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Preface

	 Our title question above, Who Cares ?  And Why Don’t 
We ?, is one that summarizes the existential dilemma that 
our Western Civilization (WCIV)) now faces.  It appears 
and reappears with the same urgency and honesty in all 
the conflicts and perspectives that unsettle the political, 
social and cultural structures of many western nations 
today.

	 It is a question (Who Cares?) that partially 
answers itself, but its “answer” is in the form of 
another question (And Why Don’t We?) which assumes 
the addressee is knowledgeable enough to pursue the 
answer to its conclusion.  In the West, over the past half 
century, politicians, educators, institutions, individuals, 
governments and key scientific/commercial interests have 
all failed this simple two question test.  How could this 
have happened ?  A quick answer might be that our lives 
are better than at any time in the past.

	 There is some truth in such a view, but it is woefully 
incomplete.  In our ancestral homelands of Northern and 
Western Europe and in their two nearest transplants, 
the US and Canada, WCIV is under attack.  In both, the 

traditional bond between people and government is 
cracked and cracking.

	 The crisis facing the West is a difficult one.  It has 
been long in the making, ambitious in its reach, stealthy in 
its conduct and gradual in its consequences, all of which 
have combined to dull the perception of danger by those 
institutions and individuals to whom the Constitution 
entrusts our safety and the preservation of the social 
contract between America's citizens and their government.

	 We are at a tipping point and WCIV is at stake.  If we 
do nothing, that does not mean the present course of our 
society will be immediately altered or suspended.  It only 
means that we will continue at the present rate/direction.  
If we want to redress the errors of the past, we must take 
action to initiate change and to reclaim our traditional 
reliance upon our Constitution to inform the actions and 
authority of our elected government.

	 Now we are called to come together to save our 
republic — not in wars as we did in 1861, 1917 and 1941 
— but in a time of peace in which neither the threat nor 
the response is as sudden and clear.  Some of those we 
will have to confront will be co-workers, neighbors or 
even family members who live within, not beyond, our 
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the measures available for us to secure our 
survival.

	 Europe, our place of origin, is edging 
to the brink and, unless it can accomplish 
a miraculous social/political reversal, 
its excessive embrace of “union” and the 
resulting loss of individual and national 
liberties will produce irreversible 
demographic changes.  The most notable will 
be the political/religious transformation 
resulting from existing Muslim populations 
and practices and which, unless halted, will 
gain further strength from future elections 
and regulations

	 Exhausted after two WW’s in one 
generation, Europe could not defend its 
nationalistic past and sought relief in 1958 
in the European Economic Community of 6 
nations.  Today, as the European Union (EU), 
it has 28 members, many bordered by several 
others.  As the postwar period took shape, 
organized elements of communist/socialist 
statism were ready to take advantage of 
its chaos to resume the push for dominance 
they had initiated in the 1930s.  With the 
founding of, first, the United Nations (UN) 
and, then, the EU, too many of Europe’s 
western nations were willing to rely on 
the lofty language and intentions of these 
supra-national bodies, realizing only too 
late that the single vote veto in the UN 
Security Council, insisted on by Russia, 
would completely change global politics 
and diplomacy.  

	 In time, communist China joined Russia 
on the Security Council and in many 
matters, large and small, this two-nation 
bloc exercised its power in ways that many 
western countries thought were inimical to 
the UN’s principles.  Disappointment among 
old-school diplomats in the free world 
was widespread, but the Security Council’s 
single vote veto was a fact of postwar 
life — far more powerful and frequently 
exercised than had been contemplated when 
the UN charter was debated and approved.

*          *          *

	 We must be clear about the present 
effort to do away with WCIV.  We say 
“present” because WCIV’s territory and/
or institutions have been under attack 
by various forces for centuries during 
which time it consisted of a shifting mix of 
monarchies given to warring over territory, 

borders and who, by action or inaction, have 
enabled the growth, or even acceptance, of 
the Attack on Western Civilization.

	

	 This moment requires us to step 
forward and identify ourselves  It is not a 
time for more delay, talk, study groups, etc.  
It is a time for a reasoned, firm, inspired, 
cooperative effort to alert America’s 
citizens to the danger we face and what must 
be done to eliminate it.  It calls for a popular 
effort because our elected representatives 
cannot offer the necessary vision or will.

	

*          *          *

	 Most Americans cannot identify the 
various elements that comprise the Attack 
Against WCIV.  Sometimes, those that are 
primarily political are referred to as “the 
Left” and that label is extended to the 
wider, total movement.  In doing so, those 
who favor this description unwittingly aid 
WCIV’s foes because their emphasis on the 
political element diverts our attention 
from the many other interests that are 
engaged in their own ways and for their own 
benefits to bring down WCIV.  Accordingly, 
to reflect the full strength and composition 
of this global opposition we refer to it as  
Anti-Western (A/W).

	 Included in this coalition are 
those primary drivers of civilizational 
development — the political, economic, 
social and religious forces which allow 
relatively few entities to exert control 
over the actions, beliefs and destinies of 
their far more numerous populations.

	 This power is not based on just numbers, 
but rather on the extensive penetration 
of our educational, cultural, religious, 
economic and governmental institutions at 
every level from local to international.  This 
penetration does not have to take the form of 
the “card carrying Communist” repeatedly 
cited by the late Sen. Joseph McCarthy 
(R-WI) in his accusations of Communist 
infiltration of our Department of State, but 
it can influence popular thought and action 
in ways that produce public discord and 
destabilize our society — a process that 
is aided by a lack of understanding among 
Americans of who our opponents are and 
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wealth, religion, marriage/descent and other royal or 
political interactions.

	 We should be forthright, too, about the nature of 
the ambition to erase WCIV.  As Shakespeare so often 
revealed, ambition serves many purposes — some noble, 
some base.  These include power, wealth, race, language, 
identity, technology, religion, education, conquest and 
more.  Now, through modern technology, all these history 
changing, human drivers can be combined, their messages 
weaponized and then put to use either singly or in 
combination at times and places favored by their sponsors.  
Postwar, bombed out, politically divided Europe with its 
monarchies removed, its colonial empires vanishing and 
its wartime leaders rejected (ie, Churchill and deGaulle) 
was an irresistible target for A/W forces throughout the 
world.

	

*          *          *

	 In the course of human progress, in addition to 
warfare, mankind has been the target of famines, drought, 
infestations, species loss, animal/vegetable food failures, 
natural disasters and other events beyond its control 
that required relocation from one territory to another, 
although often the latter was occupied by an earlier, 
somewhat different tribe.  This kind of combat was deemed 
existential by both parties to it, as one or both of those 
engaged could be destroyed.

	 More recently, in medieval times, before the rise of 
the nation state and its large armies in Europe, prolonged 
warfare in the form of raids and castle bashing was 
widespread.  This was an activity around which cultural, 
social and individual identities were formed and marked 
the end of a technological period over many centuries in 
which the most advanced weapons in use were the spear, 
the sword and the shield.

	

	 In the beginning of the 15th century weaponry 
commenced its transformation from medieval to modern 
technology at the battle of Agincourt where the English 
long bow destroyed the armored, mounted French Knights.  
A century later the musket appeared, and then in our 19th 
century westward expansion, the Colt revolver and the 
Winchester rifle introduced repeat firing mechanisms.  
And the rest, as is often stated, is history — from knight 
on horse to nuclear missiles in 600 years.

	 Even before the nation state, there were always 
borders, barriers or natural lines of demarcation or 
possession.  Native American tribes inhabited our vast, 
rich continent for thousands of years before the European 
explorers, fur traders and colonists arrived, and did 
so under a culture that had no concept of ownership of 

the land.  Each tribe could claim/exercise hunting or 
fishing rights in an area, and disputes were frequent, 
but ownership didn’t exist.  The land was a gift from 
the Great Spirit who had created it and them.  Peaceful, 
reverent and fair, if observed by all, it was no match for 
the Winchester and Colt firearms that were decisive in 
settling our western frontier.

	 The story of human civilization has many chapters.  We 
have mentioned technology, territory and his environment 
as having influenced man’s passage from his primitive 
beginning to his present global primacy.  While these are 
external in their nature, they have had a formative effect 
on human civilization.  Still, something is missing.  It is 
religion.  It is internal and has probably been responsible 
for more wars than any other aspect of our species’ often 
misguided attempts to raise ourselves, our behavior and 
our awareness from one level to the next.  It is a universal 
force that lives in the individual’s spirit in ways and 
forms chosen by the believer.  It is often planted there 
by events, by family or by third party priests or clerics 
whose lives are dedicated to the profession and practice 
of their faith.

	 It probably started as an appeal for protection by 
early man from natural forces he could not understand 
such as fire, lightning, thunder, flooding, etc.  Over time 
he ascribed nature’s actions to deities of human and/or 
animal form as in the Indian, Egyptian, Greek and Roman 
pantheons; and to emphasize their distinction from 
humans, gave them the ability to change their form, shape, 
identity, gender and species at will.  The one thing all 
these faiths, legends and divine communities shared was 
exaggeration.

	 As polytheism gave way to monotheism and the 
ascendancy of the three desert religions — Judaism, 
Christianity and Islam — each one asserted its claims to 
be regarded as “the true faith”.  This provided temporal 
rulers with an additional reason to wage war.  Certainly, 
wherever and whenever it was included, religion became 
the active ingredient and staple in our planet’s centuries 
of warfare.

	 One enduring example of this can be found in India’s 
long experience of the Hindu religion that extends back 
centuries before the emergence of the Abrahamic faiths.  
India was invaded by militant Muslim forces in the early 
part of the 8th century and Islam has maintained its 
prolonged adversity with Hinduism ever since — for 
1,200 years.  No meaningful history of India for this 
period could be constructed without recognizing Islam’s 
determined and difficult presence.

	

	

	 The choice to undertake religious war is usually that 
of the aggressor, but behind the action there can be 
two very different motivations.  The one most normally 

"from knight on horse to nuclear  

missiles in 600 years."

“planting the faith” can be seen as imposing  
it by those on the receiving end.



4

offered is that of bringing “the true faith” and its 
benefits to uncommitted populations or, more importantly 
or urgently, to those served by one or more competing 
faiths.  It is the latter that introduces the element of 
power, of competition, in a way that is not present in 
a missionary approach.  Language is often no help, as 
“planting the faith” can be seen as imposing it by those on 
the receiving end.

	 There is another possible motivation for religious 
war that has little to do with religion.  The aggressor 
may be mostly interested in the territory or treasure 
of the community he seeks to annex and may use religion 
as a screen to obscure his real purpose.  This is often 
furthered by fomenting divisions and resentments in the 
target region that appear to require intervention for 
their resolution.

	 The concepts of borders and religion appeared early 
in human development and have shared in protecting our 
species from the real or imagined perils that we faced 
every day and night of our civilizing journey.  In the 
process, we left markers in geologic time, we altered our 
body shape and size and expanded to unimagined levels 
our capability to think, reason and communicate.

	 From the trials of our civilizing journey we have 
developed conflicts and values which arm our political, 
social and economic institutions; and through which they 
inform our elections, laws, commerce, government and 
community relations.  Many of these have become what 
we call “hard wired” today, tightly bound as guidelines 
to our ways of thinking and behaving; and are passed on 
culturally and genetically by descent as parts of our 
civilizational response mechanism and as time-tested 
indicators of who and what we are.

	 Today, as the cumulative effect of human error presses 
heavily on WCIV, the arguments over borders and religion 
endanger our identity and are used by A/W elements in 
their Attacks on WCIV.

*          *          *

	 There is another threat we face, far less discriminating 
in who/what it targets than the A/W cohort.  It is exponential 
population increase and it is at work throughout our 
world.   We mention population here in relation to the 
Attack on WCIV because many of the techniques employed 
by the A/W utilize the global power and reach of our 
population problem.  Like migrancy and religious issues, 
population is also a conflict of identities; it is a matter 
of numbers whose increase at their present rate over the 
rest of our century could bring about massive political, 
economic and social change capable of seriously degrading 
human life, as we have come to know it, on our planet.

	 World Population growth for centuries past was 
plotted on charts as slowly growing, a nearly horizontal 
line until about the middle of the 19th century when it 

turned sharply upward in an almost vertical shape from 
which no relief can presently be expected. 

See Chart on Page 14

	 It is evident that our earth’s growing population 
problem is in clear need of a global solution, but specific, 
cooperative efforts have not survived the conversational 
stage at recent world gatherings in Japan, Mexico and 
Brazil.

	 The world is a hostile place and becoming more so.  
Population, religion and migrancy all fuel this hostility 
and challenge our claims of civilizational advancement.  
Not surprisingly, the A/W coalition has put these three 
major issues and the hostilities they create to effective 
use in the Attack on WCIV, and it will be the primary 
function of a new Popular Movement (POMO) to reveal 
the time, sources and nature of these attacks and how to 
defeat them.

	 Migrancy, population and religion all deal in and are 
measured by human numbers in one way or another.  There 
is another distinction between the West and its enemies 
and it is basic, pervasive and motivational — more a 
matter of “how” rather than “how many”.  It has existed 
for generations and yet only relatively recently in the 
past two centuries has become, first, a target and, then, a 
technique of the A/W factions.  It is the concept of human 
relations most notably expressed in government, politics 
and institutions in which private and public power come 
together to be focused and exercised.  The A/W comes 
down clearly on the side that this exercise should be 
authoritarian in its form and function, whereas WCIV is 
firmly committed to a process and outcome determined 
by open, rational, reasoned argument.  The inevitable 
extension of this long-standing divide is most clearly 
evident politically in the difference between popular and 
totalitarian government.

	 When we describe the A/W’s reliance upon centralized, 
rather than individual, power choices as a technique, 
it is because the A/W applies it almost uniformly in its 
attacks.  Like the word, “racist”, “central government” 
has become a weapon of choice.  Sometimes its use is not 
readily apparent or clearly stated, but even so it will 
have consequences, and any even moderately successful 
POMO should expose its purpose and presence. 

Why A POMO?

	 Over our history we have been able to keep our fragile 
republic with its popularly elected government together.  
We failed in 1861 and yet did a reasonably good job of 
putting the pieces back together.  But many changes were 
taking place and at the turn of the 20th century, only a 
generation after the Civil War, the newly industrialized 
America that stretched from ME to CA and from the Great 
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Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico bore little resemblance to its 
former self.

	 In 1903, President T. Roosevelt sent an armada of US 
Navy ships around the world to announce our status as a 
world power.  For those who doubted, confirmation came 
15 years later with the end of world war (ww) i when 
America's status was further enhanced by its role in 
securing and setting the terms of the peace.

	 We maintained our influence through the global pain 
of the 1930s and reinforced it by our decisive role in 
WW II.  Then, the new levels of rising wealth and power 
offered by the postwar world were accompanied by 
increased demands for new ways and means of interacting 
with voters, other countries and the regional trade and 
security organizations designed to serve both their small 
and large members.

	 Unfortunately, the internal operation of our 
Government was headed in a different direction for which 
the Congress must bear the greatest responsibility.  It 
has become corrupt; bloated, expensive and incapable 
of functioning in a way that gives priority to national, 
rather than its members’, political interests; and, in an 
organization known for its lax attitude towards ethical/
moral failures, has treated the American public to 
repeated accounts of Congressional sexual, financial and 
electoral scandals.

	 It is, however, not just in personal matters that our 
elected representatives fall short, as they fail in too 
many cases to provide the oversight that is absolutely 
necessary for the proper functioning of popularly elected 
governments — particularly for ours which lacks the 
prompt self-correction of parliamentary systems.

	 Currently, the nation’s fate is in the hands of a 
Congress predominantly motivated by personal benefits 
such as compensation, retirement, re-election, lifestyle 
and maintaining as frequently as possible a prominent 
presence in the mainstream media's (msm) news cycle.  The 
revelation in the last two years of accusations of sexual 
abuse of staff by members of Congress, who paid off their 
accusers with publicly raised funds, is evidence of a “frat 
house” mentality and sets a new low for misconduct by 
those to whom we entrust our government.

	 There are some very disturbing facts now emerging 
regarding Congress’ multiple areas of failure.  It is 
arguably the most important branch of government 
because only it can produce legislation with a semblance 
of national approval; and only it can authorize and 
create the funding required by both political parties and 
the White House.  Even with this enormous power at its 
command, Congress has played a strong role in its own 
decline.  It did not have failure forced upon it but sought 
it as naturally and knowingly as a duck seeks water.

	

	 Ours is a system of government that requires a fine 
sense of balance to function efficiently.  In the past 
that balance has been achieved by principled exchanges 
of power and reason in the nation’s interest, whereas 
much of Congress’ current energy is devoted to leaks, 
investigations, courting the msm, ideology and meaningless 
party line votes.  An “act of Congress” whether referring 
to an action or a piece of legislation used to suggest an 
effort of some dignity.  That is no longer true, as most 
of its’ arguments and actions serve small purposes and 
narrow interests.

	 In better, but still divided, times, once the argument or 
the election was over, Congress could expect a workable 
level of support from the public.  This is no longer true 
for two reasons — because of the extreme polarization 
within Congress and the hyper-active msm political 
coverage of the 24 hour, or even less, news cycle.

	 The question, “Why a POMO ?” remains.  It will not 
go away until it is answered which is something only 
the American people can do.  Our government is now in 
a state of suspension very close to functional paralysis 
brought on by ideological conflict, corruption, cynicism 
and loss of will and faith.  This condition cannot continue 
indefinitely.  Unless corrected, it will only grow worse 
to the point where it offers an irresistible opportunity to 
extreme elements from either the Right or the Left to try 
to take power.

	

	 To most Americans such a usurpation is not possible 
— “It can’t happen here” — but power grabs can be 
slick, and few people recognize how increasingly frail 
our democracy has become, bearing in mind that, as 
our Founders warned us, it was a fragile concept and 
construct from its beginning.  As our government has 
come to reward special interests, disregard its own laws, 
embrace political correctness and multi-culturalism, 
incur unsustainable debt and refuse to protect its 
citizens’ borders, electoral process or property, our 
democracy’s defenses have gradually slipped away.

	 This is the truth that America must face. Congress’ 
self-imposed failures have become so extensive and 
frequent that they will not be dislodged by the actions 
or attitudes of either its individual members or its two 
major parties.  This is Washington’s “dirty little secret”; 
and it is also, sadly, the new normal.  The old values and 
visions are mostly memories now, packed up and stored in 
our political attic.

	 The American people, entrusted with the right to vote 
under our Constitution, are not fools.  Watching the way 
their government functions, they have come to realize 
that it cannot represent them now as it has in the past.  
This is a time that calls for change, and change is usually 
painful, but whatever constitutional course America’s 

"...our democracy’s defenses  

have gradually slipped away."

"...its arguments and actions serve small 

purposes and narrow interests."
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citizens choose to reclaim their government, it will be 
less painful than doing nothing and acquiescing in the 
nation’s take-over by the authoritarian forms and ways of 
either the extreme Right or Left.

	 The POMO is the answer.  What we foresee is peaceful, 
popular, patriotic, spontaneous, cooperative, and not 
political in its purpose.  Its aim is to inform Americans 
of the nature of the present threat, to recollect their 
historic/cultural heritage and to make them aware that 
the multiple benefits of WCIV, which the Pilgrims and 
others brought to this country, have been inextricably 
combined in our American experience and now need our 
help to preserve them.

	 Buried beneath the surface of our collective American 
identity is a sense of moral and ethical justice as a defining 
element in our lives and the society we have labored to 
produce.  Americans now need to be reminded of its past 
value to us and our development, as well as its ability to 
inform our present actions and visions for the future.

	

	 To protect WCIV is an enormous task and probably 
beyond the reach of one or a few individuals.  But the 
POMO is a force with the strength, energy and resources 
of millions with common backgrounds, present interests 
and future hopes.  To put our trust in a POMO to oppose 
the forces of the A/W may seem to entail more risk than 
reward.  In fact, it is the most reasoned of possible 
actions.

	 The POMO should serve as an informer and facilitator, 
reminding Americans in clear and factual language of 
their Western European cultural, political, social and 
linguistic origins.  These are ties that bind, powerful 
connectors that used to be taught early in the educational 
process.  Today, our country’s history, when engaged at 
all, is taught in a downsized form that often presents the 
U.S. as having gained its superpower status through the 
use of violence and oppression.

	 What is arguably most extraordinary about the 
American public is the dearth of its knowledge of its own 
history.  The POMO will aim to change this — and always 
in a way that emphasizes that its purpose is to defend our 
culture, institutions and history against the attacks of 
A/W forces.

	 Another POMO function will be to combine the various 
parts of its message into a unified context suitable both 
for use by the mainstream and lesser media and for 
building cohesion among the POMO’s advocates.  This is a 
priority task for any effort that relies heavily on word of 
mouth for rapid growth and success.   The POMO to defend 
WCIV will be such an effort.

	 Most successful POMOs have “grass roots” and 
their early, sudden successes are in large part aided 
by the fluid and intense energies available from local 

organizing groups.  Like prairie fires, POMOs can move 
and change directions very quickly. They can often set in 
motion uncertain circumstances and/or human responses 
to them, a prime example being the daily news cycle.  It is 
far too early to make meaningful predictions as to how 
the WCIV POMO will evolve, but we suspect that enough 
interest will be generated to establish active groups in 
enough areas to form a working base to reach out to other 
regions.  In such a model there is no “big fish” — only 
many individuals moving quickly and smoothly as schools 
of fish do.  Hopefully, the WCIV POMO can do the same.

America's Portrait

	 The three dominant terms used in portraying America’s 
character have been the three “inds” — independence, 
industry and individualism.  In life, at work or play, in 
government, commerce, politics or artistic expression, 
America has expressed its embrace of these three 
characteristics as a reflection of the skills and choices 
of its citizens.

	 There is considerable truth in this, as in the century 
and a half from Plymouth Rock to the Declaration of 
Independence (DI) the American colonists were subject 
to the authority of a capricious English monarch, but 
enjoyed the freedom provided by being 3,000 miles and 
several months distant from London.  It is important to 
understand how the accumulated smaller freedoms of 
this period built the strength and confidence necessary 
to fire “the shot heard round the world”1  and to issue 
and exercise the DI.

	 Another difficult process took place at this time.  
The original settlers at Plymouth established a small, 
closely bound society in which religious and civic 
authority were often one and the same.  In a relatively 
brief time differences over power, personality, scripture 
and politics led to the fracturing of the earliest colonies 
followed by departures and the formation of new, split-
off communities.

	 However, as population and the royal interest grew, 
the descendants of those who had risked everything to 
come to the New World and to escape the horrors of 
England’s religious wars found themselves again subject 
to English authority in the form of its military forces.  
This “double whammy” was a deep disappointment to those 
whose forebears had come here to establish lives and 
settlements to share with God.  Much, from the failure 
of their communal efforts to the presence of the English 
garrisons, had not worked as planned, and this continuing 
dissatisfaction added fuel to the political movement for 
independence.

	 Looking back to this formative colonial time, it is 
impossible not to be forcibly struck by the individual and 
collective fervor and sense of purpose of these earliest 
Americans in the thirteen colonies that stretched south 

“...it is the most reasoned of possible actions.”
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along the continent’s eastern rim from NH to GA.  And 
equally, if not more, striking is the widespread inability 
of our current elected leaders to think or act in ways 
necessary to preserve these early values as essential 
guides to good government and shapers of our destiny.

	

*          *          *

	 Corruption and overspending are often joined in 
government that no longer serves its original intentions, 
and the topic of government spending is so fraught with 
traps of one kind or another that it can deflect reasonable 
analysis.  Still, it represents a major threat to our system 
to which both the public and its elected representatives 
should pay more attention.

	 Earlier this year it was revealed by the Dept. of 
Defense (DOD) that $20T (trillion) had been spent in 
ways or on projects it could not identify.  This amount 
had simply disappeared beyond the reach of the DOD’s 
accounting system.  In defense of the DOD, it manages a vast 
system that purchases and distributes services and goods 
of every kind, and it operates globally from third world 
countries to superpowers under hostile circumstances 
brought about by war, famine, revolution, drought, fires, 
floods, etc.  Still, $20T is an enormous amount of money 
— just $1T short of our entire national debt.  The DOD 
must frequently conduct its operations in these difficult 
political and natural environments in cash, and we should 
recall that during our war in Iraq a few billion dollars in 
cash “disappeared”.

	 Perhaps this type of loss should not be treated as 
“corruption”.  Is it the result of normal political risk 
in foreign war zones ?  Or is it a particular area of the 
DC “swamp” that needs to be drained ?   Imagined or real, 
this failure can be seen as tolerance, or even acceptance.  
In Congress today, few deny the “swamp” exists and even 
fewer admit that his/her party are part of it.

*          *          *

	 Given the exceptional size of our DOD budget, it is 
not surprising to find large fraud within it.   That is 
where the money is, but our civilian government agencies 
are also fertile areas for enterprising fraudsters.  The 
true extent of the cost to U.S. taxpayers of fraud in their 
government is both incalculable and unimaginable.  Why 
do we allow it?

	 The first reason is probably that of cost — that is 
the early stage cost when vendors, designers, employers, 
users and government program managers are primarily 
concerned with technological and performance matters.  
But without close attention and communication costs tend 
to rise and, once in actual operation, become imbedded.

	 No program or piece of equipment enjoys built in, 

shovel ready security.  It has to be added as its functions, 
capabilities and costs are defined and then revised.  And 
for many programs the end result — how they will be 
received by their users — is not known until they are 
implemented.  Moreover, government programs do not 
follow a straight line along the authority and decision-
making path from bottom to top.  They are often modified 
or absorbed by bureaucracy.

	 This is not meant to let Congress “off the hook”, 
as it, and only it, possesses funding authority in our 
government. Congress, however, has a long “to do” list 
and a short memory and prefers to direct its attention 
to current matters that enjoy attention from either the 
voters or the msm.  This is a characteristic shared by 
every bureaucracy that ever existed and can be found 
at all levels of our government — local, state and 
federal.  Sadly, it may have achieved its fullest flowering 
in DC where, despite many efforts to eliminate it, our 
bureaucracy has proved to be remarkably durable.

 

*          *          *

	

	 There are several types of corruption at work in our 
system of government.  There is the steady, quiet trading 
in votes using the lobbyist as middleman; as well as the 
constant press for personal and political power; and, in 
a separate but equally persistent form, the opportunities 
afforded those who work in government to grift the system 
and enrich themselves.  In one way or another, these are 
all transactional.  Money or power or both move from 
one place or person to another and a third party receives 
a benefit.  We are not unique in this.  It has played out 
globally since the earliest stages of man’s commercial/
political development.

	 Far more damaging to our government than these 
transactional forms of corruption is the atmosphere 
that dominates our political process.  It is one in which 
our historical ideals/values are seen as part of our 
past, but not our future, as talking points we can use to 
our advantage.  Sadly, there are too many members of 
Congress who are too young to expect anything else and 
whose knowledge of our history severely limits their 
ability to meet the responsibilities of elected office.

	 This atmosphere of corruption feeds upon itself in 
ways — large and small — and now corrupts the spirit of 
our government.  It was not always so.  America’s western 
expansion carried with it our Founders’ extraordinary, 
new concepts of political representation and government.  
As territories became states and then elected those who 
would represent them, Congress found itself receiving 
a growing stream of people new to political office, many 
of whom were idealistic and supportive of the Founders’ 
practical and symbolic democracy.

	 Throughout the 19th century, two WWs, and the 1930s 
global depression, the idealism of our Constitution and 
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DI was seen as an inseparable aspect of our character 
and progress, and the dominant element in American 
Exceptionalism (AE).

	 The postwar world changed everything.  Two good 
presidents, Truman and Eisenhower, were followed by a 
series of lesser ones beginning with Kennedy and Johnson.  
And sole superpower, rich and victorious America found 
itself faced with performing two conflicting roles — the 
first to erase the stigma of our use of nuclear weapons 
by providing money, attention and trade to others as the 
nations of the postwar world’s “best friend”; and in a 
completely opposite effort, to spread democracy/freedom 
throughout the world, often in countries where existing 
regimes, or those in the process of formation, had or 
were considering alliance with Russia or other Communist 
bloc nations.  This contradiction was doomed to produce 
uneven results, and it did.  From 1960-80, America and 
Russia spent enormous amounts of political and economic 
capital on the Cold War with little to show in permanent 
benefits.

Who Cares? And Why Don't We?

	 Here’s where we are.  Our political thought and 
conduct are highly antagonized by our two major parties.  
They do not seem to be able to discuss issues with the 
intent to arrive at a position which can accept input from 
both sides and serve the higher cause of the nation.  Quite 
to the contrary, in our present political climate power 
and ideology serve as the engines of our government.

	

	

	 A century ago the process was much simpler.  If the 
party in office didn’t deliver what the electorate wanted, 
it was replaced.  But the system has been enlarged to 
include many more and different interests --- often with 
open checkbooks and closed minds.  We have lost a lot of 
political flexibility to interests, both major and minor, 
determined to be seen and heard above the tumult, but 
their message becomes increasingly hard to comprehend.  
Is it language or static ?

	 This is a form of governmental paralysis.  Political 
votes may be taken and tallied without creating a 
direction for government, which is a form of stalemate 
that prevents both parties from effectively representing 
their constituents.  The usual way for such deadlocks to 
be resolved is by the appearance of a powerful leader 
from either the far Left or Right who can force a solution, 
even though democratic values may be lost in the process.

	 This is not the American way; we do not need a dose 
of strong man politics.  What we do need is for our 
contemporary GOP/Democratic party leadership to inform 
itself of the uniqueness of our past and what most 

Americans hope for in the future — and to act accordingly.

	

	 It is possible that the growth of a POMO would serve 
to focus our political leaders’ attention on the nature and 
urgency of the threat from A /W interests, and this focus 
might even lead those who serve in our government to 
try to understand the combination of thought and action 
that molded young America and on which we rely today 
in our role as the West’s “last man standing”.  No such 
revelation is guaranteed.  Nor will it occur by chance.  
It must come as the result of a much-needed change in 
attitude and effort by those to whom we have entrusted 
“our lives, our fortunes and our sacred honor .”2  It must, 
in few words, be earned.

	

Diversity — The Grand Delusion
	

	 It is highly doubtful whether any word in the history 
of the world has experienced the sudden and wide growth 
in its usage that the noun “diversity”, or its adjective 
form, “diverse”, has displayed over the past few decades.  
Its original meaning was to describe an assembly, often 
resulting from chance, of a group of elements (criminal, 
physical, mental, behavioral, religious, social, etc.) that 
displayed notable differences within their group of 
appearance, motion, methods or other distinctions.  It was 
a very plain, unpretentious word based on the appearance 
and existence of differences and the closest it came to 
having a political or social connotation was probably its 
use by demographers, academics, economists, etc. in the 
phrase “diverse populations”.

	 But the politics of inclusion of our postwar age 
may have changed the use, the intent and the reach of 
“diversity” forever.  It was found gold for politicians 
because with one word they could claim to extend their 
opinion or comment to unknown numbers of voters, 
listeners, viewers, readers, etc. who might presumably 
see themselves reflected, and include themselves, in a 
“diverse” category.

	 “Diversity” quickly became a form of political short-
hand; and within a decade it had become a permanent part 
of international speech, part of the basic “kit” of clergy, 
academics, politicians, news reporters/commentators, 
scientists, economists, sociologists, editors, advertisers 
and those who conduct our government’s agencies, 
bureaus and departments.  Why ?  How ?

	 Well, in addition to being a form of political short-
hand which enabled politicians to say things without 
actually saying them, “diversity” developed other lives.  
It became the favored rallying cry of the Left here, in 
Europe and elsewhere; and the Left is a highly active 
secular opponent of WCIV in North America and in its 

“Is it language or static ?”

“It must, in few words, be earned.”
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homeland, Western Europe.  In all its many forms it found 
“diversity” to be a very effective weapon with which to 
attack the western democracies.

	 And another life is even more spectacular than 
others.  It became what may well be our world’s most 
commonly used and understood “virtue signal” (VS).  A 
VS is not unique to our age, but our ability via technology 
to project this signal is.  Like a coded or “dog whistle” 
message, it is intended to convey a meaning beyond its 
actual words.

	 A writer who employs references to “diversity” is 
signaling that he/she sees “diversity” as a virtue and 
is one with all those who feel the same way.  A VS calls 
attention and credit to its author while at the same time 
attaching the author and message to the target audience.

	 The VS sender can be an individual or an institution of 
any type or purpose.  For instance, it is nearly impossible 
to read or scan any contemporary educational, religious 
or political communication without finding references to 
“diversity” and other VS language.

	 There is some degree of deception throughout the VS 
method, but the great deceit of “diversity’s” contemporary 
use occurs in its political application by the forces of 
the A/W.  “Diversity” is the altar before which millions 
kneel to commit themselves to the cause and course of the 
political Left whose main weapons, political correctness 
(PC) and multiculturism (MC), like diversity itself, 
emphasize and celebrate divisions and distinctions.

	 Consider “diversity” in its original, pre-political 
context when it mostly referred to the variety found 
in any assembly of interests, appearances, talents, 
languages or other badges of identity created by will or 
chance.  Repeat: this is key to understanding the current 
attack on WCIV.  Diversity’s new, politicized message is 
one of differences and distinctions.  It is enforced by PC, 
MC and other techniques the A/W has crafted to serve 
its purposes.  Moreover, the A/W’s American agents are 
a tenacious lot, and not above applying social and other 
forms of pressure to the surprisingly large number of 
the weak, the fearful, the uncommitted and other targets 
of opportunity in 21st century America’s increasingly 
polarized and antagonistic society.  The promise of 
“diversity” is difference — ethnic, social, economic and 
more — and how these differences can be protected by 
MC, PC and other efforts to build political solidarity.

	 But what is delivered ?  When and how will the 
PC and MC paradise come into being ?  The answer, the 
Grand Delusion, is that it won’t; it can’t.  Take six cans of 
different soups and mix them together and what results?  
The individual flavors (i.e., tomato, spinach, etc.) are 
mostly gone and what remains is a mixture in which only 
some, not all, of the former characteristics (i.e., taste, 
aroma, color, viscosity) may be recognized.

	 The delivery is the same in the interaction of people 
under central authority which immediately begins 
the process of reducing distinctions and increasing 

uniformity.

	 The Grand Delusion is a kind of mammoth bait 
and switch offered by the political Left in which the 
differences claimed for diversity, PC and MC are very 
soon absorbed, abandoned and replaced by the bland and 
similar populations controlled by elites that have been 
the goal of authoritarian government since the late 19th 
century.

*          *          *

	

	 Diversity has become a goal in itself rather than 
something that might develop from our actions and 
circumstances.  The U.S. had true diversity in its thirteen 
colonies which, when combined by union, served as a 
force multiplier for our extraordinary economic, social 
and political progress.  We should recall that Darwin 
explored natural diversity which exists on a scale we 
cannot even hope to fully comprehend.  It is the genuine 
article that should come to mind when we use the word 
“diversity”, not the pale, virtue signaling, political 
version that dominates our public conversation now.  The 
latter is no more than a goal in search of supporters.  It 
is a phony and should be exposed.

	

Watching The Lights Go Out

	 In 1914, British Foreign Secretary, Sir Edward Grey, 
famously observed “The lights are going out all over 
Europe, we shall not see them lit again in our lifetime.”  
In the time between Grey’s century and ours they have 
been both relit and re-extinguished under circumstances 
of war and peace that have cost the nations of Western 
Europe extraordinary losses of life and property.

	 Attempting to separate itself from the causes of its 
two 20th century WWs and lured by the prospect of a 
regional, commercial, co-operative body that would reduce 
regulations and eliminate borders and tariffs, Western 
Europe established the EU, a massive administrative 
bureaucracy with its own regulations and currency that 
reached deeply into its member nations’ economic policies 
and their citizens’ lives.  Under such an arrangement 
it was inevitable that the space between politics and 
commerce would shrink and that the effective power of 
the bureaucracy would increase.  But there is one major 
protection — regardless of the EU’s vast economic/social 
power, the member nations’ governments are popularly 
elected.  The EU structure functions by each member state 
sending a representative to the EU parliament.

	 This relatively simple mechanism had two key 
consequences.  First, its original purpose was to tighten 
the ties between the EU and its members by the latter 
having a designated, real-time representative to Brussels 
to optimize communication.  It did this and did it well.  But 
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there was a reverse side to this “coin” which emerged as 
the result of the enormous growth and power that accrued 
to the Brussels bureaucracy.  Member states could use it 
to slow down discussion and implementation in order to 
resist policies or directions which might engender broad 
opposition among their voters.

	 Large bureaucracies tend to function in slow motion, 
especially international ones, and within the EU difficult 
differences between its southern and northern members 
have developed.  As these relate to important financial 
policy, conduct and enforcement issues, a quick fix has not 
been available.  A stasis with powerful forces and high 
emotions on both sides has taken shape, but has produced 
no definitive answers, nor an indication of the time frame 
in which they might be expected to materialize.

	 With Britain’s exit already obtained by a popular 
referendum, even the mention of possible further 
defections carries a suggestion of real risk.  The EU’s 
present position seems somewhere between stasis and 
paralysis which enables it to withstand small movements 
in one direction or the other.  But a sudden, significant 
shift could prove unacceptable to one or more member 
states and bring about either a bureaucratic power 
failure or further withdrawals.

	 Only time will tell, but its current slow and cautious 
pace poses the risk of inactivity in dealing with other 
mortal threats — most notably the rapid and unrestricted 
addition of mostly Muslim migrants from the Near East 
(NE) and North Africa at the invitation of Germany’s 
Angela Merkel.

	 After 9/11 the rate of migration to western countries 
doubled.3 In Europe, as in the U.S., migrancy is a world 
class wedge issue, and the responses to it have been 
markedly different in the EU’s northern countries than 
those on its southern and eastern edges that received 
most of the arrivals.  The result is endless argument over 
legal, ethical, moral, enforcement, human and, of course, 
political considerations, but no agreement as to what 
policy changes or countermeasures should be undertaken 
to halt, or even limit, the flow of arrivals.

	 This wave of migration has been a disaster for Europe.  
After failed Islamic attempts to invade by force of arms 
at Tours, Vienna, Crimea and Hungary over almost a 
thousand years, approximately two million mostly young 
male Muslims have now gained entry to the EU and have 
established communities from Sicily to Sweden with 
Muslim populations, schools, mosques, customs and laws.

	 This number may not impress in our age of billions 
and trillions, but its cultural consequences cannot be 
ignored, as the Vienna Institute of Demography ominously 
projects that by 2050 (one generation from now) over 
half of all Austrians under the age of 15 will be Muslim.4  
The exponential nature of population growth will assure 
that this Muslim element's percentage will increase even 
if the present migration process is ended.

	 The EU has no agreement on how to deal with this 

crisis; and the leaders of its member states, fearful of 
mass domestic violence being unleashed by their large 
Muslim populations, have taken refuge in the delusion 
that Islam at its heart is like Judaism and Christianity, and 
no more to be feared than Catholics or Baptists.  This is 
not true, as some parts of Europe have already discovered 
that their laws, culture and electoral procedures are 
under constant attack.  Unless Europe can devise a common 
response, it is doubtful whether it will be able to reclaim 
its heritage and character.

*          *          *

	 For those of us who recall the inaction of European 
nations facing Hitler’s take-over of Europe the sensation 
of being “the last man standing” is not new.  Today’s 
threat of European cultural and political collapse is 
not an idle one.  It has a different form and character 
and employs different weapons, but its motivation, like 
Hitler’s, is conquest — conquest, however, with one major 
difference.  Hitler was a product of WCIV's languages, laws 
and legends.  He probably would have altered Europe’s 
culture, but not erased it.  Today’s invasion from members 
of NE and African cultures joined by Islam offers no such 
protection.  In one way or another, in time that suggests 
sooner rather than later, a continuation of the present 
transformation will prove once more, and perhaps finally, 
the truth of Sir Edward Grey’s century old warning.

	

	 But in its third recycling, things are different.  We 
cannot save Europe now with ground forces and bombers.  
Europe’s outer lines of defense have been penetrated and 
the corruption of the body has commenced.  Our time and 
trial as “last man standing” will come again, and the only 
way we can save Europe will be by saving ourselves.

"The Good Old U.S.A."

	 This is a phrase we don’t hear much anymore. The 

question that must be both asked and answered now is 

whether the American nation has the will and the unity 

to mount a sustained, effective effort to defend our 

values and culture.  This may sound like a no-brainer 

to which everyone will answer “yes”, but it is not 

that simple.  To respond promptly and forcefully will 

require determined cooperation not only among the 

three branches of government, but also among the host 

of agencies, departments, bureaus, commissions, boards 

and regulators in our federal government and with state 

and local bodies with parallel functions when necessary.  

"...and the only way we can save Europe  

will be by saving ourselves."



11

We are referring to a wartime mentality and commitment 

that we have not experienced since 1945 and which most 

of our population, citizens and non-citizens alike, cannot 

imagine.

*          *          *

	 The effort to save what we are, to defend our ways of 
life, law and thinking will have to be national in scope; 
there can be no room for laggards or those who cry 
“Hoax” because they will be inconvenienced or suffer 
a loss of revenue.  We must first become aware of the 
nature of our task and then join in undertaking it.

	 And what do we have available to meet and resist 
the forces that will be set against us ?  Well, we have a 
government consisting of three branches and 545 people 
— one president in the executive branch, 100 Senators 
and 435 Representatives in the legislative branch and 9 
Supreme Court Justices in the judicial branch.  We will 
need the support and cooperation of all if we are to save 
the civilization that we transplanted from Europe and to 
which we have added our own unique contributions over 
the past 400 years.

	 The plain and painful truth is that these 545 leaders 
(most elected, a few appointed), who have the privilege and 
responsibility to conduct government on behalf of 328 
million Americans have repeatedly demonstrated their 
inability to rise above personal, party or ideological 
levels to function in the nation’s interest.

	 Think of these contradictions:  As record fires, 
floods, droughts, temperatures, tornados and crop/
livestock failures have plagued our country, no serious 
environmental policy discussion, let alone legislation, 
has taken place.  Quite to the contrary, many members of 
Congress attack both government employed scientists 
whom they have funded and science, itself.

	 Similarly, over the last generation, we have seen 
our national debt grow from $3 trillion to its present 
$21+ trillion.  Debt of this magnitude places many 
burdens on the national economy, including the current 
payment of $300 billion in annual interest.  We have no 
means of reducing our debt, as we continue to outspend 
our revenues and create annual deficits.  The last time 
we reported a brief budgetary surplus was around the 
beginning of this century in the Clinton presidency.

	 Other issues, just as vexing and important, confirm 
the pattern.  Re: national security, our government has 
proved itself incapable of enforcing our immigration 
laws, dealing with local “sanctuary” situations, or 
the mandating of an entry/exit tracking capability for 
visitors and  the use of the E-verify system of employee 
identification. Many other administrative difficulties 
result from the careless and vague language of our 
existing law.

	 Our government and its leaders are caught in an 

ideological/money/power trap of their own design and 
construction.  They have come to see the ongoing, winner-
take-all power struggle in DC as the center of government, 
not a by-product of it.  They have defined themselves far 
more by the legislation they have failed to provide than 
by what they have passed

	

	

	 They are a quandary — in office, but unable to lead 
on large issues.  They can make noise that the msm is 
invariably ready to repeat and they can appear more often 
than necessary on our TV screens, but they can no longer 
serve the higher, overarching needs of our country.  For 
that, a different kind and source of political energy is 
now required.

*          *          *

	 This source must take the form of a POMO.  It must 
be rooted in communities where it can be discussed, 
where people can combine their interests and efforts 
and measure progress; and, while the product of modest 
or even small localities, it must be able to transmit its 
energy and exchange it with larger regional or national 
groups.  This is important.  To be effective, any local group 
must be able to view itself as one of many that constitute 
the national force, thereby building the communication 
and cooperation that enables a successful outcome.

	 The WCIV POMO should not focus on political campaigns 
unless it happens that one of its prominent figures becomes 
the target of a draft to run for office.  Even so, political 
campaigns and office come with many distractions which a 
POMO does not need.  The prime function of the WCIV POMO 
is to create and channel awareness of the existential 
threat now being directed against WCIV and our American 
culture/identity, and to give notice that we will defend 
them with all means possible.    It is common in large and 
fast-growing movements for human tempers, enthusiasms 
and methods to overheat, and it will be up to the national 
leadership to monitor these so that they do not become 
disruptive.  This is not to be seen as micromanagement of 
local activities.  Local energy and autonomy are essential 
to any POMO, but a national source is invaluable in 
providing information/advice and setting the appropriate 
tone when necessary.

Citizenship — Now and Then

	 WCIV, as we know it, traces back to the pre-Christian 
politics, art and language of Greece and Rome and, 
although both of these societies extended their borders 

“For that, a different kind and source of 

political energy is now required.”
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to distant lands, being a citizen of Athens or Rome was a 
badge of distinction and status.  It laid claim to both the 
benefits of “belonging” and the protection of separation.

	 The concept of citizenship suffered with the fall 
of Rome and the subsequent Dark Ages, but with the 
arrival of the Renaissance being a citizen of centers 
such as Florence, Venice or Amsterdam regained prestige.  
Western Europe endured a few hundred years of multiple 
wars under its many monarchies and then, at the end of the 
18th century in the course of its Revolution, the uniform 
term of address in France became “citizen”.  There were 
no exceptions and its use became as strongly fixed as 
“comrade” under Russian Communism in the 20th century.

	 Napoleon replaced the Reign of Terror and set about 
to conquer Europe and beyond in the process of which 
he lavishly displayed symbols of French history, culture 
and power.  Napoleon was dispatched in 1815 at Waterloo 
and Britain spent the rest of the century extending its 
commercial, political and military power through the 
world.  To be English born and a citizen carried with it 
global recognition and deference.

	 The next celebration of citizenship was that launched 
by Hitler who touted his “Third Reich” as assiduously as 
Napoleon had promoted France.  For those who can recall 
images of Germany in the 1933-45 period, there were 
swastikas in their red, black and white colors everywhere.  
Germany, too, had a standard form of address — “Heil 
Hitler”.  Compulsory address was an important aspect of 
the violent governments imposed by Robespierre’s French 
Revolution, Stalin’s Communism and Hitler’s Nazis.

	 We do not mean to suggest that authoritarian 
governments made better use of, or provided greater 
benefits through, citizenship.  As in other ways, citizenship 
could serve as a method of control or of granting favor.  
And even their standard forms of address (i.e., citizen, 
comrade, etc.) were compulsory.  They were imposed for 
political purpose.

	

	 We cited Hitler’s, Napoleon’s and Stalin’s regimes 
because they are recent; and the French Revolution 
followed our DI by just thirteen years.  But what a 
difference in their leaderships and outcomes !  Citizenship 
today is a concept, a value, that seems to have been pushed 
to the sidelines to cheer the financial and technological 
“masters of the Universe” as they march by.  That is a 
weakness of the West in which we and Europe and Canada 
are complicit.  It must be corrected.

	 One needs only to read or hear the wartime speeches 
of Winston Churchill to be reminded of how we used to 
view citizenship, of how the relationship between citizens 
and government can function.	 In the America of our 
founding citizenship was important.  It was a real and 

respected badge of distinction.  Now there are few, if 
any, areas of our public life privileged for citizens only.  
Education, Health Care, Employment, Residence ?  No.  Not 
even voting.

	 Robespierre, Stalin, Hitler and other regimes that 
have enforced forms of speech usage, and especially terms 
of address, have known that common speech is a unifying 
element, as are, of course, geographical borders.  By 
one way or another the A/W is determined to erase our 
borders and to shut down our fundamental freedom of 
speech — a double whammy intended to weaken and alter 
forever our Western identity.  This tactic must be called 
out, discussed and resisted.  It must be seen for what it is, 
its disguises removed, and people made aware of it.

	 Regarding our English Language, a few months ago we 
received a notice from ProEnglish5, an organization that 
has done fine work promoting the designation of English 
as the nation’s official language for governmental 
operations and citizen naturalizations.  The notice 
announced that the English Language Unity Act (HR 997) 
had enlisted its 70th supporter.  While this achievement 
indicates continuing progress, what seems an even more 
remarkable reading of this news is that out of 435 
members of our House of Representatives only 70 are 
willing to support and be counted as in favor of the 
English Language Unity Act.

Voting Rights — And Wrongs

	 Few Americans are aware that foreign language 
ballots are available in 29 of our 50 states .  That’s right; 
almost 60% of our states will extend their electoral 
privileges to voters who choose not to use our common 
language, mostly because they lack the ability to read or 
understand it.

	 How has this come to pass ?  Certainly, gradually, 
state by state, and with little national publicity; and it 
reveals in several ways how we have allowed our nation 
to drift from its early values.  As our elections, even our 
national ones, are conducted at the local level by local 
and state entities, the opportunities for manipulation by 
political interests at all levels are many.

	 In states with large foreign/immigrant populations 
political pressure upon local election authorities and/
or state legislatures can insert seemingly vague or 
minor language changes into their electoral laws and 
procedures.  In the hands of their sponsors’ attorneys 
these language additions can be tweaked or interpreted to 
produce, often with the help of a court decision, results 
that are neither vague nor minor, but, as in the case of 
non-citizens’ voting, can initiate a practice of electoral 
participation that contradicts our history and origins 
and can place many of our republic’s core principles and 
its identity at risk.

"It must be corrected."
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	 Again, how has this happened ?  If we care to look, or 
even care at all, there are two factors we cannot escape.  
The first, and eventually the more dangerous of the two, 
is that the American people bear much of the blame for 
their country’s political deterioration over the past two 
generations.  It is true that they have been overwhelmed 
by our msm and frustrated by the influence of money and 
lobbyists that favors incumbents.  But it is our system and, 
if we want to make it work, we’ll have to do it ourselves.  
Big money and power are now entrenched and they will 
not exit quickly or quietly.

	 The second factor reveals how this situation, which 
has developed gradually and locally, serves the purpose 
of the A/W Attack Against WCIV.  It should come as no 
surprise that facilitating non-citizen voting by the use 
of foreign language ballots serves the MC and PC goals 
of the political Left and it will be put to use by it and by 
other A/W elements in their war against the West.

	 Think about this.  It is now no longer hidden; it is out 
in the open, visible to all.  Repeat:  nearly 60% of our 
states allow voting in foreign languages; and many have 
only rudimentary protections in place.  This permission 
has come about by efforts at state and local levels to 
enable it.  Can there be any doubt that the enabling 
language enjoyed the support of our political Left and 
other groups that operate under the A/W umbrella ?  No, 
and just as we have identified our own failure to recognize 
this threat, we must be aware of the external forces that 
have pushed its penetration of our electoral system to its 
present level.

	 Our faith in our citizens’ judgement, if they are 
properly informed, is strong, and we believe that this 
issue, were it to be exposed to national review, could 
become a powerful campaign issue in 2020.  Awareness 
does wonders!

Pendulum Politics

	 In the course of forming our democratic republic the 
Founders gave great weight to providing elasticity to 
its form and function.  They realized that our two party 
system’s power would move, like a pendulum, from one 
party to another, according to the popular will expressed 
in our electoral system.  For more than 200 years and 
under a wide range of political circumstances this vision 
has been successful.  Our political pendulum has given, 
and has then taken away, advantage of many kinds and, most 
importantly, in doing so has stayed within its prescribed 
arc.

	 The conduct of the Senate Judiciary Committee in its 
confirmation hearings for Judge Brett Kavanaugh was 
an attempt to interfere with and replace our pendulum 
mechanism with a pure power grab simply because 
Democrats saw their control of the Supreme Court 
slipping away.  Their short view of “power now” ignored 

the many changes in the political balance of the court 
which we have experienced.

	 Consider that Pres. Harding at the beginning of the 
last century had the opportunity to appoint four justices 
who turned the Court decisively to the right, where it 
remained until FDR’s and Truman’s appointees moved it 
back to the center and then to left of center.

	 This process succeeded because the Court was viewed 
as a deliberative/interpretative body whereas today many 
in Congress consider it as an elite political center whose 
Congressional confirmation hearings have become mini-
elections.

	 What transpired at the hearings on Sept. 27 was 
a disaster for our government and, especially, the 
Senate.  Both parties’ actions were dominated by political 
circumstance and fell far short of our traditional “advise 
and consent”.  Suffice it to say that in this process 
two lives were recklessly laid bare to public exposure 
and private pain, and the long cultivated image of our 
“upper chamber” as one of moderation and wisdom lost 
credibility.

	 We do not know when the pendulum will change its 
direction, but suspect that, as usual, there will be heavy 
media coverage and commentary from numerous Senators, 
all designed to give the impression that “we had our 
differences, but in the end the system worked.”

	 Except that it hasn't !  It has failed in many ways, that 
can only be repaired by real effort, and the odds don’t 
favor that happening.  It is more likely , unless Congress 
takes specific action to define the parameters of “advise 
and consent”, that this key role, will slip into our past 
and what occurred in September will become the new 
normal.

Epilogue

	 America has two lamps.  Lady Liberty holds one on 
Bedloe’s Island at the entry to NY harbor.  The other 
is a magic cyber lamp like Aladdin’s of our childhood 
stories.  Make a wish, type a phrase and everything can 
be changed.  We are in such a period now in which our 
government has changed because special interests are at 
the keyboard typing instructions.  The result has recast 
how we perceive and respond to both public and private 
events.

	 This significant shift in the public’s perception of 
government power and persuasion is just one consequence 
of our extraordinary advances in communications 
technology.  The question to be decided is whether Lady 
Liberty with her old-fashioned torch can survive, or 
whether it will grow more dim and be overpowered by the 
brightness and slick messages of the cyber gang to whom 
the global pursuit of technology seems to have granted 
unlimited power.
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Mr. Ault is retired from business, a graduate of Yale University, and the author of: 
A Retail Food Study (La Roche & Co. NYC, NY 1957) which described the emergence 
and growing dominance of the supermarket in American food retailing;  eminent 
disdain: the triumph of cynicism over integrity in 21st century america.(2009) ; 
and who lost america?  can america’s democratic identity and government survive 
our ethicial, political and economic failures? (2011) The last two are available 
from the publisher, authorhouse,  (888-280-7715 or at authorhouse.com.) or online 
at Amazon.     

ABBREVIATIONS
NE 	 Near East
PC 	 Political Correctness
POMO 	 Popular Movement
UN 	 United Nations
VS	 Virtue Signal
WCIV	 Western Civilization
WW	 World War

	 At the dawn of agriculture, about 8000 B.C., the population of the world was approximately 5 million. Over the 8,000-
year period up to 1 A.D. it grew to 200 million (some estimate 300 million or even 600, suggesting how imprecise population 
estimates of early historical periods can be), with a growth rate of under 0.05% per year.
	 A tremendous change occurred with the industrial revolution: whereas it had taken all of human history until 
around 1800 for world population to reach one billion, the second billion was achieved in only 130 years (1930), the third 
billion in 30 years (1960), the fourth billion in 15 years (1974), and the fifth billion in only 13 years (1987).
	 • During the 20th century alone, the population in the world has grown from 1.65 billion to 6 billion.
	 • In 1970, there were roughly half as many people in the world as there are now.
	 • Because of declining growth rates, it will now take over 200 years to double again.

Sources: US Census Bureau & United Nations Population division via Worldometers' World Population Clock @ worldometer.info

ECD 12/19/18

AE	 American Exceptionalism
AW	 Anti West(ern)
DI 	 Declaration of Independence
DOD	 Dept. of Defense
EU	 European Union
MC 	 Multicultural(ist)
MSM 	 Mainstream Media
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