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Introduction

 

This article is a follow-up to Culture, Morality, and Ethics:
The  Interplay  between  Belief,  Behavior  and  the  Objective
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World.

 

Given the heartfelt convictions on each side of the American
left/right  divide,  how  has  the  country’s  political  system
survived? In recent history, Americans have weathered (a short
list of) significant debacles:

Lyndon Johnson and the undeclared war in Vietnam
Richard Nixon and Watergate
Roe v. Wade[1]
Jimmy Carter, who gave us the disastrous foreign policy
failure in Iran and stagflation
William  Jefferson  Clinton,  who  gave  us  sex/perjury
scandals and dubious enforcement actions[2]
George W. Bush who gave us another undeclared war in
Iraq and approved the first bailouts in 2008
Barack  Obama,  whom  some  people  consider  “The  Great
Divider.”[3] 

That there have been only a few such incidents as Ruby Ridge,
no mass rebellions, and no outright coups, testifies to the
fact  that  the  traditional  value  of  tolerance  persists  in
America, incorporated within a basic modus operandi underlying
the society. That modus operandi is the agreement to disagree
and the continuing chance to prevail, lose and recoup in the
marketplace  of  ideas,  politics,  commerce,  and  individual
interests. It is the rule of law.

 

Read more in New English Review:
• Our Irrepressible Conflict
• Why the U.S. Shouldn’t Abandon Syrian Kurdistan
• Fond Memories of ‘Repressive Tolerance,’ as Marcuse Called
It

 

https://www.newenglishreview.org/articles/culture-morality-and-ethics-the-interplay-between-belief-behavior-and-the-objective-world/?
https://www.newenglishreview.org/
https://www.newenglishreview.org/articles/our-irrepressible-conflict/?
https://www.newenglishreview.org/articles/why-the-u-s-shouldnt-abandon-syrian-kurdistan/?
https://www.newenglishreview.org/articles/fond-memories-of-repressive-tolerance-as-marcuse-called-it/?
https://www.newenglishreview.org/articles/fond-memories-of-repressive-tolerance-as-marcuse-called-it/?


Every  American,  whether  average  citizen,  entrepreneur,
laborer, bureaucrat, or politician knows that he or she has a
continuing chance, next election, to prevail if a majority of
voters  are  persuaded  to  support  his/her  position.  The
electoral system reflects the underlying American value of
liberty. Lose today and recoup tomorrow in the marketplace of
ideas,  politics,  commerce,  and  individual  interests.  If
conservatives did not know that, legally there is a chance for
them to overturn Roe v Wade and revamp all that liberals have
wrought, the incident at Ruby Ridge would be a minor footnote
to major civil war. Similarly, if liberals had not known that
they legally had the chance to remake society according to
their agenda the turmoil of the 1960s would have been only a
pale shadow of major civil war.

 

The chance to prevail, the rule of law, ultimately makes the
whole society work, from business enterprises to religious
institutions, from politics to the pursuit of happiness. Amend
the  written  Constitution,  but  never  alter  the  unwritten
Constitution, the Agreement to Disagree, on pain of extremism
run  amok,  societal  dissolution  and  chaos.  Political
correctness  and  intolerance  threaten  the  unwritten
Constitution.
 

 

Diversity

 

I attended a mandatory training session on ‘diversity’ at the
beginning of this academic year. The session made me reflect
how dangerous political correctness has become; how insidious
are the changes being wrought to the basic tenets of American
culture by the purveyors of the ideology behind political
correctness, and how innocent and positive it all seems to too



many of my colleagues. The fact is that most people think they
are doing something wholesome and beneficial to the community
when they engage in activities like that mandatory training
session; of course, the immediately begged question is, if it
is a good thing, why must people be required to attend it?

 

Perhaps, at an instinctive level, most people have at least an
inkling that we are treading down the wrong path.

 

The contemporary concept of diversity is an article of faith
among the secular leftwing in the United States who use it to
actualize political correctness. It affirms and accentuates
toxic differences between us. Not relevant issues of character
and merit, but rather differences, which should be irrelevant
in a decent society. At one time, our society championed the
cause of being blind to those same differences that we now
accentuate and affirm, e.g. age, race, religion, gender, and
sexual  orientation.  The  statue  of  blind  justice  once
symbolized that championship; in 2019, the blindfold is off as
activist courts, for example, try to legislate that it is more
important to affirm Muslims than to recognize the danger of
allowing  into  the  country  un-vetted  travelers  from  origin
countries that have inadequate systems for checking the bona
fides of those travelers. Activists take the blindfold from
Lady Justice[4] and demand trashing of the standard, innocent
until proven guilty, for certain categories of accused, e.g.
men.[5]

 

An examination of the concept of ‘diversity’ first encounters
the fact that political activists have co-opted the original
word and given it an altered, politically correct meaning.
Such alteration is nothing new in the course of human events,
the  purpose  being  to  create  a  favorable  impression  and



ultimately make people conform. Vladimir Lenin, for example,
changed the concept of democracy in Russia when he coined
democratic centralism, i.e. the new phrase masked a process by
which  rule  of  the  many  became  only  ‘many’  in  terms  of
manipulated  masses  of  people  who  had  no  real  input  into
decision-making. Instead, the ‘vanguard of the proletariat,’
the leaders at the top, made the decisions and the masses
conformed and obeyed, continually monitored and intimidated by
the apparatchik of a one-party state.

 

Below, compare the 2018 online Merriam Webster definition with
the 1978 edition of Webster’s Encyclopedia of Dictionaries:[6]

 

2018 Definition:

the condition of having or being composed of differing1.
elements: variety; especially the inclusion of different
types of people (such as people of different races or
cultures) in a group or organization

 programs intended to promote diversity in schools1.

1978 Definition:

state of being unlike1.

The comparison shows that today, we concentrate on diversity
as a means of supposedly including people of different races
or cultures, paradoxically accentuating differences in order
to be inclusive. The succinct definition of forty years ago
stated a situation that American culture at that time had
begun to reject in race and multi-cultural relations in favor
of the idea that we are all equal before the law.

 

When  differences  are  accentuated,  it  Balkanizes  groups  of



people into identity-conscious constituencies, often at odds
with other groups for one reason or another. Boundaries are
set up; if a Caucasian of Irish descent dresses up as an
Indian at Halloween or tries to sell tamales from a concession
stand, he/she is guilty of ‘cultural misappropriation.’

 

The great American civil rights leader, Martin Luther King,
Jr.,  understood  the  Balkanization  effect.  He  specifically
eschewed identity politics in his profound ‘I have a dream’
speech, saying, ‘I have a dream that my four little children
will one day live in a nation where they will not be judged by
the  color  of  their  skin  but  by  the  content  of  their
character.’[7]

 

Promoting  the  co-opted  meaning  of  diversity,  accentuating
differences  based  on  race,  gender,  sexual  orientation,
religion, etc., has exactly the opposite effect of judging
individuals based on character because people evaluate others
as representatives of groups, not as individuals with their
own  merits  and  character.  Stereotypes  develop  and  persist
because any individual member of a group is supposed to have a
given set of features shared with all other members of the
group.

 

For example, Camilla Martinez-Granata, a lesbian writer, found
herself confronting her personal biases, based on identity
politics, when she dated another lesbian who turned out to be
a  Trump  supporter.  Martinez-Granata  had  assumed  that  no
lesbian could support Donald Trump and wrote, “My instinctive
reaction on meeting a Trump voter gave me pause—If I didn’t
want to date a Trump supporter, did that mean I had crossed
into intolerance myself?”[8]



 

Martinez-Granata’s  experience  is  not  unique,  witness  the
disapprobation experienced by three Americans, Candace Owens,
Thomas Sowell, and Clarence Thomas, because each stepped out
of the identity politics fold and voiced politically incorrect
points of view and philosophy.

 

 

Candace Owens

 

Candace Owens first gained public attention when she was a
senior in high school in Stamford, Connecticut. Some bullies
made  phone  calls  to  her,  leaving  intimidating  messages,
complete with racial slurs, on her voice mail. The calls were
traced  to  a  car  in  which  the  son  of  then-Mayor  (later,
Governor) Dannel Malloy was a passenger. Owens and her family
sued the City, accusing authorities of “failing to act in part
because one of the callers is the son of Stamford Mayor Dannel
Malloy.”[9] The parties reached an out-of-court settlement;
the local NAACP supported Owens in her suit, but a decade
later when Owens made headlines as a supporter of President
Trump,  the  Connecticut  NAACP  president  Scot  X.  Esdaile,
expressed dismay at her conservative opinions and called her a
hypocrite. Esdaile likened Owens to Clarence Thomas:

 

‘It’s the same type of thing Clarence Thomas did,’ he
said, referring to the black Supreme Court justice who
critics  say  benefited  from  affirmative  action  when  he
attended Yale University before ruling against affirmative
action cases as a judge. ‘[Thomas] reaped all the benefits
of affirmative action and then tried to roll over on it.



It’s that kind of mentality and disrespect.’[10]

 

In March 2016, prior to the dismay above-expressed by Esdaile,
Owens wrote an open letter about her experience that, had
Esdaile read and understood it, might have dissuaded him from
the rude characterization he made of her. She wrote that she
had  been  a  17-year  old  girl  going  through  a  traumatic
experience,  and  nobody  saw  her  as  that.  Instead:

 

Without my consent or involvement, political forces took
sides. The NAACP held press conferences outside my high
school, which I reluctantly attended. Malloy’s political
enemies seized the opportunity to criticize him. Within my
own family, lines were drawn. My father wanted to press
charges. My mother just wanted to keep quiet so I could
return to normal life. And all I wanted was an apology. I
wanted someone to be accountable, admit they had made a
mistake and just say ‘Sorry.’ But, to this day, no one
has.[11]

 

The open letter by Owens takes me back to one of the exercises
performed at that mandatory diversity training session that I
attended.

 

The event facilitator asked a selected person to stand facing
the front of the room holding an object. Three other people
took positions, one to the left, one to the right, and one
behind. Each person then described what he or she saw when
looking  at  the  person  holding  the  object.  Of  course,  the
object of the exercise was to show that no one view captured
the whole of the person facing the front of the room, and



ostensibly, aggregating the individual views enabled all to
see the whole.

 

One of the fallacies of the exercise is that there is no
accounting for flaws (or merit) in each of the views. What if
the person on the right is colorblind, the person behind is
near-sighted, and the person on the left is daydreaming about
being somewhere else and therefore inattentive? Aggregating,
not integrating, flawed views creates a flawed whole. It also
ignores  the  internal  and  invisible  stuff,  e.g.  emotions,
ideas, mental states.
 

In the case of Candace Owens, the internal stuff was her
agony. Nobody saw her as a child, a seventeen-year-old girl
going through a traumatic experience. The NAACP saw her as a
black victim. The Mayor saw her as a political threat. The
eventual monetary settlement derived from those contemporary
paradigms of victim and threat. Owens never got the apology
that she deserved, the accountability that would have set
things right for her, and those who bullied her. Owens said in
her open letter,

 

. . . I wasn’t the only victim . . . The four boys who
left me those messages were labeled racists. They were
labeled “no good.” Those are words that no child deserves
to hear.”[12]

 

In  fact,  a  significant  strain  in  American  culture,  as  it
originally developed, is forgiveness and redemption. Those two
cultural characteristics, once prominent, sadly are now on a
downward curve.[13] Does a child, like Dannel Malloy’s son,
carry the stigma of making a racist slur with him for the rest



of his life? Some purveyors of political correctness would
have it so; in their universe, young Owens is perpetually a
victim and young Malloy is perpetually a racist. If Owens
forgives Malloy, she crosses the line and becomes a pariah. If
Malloy says, ‘I’m sorry,’ he is not to be believed. Moreover,
for some on the left, all white people are racists and tigers
cannot change their stripes.[14] In this regard, one of the
500 richest people in the world, Oprah Winfrey, opined:

 

As long as there are people who still—and there’s a whole
generation, I . . . said this for apartheid South Africa,
I said this for my own community in the south—there are
still generations of people, older people, who were born,
and bred, and marinated in it, in that prejudice and
racism, and they just have to die.[15]

 

There is no redemption in the worldview of the politically
correct.

 

Candace  Owens  moved  on  from  the  Stamford  incident,
establishing for herself a career as conservative activist;
she is now Director of Communications at Turning Point USA, a
conservative advocacy group. She is constantly under fire from
the  left,  from  hostile  critics  who  consider  her  a  ‘race
traitor,’[16] and/or question her honesty.[17]

 

 

Thomas Sowell

 



Disclosure: Dr. Thomas Sowell, who will be 89 in June this
year, is one of the living people whom I most admire.

 

Because  of  deteriorating  finances  and  domestic  life,  he
dropped out of Stuyvesant High School in Harlem at 17, joined
the marines when he was drafted, serving in the Korean War.
After the war, he passed the GED exam to go on and become a
renowned economist, author, and student of American culture,
politics, and society. Now retired in emeritus status, he
holds a Rose and Milton Friedman fellowship at the Hoover
Institute where he has been pursuing his quest for knowledge
since 1980. He is reputed to have said that, in his early
years, his contact with white people was so infrequent that he
did not believe the stories about people with yellow hair.[18]

 

He did not support Donald Trump in 2016, stating his opinion
that  Trump  was  not  a  conservative,  and  instead  supported
Senator Ted Cruz.[19]

 

Sowell,  like  Martin  Luther  King,  stands  firmly  in  the
classical tradition of civil rights, Lady Justice being blind,
and not in support of discriminatory identity politics as is
demonstrated in a recent quote on Thomas Sowell’s Twitter
account:

 

If you believe in equal rights, then what do ‘women’s
rights,’  ‘gay  rights,’  etc.,  mean?  Either  they  are
redundant or they are violations of the principle of equal
rights for all.[20]

 



Sowell’s saying is representative of decades of work that,
according to left-wing critics, such as Professor James B.
Stewart  of  the  Penn  State  College  of  Liberal  Arts,
‘denigrates’ African-American culture.[21] In the afore-cited
work, Stewart objects to a 2005 book written by Sowell, Black
Rednecks and White Liberals.[22] In the book, Sowell discusses
the ‘Identity Fetish,’ referencing as an example an argument
between the white American socialist, Irving Howe, and the
noted black author, Ralph Ellison:

 

Intellectuals in the 1960s began promoting the idea that
those blacks who exhibited a culture different from the
ghetto  or  black  redneck  culture  were  not  ‘really’
authentic blacks. This issue was strikingly demonstrated
in a controversy between Irving Howe and Ralph Ellison,
growing out of Howe’s 1963 article criticizing such black
writers as Ellison, whom Howe considered insufficiently
authentic or militant. For Howe, the central character in
Richard  Wright’s  novel,  Native  Son—a  ghetto  black
epitomizing the black redneck culture—was authentic and
the  more  sophisticated  central  character  in  Ellison’s
novel,  Invisible  Man,  was  not.  Ellison  rejected  and
derided the idea of a white man defining what a black man
should be and attempting to confine individual blacks to
that stereotype.[23]

 

The irony is that in his critique of Black Rednecks and White
Liberals, and his attacks on Sowell, Stewart figuratively took
the role of Howe in the afore-mentioned passage. Stewart never
addressed the issue of the ‘identity fetish’ in his critique,
instead preferring to accuse Sowell of having an ‘ideological
mission’ of denigrating blacks in America. The closest Stewart
comes to directly calling Sowell a ‘race traitor,’ is when he
references the sociologist E. Franklin Frazier digging down



into ‘the experience of the negro’ and concludes, ‘Perhaps
Thomas Sowell will someday join us at those excavation sites
to  unearth  ‘the  experience  of  the  Negro,’  rather  than
remaining on the sidelines and throwing dirt back in.’[24]

 

Sowell went on during that passage about the identity fetish
to  discuss  some  of  the  counterproductive  effects  of
identifying  certain  types  of  behavior  as  ‘authentic’  and
others as traitorous to the group. He particularly targeted
the phenomenon of black students in integrated schools not
spending as much effort and time on their studies as did
descendants of other ethnic groups, because of peer pressure
against ‘acting white.’[25]

 

Recently,  a  self-styled,  ‘dissident  feminist,’  Stefanie
Stiles,  describing  herself  as  a  ‘thirty-six-year-old  white
Canadian  woman,  mother,  writer  and  erstwhile  English
professor,’ recounted the fact that Sowell is called by ‘the
most  unsavory  critics  .  .  .  a  traitor  to  his  race.’[26]
Sowell’s crime is that he cogently explains, ‘There are other
factors besides discrimination and the legacy of slavery that
perpetuate  poverty  in  the  African-American  community.’[27]
Stiles acknowledged that she faced the same kind of ostracism,
in her case from other feminists, and found in Thomas Sowell
inspiration because of his indifference to personal attacks
not grounded in truth.

 

 

Clarence Thomas

 

Supreme  Court  Justice  Clarence  Thomas  attended  a  Catholic



seminary  in  the  mid-1960s  and  during  his  matriculation
encountered the first indication, that his individual success
would draw disfavor from his peers. His family and friends
found it disquieting, among other things, that Thomas was one
of two black students attending an otherwise white, all boys’
school.  Thomas,  in  turn,  wondered,  ‘If  going  to  a
predominately white school was bad, why were blacks putting
their lives on the line to fight for desegregation?’[28]

Read more in New English Review:
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Desegregation once was a chief element of the vision of a
color-blind society; today we have a push for race-exclusive
venues  in  the  name  of  a  reformulated  concept  of  civil
rights.[29] In a macro sense, most citizens of the United
States identify as ‘we Americans.’ Americans have accomplished
that macro identity despite the heterogeneous human population
in the United States. Look around our world; that macro-level
accomplishment  is  almost  unique.  The  ‘we’  of  most  other
countries generally has a homogenous, ethnic base. It has not
been an easy or peaceful development; but, to the extent that
we accomplished it, Americans are nascently colorblind. We
have built a foundation on which to proceed. It is on the
micro-level of sub groupings within America that has occurred
the  country’s  Balkanization  by  means  of  those  who  are
stridently  identity-conscious  and  want  the  rest  of  us  to
emulate them.

 

The epithet ‘race traitor,’ and its less explicit substitutes,
derives from any identity-conscious group defined by race.
White racists think of color-blind whites as race traitors in
the same fashion as do black racists think of people like
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Candace Owens, Thomas Sowell, and Clarence Thomas. However,
all groups, whatever defines them, are guilty, at some level,
of the kind of negative peer pressure about which Sowell and
Thomas write. I experienced an innocuous form of it myself;
for example, shortly after getting my doctorate, I went home
to my small hometown in northern Wisconsin where family and
friends  were  unimpressed  with  my  accomplishment.  One  old
friend humorously opined that my PhD meant that I could now
pile it on higher and deeper ‘than the rest of us.’

 

Such reactions against the individual are part of a natural
tension between individuals and the groups claiming them as
members. The more exclusive, pervasive, and accentuated the
basis  of  the  group,  e.g.  race,  the  harsher  becomes  the
negative reaction against any individual that appears to be
distinguishing itself apart from the group. It follows from
this observable fact that the more a particular group values
and assesses the intrinsic worth of individuals, including
eccentricities, the more benign and understanding will be that
group’s response towards an individual’s behavior, outlying
behavior though it may be.

 

The review of Justice Thomas’s My Grandfather’s Son in the New
York  Times,  by  liberal  William  Grimes,  demonstrated  the
difficulty experienced by people who have tightly embraced or
been socialized into a group identity, in acknowledging the
intrinsic  worth  of  individuals  apart  from  groupthink.[30]
Thomas’s  memoir  is  revealing  of  himself  as  a  person,
insightful in its analyses, and above all, genuine and honest.
However,  Grimes  dismisses  it  as  an  ‘ultimately  pointless
effort to set the record straight and settle some scores along
the  way.’[31]  Grimes  grudgingly  acknowledges  that  Thomas’s
book  gives  the  critics  of  the  Justice  ‘a  man,  not  a
caricature,  to  attack.’[32]



 

Another liberal, a political scientist, CUNY Graduate Center
Associate Professor Corey Robin[33], is about to publish a
book that based on advanced information, attempts to psycho-
analyze Justice Thomas. In the forthcoming (September 2019)
The Enigma of Clarence Thomas, Professor Robin purports to
argue:

 

The hidden source of Thomas’s conservative views . . . is
a profound skepticism that racism can be overcome. Thomas
is  convinced  that  any  government  action  on  behalf  of
African-Americans will be tainted by this racism, and that
the most African-Americans can hope for is that white
people will get out of their way.[34]

 

Liberals find it grueling to accept the genuine nature of
those  who  articulate  nonleftist  beliefs,  and  experience
similar difficulty in considering the value of said beliefs on
their merits; i.e., there must be some ulterior reason that
people like Owens, Sowell, and Thomas are stepping out of the
fold!  This  handicap  experienced  by  many  liberals  is
particularly  ironic  for  two  reasons;  classical  liberals
thought much the same way as do modern conservatives, and the
word ‘liberal,’ until modern times, often connoted an open
mind. Professor Robin is exemplary of this dual irony because
he has made a career of writing about conservative thought and
trying to explain it away, as he appears to be doing once more
in his forthcoming book on Justice Thomas.

 

Interestingly,  Justice  Thomas  explains  in  My  Grandfather’s
Son, that during the time in his life when he began to make
the transition from leftwing ideology to independent thought,



he found solace in the fact that he was not alone by re-
discovering Thomas Sowell. While an angry student at Yale law
school, he had once thrown Sowell’s Black Education: Myths and
Tragedies in the trash, furious with Sowell ‘that any black
man could think like that.’[35]

 

In my recent article to which this is a follow-up, I pointed
out that morality is a subjective concept. On the other hand,
ethics stem from objective truth, i.e. verifiable evidence.
When  humans  are  moral,  they  follow  the  learned  precepts
arising from their culture, their socialization. When humans
are ethical, they try to step outside the box of their culture
and discover that which is actually extant.[36] Journalists,
politicians,  and  academics  who  try  to  identify  ulterior
motives behind the articulated reasoning of people like Owens,
Sowell,  and  Thomas  have  failed  to  step  outside  their  own
boxes, and that is why they treat their subjects as suspect.

 

Political correctness is an iron box, an ideological chastity
belt  of  the  mind  that  constrains  thought  and  intimidates
individuals to conform to a subjective morality. Political
correctness  is  exemplary,  on  a  grand  scale,  of  a  certain
framework of morality from within which people judge those who
do not comply with its precepts as immoral; in effect, those
who do not comply are ‘race traitors.’

 

This judgement of immorality is why the local NAACP leader in
Stamford  disparaged  Candace  Owens,  why  Professor  Stewart
disparaged  Thomas  Sowell,  and  ultimately,  the  reason  why
Justice Thomas does not have a place in the National Museum of
African American History and Culture.[37] This judgement of
immorality  is  today  the  basis  of  and  justification  for
intolerance by the politically correct left wing.



 

 

On the Eve of Destruction

 

Back in the 1960s, in the midst of Cold War tensions bearing
fruit, i.e. the Berlin Crisis, the Cuban Missile Crisis, and
expansion of the war in Vietnam, Barry McGuire recorded a
popular  song  written  by  P.F.  Sloan,  ‘The  Eve  of
Destruction.’[38] Today, the context is different, but the
lyrics, especially in the third stanza, underscore a pervasive
contemporary fear of civil war in the offing:

 

Yeah, my blood’s so mad, feels like coagulatin’,
I’m sittin’ here, just contemplatin’,
I can’t twist the truth, it knows no regulation,
Handful of Senators don’t pass legislation,
And marches alone can’t bring integration,
When human respect is disintegratin’,
This whole crazy world is just too frustratin’,
And you tell me over and over and over again my friend,
Ah, you don’t believe we’re on the eve of destruction.

 

America  has  both  written  and  unwritten  constitutions.  The
unwritten Constitution is that we agree to disagree and let
the  market  place  of  ideas  resolve  contending  political
theories and issues. The agreement to disagree evolved out of
the colonial period as the means of getting along with each
other, supplemented by a frontier that allowed both groups and
individuals  to  escape  when  the  agreement  unraveled.  The
unwritten Constitution unraveled in 1860 so catastrophically
that the United States plunged into a civil war that exacted



more casualties and death from its participants in a shorter
amount  of  time  than  any  war  previously  recorded  in  human
history.

 

In recent months, a tsunami of leftist intolerance has ravaged
and engulfed America, giving credence to the fear that another
unraveling of the unwritten Constitution is in the making.
Three  explosive  events  are  exemplary  of  the  intolerance
pushing  the  country  to  the  brink,  to  another  eve  of
destruction.

 

 

Charlottesville

 

On  August  12,  2017,  political  violence  erupted  in
Charlottesville,  Virginia;  the  lives  of  three  American
citizens became forfeit, as ANTIFA, Black Lives Matter, and
other  extremist  leftwing  organizations  converged  on
Charlottesville to attack extremist rightwing organizers of a
so-called “Unite the Right” rally. The extremists caught up
the rest of America in their clashes, further polarizing a
country already divided.

 

Commissioned by the Charlottesville City Council, Tim Heaphy,
a former U.S. Attorney appointed by President Obama, but at
the time a partner in the Richmond-based law firm, Hunton and
Williams, LLP, led an independent review team that conducted a
month-long  investigation,  and  wrote  the  “Final  Report:
Independent  Review  of  the  2017  Protest  Events  in
Charlottesville, Va”[39].  The preface to the report noted
that the city council’s vote to remove statues in the city



honoring two Confederate generals, Robert E. Lee, and Thomas
“Stonewall”  Jackson,  triggered  the  violent  events  of  May-
August, 2017 in Charlottesville.

 

The vote by the council was in context of a national left-wing
political wave that challenged not only the statues honoring
confederate  figures,  but  memorials  to  historical  figures,
Christopher  Columbus,  George  Washington,  Thomas  Jefferson,
Andrew Jackson, and Woodrow Wilson included, all deemed by the
left  to  have  been  racist  or  worse.[40]  A  series  of
demonstrations and counter-demonstrations in Charlottesville
preceded the council’s vote to remove the statues, kicked off
on January 31, 2017 by an unpermitted rally called by Mayor
Mike  Signor  to  make  Charlottesville  the  ‘Capital  of
Resistance’ against newly elected President Donald Trump.[41]

 

The  series  of  demonstrations  and  counter-demonstrations
culminated in the bloodshed on August 12, 2017.

 

It was clear that ANTIFA and other leftwing organizations came
to Charlottesville prepared to be violent provocateurs to the
scheduled, permitted, ‘Unite the Right’ rally. According to
the independent report, ANTIFA was well organized and its
members had on ‘gas masks, padded clothing, and body armor;’
comrades-in-arms  included  medics,  and  the  leftist  counter-
protestors carried shields and wore helmets.[42] There was
clearly no evidence of a fundamental agreement to disagree on
that day in August.

 

The violence on August 12 took the lives of three people; two
Virginia state troopers died in a helicopter crash, and 32-



year old Heather Heyer, a paralegal and ‘activist’ who was
killed when James Alex Fields drove his Dodge Charger into a
crowd. A jury convicted Fields, 21, of first-degree murder
after only four hours of deliberation[43] A photo taken prior
to the death of Heyer show Fields standing with members of a
neo-Nazi  organization.[44]  The  defense  argued  that  Fields
accelerated out of self-defense, in a hostile environment,
after counter-protestors jostled his car, and had not meant to
kill Heyer.[45] Indeed, a video that went viral on social
media soon after the event gave some credence to the defense;
the jury did not buy it. Testimony at the trial from counter
protestors said there was no hostile environment after the
authorities  had  told  the  ‘Unite  the  Right’  people  to
disperse.[46] Heaphy’s independent report gave no indication
that  the  environment  had  become  ‘peaceful,’  ‘joyful,’  and
‘celebratory,’ as witnesses recounted.[47]

 

The evidence is clear. Both rightwing and leftwing extremists,
and  associated  individuals  on  each  side  of  the  political
spectrum, were to blame for the violence at Charlottesville.
Moreover,  prior  to  the  leftwing  wave  of  attacks  against
historical  monuments,  the  statues  in  Lee  Park  at
Charlottesville  never  engendered  any  social  or  political
disruption. According to Tim Heaphy’s independent report:

 

For much of their existence, the Lee and Jackson statues
were  relatively  uncontroversial.  In  1997,  the  City
accepted funds from a private donor for the care of the
statues. Restoration work was complete in 1999, and the
City accepted the gift in a re-dedication ceremony.[48]

 

President Trump accordingly put the blame for the violence on
‘both sides;’[49] but clearly, his critics on the left were no



more interested in apportioning blame on both sides than the
jury  that  heard  the  case  against  Fields  was  willing  to
consider that he had acted in an environment that was other
than  ‘celebratory’  and  ‘joyful.’  The  President’s  political
adversaries  jumped  on  his  statement  as  a  sign  of  racism.
Liberals and others on the left in particular were interested
only in blaming those for whom they had no tolerance. Media
organs  supported  their  intolerance  by  some  of  the  most
inflammatory  bias  seen  up  to  that  time  in  the  post  War
American press.

 

John Hawkins, a well-known columnist for Townhall, PJ Media,
and National Review, opined that the liberal press had, in
effect, created Charlottesville by giving prominence to right
wing extremist figures, magnifying their importance, in the
months leading up to August 12:

 

The  hardcore  racists  out  there  are  pariahs  everywhere
except in the mainstream media, where they’re treated as
incredibly important.

 

On the other hand, the same mainstream media that has
elevated the Alt-Right has been silent as violence has
increasingly  become  a  mainstay  at  liberal  protests,
including the counter-protest of this event. A few shops
getting looted or people getting hurt doesn’t stop the
media  from  describing  a  liberal  event  as  a  peaceful
protest. Even the counter-protests in Charlottesville were
widely described as ‘peaceful.’ Yet, protesters chanted
‘From the Midwest to the South, punch a Nazi in the
mouth,’ a female reporter was punched by one of those
counter-protesters, the organizer of the rally was hit,
and  other  people  were  attacked.  That’s  not  peaceful.



That’s something LIBERAL POLITICIANS should be asked to
condemn.[50]

 

A year later ABC, marked the anniversary of the violence in
Charlottesville by reiterating that the President’s statement
was a ‘low point’ in his Presidency.[51]

 

 

The Covington Boys

 

There is great irony in the politically correct, ‘main stream
media’s’ refusal to apportion the blame at Charlottesville
when its reaction to a failed leftwing smear attempt on boys
from a Covington, Kentucky Catholic high school is taken into
account.

 

On Friday, January 18, 2019, in context of the March for Life
that  drew  approximately  three  hundred  thousand  people  to
Washington,  DC,  (panned  by  most  ‘main  stream’  media
outlets),[52] a group of boys from an all-male Catholic school
in Covington, Kentucky visited the Lincoln Memorial. Unknown
to them at the outset, present at the memorial would be a
self-styled  Vietnam  War  veteran  who  also  claimed  to  be  a
Native American leader, and members of a religious cult, the
Black Hebrew Israelites.[53]

 

Investigation later showed that the Native American, Nathan
Phillips, was not a veteran of the Vietnam War.[54]

 



Video clips purported to show that the Covington boys, wearing
Make  America  Great  Again  (MAGA)  hats,  harassed  the  Black
Hebrew Israelites, surrounded them and Phillips, and mocked
and chanted racial slurs at them. The charged video “evidence”
of white racism and disrespect of a Native American veteran
went viral; the Covington boys, their school and families
immediately met with condemnation in a pile on of opprobrium.
This story was a much juicier one for the ‘mainstream media’
to sink its teeth into, rather than factually reporting on the
March for Life. On Sunday, January 20, the Democrat Chair of
the House Budget Committee, John Yarmouth, tweeted:

 

I  am  calling  for  a  total  and  complete  shutdown  of
teenagers wearing MAGA hats until we can figure out what
is going on. They seem to be poisoning young minds. [1/2]

 

And

 

The conduct we saw in this video is beyond appalling, but
it didn’t happen in a vacuum. This is a direct result of
the racist hatred displayed daily by the President of the
United States who, sadly, some mistake for a role model.
[2/2][55]

 

The  school  closed  because  death  threats  targeted  people
associated with the school.[56]

 

The smear might have worked had it not been for the fact that
a  full  2-hour  video,  shot  by  one  of  the  Black  Hebrew
Israelites, encompassed the entire event and gave the lie to



the  edited  videos,  posted  by  leftwing  sources  on  social
media.[57] Press reports erroneously reported the Covington
boys to all be white, but at least one boy was black, and the
Black Hebrew Israelites disparaged and harangued him, calling
him  ‘Uncle  Tom’  and  ‘Sambo’.[58]  They  called  the  white
students ‘crackers’ and worse. Other, unedited video evidence
showed that Nathan Phillips walked directly up to the white
students, pounding his drum in their faces, only to get a
silent, impassive response from the 16-year old boy who was
accused  on  social  media  of  being  smug,  taunting,  and
racist.[59] The high school kids had been accused of chanting
racial slurs; but the only chanting that they actually did was
their school song, after they asked permission to do so from
their chaperones.

 

There  had  been  no  racist  harangue  by  the  Covington  boys
against blacks, nor had they mocked a Native American Vietnam
veteran, and as the truth became clear, those who had been
quick to cry ‘racism,’ blame President Trump, and join the
self-righteous cyber-mob, tried to save face.[60]

 

Later in the day, Representative Yarmouth walked back his
first Tweet of Sunday, January 20, on the banning of MAGA
hats, claiming that it was an “obvious” joke.[61] He did not
walk back his Tweet about the President being a racist. He did
not apologize.

 

The Archdiocese of Baltimore apologized for weighing in too
hastily; it had tried to distance itself from an all-boys
Catholic high school being accused of ‘racism’’ instead of
investigating whether there had been any wrongdoing before
issuing  a  public  reprimand.[62]  Parishioners  circulated  a
petition calling for a personal apology from Bishop Roger



Joseph  Foys  of  the  Diocese  of  Covington,  and  finally,  on
Friday, January 25, Foys apologized, explaining, ‘we…allowed
ourselves to be bullied’.[63]

 

Two quick and straightforward apologies came from celebrities
Scott Adams (creator of the Dilbert comic strip) and Jamie Lee
Curtiss.[64] Adams gave a substantive, detailed, full apology.
However, Curtis remained ensnared by the viral narrative that
depicted  Nathan  Phillips  as  a  Vietnam  veteran  when  she
followed  up  her  apology  with  another  Tweet,  this  time  a
suggestion:

 

Maybe the POTUS could invite the young man in the video
and the Native American war HERO to the WH for a talk and
a (root) beer like @BarackObama did with the Boston PD
officer and @HenryLouisGates[65]

 

The great irony in the politically correct, ‘main stream’
media’s reaction to the truth of the Covington boys incident
becoming known is that the media still tried to find some
fault with the high school kids, and tried to apportion blame
among all who had been at the Lincoln Memorial.

 

The  Washington  Post  published  a  column  in  which,  after
recounting the faults and inaccuracies of the original pile-on
of opprobrium, it stated:

 

Certainly,  the  boys  could  have  moved,  or  ignored  the
abuse, rather than childishly outshouting their harassers.
And at least one boy seems to make a tomahawk chop, which



is horribly culturally insensitive.[66]

 

NBC Today Show co-anchor, Savannah Guthrie, interviewed Nick
Sandmann,  the  16-year  old  Covington  student  who  had  been
prominently featured in the videos as Nathan Phillips pounded
a drum in his face. Guthrie asked Sandmann if he thought he
should apologize. Suddenly, after the full video was out, the
mainstream narrative had become that, no matter who started
the  confrontation,  Sandmann’s  inappropriate  response  to
Phillips  was  that  he  stared  him  down  with  a  smug  smirk.
Leftwing  critics  went  further  and  charged  that  NBC  had
committed an offense of white privilege by giving Sandmann a
national platform from which to tell his story.[67]

 

The left’s ironic attempt to apportion blame, in contrast to
its response to the clash of extremists in Charlottesville,
demonstrated once again the intolerance of the politically
correct.  It  conjures  up  the  famous,  ultimate  excuse  of
disgraced journalist Dan Rather, when he and his production
team were caught using forged materials on which to base a
story  highly  damaging  to  the  election  chances  in  2004  of
President George W. Bush; Rather claimed that the story was
true,  even  if  the  information  on  which  it  was  based  was
false.[68]

 

The smear attempts by the left are unceasing. The failure of
one does not deter others from being manufactured.

 

The  attempt  to  bring  down  Supreme  Court  nominee  Brett
Kavanaugh  created  a  new  low  for  identity  politics  in  its
purveyors’ denial of the presumption of innocence; ultimately



one of Kavanaugh’s accusers admitted to lying, and another’s
story changed and could not be supported by evidence.[69]

 

As this article is going to press, another high-profile smear
attempt on President Trump and his supporters appears to have
been orchestrated by an actor in the television series Empire,
Jussie Smollett. Smollett claimed that early Tuesday Morning,
January 29, he was attacked by two assailants, gender unknown,
but  initially  described  as  white  and  wearing  wearing  ski
masks, who threw a rope around his neck, poured an “unknown
substance” on him, and shouted ‘MAGA Country!’[70] Information
then came to light that Smollett had apparently hired two
brothers  from  Nigeria  to  stage  the  attack.[71]  Smollett
doubled down, claiming that he is being ‘further victimized’
by the allegations that he orchestrated the attack.[72]

 

Smear campaigns weaponize the passion and commitment of those
who have embraced political correctness, and chop away at Lady
Justice, rational discourse, and objective truth.

 

 

Legalization in New York of Abortion at Full Term

 

Charlottesville. the incident involving the Covington boys at
the Lincoln Memorial, and the multiple smear attempts against
President Trump and his supporters, are examples of recent and
increasing  attempts  to  deny  the  legitimacy  of  the  modus
operandi of the unwritten Constitution, agreeing to disagree.

 



Political correctness is all about the imperative, you must
agree to what the left demands; a corollary is you then have
to profess that you like whatever it is to which you agreed.
Once agreed-to and liked, there must be acknowledgment that it
is the good thing to do, whether it is attending diversity
training or believing all women accusers of men. If you don’t
like it, if you do not announce its goodness, you are evil and
irredeemable,  or  in  the  words  of  Hillary  Clinton,  a
‘deplorable.’[73] Another, final corollary is that which must
be  accepted,  must  be  liked,  and  must  be  embraced  in  its
goodness, is sacrosanct and will always prevail. To think that
Roe v. Wade, for instance, can be overturned, is with the
secular left, on a par with blasphemy; the kind of blasphemy
that gets you put on the political if not the proverbial rack.

 

Nowhere in American life are these four precepts of political
correctness more apparent than when it comes to abortion.
Abortion is the spear point with which the left prods the
right and actualizes the eve of destruction.

 

On Tuesday, January 22, 2019, the Democrat-controlled New York
State Legislature passed, and Democrat Governor Andrew Cuomo
signed into law the Reproductive Health Act.[74] The very
title of the bill is doublespeak to pro-life Americans;[75]
since  when  does  infanticide  become  equivalent  to  health,
reproductive or otherwise?

 

Governor Cuomo inaccurately framed the passage of the Act,
which legalizes abortion through full-term at the discretion
of an “authorized” health care practitioner, in context of a
mythical  Supreme  Court  bent  on  repealing  Roe  v.  Wade.
According to Cuomo, ‘We had to pass this law, to protect our
state.’[76] He proposes to write similar provisions into the



New  York  State  Constitution  to  make  it  harder  for  any
succeeding  governor  or  legislature  to  repeal  them.

 

Cuomo then trumpeted his victory and trolled the opposition to
abortion by ordering the Freedom Tower in New York City to be
lit  in  pink  lights.[77]  Although  Cuomo  is  on  record  as
favoring  diversity  in  the  leftwing  sense  of  the  word,  he
apparently does not think that pro-life people are part of
those with whom he should be inclusive; in fact, he once said
that conservatives are not welcome in New York.[78]

 

Several months prior to the events in New York, the female,
Republican  Governor  of  Iowa,  Kim  Stanley,  in  a  political
climate 180 degrees from that of New York, signed into law the
so-called ‘Heartbeat Bill.’[79] Whereas in New York, children
are not protected, legal persons until they are born, in Iowa,
the law bans abortions at the detection of a fetal heartbeat,
usually at about six weeks into a pregnancy. The fact that
many women are pro-life (and Republican) does not deter the
left from characterizing ‘the right to choose’ whether or not
to kill a fetus as a ‘women’s rights’ issue. Three women in
Congress, Representatives Virginia Foxx, Vicky Hartzler, and
Senator Marsha Blackburn, all Republicans, introduced a bill
in Congress to prohibit taxpayer funding of abortions.[80]
True to the basic precepts of political correctness, the left
explains away the Governor Stanleys of the country much as it
explains  away  Candace  Owens,  Thomas  Sowell,  and  Clarence
Thomas.[81]

 

Actually, assuming that lawmakers want to protect and not take
innocent human life, both the New York and Iowa laws defy
scientific evidence that shows life begins at conception.[82]



 

An astounding comparison exists between one of the primary
founders of Planned Parenthood, the ‘pro-choice’ organization
that is constantly at the center of the war over the abortion
issue and one of the primary founders of a major pro-life
group, the National Right to Life (NRL) organization.

 

Dr. Mildred Jefferson, the first black woman to graduate from
Harvard  Medical  School,  in  1968  helped  found  the  NRL  and
served as its President from 1975 to 1978. As part of her
career-long efforts to promote her cause, she cut a powerful
video promotion, still used today by pro-life advocates.[83]

 

Critics allege that Margaret Sanger, a founder of Planned
Parenthood, believed that blacks were an inferior species and
that  birth  control,  sterilization,  and  abortion  could  be
effective methods for controlling population and improving the
quality  of  the  human  species.  Although  the  left  wing
PolitiFact has adamantly claimed to have fact-checked attacks
on  Sanger,[84]  there  is  enough  documentary  evidence  of
Sanger’s views to cast a cloud over Sanger and her supposedly
benevolent interest in black people. The evidence includes a
controversial letter that Sanger wrote to an associate in
1939, saying, in part:

 

There is only one thing that I would like to be in touch
with and that is the Negro Project of the South which, if
the execution of the details remain in Miss Rose’s hands,
my suggestions will not be confusing because she knows the
way my mind works

 



Miss Rose sent me a copy of your letter of December 5th
and I note that you doubt it worthwhile to employ a full
time Negro physician. It seems to me from my experience
where I have been in North Carolina, Georgia, Tennessee
and  Texas,  that  while  the  colored  Negroes  have  great
respect for white doctors they can get closer to their own
members and more or less lay their cards on the table
which means their ignorance, superstitions and doubts.
They do not do this with the white people and if we can
train the Negro doctor at the Clinic he can go among them
with enthusiasm and with knowledge, which, I believe, will
have far-reaching results among the colored people. His
work in my opinion should be entirely with the Negro
profession and the nurses, hospital, social workers, as
well  as  the  County’s  white  doctors.  His  success  will
depend upon his personality and his training by us

 

The ministers work is also important and also he should be
trained, perhaps by the Federation as to our ideals and
the goal that we hope to reach. We do not want word to go
out that we want to exterminate the Negro population and
the minister is the man who can straighten out that idea
if  it  ever  occurs  to  any  of  their  more  rebellious
members[85]

 

What did Sanger mean? It is an open question, debated by both
sides to the controversy.

 

There  exists  in  2019  an  anti-abortion  organization,  Black
Genocide,  which  gets  its  rationale  from  the  darkest
interpretation  of  Margaret  Sanger’s  intentions.[86]  Black
Genocide states, on one of its web pages



 

Planned Parenthood is the largest abortion provider in
America. 78% of their clinics are in minority communities.
Blacks make up 12% of the population, but 35% of the
abortions in America. Are we being targeted? Isn’t that
genocide? We are the only minority in America that is on
the decline in population. If the current trend continues,
by 2038 the black vote will be insignificant.[87]

 

The opposition to abortion, and therefore, in the worldview of
the politically correct, to women’s rights, of the first black
woman  to  graduate  from  Harvard  Medical  school,  a  black
Presidential candidate, and the organization, Black Genocide,
stands in stark contrast to the basic precepts of identity
politics and political correctness. The fact that contrast can
occur in the United States is a basis for hope that the
current  unraveling  of  the  unwritten  Constitution  will  not
completely degenerate into the Second American Civil war.

 

 

Conclusion

 

In  order  to  have  a  successful  marketplace  of  ideas,  the
society must tolerate the espousal of even the worst ideas so
that all can freely weigh, evaluate, and exercise critical
judgment. Dialog and competition must be free of censorship
and  intimidation;  free  speech,  not  correct  speech,  must
prevail, or we lose that precious dimension of life known as
liberty.

 



Political  correctness,  on  the  other  hand,  is  all  about
imposing  that  which  a  certain  group  of  people  thinks  is
correct, however it is that they arrived at that state of
“progress”; in the market place of ideas, persuasion by means
of objective, factual basis and demonstrable evidence is the
preferred means of competition. Imposing speech and behavior
and using bullying attitudes is the road to totalitarianism,
shown to the world in several harrowing instances during the
twentieth century, and still with us in the twenty-first.

 

Will we be called to defeat the totalitarian beast one more
time?
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