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WHO CARES?
AND WHY DON'T WE?
PART 3
CRISES
Today a map of the world reveals that WCIV dominates
Europe, the Americas from the Arctic Ocean to Cape
Horn, Greenland and Australia. Within this extensive
civilizational imprint there exists, sometimes peacefully
and sometimes not, many sub-cultures, tribes, races,
languages, religions, economies, states, laws, customs,
traditions, histories, values and more. Understanding
WCIV’s role in our world is difficult and creating
a coherent response in its defense borders on the
impossible. And yet, it must be done. If we do nothing, we
will not survive, as we no longer have the protection of
default positions to which we can retreat to buy time or
safety.

PREFACE
We have arrived at a time when the future of our
nation, our civilization and our planet can no longer be
separated in our thoughts or conscience. If we are to
be honest in defense of our lives and culture, we must
acknowledge that we now face global crises that didn’t
exist a century ago and which both our international
institutions and our own political apparatus have failed
to recognize, let alone engage; and, while the nature
of these crises is not totally political, their solution
will entail political action. They concern our planet,
our people and our politics and we will need the best
resources from all three that we can muster.

*

*

*

The three crises that have expanded and accelerated
in our postwar period to the point where their continued,
exponential growth threatens our species’ ability to
sustain human life as we know it are:

We, as Americans and as individuals, are confronted
by three existential crises that singly, or in combination,
have the force to destroy our nation, our culture and
Western Civilization (WCIV) which originated in Athens,
spread to Rome and then through Europe. During the 15th
and 16th centuries’ Age of Exploration it was carried
across oceans and transplanted with mixed results.
Beginning in the 17th century, trade and colonization
efforts increased and in the “New World” Spanish,
English and French zones of interest and population
became settled as the result of competition both here in
the western hemisphere and between their governments
at home.

1) Unchecked, exponential population growth.
2) Depletion of natural renewable and non-renewable
finite resources at a rate far beyond their placement
capability.
3) The failure of WCIV leaders, singly and collectively,
to recognize and confront the imminent threat posed
by contemporary Islam.

IN THIS ISSUE, we continue to view shifts in our political culture from our colonial origins to contemporary
America. And we examine Donald Trump’s presidency from the perspective of its consequences for our government.
IN OUR NEXT ISSUE, we will look at the impact of our immigration attitudes and legislation upon our social and
political cultures.
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It is easy to read a paragraph like the one
above and then move on without grasping its
full meaning or scale. The first two threats
are by-products of the West’s 19th century
Industrial Revolution (IR) and like Islam
they were able to gain global economic and
social traction as the result of the new
wealth, power and technology unleashed by
WW II.
History reveals everything in its own
time, but doesn’t always reveal the meaning
of details or tipping points as they occur.
Some important historical events can be
pin-pointed by time and place such as WWII
(Pearl Harbor, 12/41 to Nagasaki, 8/45),
but even when history draws such specific
lines, the events or conditions that led
up to them usually have run a larger and
less noticed course. Certainly, wars and
industrial/technological revolutions are
in this category in which tipping points go
unrecognized or, even worse, are identified
but ignored.
It is against the background of these
crises that America’s political culture must
be observed. Self-interest demands that
we keep them in full view at all times, but
reality is something else and functions more
like a theatrical scrim that divides the stage
so that the rear part can be either dark or
back-lit and visible. Unfortunately for
our world of the early 21st century, these
existential crises exist behind the scrim
and are rarely illuminated and allowed to
be viewed, while at stage front the petty
posturing and push/pull of politicians
preening for the mainstream media (msm) is
both what we see and what we get.
Our political reality scrim conceals,
for the most part, another jarring aspect
of our current political culture. We try
to project the same image of status (i.e.,
of wealth, justice, success, etc.) that we
did at the height of our post-Cold War,
superpower period, but time has passed,
and opportunities with it. The truth is that
many of our society’s economic, social and
political divisions that our political parties
tried to paint or paper over have grown
deeper and seemingly impervious to repair.
And in our mad, mad media world they are as
evident to those whose cooperation we must
seek abroad as to America’s voters.
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THEN AND NOW
To understand our present problems,
we must be willing to question our cultural
origins, behavior and “progress” and apply
their lessons of success and failure, keeping
always in mind William Faulkner’s keen
judgement, “The past is never dead. It’s not
even past.”1
Nathaniel Hawthorne’s extraordinary
novel, The Scarlet Letter, is set in 17th
century New England and is centered on
the lives and trials of Hester Prynne
and her out-of-wedlock daughter, Pearl.
Because Hester refuses to reveal the
father’s identity, the full force of the
community’s outrage falls on her. She is
made to acknowledge her sin of adultery by
the display of a prominent red “A” on the
front of her dress. Hester, an accomplished
seamstress, fashions a sign of defiance of
her punishment by creating a beautiful and
instantly noticeable embroidered scarlet
“A”.
In 17th century Salem, survival was
the shared challenge for individuals and
communities. The latter were small by our
later standards and their members were
tied together by many strands of their lives
—health, commerce, charity, education,
religion and their civil and criminal laws.
Given the perils of that time and its
circumstances, the safety that results
from shared exposure to danger was a daily
factor in early colonial life. This sense
of safety demanded trust, cooperation,
respect in their communal as well as
individual relations. To this end, moral
values were often tied to legal ones and the
Bible and the law seen as interchangeable
authorities.
As the loss of the respect of a neighbor,
or by extension of the community, was a
serious matter and a form of betrayal, the
element of shame was viewed as a key element
in effective discipline. It figured strongly
in punishment by the use of stocks which
imposed moderate physical pain by holding
the perpetrator in a fixed and uncomfortable
position and subjecting him to stares and
comments of his follow citizens.
Adultery, combining as it did sex and
shame, was seen to offend both man and God,
the Bible and the Law, and gave good reason
for Hester Prynne and her neighbors to be

Average Americans reading or listening to our msm
were used to absorbing the news, not challenging it, and
were too accepting of its content. Warnings, as usual,
were ignored and, as the mention of “racism” in our
national conversation increased, it gained acceptance.

reminded of it during all her waking hours. This may
seem quaint in our sexually charged atmosphere, but in
colonial New England shame had real consequences, and
accusations that implied or conveyed it had the force of a
blunt instrument. They created their own kind of personal
and popular panic from which, like witchcraft, there was
no refuge. At that time the accusation of adultery, let
alone its proof, could condemn bodies and souls. It would
take another four hundred years for accusations to do
the same to our minds.

*

*

Another factor was that most Americans want to lead
their lives in peace with neighbors, co-workers and the
local institutions (churches, schools, charities, clubs,
etc.) with which they engage. The MC groups and their
leftist members were well aware of this and used the
threat of “racism” in meetings, media, public events,
speeches, etc. to overpower sources of local resistance.
Not wanting (for personal, political or professional
reasons) to be tainted by “racism”, far too many people
opted out by silence, thereby greatly increasing the
reach and status of its charge. As more people within a
community chose silence, the community was transformed
into one that met MC goals while the expression of opinion
differences became less pronounced and more infrequent.

*

In 21st century America the charge of choice, of
universal condemnation, is that of Racism, and Hester
Prynne’s scarlet “A” has been replaced by our society’s
“R” — which has come to be used widely and recklessly.
		
The charge of “racism”, especially when the msm
turns up the volume, has an extraordinary, bordering
on unique, capability to divide people and enflame their
responses which was promptly noted and put to use by
the multiculturalist (MC) movement here and elsewhere.
As both its message and method depended upon planting
and exploiting divisions, MC was applied, accurately
or not, to situations and subjects far beyond its legal/
academic origin with great success. The rest is history,
as “racism’s” usage literally raced around the world in
search of new targets.

" Like blackmail, this fear will not go away, and
payments must be made."
This enormous extension of our use and misuse of
the charge of “racism” has achieved for it the status of
a “sin”, much like colonial adultery. Hester Prynne’s
sin was one of the flesh and, as her tale evolves, that of
Pearl’s father was an even greater sin of the soul. Our
contemporary society via its reckless, indiscriminate
insertion of “racism” into every level of our national
discourse is made worse because it is a sin of the mind
that attacks and robs the unsuspecting and unaware of
rational thought and reasoned judgement. For those who
remain silent in the face of false charges of “racism”,
who do not wish to jeopardize personal or commercial
relationships, the shame directed at them is joined by fear
of further demands and remorse. Like blackmail, this fear
will not go away, and payments must be made.

Future historians, looking into the past, may well
wonder how the accusation of racism, whether justified
or not, could gain such traction that even its mention
without proof could capture hearts and change minds.
As with 17th century Salem’s attitude towards evil, the
mere mention of “racism” in our time has been sufficient
to presume guilt. Its expanded usage is now so broad and
unspecific that our political and legal systems have had
to make adjustments in their practice to accommodate the
new reality.

*

How has this happened ? Why have two generations of
Americans allowed themselves to be captured and taken
prisoner by a socially and politically destructive effort
to sow discord and magnify our differences ? The basic
answer derives from a change in our national character.
Quite simply, as individuals and as a nation, we were
unwilling to take the action needed to deny or deflect the
charge of “racism” and thereby to rob it of its strength
and reduce it to a lesser status.

*

*

Today WCIV finds itself once again under existential
attack. Having accomplished the defeat of Hitler and
Stalin, we managed to waste the peace and now confront
threats or are engaged in warfare in Africa, the Near East
(NE), Russia, China and, incredibly, North Korea. This is a
startling turn-around considering that at the end of the
20th century the Soviet Union had fragmented and China
was still struggling to raise itself to a world leadership
level.

One reason that “racism” became such an efficient
attack weapon is that its success was fueled by two
factors — growth in both the numbers and viciousness
of its attacks. Most Americans do not see themselves as
daily defenders of our national way of life or WCIV. And
yet, today we and others around the world must accept
the responsibility to man the barricades that protect our
values, ourselves and our offspring.

We and WCIV face common crises of multiple parts
including a dangerous lack of homogeneity and unity;
and we have become victims of the same political, social
and cultural divisions that have been encouraged and
exploited by socialists, communists, fascists, globalists
and others who live in envy of the economic, political
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As with other parts of our political process, there
is room for reasoned discussion of diversity at our
political center and right-center, but the thinking that
would encourage such a move is not available in “winner
take all” Washington today.

and cultural success of the West. Here, we have been
under attack for three decades, but have not seemed to
recognize our peril.
"...vacuums usually are the result of good
intentions that yield terrible results."

*

Over the past century we have rescued Europe
twice and then put NATO in place to ensure its, and our,
protection, but it seems that we also have set in place a
psychology of European dependency on the US in matters
of defense while we have rushed into the embrace of the
EU to deal with its many economic, social and territorial
problems. Between these two attitudes there exists a
vacuum that is as troubling for us as it is tempting for
the forces that oppose WCIV. In international relations
vacuums, usually are the result of good intentions that
yield terrible results.
*

*

*

*

Diversity, along with many of our popular beliefs, has
a relative value that depends upon other elements of the
time and place in which it exists. Like racism, the word used
to have a rather narrow and humdrum meaning but has
now been repackaged for wider use as a political message
and weapon. Favored by MC and politically correct (PC)
elements on the Left, it is equated to human values such as
patriotism, tradition, charity, generosity, etc. which many
Americans view as part of our history and heritage. And,
like “racism”, any opposition to it is treated harshly by
being ridiculed and made to feel guilty.

*

But, let’s return to the Pilgrims to ask one important
question. They were a homogenous mini-society with the
same language, law and religion embarked upon a lengthy
and dangerous voyage in a small ship. What if, instead, the
Mayflower had carried equal numbers of Jews, Muslims
and Christians from their homelands ? Would they have
survived the voyage or survived life in their early days
in the New World ? Each of these faiths has its own claim
to authenticity, divine origins and scripture which might
have made it impossible to create the unified, bonded,
homogenous society of the Pilgrims. In continual, close
contact and under conditions of prolonged scarcity and
danger it is likely that this group would have suffered
from distinction, rivalry, competition over resources
and other behaviors that would weaken it. What would
American culture have been under such circumstances?
Would there have even been an American culture ? Or
an America with a Declaration of Independence (DI) and
Constitution such as ours ?

Diversity is both the altar at which MC forces pray
prior to battle and the flag under which they fight. It is a
logical result of the MC tactic to divide populations into
increasingly smaller and more numerous parts which are
bound to have a diluting effect upon the specific cultures
(i.e., religious, political, economic, national, etc.) with
which they co-exist. Diversity is usually a by-product but
has been converted into a goal by the liberal principles
that have dominated Western postwar social/political
thought.
In addition to its political constituency, diversity has
an emotional, social appeal that has aided in its elevation
to goal status here and in Europe. It is not without drawbacks, however, as it is viewed by many less liberal sectors
as contributing to problems such as crime, poverty and
unemployment the costs of which fall upon government
and then, ultimately, the taxpayers.

Our colonial period that preceded our DI and
formation of government was a testing ground on which
the abuse of royal power and authority acted as a spur to
independence and, more importantly, the establishment of
institutions in the new republic that would prevent such
capricious use of power in the future.

Diversity can be useful, but it has far reaching
consequences and if it becomes policy, it should be publicly
explored and determined. In the last half century in this
country diversity has been tied to and mostly achieved by
immigration. Curiously, while there has been an ongoing
argument over that time as to the benefits and drawbacks
of immigration, there has been no such debate over the
value of diversity. In our political system, it is treated
as a “given” by the Left that is rarely, if ever, challenged
because of its emotional context.

Plymouth Rock was only a few centuries removed from
Magna Carta during which time the English crown and
its royal court retained broad powers and determinedly
resisted popular encroachment. As with other neighboring
monarchies, the destinies of European peoples were
largely determined by the politics and religion of royal
marriages and births. In doing away with this foundational
aspect of monarchy, our founders recognized that, if it was
not replaced by a new form of government, the resulting
vacuum would lead to failure. Fortunately for us and the
world their foresight, intelligence and shared purpose
combined in creating a structure of institutions which

But diversity’s status is not due entirely to emotion.
There is money, big money, involved that acts against
an open policy debate just as powerfully as emotion.
Important elements within our political, commercial,
religious and, academic sectors benefit substantially
from our commitment to the pursuit of diversity as a
stimulant of economic and social growth.
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CULTURE IN MOTION — POPULATION

stored and conveyed power on behalf of the people and
were stabilized by a very clever arrangement of checks
and balances.
*

*

At the beginning of the IR early in the 19th century
our global population was 1 billion; it is now 7.5 billion
and, according to the UN estimates, will reach 11 billion
by the end of this century. In response to these numbers,
a surprisingly small number of Americans (and an even
smaller number of our leaders) will register much
interest, let alone concern or alarm.

*

If we return to the theatre, a contemporary drama
about our nation’s history might well show in the
foreground a clamorous meeting of members of our
three branches in which the main concerns appear to
be ideology, reelection, financial gain and the way our
institutions can be subverted for these new values. Turn
down the front lights, turn on the backlights behind the
scrim and a group of our founders engage in a totally
different conversation about how the power of the new
nation’s citizens can be fairly directed to and exercised
by the federal government.

And yet these numbers have global consequences,
for, whether we are concerned or not, they affect our
shared activities, the way we live — all of us. Again,
at the start of the IR, the carbon dioxide (CO2) content
of our atmosphere was 280 parts per million (ppm). In
2015, it averaged 400 which is viewed by most scientists
as dangerously high — as a serious threat because its
role in the chemical order of our bodies and environment
writes rules which we share and which, if ignored, imperil
all of us.

Much of our American history has taken place between
these two visions, and our present concept of history
has changed as much as our politics, as it is now being
viewed and taught in many ways as a matter of subjective
interpretation. Surely, if history, ethics, government,
policy and other ways to judge our political system are
exercises of subjective interpretation, they will not
provide the protection of the public’s rights and powers
that our founders took care to write into our laws. All
too often today, even our properly passed and funded
laws go unenforced or are whittled away by litigation
or conflicting interpretation at local, state or federal
levels.

*

*

*

At the end of WW II, the population of the US was 150
million and its carrying capacity2 was the same. That time
of balance could have been put to good use to inquire into
the country’s real needs for growth and consumption
compatible with sustaining our way and quality of life,
but the nation’s mind was on peace and prosperity. The
next quarter century yielded two significant efforts to
view our economic and demographic demands realistically
in the publication of The Limits of Growth3 and the
Rockefeller Commission’s report4 . Both condemned
exponential growth as harmful and, although the latter
was supported by Pres. Nixon, the growth at any cost
forces prevailed.

Our political culture is not static. Its way and
shape are bound to be changed by external and internal
pressures, and yet can survive if we adhere to its core
values and commitments. We have become distracted and
grown sloppy about the care of our political culture over
the past half century, and in our onstage political drama
our founders must regard with concern and anguish what
takes place in our time frame.

Henry Ford’s original car design was for a fuel
system that could employ either alcohol or gasoline,
but he was persuaded by John D. Rockefeller to eliminate
the alcohol option. A fateful choice, as Ford gave rise
to our age of automobiles, fossil fuels and interstate
highways. Thus began a cycle of more people, more cars,
more roads, bridges and parking which brought with them
conveniences, pleasures and also penalties. Common
to all these was the presence of the automobile and an
incremental way of thinking about the increasing changes
brought about by growth on demand. Incremental
thinking expressed itself in an endless process of adding
parking facilities, access roads, traffic laws, tunnels,
bridges, etc. to accommodate ongoing permanent growth.
Roadways of the interstate system that began as 4 or 6
lanes now number 8, 10 or 12. What will be the magic
number required in another generation ? Or by 2100 ? Do
we really believe that highway construction can keep pace
with procreation ?

Congress bears much, but not all, of the responsibility
for our failures and there’s more than enough blame to
go around. But that raises another question: Given the
will to repair the damage, do we run the risk of raising
the bar so high that it can’t be reached or setting it so
low that Congress will either trip over it or ignore it ?
"...the joy, the burden and the privilege of our
system of government."
It is the institutions, the boundaries, traditions,
values to which we all subscribe that keep government
from going over the edge. Without this unity, we cannot
deliver the social and political atmosphere necessary for
societal progress – which is at once the joy, the burden
and the privilege of our system of government.
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is “What would WCIV be like today had Islam prevailed in
even one of its attempts to conquer ?”

Additionally, the construction cost for interstate
highways, of which 90% is paid by the federal government,
has risen sharply with the cost/mile in some areas reaching
many millions of dollars. These increases in construction
and maintenance expense combined with political neglect
have dissipated the federal highway funding structure to
where it no longer is able to serve its purpose, and even
routine maintenance will require trillions of dollars of
appropriations from Congress.

Religion of one form or another has been practiced
by our species for centuries before the arrival of the
three desert religions descended from Abraham —
Judaism, Christianity and Islam. Reduced to their essence,
their very different messages can be found in Judaism’s
Pentateuch, Christianity’s four gospels of the New
Testament and Islam’s Qur’an. Moses offered God’s law,
Christianity God’s love and Islam God’s orders for life
and faith according to his prophet Mohammed.

Population is both a global and local problem with
consequences far removed from their places of origin.
Microsoft founder Bill Gates and his wife Melinda have
placed much of their wealth in a foundation whose
activities prioritize the elimination of poverty and other
social efforts that treat educational, nutritional, medical
and energy problems. The Gates Foundation’s resources
amount to many billions of dollars and it spends $3
billion a year on development assistance, much in Africa.
It is understandable that Mr. Gates would think that its
investments could play a critical role in improving the
lives of Africa’s poor and needy. But will they ? Can they?

We must face a basic fact of history that has been
proven in the past and is being reconfirmed in our
time. Islam poses an existential threat to WCIV ! This
is a difficult realization for WCIV because so much of
its culture, thought and history embrace principles of
difference, freedom, individuality and cooperation. And
because we have struggled for and enjoyed these values
we extend them to others thinking they will have the same
benign, stimulating effect in different circumstances.
One look at life in Europe, and how host populations there
have had their lives altered by the current Muslim influx,
should dispel any such western confusion.

Africa’s population today is about a billion and is
estimated by the UN to grow to 4 billion by 2100. Whatever
figures we may pick for investment, because of the size
of Africa’s population the individual or regional benefits
are small and will grow smaller as population increases.
Additionally, Africa’s population is not homogeneous, but
is marked by deep tribal and religious divisions which,
along with its natural resource and environmental
threats, will increase exponentially also.

Voices of the Liberal Left (LL) deny any Muslim threat
— Europe, here or elsewhere — and in doing so cite the
often-repeated claim that Islam is a religion of peace,
no mention being made that for centuries it referred to
itself and its role in the world as “the sword of Islam”.
The argument offered by the western Left and by many
members of the Islamic faith elsewhere to support Islam’s
image of peace is that its violent jihadist groups (ISIS,
Boku Haram, etc.) are fringe extremists while the great
majority of Islam’s two billion members are not a threat
and want only to practice their faith in peace.

Gates’ view seems to be that Africa’s ills can be
cured by More — more education, medicine, investment,
technology, food production, etc., but there is only one
remedy for Africa’s worsening condition. It is Less —
fewer people via a total fertility rate5 of 2 children per
woman or less over a prolonged period. Without such a
redirection the benefits of Gates’ or others’ humanitarian
aid will be temporary and produce only partial results.

This could well be true on an individual basis, but
does not extend to the attitudes and conduct of the Muslim
faith. Throughout its history of bloody conquest in India,
Africa, Europe and Asia there was no voice of conscience or
element of politics within Islam that called for moderate
attitudes and actions, while there is every indication that
the Muslim faithful settled in quietly and comfortably
behind the warriors that pushed Islam’s borders to new
and further limits. On the Islamic compass arrows of
actual or intended conquest have pointed north, east,
south and west; and still do!

CULTURE IN MOTION — RELIGION
The dominant religious event of the postwar world
has been the spread of Islam in significant numbers out
of the NE into Europe, Canada, the Philippines and the U.S.
as well as the strengthening of its already established
presence in Africa, SE Asia and western China.

“...and it is only a matter of time.”

This Islamic surge is not a one-off, but rather a
continuation of a process of violent expansion that began
in the 8th century with invasions of Spain and India and
has continued through periods of greater and lesser
activity to its recent renewal. During this time, Muslim
forces were turned back by the French, the Austrians and
the Russians after prolonged war and occupation. Today,
as we witness another attempt at global expansion the
question that the West is reluctant, even afraid, to ask

Islam is not just a religion. It is a culture also and
cultures don’t stop, change and “turn on a dime”. What
has happened and is still happening in Europe cannot be
undone. The Muslim presence is working its way through
the EU’s populations and will be increasingly seen and
felt in its politics. Be advised: the Brussels bureaucrats
chatting over coffee while waiting for reports in the
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economic, social and identity components of American
life, but in population matters numbers count more than
attitudes and population is, above all else, a numbers
“game”. Arguments over methods, costs, policies, results
all pale in comparison to the numbers. They are constant
and there are no time-outs even in those lengthy periods
of discussion that are part of our democratic system.

Production, Translation and Distribution center will be
no match for the Qur’an carrying jihadist when he arrives;
and it is only a matter of time.

CULTURAL CHANGE

We mentioned above several components of American
life — “political, economic, social and identity”. And
then there’s religion which, unfortunately, has injected
dogma and divinity into any consideration of population’s
process of unchecked geometric progression. This has
been achieved by a simple 4-word command that appears
in the holy texts of the three desert religions — Islam,
Judaism and Christianity. It is “go forth and multiply”
or some variant of translation, but its intent and the act
of population are delivered as orders, not options or
efforts, and they are repeated in various circumstances in
all three texts — the Bible, the Qur’an and the Pentateuch.

“...exponential growth in numbers can only bring
exponential growth in the risks they pose.”
We have cited areas of cultural changes that all have
the possibility of negative impacts upon our society and
our government. While they differ in both their nature
and their effects, they are similar in two important ways.
They are subject to human agency and are expressed by
numerical growth. These two factors should make it
relatively easy to manage them. They are in full view, and
can be measured and managed by us with readily available
techniques. We do not have to devise new formulae or
create new technologies. We must only be able to command
of ourselves the will to pay attention to and act in behalf
of our own self-interest, acknowledging that we have
waited too long and that exponential growth in numbers
can only bring exponential growth in the risks they pose.
*

*

Today, the NE homeland of all three faiths is bitterly
divided over matters of tribal, spiritual and territorial
truth. There is little evidence, or even possibility, that
these three major religions whose followers number more
than 50% of the world’s present population could come
to an understanding of the current and future dangers of
their “go forth and multiply” paradigm.

*

POLITICS AND CULTURE

Our first cultural change was that of government —
our justice, political and electoral zones which define the
boundaries and methods that a well-functioning society
requires.

Our DI expressed a rational base for the founding of
our new nation, but, while rational, it was also radical.
This unique political combination progressed to the vision
of statehood, federalism and nationality expressed in our
Constitution. While visionary and lyrical, the DI offered
a view of political principle to which the new government
could aspire and served as a bonding element during the
spirited debate and writing of the Constitution. From
these two documents emerged a form of government
based on shared values, now often more promised than
practiced.

We started with a population of 2 million in 13 Atlantic
states with a Congress that met for 2 to 3 months in the
spring. Today, our population is 325 million in 50 states
from Alaska’s Aleutian Islands to Key West with Congress
in session for about 140 days spread over the year. These
are enormous changes that have reshaped the form and
functioning of our government. We have tried to catch up,
to patch up incrementally in ways too little and too late.
After study and discussion, we have taken steps to make
“course corrections”, but the pauses that our democratic
process requires are outdistanced by the quiet, constant
growth of our population. That growth is not an entirely
natural process, as it has been encouraged and celebrated
since our beginning. The thinking behind this continuing
promotion has changed over time. In the 18th and 19th
centuries it was seen as necessary for settling new lands
and converting them to agricultural or other forms of
productivity, whereas in the last two centuries increased
population has been regarded and promoted as vital to
the success of our modern industrial society by providing
both the labor and the consumer demand that it requires.

*

*

*

Our 18th century two-party nomination, election and
representation system has been tweaked from time to time
to meet the challenges of our amazing growth in numbers,
territory, wealth and technology; and our transformation
into a global, industrialized superpower. And yet, the
proclaimed roles and conduct of our government have
changed very little.

It is impossible to separate our collective attitude
towards population growth from the many political,
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Our system of government is somewhat anachronistic,
but it is not irretrievable. Government repair is never
easy, especially in open democracies where all voices must
be heard. Although governments in need of broad reform

redistribution it requires — not just of wealth, but of
thought, attitudes, status and government. Group and
individual differences are not to be allowed, and Islam
can apply the pressure necessary for uniformity through
its legal/political arm — Sharia.

used to be able to engage in wars to shift their political/
social focus, our advanced technology has reduced the
use of war and forces us to seek other methods.
The techniques favored by the forces of the LL —
MC, PC and cultural Marxism — foster division with the
intention to shame populations away from their traditional
nationalities and cultures, whereas the great cultures of
our planet have celebrated and exploited these ties.

There is nothing “extreme” in this view. We can see it
at work in Europe where the Muslim physical and political
presence is changing rules and roles in even such
traditionally WCIV countries as France, England, Sweden,
Norway and Germany. The lessons from what is taking
place in Europe however, are lost upon the LL even though
they are the same as those from the French Revolution
and Stalin’s and Mao’s Communist purges.

Most extraordinary in the success of its cultural
defense was Japan which barred foreign visitors well
into our modern era until the late 19th century. What
westerners found then was dated and backwards by our
democratic, industrial economy standards, but it had
provided Japan with 500 years of cultural purity.

Much of the LL’s criticism of WCIV targets its past use
of slavery and, in this country, its long aftermath which
we still experience today. Today’s new slavery does away
with the ownership of the lives and labor of workers and
has replaced them with a control of the world by the
mass marketing and communications skills of our time and
technology.

One of the most difficult cultural contests taking place
in America and in WCIV today is that between individual
and group status. Our theory of democratic, political
representation, enhanced by instant communications of
texts and images to everywhere, celebrates the individual
and his self-image in ways not possible before, while at
the same time national powers, position and principles
increasingly come under the control of multi-member
authorities such as the UN, NATO and other numerous
trade and defense treaties which polish the image and
substance of broad representation called for by the
postwar “brave new world”.
*

*

Ideology is the common language of both Left and Right
and is formed to bypass the center and to reach the fringes
where costs are low and polarization high. Although the
Left’s msm pressure/influence is far more powerful than
that of the Right, both are active, determined and equally
inflexible, and have had a key role in the loss of centrist
political opinion.

*

TRUMP — THE FIRST 9 MONTHS
One reason that the current expansion of Islam should
be regarded as a serious threat is that — as a movement,
a religion, a body of law and an authority recognized by
about 30% of the world’s population — it fundamentally
opposes our culture’s present dedication to the individual
and community values/goals that we and others have
deemed the best available means for peaceful coexistence
in our postwar, nuclear era. Peaceful coexistence gets
lip service from Islam, but history tells a different tale.
Our and other societies’ legal, financial, immigration,
education and political systems could not survive under
Islamic control, and yet Muslim expansion is pushed by the
Left here, in Europe, Canada and throughout the world.

Our most fitting comment in capsule form on Pres.
Trump’s first nine months in office is: performance,
tumultuous; results, mixed. Before offering judgement,
however, we should provide what we think is relevant
background.
Politics do not exist in a vacuum; nor are they
momentary. They move from the past through the
present and towards the future — at different speeds
in different times and places. Unfortunately, few of our
politicians put this perspective to use, but it is essential
to understanding the Trump phenomenon of 2016 and to
evaluating his presidency.

America is a concept of freedom and aspiration which
has allowed us in the short time of 200+ years to create a
culture and identity unique in the world. Being culturally
and politically unique we celebrate our WCIV heritage,
our freedoms, our government and our identity. We wish
to retain them as they are, unless we choose to improve
them. Identity, of course, draws distinctions as do laws,
religions, traditions, biology, ethnicity, etc. We are who
we are, just as French, or English, or Muslims or Jews are
who they are; and we take pride, sometimes justifiably and
sometimes not, in our origins and development.

However we may judge his actions and statements in
office, the critical moment for the nation was the 2016
election and any historically valid assessment of his
political presence must consider the alternative that
would have been visited upon the country had the Clinton/
Kane ticket won.
Such an outcome would have assured the continuation
of numerous failed immigration, economic, trade and
foreign policies of the past quarter century, as well as
the pervasive corruption that has accompanied them. It
is both possible and likely that our Republic form of
government could not have survived one or two Clinton

The LL cannot abide differences among people
because of its belief in uniformity and the process of
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In evaluating Trump’s performance over the first eight
months of his presidency we have excluded subjective
preferences (i.e., Republican/Democrat, Conservative/
Liberal, race, gender, etc.) and used as our basis for
judgement the effect of his actions on our government/
country.

terms of office; and it is against this outcome that Pres.
Trump’s administration must be weighed. In other words,
if not Trump, then what? There was no middle ground, no
other option. The electoral choice was Trump or Clinton.
We supported Trump through the nominating process
because all of the other GOP candidates seemed to be
engaged in a form of “me too” politics, and through
the electoral campaign because he called for change in
some areas of government critical to the survival of our
cultural and political identity.

The most painful to watch, and most unnecessary of
what we consider Trump errors was his very public attack
upon Attorney General (AG) Jeff Sessions for recusing
himself from DOJ actions related to the charges of
Russian influence within the Trump campaign. Sessions
was the first senator to announce his support of Trump’s
candidacy and spoke out frequently and forcefully on his
behalf both before and following his inauguration, but
the recusal matter remained a source of irritation, and
in an interview in July Trump publicly berated his AG’s
judgement and performance, the latter being especially
divisive because Sessions’ handling of immigration and
other Trump priorities provided the Trump agenda with
the initial momentum it needed to kickstart its progress
at a time when most of its other directions were being
held up in Congress.

The first issue was that of our disastrous immigration
policy, unenforced since the end of the Reagan
administration; and the corollary failures that resulted
from it under both Republican and Democratic presidents.
The idea that our elected leaders could decide which of
our laws they would enforce based on political advantage
had become acceptable practice and policy, even though it
defied both our Constitution and one of our most often
stated claims of distinction — that “we are a nation of
laws”.
This failure poisoned our government in other ways
besides law enforcement. It greatly reduced the reach and
effectiveness of our Department of Justice (DOJ), thereby
allowing it to be used as an extension of White House
political power, a far cry from its earlier and nobler
characterization as “the people’s lawyer” which suffered
a painful death in the madness of Nixon/Watergate.
There is nothing ambiguous about our Constitution’s
original language regarding immigration. It is a matter
for which the President enjoys broad powers of policy
and regulation. We believe that the growing acceptance
of disregarding our law and Constitution could spread to
other areas beyond immigration and pose an existential
threat to our republic. We could become, in effect, a
third world “banana republic” — a big banana, but still a
banana. We also supported Trump’s position against trade
treaties such as NAFTA and TPP and the Iranian nuclear
agreement.

Moreover, he framed his criticism in personal, as well
as professional, language — “It’s extremely unfair, and
that’s a mild word, to the president” — leaving the image
of the President as victim. Trump’s efforts to humiliate
Sessions have been viewed by many as a way to make his job
so untenable that he would resign. Fortunately, Sessions
didn’t “take the bait” and can continue in office. Even
in DC the accepted way to handle this kind of situation is
with a brief meeting or phone call, “thanks for your help;
we’ll stay in touch”, etc.
The process of getting Senate confirmation for
Trump’s cabinet appointees was long, with determined
resistance from Democrats, and there is no reason to
think that a successor to Sessions would fare better.
We think the president’s treatment of his AG ignored the
future political drawbacks of a resignation or dismissal,
was overly personal in claiming victimization and created
an atmosphere of division and lack of needed leadership.
The end result is negative for the nation.

On other fronts, we part with Pres. Trump on most
matters involving the environment except withdrawal
from the Paris Climate Agreement. Our reasons for this,
however, are very different. The president’s objections
were largely economic and jobs related whereas we think
that the Paris goals were too little and too late to provide
the environmental relief needed.
*

*

*

*

*

Foreign policy, especially the state of affairs on the
Korean peninsula, is an area in which communications
language is most successful when it is delivered definitely
and calmly by diplomats or our military leaders who are
increasingly charged with executing it. We have channels
for conversations with N. Korea and its neighbors —
Russia, China, Japan and S. Korea — through which we
can and should firmly declare our position, intention
and capability in clear and firm, but not inflammatory,
language.

*

The most difficult aspect of evaluating the Trump
presidency is that there is no reliable zone of separation
between the man and the office. This is a matter of
conduct, of personal choice, to which the President seems
to be totally committed. The office and the man seem, at
least to him, to be the same.

9

their own interpretations, versions of fact, assignments
of fault or guilt and judgements of truth; but the news
cycle is history’s “to do list” with daily additions and
deletions that eventually force the msm to move on to the
next story.

Similarly, “kicking the North Korean can down the
road” by Pres. Clinton, Bush and Obama has had the
predictable result of accelerating the DPRK’s progress
to the point of crisis — where both our time and our
options are limited. We agree with the President’s firm
approach to this nuclear threat, but feel his increasingly
inflammatory messages have not been helpful, especially
those that bait or ridicule Kim Jong Un. Personal attacks
add a new perspective to any situation and, when applied
to someone as far removed from normal international
behavior as Kim Jong Un, they can dramatically and
suddenly increase the level or possibility of instability.

Trump’s long war with the msm prevents any such
detachment and converts far too many comments or events
into personal attacks which must be answered. This
perpetuates antagonisms and draws on his administration’s
time and energy that could be put to better use for both
his presidency and the nation.

The U.S. does not need to engage in tit-for-tat name
calling with Kim. We have both tremendous power and
the means to employ it. A calm and measured reminder
of this is the best message we can send to Kim; and
General Mattis’ remarks backing up the President have
been particularly effective in simply and clearly stating
our position without rhetorical embellishment. A veiled
threat with power behind it is just as effective as an open
one and enjoys the benefit of secrecy.

*

The DHS is our government’s largest agency with
about 240,000 employees and is the product of an
amalgamation of many formerly separate functions and
entities following the 9/11 attack. It is not a quick or
easy process to reorganize such a large agency — to
understand what has gone before, to do the necessary
analysis of changes that must be made and to begin the
process of implementing them. Throughout these stages
the human factor is a constant. Past skills and attitudes
must be taken into account and evaluated for present and
future directions. Resulting transfers and departures
are only some of the many changes which Gen. Kelly had to
decide upon, prioritize and institute. It is very fortunate
that Kelly was chosen, confirmed and could “hit the
ground running” in this highly important position.

Like others, we have our “red lines”, and we should
not hesitate to draw them. Nuclear confrontation may be
a “one man show” in N. Korea, but it should not appear
as one here. Let others speculate as to what actions or
directions we will pursue.
The president has a love/hate relationship with msm.
He doesn’t like its message about him, but craves its
coverage. Foreign relations and possible nuclear war
are too serious to be conveyed by other than prepared
policy statements by the President, our ambassador to
the UN or appropriate cabinet level officials. Anything
less produces the kind of confusion and explosion of msm
comment that is not helpful in our foreign relations and
roils both political parties — in short, a negative for our
government.
*

*

And, there is the transfer of Gen. John Kelly from his
leadership of the Dept. of Homeland Security (DHS) to take
charge of the president’s staff, a much-needed attempt to
replace chaos with order in the White House (WH).

Politics is laced with the irony that marks our N.
Korean problems. It is one to which Trump paid little
attention in his campaigning, while others received
constant mention. And yet, how we deal with N. Korea may
turn out to be the most important issue and policy of his
administration !

*

*

Kelly’s new assignment to instill much needed
cohesion and discipline in the function of a White House
Staff of perhaps 50 people seems like a waste of Kelly’s
extraordinary talents, although WH staffs with their
members' continuing competition for attention and power
have challenged other presidents. In our opinion the
WH staff is less important to the country than the DHS.
The DHS now lacks a director and the administration
must start again the process of search, appointment,
confirmation and acclimatization between the institution
and its new leader. This will take time the nation can ill
afford when so many current issues are those that are
under control of DHS. Gen. Kelly’s move may be a plus for
the WH; it is a negative for government.

*

Whoever occupies the Oval Office will face nearly
constant criticism from both members of his own party
and the opposition. To become caught up in responding
to every media message is politically self-defeating and,
because it detracts attention from more serious matters,
not in the nation’s interest.

*

In today’s mad, mad media world the first rule of
self-protection for any public office holder charged with
crimes or improprieties is to get all relevant information
out as soon as possible after which the msm can render
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*

*

Finally, we can’t escape the eruption over the kneeling
professional football players in the National Football
League. This situation began a year ago with the action of
one player who knealt during the singing of the national
anthem to protest injustice to African Americans. He and
a few others gained some further attention as the season

continued and then exited the news cycle after the Super
Bowl in January when play ended and the nation’s sport
pages and TV screens turned to basketball, hockey and
other sports.

one of harmony, it will be reflected in its public image and
will create an aura of accomplishment that will advance
the President’s agenda. If this interaction is difficult or
abrasive, other programs and directions will suffer.

Then a few weeks ago in late September, as football’s
2017 opening game arrived, media speculation and coverage
of this injection of racial protest into sport exploded.
More players saw fit to demonstrate by kneeling, standing
with joined arms, raising fists or simply staying in the
locker room during the singing of the Star Spangled
Banner.

Our view of the first nine months of the Trump
presidency is that his key policies (i.e., immigration,
trade, foreign relations, but not the environment), have
been of benefit to the country, but his personal image
and responses have had negative effects upon both his
legislative agenda and the nation’s image at home and
abroad.

This is an issue of many parts and interests with
flashing red political lights attached that the President
chose to disregard by including in an otherwise
unremarkable speech the comment that any player who
kneels in protest offends our flag and armed services,
is a “son of a bitch” and should be fired by his team’s
management.

The multiple hirings and firings of members of his
staff have precluded any possibility of his WH operating
smoothly and efficiently. Quite to the contrary, he seems
to relish this exercise of power which is very similar to
that of his vigorously promoted “You’re Fired” persona
of his reality TV show. Perhaps the act of dismissal
fills some deep need within the President’s character
to exercise power/authority; or it may be nothing more
than his way of commanding the msm and turning the news
cycle’s attention upon himself. In either case, the public
image and opinion of our government has suffered.

There are a host of issues lurking in this situation
— economic, managerial, constitutional, legal, racial,
athletic, journalistic, patriotic and more; none of which
could be resolved, or even improved, by Trump’s remarks.
But what was most alarming was his delivery of his
instruction to “fire” player(s) who took part. His first
iteration was determined, but in keeping with the tone of
his message. The second time took the form of a rant, much
louder and less controlled than his previous statement.

Its quite possible that Pres. Trump regards politics
and reality TV as useful stages from which to address
the insistent demands of his inner self, but to drain the
swamp he will have to look beyond them to the elusive
goal of good government.
One other contradiction comes to mind from the
President’s erratic managerial style. There can be no
argument over his success in the very tough political/
economic world of NYC real estate development and
construction in which he demonstrated skills that enabled
him to both survive and prosper greatly. From his earliest
days, he had the luxury of working for himself as a private
and independent entity, and the most notable absence
from his resume is having worked for someone else. Now,
he’s working for the American people and in the remaining
years of his term may wish to change behavioral patterns
that served him better in his past business career than in
his present political office.

There is little sense in any of this. The NFL has
specific rules for player conduct and attitude during the
singing of our Anthem that were not enforced, leading
to a mess that grew too big to be ignored and attracted
national meda coverage. There was no compelling need
for the President to involve himself at all, let alone in
the emotional and erratic way he chose. Americans are
not accustomed to such behavior by their President. It
revealed a visceral relish of the exercise of verbal
authority that seems a carry-over from his reality TV
show and requires us to go back 70 years to Argentina’s
Juan Peron to recall a comparable head-of-state style of
address.
This was not a good moment for the nation or the
President. He is an energetic and seemingly tireless
worker on behalf of principles that enabled him to be
elected, but not all those principles can survive daily
battles for political priority and become reflected in
policy and legislation. The recent NFL controversy is
a negative for the nation and for Trump who must now
increase his efforts to keep his presidential persona and
his TV personality, for which there is no need in the Oval
Office, distinctly separate.
*

*

JUDGEMENTS
America has entered a time when it will be called with
increasing frequency to make judgements of our past
governmental failures and what steps must be taken to
preserve our democratic republic in the future.

*

All presidential evaluations must include the
interaction between the person and his policies. If it is
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Our failures are not all due to human error. Some are
the result of technology and natural forces which proved
to be beyond reach of our comprehension and conscience.
That failure is ours, and ours alone; we could and should
have done better, but we didn’t. And now we are at a
point of crisis for which there is no quick/easy solution.
Rather, the American people and their political leaders
will have to decide to what degree, as a nation, we are

previous presidents. It has never been subject to a quick
fix and those swamp creatures that now hold office will
not be dislodged easily. It appears that President Trump
does not now have the pool of political appointees needed
to replace the hold overs from prior administrations
despite his good intentions. Unfortunately, this lack
has a negative effect on the progress of his announced
swamp dranage policy and on important investigations and
litigation now underway.

committed to our founding principles and are willing to
endure the pain, change and criticism here and elsewhere
of creating government that will apply the values of our
DI and Constitution to the pressures of 21st century
political differences, not vice-versa. As complicated as
these divisions can be, their resolution comes down to a
matter of will.
*

*

*

This situation could result from Trump’s overreliance
on his family members who lacked the experience necessary
to identify and employ the continuing supply of political
appointees that the drainage process requires.

There is another kind of American value judgement
that seems to be taking an increasingly difficult form and
is located in the Oval Office from where the power of our
executive branch is extended outward to the government
bureaucracy, the Congress, the msm and to our state and
local political structures.

This is not a criticism of Pres. Trump. The demands of
time and energy upon the President boggle the mind, but
this is a problem that should have been flagged and dealt
with before and soon after inauguration by the Trump
staff — family or other.

Following the election last year which provided the
GOP with majorities in both houses of Congress and a
presidential victory, most GOP veterans and members of
Congress looked to the future with anticipation, whereas
today many look back with regret. Why ?

*

*

*

In order for the Trump administration and the GOP to
be able to claim success, they must combine to pass a tax
reform bill. This legislation has been loudly proclaimed
as a top priority since Trump announced his candidacy
and both he and the GOP must deliver on their promises.
Neither can afford another debacle like the healthcare
failure.

“In DC, the stakes are high, the power runs deep
and no holds are barred.”
No one can deny that Trump, on assuming office, faced
exceptionally, perhaps uniquely, high levels of resistance
from the defeated LL elements that he had campaigned
against and which are also a strong presence in the DC
bureaucracy and in our state and federal judiciaries. In
DC, the stakes are high, the power runs deep and no holds
are barred.

Most of the statements coming from Congress and
the WH deal in numbers and percentages relevant to
cuts, brackets, revenues, savings, expenditures, deficits,
surpluses, etc. These are all relevant and regularly
addressed by our bureaucracy’s ample supply of analysts,
statisticians and accountants who share a language that
can often seen impenetrable to the average voter.

Swamps don’t drain easily; if they did, they wouldn’t be
swamps. Moreover, while accepting Democratic opposition
as a given, the Trump team’s drainage process seems to
have fallen far short of the intended mark, suggesting that
he may have relied too much upon his political “newbie”
family members during the transition period. We do not
know that; we can only suspect it, but the cleansing effort
has suffered.

The president would be well advised to realize that
behind this screen of techno-political language is an
“elephant in the room” in the form of changes that voters
view as absolutely essential in any tax reform bill. They
include:

At the center of power firm direction must come from
the President and it was largely missing until Gen. Kelly
was brought over from DHS. Trump may have wanted, or
perhaps needed, to have his family involved as protection
against real or imagined enemies, but the result was a
WH staff in which power was shared between professional
politicians, career military officers and a few mostly
younger family members whose qualification was based
on their work at the family business. We suspect that the
true size of the DC swamp was only revealed after Trump
took office. Draining it will take time and resources over
which other government functions have priority, but the
key element is locating and installing the many new hires
that will be necessary to bring about change.

1) Simplification of our tax code which has grown
from 26,000 pages when last reformed in 1986, during
the Reagan presidency to our current 74,000 pages.
It is a dense, and sometimes self- contradictory
document built on special treatment for an expanding
number of interests.

Draining the swamp has defeated the efforts of
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2) Innumerable voters will judge Trump’s tax reform
package on whether it can produce a fairer, as well
as simpler, code which eliminates all but a few of its
myriad exclustions, adjustments, preferences,
discounts, exemptions, allowances, deductions,
etc. The definition of “few” should be limited to those
truly broad benefits such as special consideration
of mortgage interest and charitable donations,
but our personal opinion is that they, too, have served

live, think and attempt to define our past and our future.
The benefits of science touch every American, every day in
innumerable ways.

their purpose and could be ended. This is a complicated
argument with many perspectives including the role
of banks and the government in controlling the
nation’s mortgage markets. The benefit from doing
away with such long standing deductions is that their
elimination would permit the reduction of the general
rate applicable to all payers.

In recent years, but increasingly in the last decade,
economic and political interests have attempted to
remove scientific considerations/theory/opinion from our
governmental process by political methods because they
are inconvenienced by science’s judgements. This “shoot
the messenger” approach is a threat to all Americans.

3) The American voter is also looking for the often
promised, but undelivered, short tax return.
4) There is another element of strong public concern
which any present legislative effort should recognize.
It is the IRS, itself, and its failure to conduct its
operations in ways that meet both the public’s
expectations and our country’s ethical and legal
standards. To conduct a complete overhaul of the
IRS would not be possible within the framework of
contemplated tax reform, but Congress and the
President have the combined power to bring about
change in its culture/management and force it to abide
by its own regulations. Tax reform requires more
than simply adjusting rates. Real reform must include
real changes, and voters will quickly sense if their
expectations continue to be treated with the soft
talk and sleight of hand that is now entrenched in our
government. We should recall that many of the loopholes removed by the 1986 tax law revision were
quietly reinserted in our code by congress within a
few years.
*

*

“In both, the thought and the language police
are working overtime.”
Science is science, and will continue to provide
knowledge throughout our world unless it is suppressed,
altered or otherwise abused by special interests for
political, religious or financial benefit. In America,
“scientific review” should not mean that science can
be reformed every couple of years according to our
electoral results. Over the past quarter century, efforts
to control scientific opinion, language and presentation
have become more widespread and determined in DC and in
some of our states. In both, the thought and the language
police are working overtime.
While we find very little agreement with President
Trump on environmental matters, personal differences
are not the point. He is the President and he sets the tone.
He should make it clear that the science community within
the government has the right and is expected to express
itself without interference on scientific matters. And to
go even further, he has a golden opportunity to appoint
a distinguished panel to evaluate the present status and
future direction of government/science engagement in
many areas.

*

Finally there is the increasingly bitter argument over
our environment — over fossil fuels, climate change and
ever more frequent and powrful natural disasters such
as floods, fires, hurricans, tornadoes, drought and more.
Anyone is entitled to take either side of our environmental
debate under normal circumstances which, unfortunately,
no longer exist.

“...government as the meeting place of history,
people and policy...”
It is still early in the Trump administration with three
years of mixed successes and errors probably ahead. We
hope that intellectually he can come to view government
as the meeting place of history, people and policy which
it is and that this realization will be reflected in his
political choices and actions.

“...the politicization of our environment and,
more broadly, scientific knowledge in general.”

We are neither as discouraged as his determined
opponents nor as enthusiastic as his hard core supporters.
We are at the center — thankful for his electoral victory
and for some of the actions he has taken to reverse the
nation’s increasing slide to the Left over the past quarter
century, while at the same time concerned that the way he
blends the office and the man may deprive him of critical
opportunities in the future.

Originally a discussion and then a heated argument,
this debate has been transformed by massive applications
of political and financial muscle into an outright attack
that now targets science, itself. It is important to see
this confrontation for what it is — nothing less than
the politicization of our environment and, more broadly,
scientific knowledge in general.
In our postwar period our schools, colleges and
universities have turned out millions of graduate and
post graduate students who have earned degrees in
science and pursued careers devoted to research, field
work, theory, management and their application to how we

America has arrived at a state of division it has not
experienced since our Civil War. There are powerful
forces safely and silently fighting determined battles
in every branch of our Government. Regardless of their
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identity or legitimacy, unless our country can regain its
ability to act cooperatively and share our values, they
will be consumed in their own fire. This choice is ours
and time is short.
We do not exaggerate. There is a palpable sense of
panic in the swamp. It does not want to be drained, but
time and its own excesses call for reform which nonpolitician Trump has promised to deliver.

Last year at this time, when we sent out our
last issue of the year, we were so pressed to
keep up with the final developments of the
electoral campaign and to include as much as
possible in our October issue that we omitted
our year-end request for contributions.
This is a reminder that we are back on track.
Donation revenue is a critical element for
all public interest organizations from the
largest to small ones such as ours. With
thanks and best wishes as our fourteenth
year winds down.

In the end, in matters of style, articulation,
communication and both his political and personal
presence, only Trump can make the effort and changes
that will determine how history will view him and his
administration. We wish him well. As with most tipping
points, there is more at stake than we can now realize.
In closing, a few lines from H. W. Longfellow’s, The
Building of the Ship:
		

Sail on, O Ship of State!

		

Sail on. O Union, strong and great!

		

Humanity with all its fears,

		

With all the hopes of future years,

		

Is hanging breathless on thy fate!

FDR wrote these lines in longhand and they were
delivered by Wendell Wilkie to Winston Churchill in
London on January 20, 1941. They served to encourage
Churchill and the British people when they stood alone
against Hitler.

END NOTES
1) Requiem for a Nun, William Faulkner, Random House,
1951
2) Carrying Capacity — the number of people who can be
supported in a given area and within its natural
resources limits without degrading the natural
social, cultural and economic environment for
present and future generations.
3) The Limits to Growth, Meadows et al, Universe
Books/1972/Club of Rome
4) The Rockefeller Commission on Population and the
American Future, 1972. America’s population then was
210 million.
5) Total Fertility Rate = average number of children
born to a woman over her lifetime. Human Imports on
Ecosystems, Patricia Muir, Oregon State University,
2014

Perilous times then; perilous times now !

ECD 10/2/17

EDITOR’S BIO
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.

14

