, not just the 
theories and research of those engaged in it.  What has 
happened, and has been accepted by many Americans in 
and out of political office, seems incomprehensible in 
our 21st century.  We have literally encouraged a war 
of attrition between two of our most important cultural 
perspectives — language and science, and it is unlikely 
that any good can come from it.  Quite to the contrary, it 
could unsettle our culture for an extended period.

*          *          *

	 It has not been only through executive actions that 

environmental science’s inconvenient theories/discoveries 
have been banished.  Politicians and others seeking public 
office have readily joined those voices which describe 
current environmental research and theory as a “hoax”.  
When, however, they line up on stage for nominating 
“debate” appearances and are asked direct, specific 
questions regarding their environmental positions, the 
answer very often begins with “I’m no scientist, but …”.  
This puts them in the untenable position of being enough 
of a scientist to reject contemporary theory, but not 
enough to accept its origins, existence and the values of 
those whose lives and labors have produced it.

	 This fall our electronic voting devices will be dusted 
off and our electoral system will awake, emerge from 
its hibernation and, for a period of a couple of months, 
dominate our msm commentary.  This is, of course, not “the 
big one”.  It is a kind of a preview for the main event which 
will take place in 2020 for which tentative and determined 
campaigning and msm coverage will commence after the 
new Congress is seated in January, 2019.

	 In the next two years, as in the last, our planet may 
deliver increasingly frequent or violent incidents such 
as earthquakes, fires, hurricanes, tornadoes, drought, 
floods, rising seas and extreme temperatures.  There will 
still be those who cry “hoax” and those who take refuge 
in avoiding the topic by any means possible including 
the now familiar “I’m no scientist, but …”  What will be 
most important environmentally for our country and its 
ongoing political debate is to note changes in attitude 
of those elected regarding the truths or falsehoods of 
planetary environmental science and how we may apply 
this knowledge, as it emerges, to our political, social and 
economic benefit.

 

Beyond Science
	

	 It is not only in our perspective of science that our 
language has been controlled/suppressed for political 
and social purpose — both public and private.  Arguably 
the most notable of the latter was President Obama’s 
elimination from all government records of references 
to “Islamic terror” or “terrorists”.  This necessitated, 
in addition to normal agency and departmental 
correspondence and reports, the rewriting of military 
training, mission and conduct manuals.  The cost in time 
and money can only be acceptable in an atmosphere where 
both have lost value — the nation’s capital.

	

	 And, usually, where the language police are, the 
thought police are not too far behind.  In the past two 
decades we have witnessed the proscription by the LL of 
the use of the phrase “illegal alien” to refer to people 

“Quite to the contrary, it could unsettle our 

culture for an extended period.”

“it is the thought police who enforce it.”
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from other countries who have entered the U.S. without 
its authorization.  As the msm were more than willing 
accomplices in this language change, the use of “illegal 
alien” dropped sharply and the public became conditioned 
to its more restricted use.  But this switch was not merely 
a matter of language.  Its primary purpose was to change 
the public’s attitude towards illegal aliens and to present 
them in a softer, kinder way that obscured their origins 
(foreign) and their method of entry (illegal)!  In short 
order, they became simply “undocumented migrants” with 
“human rights” to be admitted without limitation and to 
be provided with unending financial and social support 
by the U.S. taxpayer.  It was the language police who 
engineered this transformative process; it is the thought 
police who enforce it.

	 And it is the thought police who have been the key 
motive force in establishing and pushing the concepts 
of human rights that go far beyond FDR’s January, 1941 
State of the Union speech that declared all peoples were 
entitled to four basic freedoms — freedom from want 
and fear, freedom of speech and religion.  These have a 
relatively tame ring to them now, but in 1941 they captured 
headlines.  There were no global, or even regional, 
forums such as the UN and EU and few heads of state had 
intent or vision beyond their borders except, of course, 
the Germans and Japanese who were then preparing for 
war with the U.S.

*          *          *

	 In our multi-cultural, multi-ethnic, multi-political and 
multi-grievance world people in all parts of it can make a 
claim of supralegal, human rights to the vast wealth, open 
territory and political freedoms of the U.S.  And they do 
so resentfully because their native circumstances do not 
include these benefits.

	 These resentments have been exploited by the A/W to 
the point where they act as both a primary unifying force 
and a highly effective weapon.  Considering the many 
different interests and identities that gather under the 
A/W tent, this is a major achievement, as with a phone call 
or an email they can be contacted and alerted to impending 
events or future opportunities for action.

	 In our time, the preferred form of action is the public 
demonstration such as parades, protests, strikes, sit-
ins and other disturbances, large or small, lengthy or 
brief.  Public expressions such as these were extremely 
rare prior to WW II, but are now frequent and regular 
occurrences.  Why?

	 The answer is the broad and instant coverage made 
possible by our msm that serves two important purposes.  
It allows the event, itself, to be viewed wherever our 
electronic messages are received, and it allows those 
participating in the demonstration to see themselves in 
real time or later.  This self-observation has introduced 

a new element into public demonstrations:  some are 
pure protests while others carry with them the mood and 
message of a festival.

	 Many demonstrations are single purpose, single 
sponsor events — whether spontaneous or arranged —
but the efforts of a local group to organize an event can 
include asking others to join and participate, especially 
if indicated turn-out appears low.  Similarly, the large 
national or international members of the A/W alliance 
can offer assistance via their money, messages, media 
and methods.  The A/W has become adept at this kind of 
manipulation.  In its sphere of many different populations, 
issues and identities, a rigid power structure cannot 
deliver the success of creating interaction that results 
from constantly, slowly stirring the pot.

	 Regardless of causes, messages and events, our 
technology has transported us to a new era in which all 
public events have a dimension of personal pride, identity, 
celebration and publicity.  The result is one of real mutual 
benefit in which the individual need/wish to celebrate 
self is aided by the group’s support and returned in the 
form of added enthusiasm, numbers of supporters and 
an expanding zone of interest, comments, questions and 
converts.

	

	 In the area of public opinion and demonstration we 
face a new and inescapable truth — there is no such thing 
as a local demonstration, or event, anymore.  Regardless 
of its size or importance, a local event of modest size and 
subject today can, if properly directed, “go national” 
tomorrow.  Our government and political parties were 
slow in recognizing this leverage, and even now fail to 
fully understand the way the power of information and 
action flows through the A/W coalition and energizes all 
its levels.  And it is our enemy.

	 For the West, the most difficult aspect of the war 
being waged against it is that its attacks do not come in 
a mass, unified manner, but rather in millions of small, 
disguised, daily efforts and messages that neither our 
citizens nor our leaders prioritize as an existential 
threat.  This widespread indifference is why awareness 
must be both the POMO’s starting point and eventual goal.  
Public awareness will also determine the strategies and 
methods that the POMO will employ in its attempts to alert 
the nation to the threat posed by the A/W.

	 This problem is not insoluable, but it is serious.  
Under ideal circumstances for a republic such as 
ours, informed public opinion would allow our elected 
representatives to take actions necessary to defend our 
culture and society.  But there is nothing ideal about our 
situation.  Our leaders in Congress have corrupted our 
legislative process by accepting money and other benefits 
from special interests and their lobbyists, and the public 

“And it is our enemy.”
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is not sufficiently informed to mount the effort needed to 
break this bond.

	 Again, in a properly functioning republic the msm,  
which enjoys special status and privileges in our 
democratic form of government, would take upon itself 
the task of creating an informed electorate by offering 
it a steady stream of clear, factual and unbiased reports 
that spell out the history, motivation and possible 
consequences of our situation and what choices are 
available to us.

	 The cynical among us will opine that such an effort 
would not work, but think back to the events surrounding 
our founding when the thirteen colonies’ infrequently 
and irregularly printed local newspapers on both sides 
of the independence issue played a critical part in moving 
it from rumor to reality.

	 But that was then, and this is now — and the sad truth 
is that our msm cannot undertake such a vital role because 
it lacks the necessary independence; because it is itself 
biased against WCIV; and because its people, programs and 
politicos mostly align with those of the LL.  This is an 
essential element in the A/W coalition.

	

	 Bear in mind that our political palette holds very 
few true colors.  There’s green for money and red for 
blood and the rest is an assortment of blends.  That is 
not what we were; it is what we have become.  We will 
not be able to reclaim our better selves, or our better 
view of ourselves, quickly.  The understanding necessary 
for that transformation will have to be learned and, more 
importantly, even then it will have to be earned.

	 Our governmental corruption is deeply imbedded and 
we will not be able to separate ourselves from it easily, 
but it must be done.  Human agency can influence and alter 
our culture and society, as it does our government, but 
with culture/civilization the time is longer and the pace 
is slower.  The active ingredients needed are awareness 
and will.  They are among the missing now, but they are 
qualities that POMOs can generate and restore.

	

Ways and Means
	

	 This is a phrase usually associated with our Congress 
where it serves as a title for what is probably the House 
of Representatives’ most powerful committee.  We will 
use it in this and future chapters to illustrate the many 
opportunities and methods that the A/W employs to attack 
or weaken WCIV.  Again, the A/W is not a cohesive body 
that functions smoothly within either a firm structure or 
authority.

	 Rather, it is a shared purpose, like a crusade, that is 

able to attract and direct the energies of its members.  
While they are of many different origins, sizes and 
interests, their common goals have been put to effective 
use by the A/W.  And although the A/W has been able to 
shape, direct and magnify the forces of its many members, 
their association is not one of equals, as there are some 
whose resources and impact far outweigh those of others 
—most notably Islam, which we will discuss in detail in a 
later chapter.

*          *          *

	

	 “Racism”, as we have noted, has become the “one 
word kills all” weapon of choice of our time.  First, it 
has immediate appeal to non-western cultures that have 
had to watch with great envy, but little recourse, the 
1,000 years progression of WCIV’s wealth and power.  
This process of advancement occurred as other cultures/
societies rose and fell, and included periods of global 
exploration and colonialism which brought enslavement, 
abuse and extinction to native cultures.

	 The resulting antagonisms combined with envy to 
produce a level of powerful anger beneath the surface 
of many societies.  At various times and places, when it 
expressed itself and gained public attention by erupting, 
it was routinely quashed by the West’s superior political, 
commercial and military power.

	

	 This pattern of Western power dominance meeting 
mostly separate instances of resistance was terminated 
by the two great global conflicts of the 20th century 
and the technological revolutions in transportation 
and communication that followed them.  Today, nothing 
is separate; everything and everyone are joined and 
instantly visible.

	 The second aspect that has made the charge of 
“racism” such a lethal weapon is that it lays a message 
of guilt on the recipient which through the LL in this 
country and elsewhere in the West has been accepted 
without argument.

	 It is doubtful whether the first person to use “racist” 
for pejorative reasons, and to move it from its historical 
sense to its current attack status, had any inkling of the 
success his/her choice would produce.  Here and elsewhere, 
people reacted in extreme ways — often displaying fear or 
panic at any accusation, or even suggestion, of “racism”.  
In America not since our 17th century colonial time had 
guilt occupied such an important place in our society’s 
thought and behavior.

	 The mass assumption of guilt is a curious phenomenon.  
Most recently in our time, we have seen it at work in 
Germany as the result of its Nazi brutality and oppression; 

"...and, more importantly, even then 

it will have to be earned."

"Today, nothing is separate; everything and 

everyone are joined and instantly visible."
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and in our own country in the way our introduction of 
nuclear weapons roiled our postwar politics/diplomacy.  
Once, however, the LL witnessed how readily Americans 
accepted the “racist” charge and were cowed by it, they 
ramped its use up to the global level with an extended 
meaning of moral, political and even human failure.  Sadly 
for us, our lengthy experience of racial conflict and 
violence have made the use and abuse of the charge of 
“racism” more inviting and effective here than elsewhere.

*          *          *

	

	 Throughout the formation of our American identity  
defining events have presented problems which, by our 
failure to resolve them, have become contradictions and 
now exist as flaws which we overlook, but which are seen 
as opportunities by our enemies.  This is important for the 
POMO to recognize and to use in creating awareness.

	 For most of its history America, was a land with a 
culture in which the whole was greater than the sum of 
its parts and in which its various peoples and tribes (i.e. 
parts) aspired to be transformed and absorbed by the 
whole.  It had been this way since we first became a nation 
and then grew in controlled numbers and circumstances.

	 This is no longer true, as is evident by our embrace 
of Political Correctness (PC) and Multiculturalism (MC) 
which emphasize and celebrate “parts” — no matter how 
large or small.  These are highly effective weapons whose 
din and clamor of many voices demand to receive the 
benefits of the whole while they maintain their separate 
identities.

	 Our political response has been to steadily increase 
the number of “parts” (i.e., immigrants) and, thereby, 
the demands upon our social, economic and cultural 
resources.  By any of its consequences, this process can 
be viewed as one of separation fueled by cynicism and loss 
of trust in our values and institutions.

	

	 It has contributed to growth of greed and corruption 
in our government, electoral fraud/subversion and 
a persistent failure of national leadership and law 
enforcement.  The list goes on; the threat is real.  The 
A/W forces are at the gate.  For the last half century, 
our internal conflicts and contradictions have comforted 
them.  They will not go away if we simply wait and wonder, 
but they can be soundly defeated by the informed will 
of the American people in reaffirming national values, 
unity and priorities in their culture and government.  
Awareness is the first, critical step!

*          *          *

	 In a democratic republic such as ours, if time and 
circumstance change and render our laws no longer 
adequate, possible or meaningful, then they should be 
changed by the means provided in our Constitution.  This 
has not happened because Congress lacks the necessary 
judgement and flexibility that our Founders assumed their 
successors would have and use.  Quite to the contrary, 
our legislative branch has displayed a clear drift in its 
commitment from ideals to ideology.

	 There are several factors “in play”.  We have both 
a corrupt and compliant Congress and a msm empowered 
by wealth, technology and reach.    This is a powerful 
combination which seems to favor creating public opinion 
rather than reflecting it

	 Truth in government and politics may, like beauty, lie 
in the eye of the beholder.  Nevertheless, we think that 
our political leadership over the past quarter century 
has abused our traditional concept of government and 
put it at risk.  The best way to answer the question, “how 
could it happen here?” is to ask it now rather than when 
it’s too late.

	 Our purpose in these comments about our government 
is not to engage in some Don Quixote-like quest for truth, 
beauty and justice — to win the unwinnable fight, to 
dream the impossible dream — but to realize that the 
flaws of judgement and justice that we have allowed and 
encouraged in our government are targets of opportunity 
for the A/W and will be effectively used against us.

	

*          *          *

	 These conflicts which we have allowed to exist are 
often rooted in the vast wealth and power that America 
has claimed in the two generations that have passed since 
the end of WW II.  They are not, of course, all identical, 
or even similar, in their origins or consequences, but 
many reveal two negative characteristics as present in 
our behavior and our treatment of national problems —
pretense and abuse.  It’s likely that these patterns were 
just tolerated as a means of avoiding an especially thorny 
problem and have gained in popularity because of their 
success.  But they carry risks; they lull us into a false 
sense of security, they damage our relations with others 
and with ourselves and their effect upon our culture, 
both past and future, is unhealthy and self-defeating.

	 Let’s look at a few examples of these two factors 
— pretense and abuse — at work in our conduct of 
government.  Since our founding we have consistently 
claimed that our democratic electoral system produces 
a government that is superior to all others and, indeed 
there is some truth in what we say, but, as our nation has 
grown in size and complexity, we have let some important 
values slide.

	 Our electoral system now has problems that were 
unknown in its earlier time and form.  Most notable is that 

“Awareness is the first, critical step!”
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corruption at its local level is in many places a mirror 
image of what takes place at our upper state and federal 
levels.  There was so much money chasing votes and it had 
to go somewhere.

	 So much for pretense; what about abuse?  Well, we 
have abused our system of checks and balances which is 
the foundation that makes our three branch government 
so unique and enviable.  Our Senate, which has prided 
itself for two centuries on being a source of effective 
and civilized government, is hopelessly divided with most 
of its votes determined by ideology rather than the issue.  
This has resulted in numerous important issues being 
decided by straight party line votes — with few or no 
cross-overs.

	 Another aspect of our abuse of our checks and balances 
system has been the politicization of the Supreme Court 
as shown in its appointment procedure and its decisions.  
No longer a politically neutral group of distinguished 
jurists that regularly produced widely different vote 
tallies in their opinions, it is now seen by the public and 
the msm as a kind of political referee and as a political 
tribunal of last resort.

	 These changes in our checks and balances are no small 
matter!  Politically, they are the ground shifting under 
our feet which is a danger signal we should not ignore.  
We have brought this abuse upon ourselves and seem not 
to have the will to change it.

	 Another example of abuse that contradicts our 
pretense to good government delivered by our electoral 
system has been the rise of lobbyists in the functioning 
of our government.  They are so numerous now and such a 
ubiquitous presence in our Congress that they have been 
referred to as “our fourth branch of government”.

	 It was not always so.  As recently as the end of WW II 
a single lobbyist for a large corporation was employed 
to explain tax, product and legal matters to relevant 
members of Congress.  Today the same corporation may 
be represented by a large law firm whose operatives full 
time is devoted to securing the cooperation and votes of 
our Senators and Representatives.

	 Money and other benefits flow and votes are cast; 
it’s as simple and easy as that.  But our recent inclusion 
of lobbying in our political process bodes ill for 
our government.  As the result of it we have lost both 
innocence and credibility — again, among others and 
ourselves.  Is there a vote in Congress that will call for 
change?

*          *          *

	 But our focus is on our culture and its perspectives 
which extend far beyond Congress and its legislative 
function.  A case can be made that, two of our most evident 
examples of cultural pretense and abuse have occurred 
in the content and management of our educational 

system and our msm.  Parenthetically, these two public 
information sectors of our society, along with religion, 
lay claims to the strongest protections and guarantees of 
independence available under our Constitution.

	 And yet the standards for historical truth and for 
appropriateness of behavior and taste of the subjects 
and information they offer have declined so steadily 
and steeply that we may have reached the bottom.  Even 
allowing for differences in individual tastes, the postwar 
decades have displayed a persistent “dumbing down” of 
our educational and msm institutions’ “product”.  Why?

	 There are two large-focus trends that came into play.  
In our educational system faculties, textbooks and courses 
increasingly reflected the political shift to the Left that 
began in the Kennedy and Johnson administrations and 
the growing influence of the union dominated Dept. of 
Education.  It was not uncommon for universities, both 
private and public, to experience politically based battles 
within their faculties to determine what courses would 
be taught and what their content should be.  For Liberal 
academics this became a self-confirming trend as their 
numbers grew.

	 The second trend was also subject to political 
influence although this was generally not acknowledged.  
Following the expansion of our colleges during the high 
enrollments of the postwar G.I. Bill years, our private 
and public colleges/universities found themselves with 
enlarged facilities which had to be filled to maintain 
profitability.  This was done.  Postwar population 
figures, however, continued to rise steeply and had to be 
accommodated.

	 The nature of this pressure was more political 
than economical because of racial, social and political 
problems that made it very difficult for schools to elect 
not to award diplomas to some of its students.  This is 
important because it suggests a shift in public perception, 
for, whereas our government guarantees us the right to 
a free education, a growing portion of our population 
began to interpret that as a guarantee of a diploma.

	 The postwar population boom meant more and more 
students had to be educated and that the number of those 
who failed would increase proportionally.  The remedy 
that satisfied parents, population, administrators, text 
book publishers and the Dept. of Education (i.e., the 
teachers’ unions) was to lessen scholastic requirements 
and increase achievement by “dumbing down” course 
content.

	 Our educational and media establishments are key 
cultural perspectives and yet we pretend to one value 
and deliver another that is tainted by politics and profit 
which will always be present in our “capitalist, free 
market” economy, but the decline in quality of educational 
and msm “product” has been clearly visible over recent 
years.  The question we as a culture and society must ask 
is the one we do not ask — Why?
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*          *          *

	 Our inquiry into our pretense/abuse pattern of 
conduct would be faulty if we did not include how we 
apply it to our national finances.  For two centuries our 
economic policies and development have been formed by 
the IR — first the improved mass production methods 
made possible by steam, coal, oil and electricity and then 
by the mass consumerism necessary to buy their output.  
In order to support both production and consumerism, 
our capitalist private sector put forth the theory that the 
two, when combined efficiently, will produce permanent, 
profitable growth, even though the natural resources 
mentioned above, on which this growth is predicated 
and which two hundred years ago were thought to be 
unendingly available, are now viewed as having shrinking 
and finite lives.

	 This constitutes a total reshaping of the economic 
foundation for what is popularly referred to in msm/
government and by the public as “the American dream”.  It 
ignores the “law of limits”; it is based on the false premise 
that the benefits of exponential growth will always be 
available from finite resources.  This is not possible now, 
and yet we allow ourselves to pretend that it is — a form 
of abuse against ourselves and our offspring.

*          *          *

	 In our free-market, freer spending, business as usual 
economy we permit and encourage massive borrowing 
under the pretense that we can/will afford it, and that it is 
a genuine economic and social “good”.  The abuse doesn’t 
show in our gaudy, consumer economy, but is clearly 
visible in our regularly reported, but drab, government 
statistics that year after year have charted the increases 
in our national debt.  It now stands at about $22 trillion 
dollars — a figure that exists on a different scale from 
those to which our minds or imaginations can relate.  That 
is not a failure on our part; it is simply beyond us, a form 
of self-imposed abuse.

	 We do have at our disposal an orderly budget process 
which was observed by both Houses of Congress for many 
years, but in recent years has mostly been discarded in 
favor of “continuing resolutions” which avoid the hard 
legislative work of coming to agreement on individual 
amounts and which favor Congress’ deep ideological 
divisions.  The latter have been with us since our earliest 
times, but could be surmounted in dealing with matters of 
national interest or urgency.

	 Not so today; the money dazzles too many of our elected 
members of Congress and the power that accompanies 
it is now so concentrated that it works against the 
critical social, political and economic balances that our 
Founders labored to establish.  As for the future, our 
current population of 330 million is expected to reach 

around 450 million by mid-century and our national debt 
as a percentage of gross domestic product is expected to 
double from its present 78% to 155%2  	

	 The problem is that, despite these largely 
incomprehensible levels, the responsibility for dealing 
with them and solving their problems rests with a fixed 
number of members of Congress and that the Senate 
which is our senior chamber has a membership of only 
100.  Looking at the Senate and the responsibilities for 
which it must account, this equation does not appear to 
be in balance.  We find one more financial contradiction 
in the operation of our Federal Reserve System’s micro-
management of our economy which includes the setting of 
the national prime rate of interest from which all other 
personal and commercial rates follow.  As interest rates 
affect the money supply and loan volume, adjusting them 
has been an accepted and useful tool in fighting inflation.

	 A couple of months ago we came across a reference 
that “The Fed” would be unlikely to make another rate 
change in the near future because the rate then in effect 
met its targets for inflation and economic growth.  For 
inflation, a level in the 3% to 4% range that was cited as 
acceptable set off shock waves and raised questions. Why?

	 First, inflation is not regarded as an economic benefit 
or a universal “good” by everyone.  It is often referred 
to as “the silent killer” and “the tax on everything that 
everyone must pay”.  It’s clear there are deep divisions 
among our political and economic leaders over the value, 
use and consequences of inflation.  Their arguments may 
be lengthy and informative, but still may not answer the 
question, “What is it?  Silent killer? Or universal good ?”

	 If we set our memory mechanism back to the Carter 
administration in the late 1970s, we can recall a relentless 
rise in interest rates that pushed them into double digit 
numbers in the 15% to 18% range.  Not surprisingly, this 
was viewed as a national crisis.  The phrase “universal 
good” was not heard; nor was there any call to increase 
rates further.  The high rates, themselves, were evidence 
of imbalances within our banking system, but the public 
was well aware they would result in higher prices 
throughout the economy.

	 With the memory of the Great Depression in mind, 
the Allied Nations’ economic leaders met after WW II 
at Bretton Woods, NH to assemble a new international 
banking and currency system, and adopted one based on 
the theory and measures proposed by John Maynard Keynes 
which emphasized the roles of debt, credit and deficit 
financing.  And, as the result of our turn to Keynesian 
monetary policy, we embarked upon a period of inflation 
and monetary expansion.

	 One other significant change from Bretton Woods 
was the replacement of the British pound as the primary, 
or reserve, currency with the U.S. dollar which has 
retained its unique status to this day as the basis for 
all international trade.  We say “unique” because all 
countries except one must buy and sell dollars to engage 
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in world trade, the exception being the U.S. which can 
print, rather than buy, dollars.  Working on the theory 
of “do what you do best”, we printed a lot of dollars in 
the last 70 years and have seen the value of our dollar 
decline in purchasing power to about $.04 or $.05.  Call it 
“currency devaluation”; or call it “inflation”; the result 
of our postwar policies and theory has been a very real 
drop in our dollar’s value.

	

EPILOGUE

	 We mention our nation’s founders frequently in our 
comments — and always with great reverence.  They were 
successful in their chosen fields of effort to which they 
applied their intelligence and academic achievement.  
They were thinkers and could express themselves in ways 
beyond the aspirations or comprehension of our current 
generation.  And their knowledge and skill in their use 
of language were obtained from schools and colleges 
that offered only a very small measure of the facilities, 
faculty and courses available at our larger, wealthier 
and more numerous schools today.

	 The task our Founders faced was daunting.  First, they 
had to convert their individual dreams of independent 
government into a working model; and then they had 
to persuade 13 independent colonies to join together 
as common parts of the new whole.  This was not easy 
because, although they shared their English colonial 
status, they each had developed specific economic 
agricultural, political, legal and civic directions that 
resisted being trimmed down to “one size fits all”.  For 
the most part, the Founders were highly, successful 
in eliminating, countering or modifying the numerous 
Cultural Contradictions they confronted.

	 One such contradiction, slavery, was so bitter and 
powerful — economically, socially and politically — that 
it was passed down to later generations.  It was a deal 
breaker in the 18th century and again in the 19th, except 
that in the latter it broke the Union too.  Slavery, itself, 
is gone, but the heritage of this searing, civilizational 
issue and our many failed attempts to correct it are 
still with us.  Going back, as it does, before our thirteen 
colonies became a nation, the slavery issue qualifies as 
our nation’s longest cultural contradiction.  It also 
stands as a clear warning of the damage that can be done 
by unresolved cultural contradictions.

	 Our postwar advances in wealth, power and technology 
have produced their own cultural contradictions with 
urgent calls for attention.  These contradictions, or 
ones similar to them, are not limited to our 21st century 
American culture.  Over time, they have come and gone and 
then have been replaced by others more suited to the new 
times we have created and the new people we have become.  
Each in its own way expresses a conflict which we have not 
been able to resolve.

	 They can disappear without intervention by people or 
governments.  They can be bypassed by technology and, 
as in the case of our critical immigration law, they can be 
created by failure to enforce our law and can be cured by 
simply changing it.  But, especially in politics, what seems 
to be an easy fix can be difficult to implement.

	 We are at a stage where our cultural contradictions 
disturb us more than they used to.  At the time of our 
founding our most important issue was independence and 
the forming of a new kind of government based on individual 
and communal rights under an elected government of laws 
derived from state or federal authority.  Our national 
excitement, energy and purpose combined to overcome 
lesser issues and problems in our Founders’ pursuit of 
a new form and practice of government unknown to them, 
their earliest colonial forebears or any inhabitant of 
Western Europe from which they all had come.

	 We do not have their shared sense of mission with its 
anticipation of unique success and divine favor.  Indeed, 
even our incredible communication and imaging technology 
comes off flat and forced when it attempts to portray 
the political energy released by the words of Jefferson, 
Adams, Washington, Paine, Madison and Franklin which 
have illuminated western culture for two centuries.

	 Divine favor was an important element in our Founders’ 
thoughts and actions and was claimed and called upon 
throughout our extraordinary century of western 
expansion and the establishment of our frontier with the 
settling of our western, southern and northern borders.  
Every account of the pioneers’ long and hazardous treks 
was laced with both appeals and thanks for divine favor.  
As whole villages and parishes often embarked en masse, 
their communal faith provided much needed comfort, unity 
and protection.

	 These two events — the creation of our government/
nation and the settling of the American wilderness by long 
lines of wagons converted into households — became the 
source of our American Exceptionalism (AE) which from 
its earliest expression was marked by awe, fortune and 
gratitude as well as accomplishment.

	 That flavor no longer exists. Today, AE is most often 
and widely professed by spectators at public events 
(political, social, athletic, etc.) who spontaneously and 
repetitively chant “USA, USA”.  This version of AE is not 
about awe, fortune and gratitude.  Quite the contrary, it 
is about competition, power and superiority.

	 This is as clear an example of cultural contradiction 
as we can expect to find.  Our first, and softer, sense 
of AE held its own up until WW I which also was about 
competition, power and superiority; and which, after 
the war, combined to form the base of the era of intense 
nationalism that underlies many of our global conflicts 
today.

	 By any standard, the transformation of AE from a local 
sense of reverence to one of international power status 
is extraordinary, and could not have happened without the 
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assistance of early 20th century technological advances 
in air travel, radio and film. All of these, in shrinking the 
world, increased competition for its growing supply of 
benefits. 

	 A truly seminal event in this process occurred at the 
1936 Olympics in Berlin when the international games, 
then still restricted to amateur contestants, was turned 
into a display of German power by exaggerated sound 
and light levels, cheering spectators, martial music, 
thousands of military personnel in full uniform and 
swastikas in uncountable profusion.  For those who viewed 
the 1936 Games, either in Berlin or by newsreel, there 
could be no mistaking their purpose.  The athletes and 
their contests were secondary; the main event was Nazi 
Germany’s declaring its regained political and military 
power to the world.  Coincidentally, Hitler’s Olympic 
“sound and light” show dealt an early, but mortal, blow 
to the Olympic amateur ideal from which it would never 
recover.

THE WAY AHEAD – HOW?

	

	 It is unlikely that authoritarian regimes experience 
the kind of contradictions found in open societies.  After 
all, the latter represent a divergence of thought, a sort 
of duality, that authoritarianism neither encourages nor 
tolerates.  Best guess is that they are dealt with in the 
same way as dissent and other ventures beyond the “party 
line” — quietly, efficiently and with no appeal process.

	 Still, in our open society, whether we view them as a 
blessing or a curse — and they can be both — they can, 
if allowed to fester, grow from minor irritants to major 
issues.  We have seen this in our increasingly difficult 
to resolve immigration issue in which a half century 
of refusing to enforce existing law has made the issue 
larger, more painful and more difficult to solve for all 
parties involved.  Today, this continuing conflict testifies 
to troubling failures in our legislative, judicial and 
enforcement policies.

	 The AE situation is somewhat different being mostly 
a matter of how we see ourselves and not directly 
affecting our government process.  But, nevertheless, it 
reaches out further than we think, as the image we have 
of ourselves invariably affects the image others have of 
us.  Once released and set in motion that image can be 
circulated, embroidered, denied, whatever, by others.  
Our only way of changing it then will be our conduct.

*          *          *

	 We have cited many areas of cultural contradiction 
that we have allowed to grow to out-of-control status 
and that now threaten the principles of the relationship 
between citizens and government established by our 
Founders over two centuries ago.  This relationship did 
not always succeed in its ambition, but for most of that 
time it was a uniting force — something that we strove 
for and that guided our destiny.  Over the years within 
its framework, the American people and their government 
have mostly been able to sort out differences, regroup 
and put our extraordinary amount of social/political 
energy to the demands of a prosperous and peaceful 
future.  That method and moment no longer exist and they 
cannot be regained by repeating the errors of the past —
just by talking, hoping and doing nothing.

	 In the beginning the Congress was composed mostly 
of educated, successful leaders of their communities 
who understood their constituents’ preferences and 
could leave their homes and businesses for 3 to 4 months 
to discuss among themselves the issues that required 
congressional action.

	 Throughout all their debates there were distinct, 
and often sharp, party differences, but, while they were 
spirited in nature, every member knew that he was called, 
both by history and his constituents to a higher mission —
the creation of a functional, representative government 
from the values proclaimed in our Declaration of 
Independence and Constitution.

	 Today, our Congress uses a different model of 
operation and our historical concept of representation 
has been transformed.  Not surprisingly in something 
as intricate as political representation, even changes 
described as “minor” can have major consequences.

	 The overarching commitment to the ideal of 
government no longer exists.  Without this higher 
“mission”, party divisions and squabbling on a mean level 
have become the norm for legislative conduct.  Debate for 
most of our history harbored an element of persuasion 
which no longer exists.  But debate, as much as we may 
rue its loss, is a by-product.  The lack of commitment to 
our founding ideals of government and our abandonment 
of their pursuit could prove fatal to our democracy.  
Presently, they are serious wounds from which we bleed 
unity, honor and discipline.  If we do not heal our practice 
and vision of government, they will become mortal.  This 
barrier between government as our founders conceived it 
and how we practice it is the most basic and painful of all 
our cultural contradictions.

	 Time has become an added factor in several ways.  
First, the wide presence of lobbyists adds extra steps to 
a complicated procedure, as lobbyists and their clients 
each have interests and language that must be included.  
Additionally, the persistent growth of our population, 
economy, special interests and technology has expanded 
their demands upon government exponentially and 
compressed the time available to any single issue.  As the 

"...quietly, efficiently and with no appeal 

process."
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congressional calendar moves toward its next recess 
period, the pressure for legislative action intensifies 
with predictable results.  The legislative process has 
been likened to making sausage, and not as a compliment.  
There is no reason to believe that accelerated sausage 
making, or legislation, is more attractive.

	 Legislation will be rushed; last minute changes 
and deals will be made; and members of Congress will 
vote on bills they have not had time to read.  These are 
consequences of government whose national mission 
has been replaced by continual conflict over political 
ideology, money and power.  In describing Congress’ 
present state we have used generalizations which have 
the benefit of being broad, but may obscure errors of 
omission or fact.

	 This flaw, however, does not excuse the many 
corruptions of Congress’ functions and values that have 
accumulated in the postwar period.  Financial, sexual, 
political and electoral misconduct are so widespread and 
accepted that the nature of this branch of our government 
has been altered, and it is questionable whether it has the 
will or ability to reform itself.

	 That leaves the task of repair up to the American 
people who, under our Constitution, have the power to 
elect or remove members of Congress.  But here we face 
another obstacle in that our electoral process takes place 
at the state/local level where ballot access is controlled 
by our two major political parties — the same ones who 
control Congress and have participated in its decline.

	 Over past decades the American public’s opinion of 
Congress has come to reflect its disappointment with its 
members’ abuse of our system and their status, but the 
money/power of our two parties and the special interests 
that support them have had their way and their day.  The 
only instrument now capable of producing electoral 
change on the scale necessary is the POMO.  It, and only it, 
has the voting numbers, political mass, energy and moral 
force to bring about the reordering of our Congressional 
methods and attitudes of government.  And the POMO is 
such a powerful mechanism that it cannot be ignored by 
our msm.

	 If successful, we will repair our government, restore 
our values and correct the course of our culture.  This 
is human agency at work.  There will be struggles ahead 
in deep weeds and, like Hiawatha3, we will be tested many 
times in many ways .  We will be the target of more arrows 

from our enemies than praise from our friends.  But this 
must be done.  If not, then WCIV will not survive in which 
case its loss would not result from our failure, but 
rather from a lack of Western will and concern.

END NOTES 
1.	 An Inconvenient Truth.  Documentary Film, Directed 

by Davis Guggenheim; Produced by Lawrence Bender 
Productioins, Screenplay by Al Gore 5/24/06

2.	 Google.  US Debt and Revenue Projections  2018-
2050/

3.	 The Song of Hiawatha, by Henry W. Longfellow, 
Boston, 1855
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ABBREVIATIONS

AE	 American Exceptionalism
AW	 Anti West(ern)
EU 	 European Union
IR 	 Industrial Revolution
LL 	 Liberal Left
MC 	 Multicultural(ist)
MSM 	 Mainstream Media
NE 	 Near East
PC 	 Political Correctness
POMO 	 Popular Movement
PR	 Public Relations 	
UN 	 United Nations
WCIV	 Western Civilization
WW	 World War




