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In keeping with Instauration’s policy of ano-
nymity, most communicants will be identified
by the first three digits of their zip code.

0O Vm disgusted by Arizona’s capitulation to
the advocates of a King holiday. | understand
that Arizonians were suffering from the eco-
nomic thuggery that had beset them since
their originally courageous decision. But what
saddens me more is the pusillanimous Majori-
ty’s refusal to organize boycotts against, say,
Time Warner, for financing such affronts as
Cop Killer, Madonna’s sex book, Oliver
Stone’s J.F.K. film and Spike Lee’s Malcolm X.

190

QO There’s nothing new about the modern
obsession with political correctness. It's been
a fixation with Jews for 50 years and more.
Only when other minorities adopted the same
tactics did PC become “exaggerated.”

805

0 How would you expect a white woman to
greet the son of the black man she thinks
raped and beat her mother 35 years ago, an
assault that turned her mother into a vegeta-
ble? In the ultra-PC film, White Lie, daughter
just can’t be too nice to him, and invites him
into her bed. The message has now become fa-
miliar: blacks are good, whites are bad, and
the only solution for racial reconciliation is
white female-black male couplings. The film
ends with the interracial couple embracing
erotically by the side of the road, as a black
boy looks on with a triumphant smile, as well
he might.

140

0 “Diversity,” the magic incantation of our
time, is in reality conformity. Any campus
bookstore displaying Instauration would quick-
ly find that out.

150

O The conviction that the sun revolves
around the earth led to increasingly awkward
explanations for facts which failed to conform
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to theory. Yet men who challenged it paid
with their lives or freedom. Today it is getting
ever more difficult to reconcile events in Africa
with the theory that all races are equal. Here
again, those who dare to differ pay dearly.
760

0 I'm engaged in a personal campaign to
convince as many fellow whites as possible
that we are all targets. it's helpful to show
them the declarations by black leaders to the
effect that the only good white man is a dead
white man, with no pardons granted for the
politically correct. The thought that even if
you drive a Volvo, sport a “Save the Whales”
sticker, and voted for Senator Carol Moseley
Braun, you too may come to grief if you get
lost in Chicago on a winter’s evening is an
eye-opener.

606

{3 Not too many years ago the impending
secession of Quebec would have seemed as
improbable as the secession of the increasing-
ly Hispanic parts of the U.S. Both, however,
are inevitable.

Canadian subscriber

Q Last summer the Zurich police made two
big searches for illegal immigrants. In the first,
they rounded up 40 people—34 from ex-
Yugoslavia, 3 Albanians, 2 Czechs and a man
from the Dominican Republic. In the second
sweep, they arrested 20 Yugoslavs. One was
charged with seducing a 14-year-old Colombi-
an girl, 12 with peddling narcotics, 4 with steal-
ing cars. The 3 others were accused of falsify-
ing passports and sundry other documents. All
the illegals were immediately expelled from
Switzerland. In English-speaking countries the
laws as regards illegal immigrants are simply
not being enforced. Often the police chiefs
are in cahoots with bleeding hearts who throb
audibly when anyone is expelled. Our real en-
emies are not the immigrants, who should be
and could be quickly and quietly thrown out &
la Suisse, but the bleeding hearts.

Swiss subscriber

O “The Gaping Brain Gap” was the most
significant item in the November issue. As to
what to name ourselves (p. 14), | still contend
that etymological and semantical arguments
are strong for “Aryan,” a word which was
widely used long before anyone ever heard of
the NSDAP. In early November, | listened for
about an hour to Hie Wiesel boasting about
himself, his books and his race. About 500
bright-eyed, naive students attended the lec-
ture. In the 50s my university still had a rather
close connection to the Presbyterian Church.
Now its chaplain is a Semite who claims a
close association with Elie Wiesel. The presi-
dent, an Aryan who specializes in Soviet histo-
ry, is married to a Jewess. Political correctness
is the AIDS of many American universities,
which are now nearly as anti-Aryan as the tel-
evision networks. .

" 741

0 it's deeply troubling that someone like
Miz Hillary Rodham is allowed to serve as

ZOG’s #1 shabbas shiksa. | partake of the dis-
may that Bush felt when he wondered aloud
why more Americans didn’t share his outrage
over Clinton’s lack of character. The “charac-
ter issue” was able to be downplayed because
in a consumer society the only issue is money.

British subscriber

0O Instaurationists might be interested to
know that a small group of Jewish wackos
called the Center for Democratic Renewal dis-
rupted a speech by British historian David Ir-
ving some months ago in the Atlanta area. Po-
lice were forced to escort the Jews and their
itinerant claque from the audience so Irving
could continue his address. The meeting was
followed by the usual wailing and gnashing of
teeth in the press by several Jewish groups,
the oddest being the Second Generation Chil-
dren of Holocaust Survivors. | suppose our
grandchildren will be dealing with an organi-
zation called the Great-grandchildren of Holo-
caust Survivors. In their wildly pro-Semitic re-
port of the meeting, all the newspapers
referred to Irving as a neo-Nazi fraud posing
as an historian, without one reference to his
numerous best-selling books dealing with
WWII or his recognized expertise on German
wartime documentaries.

kY3

O Several of my friends who are not acti-
vists in any way admit the L.A. riots indicated
that a race war is inevitable in this country.

920

0 The joy we Canadians were supposed to
feel over winning the World Series was tem-
pered by the fact that the Toronto Blue jays
team is comprised almost entirely of American
blacks and Puerto Ricans. Hardly what you
would call a glowing victory for our side!

Canadian subscriber

0 The day | arrived home from Europe |
was immediately jolted into the Melting Pot
by the incessant touting of Spike Lee’s Mal-
colm X on the three major networks. | can’t
see what advantage it is to the Chosen to en-
sure that the film will be a smashing success.
They could send it to an early grave merely by
ignoring it—as they did with Bonfire of the
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Vanities. But, on second thought, | shouldn’t
be too hard on them. For it is we who will buy
the tickets and the limitless assortment of me-
morabilia—T-shirts, caps, pins, stickers, tote
bags. And an entire generation of our children
will grow up thinking this is the way life is and
ought to be!

040

O Being an educated Southerner I've seen
ample evidence of the stupidity and laziness
of the Afro-Americans, as well as their pen-
chant for violence. When | was a child, all re-
sponsible members of society agreed that Ne-
goes shouldn’t mix with whites. So when In-
stauration came to my attention, its viewpoint
on race was not hard to swallow. The facts
hung together. My credulity was not strained.
I didn’t have to push and twist my intellect to
believe what | was reading.

303

0 | must say that the only thing that surpris-
es me about the Rodney King affair is why the
police were so clumsy. If one must beat the
tar out of some jailbird, it is properly done in
a back alley, far from prying eyes. The new
breed of policeman seems to lack the common
sense of his father and grandfather.

330

{2 One of the most puzzling questions in re-
cent American history is why an experienced
politician like Bush violated the fundamental
rule of current U.S. politics—unquestioning
obedience to ZOG.

229

0 In the year 1550, before we genocidal
Anglos showed up, there were about a million
Indians in what is now the U.S. If demogra-
pher Leon Bouvier is correct, in A.D. 2050,
500 years later, the country will have nearly
100 million Indians/mestizos. The “genocide”
we better start worrying about is our own!

121

0 The media hereabouts have tried persis-
tently to obtain a videotaped interview with
one of our prominent lady activists. She says:
“Okay, I'll give you an interview, but there is
just one condition. It must be live.” For this
reason, the planned hatchet job remains on
hold. The critical message here is that you
should never, never trust the media to treat
you fairly—regardless. They will always edit
tapes to make you look so bad that, no matter
how well you handle yourself, our cause will
not be advanced.

Canadian subscriber

O How strange it is that Bush, Clinton and
Perot are all southpaws. The ancients tagged
lefthandedness as a tad sinister. A university
mathematician | contacted figured that the
chance of this happening is roughly one in
8,000. In the general population there is on
average one southpaw for 20 people.

550

Q If Bill Clinton was thrilled to be elected
President, just imagine how overjoyed he will
be when he finds out he’s been a leading con-
tender for Majority Renegade of the Year. The
only serious competition is his wife. Anyway,

sic transit the great instauration debate about
the pros and cons of George Bush. From here
on, the Safety Valve will likely be nonstop
brickbats towards the new Prez, unless he ex-
periences some profound epiphany. Actually, |
can think of one good thing to say about him,
If we must have a liberal Democrat in the
White House, better a womanizer than a sod-
omizer.

330

) Kosher Konservatives who watched what
the Jewish attuned media did to their boy
Bush, may now understand what authentic
rightists have endured for nigh on a century.

608

0 A closet conservative friend tossed this at
me: “There’s only one way to change Joe
Blow’s mindset on the Holocaust. Put him in
solitary and force-feed him a strict diet of In-
stauration-like literature for a year. Then,
maybe just then, he will begin to think a little
on his own.

930

0 Son of Stuka’s stuff was superb (Oct.
1992). Two pages plumb full of poetry is not
to my appetite, but after taking the first cau-
tious nip, | bolted it all down and now hold
out my bowl for more. SS points to the only
path we must begin trodding if our race is to
survive. There’s no alternative. No longer can
we spare the sensibilities of those who
couldn’t care less about ours.

953

() The madness of The Tribe has overtaken
America and most of the West. Where we
were gradually slipping into decadence and
anarchy a few years ago, today we are plung-
ing helter-skelter into a very deep and dark
pit, and there ain’t a bloody thing we can do
about it until we hit rock bottom. Then, may-
be, the instauration.

Canadian subscriber

Q0 Did you hear about Father Hanukkah? He
came down the chimney with a sack full of
goodies. “Hi, kids,” he yelled. “Wanna buy any
presents?”

911

[ Not too long ago the media would have
sided with Christian Serbs against Muslim Bos-
nians, because the former represented “our
side.” Now, of course, it’s the other side that's
always right.

300

O Just a short note to let you know how
much 1 like your zine and to inform Zip 207
about the historical origin of “cracker.” It was
started around the time of the American Civil
War—in central and northern Florida. The
“cowboys” there were called crackers be-
cause their whips made a “cracking” noise.
Cattle were raised in Florida after the North
cut off Texas from the rest of the South.

330

0 As usual, when Instauration arrived the
other day everything came to a standstill until
I had finished it. But Son of Stuka’s question
about the L.A. riots, “Which one of you. . .

stole Madonna’s underpants?” kept gnawing
at my intellectual curiosity. | think | found the
source in Eldridge Cleaver’s scabrous Soul on
Ice. In referring to his raging passion for white
women, the Negro writer, who is now pretty
well down on his luck, penned: “I love a white
woman'’s dirty drawers.” Remember, Soul on
Ice was required reading in many college
classes in the 60s.

951

0 Are you ready for four years of co-
Presidents Willie and Hillie? The Chosen, who
enthusiastically backed the Romeo of the
Ozarks, need to have a dose of inflation. They
probably have a lot of bank loans due in
1994-95. No inflation—and they’ll be in bank-
ruptcy court.

600

0 How often have you seen a news article
or a TV news item where some Negro spokes-
man, self-appointed or elected, refers to his
constituents as “the black community.” It is
tempting to dismiss this phrase as an oxymor-
on, given the dysfunctional nature of the typi-
cal ghetto. The speakers use this term because
it has a warm, fuzzy, small-town evocative-
ness. It sure beats “the jungle” or “the fire-ant
mound.” Of course, we also have “the gay
community” and “the Hispanic community”
and, for all | know, a community for every
identifiable group in this country, except
white people. Just once, wouldn't it be inter-
esting to hear some white city councilman,
mayor, city manager, alderman, police com-
missioner or whoever refer to his constituents
as “the white community.” The sight of jaws
dropping and the sound of deep-throated
gasping would be overwhelming.

119

0 1 go for Bill and Hillary as Renegade
Couple of the Year.
319

O Anti-German politicians are giving away
the German store to Asians, black Africans,
Gypsies and the like, all of whom never stop
taking advantage of the sickening asylum laws
dreamed up by meddlesome mongrelizers of
the white race. Visitors to Germany tell me,
“We were in small towns and we only saw a
few Turks (or blacks or yellows), but they
were hard-working.” Don't they realize that,
once these interlopers have dug in and
brought over all their relatives, they will not
be so peaceful? The media constantly harp on
neo-Nazi attacks on asylum seekers. | call
those young Germans freedom fighters.

781

O | was in Berlin a while back and visited
the area where Hitler’s chancellory and bun-
ker were situated. It's just a big swath of
grassy area now, with a small mound at one
end. | was talking with a German there when
a big Mercedes pulled up and out came five
men and women who were, shall we say, rec-
ognizably Jewish. They took turns taking pho-
tos of each other jumping up and down. What
the hell is going on, | asked. Oh, they do it all
the time, my German acquaintance replied.
Sometimes they yell, “Haman, Haman, Ha-
man.” Some come and jump up and down in a
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kind of vengeful dance, during which they
yell, “Ha, ha, ha, we won, we won.” In many
countries they put on this performance with
little cookies, Hamantasshen, during Purim,
one of their many religious holidays. This
scene in Berlin, however, was extraordinary
for its overbrimming hatred.

021

Q| was watching the Montel Williams show
and heard him talk about “incidences” rather
than “incidents.” You can take the boy out of
the ghetto, but you just can’t take the ghetto
out of the boy.

458

0 | was going to vote for the libertarian
candidate, Andre Marrou, until | found out he
had “converted to Judaism.”

870

{2 Now that Clinton has been elected presi-
dent we have proof that the vast majority of
people in the U.S. are totally insane. One of
his first moves was to tell President Salinas of
Mexico that he supported the free trade deal.
If Mr. and Mrs. Big like the Mexicans so much,
why don’t they join them at the river and
wash clothes.

775

QO I'm sure you've probably heard the joke:
What does a Jew say after sex? Answer: Was it
good for Israel? This attitude tends to pervade
every fiber of their being. This is why they are
so powerful and close-knit. We could learn a
lot from their obsessive Jewishness. If we
could teach this kind of racial solidarity to just
1%-2% of our people, we would have little to
worry about. We need to make race and ser-
vice to our race a major motivating factor at
the front of our minds. Before every decision
we make, we must consider: “How will this af-
fect my people? What should | do in this in-
stance to have the best effect on, or do the
most good for, my race?”

660

Q1 notice Zip 604 (Sept. 1992) was amazed
to find an amusement park ride called ZYK-
LON. Well, it's still alive and roller-
coastering. | held on for dear life on a ZYK-
LON at the Texas State Fair this fall. As to why
Jews haven’t protested, | suspect they don’t
know it exists. What could be more Gentile-
ish than spending a day at a state fair.

788

Q When will you stop passing over Telford
Taylor, of the Nuremberg show trials, as your
candidate for repulsive white renegade of the
year? He has long been at the top of my nomi-
nation list.

914

Q | jotted down Howard Allen’s address
and obtained a copy of The Dispossessed Ma-
jority. Everything in my life was put on hold
until | completely read through the book. My
reaction resembled the insertion of a platinum
catalyst into a room filled with hydrogen and
oxygen. Fundamental elements of thought that

PAGE 4—INSTAURATION—JANUARY 1993

had long been segregated through careful “po-
litical correctness” suppression now came to-
gether with a bang. The book has in it every-
thing that | should have been told at home, in
college, in the officers’ clubs in the military or
in bull sessions with my friends.

810

0 | would like to place the name of Jack
Kemp in nomination for Majority Renegade of
the Year. | know there will be many candi-
dates in the field and a runoff may be neces-
sary. But | believe my man, who wears a bea-
tific smile whenever he’s wearing a yarmulke,
will win out in the end.

080

Q) Several years ago Vidal Sassoon took a
two-year leave of absence from his hair-
dressing business to investigate why people
hated Jews so much. ! never heard the results
of his research. Could it be that he couldn't
take the truth?

110

0O In a detailed half-hour program on the
black and Hispanic revolt in L.A., a BBC re-
porter stressed that just about every minority
there hates and fears each other. The question
never asked was again never asked: What is
the point of promoting this “diversity?”

British subscriber

0 John Nobull (Nov. 1992) refers with
some surprise to racist dogs. Visitors to South
Africa commonly express this surprise, and we
are surprised they are surprised because we
take our dogs’ positive hatred of nonwhites
for granted. Nor do the canines have to be
taught. They know from puppyhood that
whites and nonwhites are different animals,
and are enemies from day one. Their doggy in-
stincts are superior to the lucubrations of our
liberal politicians, who are only curs. | would
propose that our next state president should
be a noble hound, not another cur.

South African subscriber

Q The liberal, equalitarian “sensitivity” to
the “unjustified plight of alienated Negroes”
has become so acute our white military prison
staffers are either blind to the spread of biunt,
overt, black racism or are actively condoning
it! Now that the prison administration here
has given all ethnic groups the right to pri-
vately assemble, except Anglo-Americans, the
total blatant reverse racial discrimination has
finally become more than just apparent. It is
now glaringly obvious. The primate popula-
tion easily recognizes this backstabbing
among whites and boisterously revels in it.
Sometimes | cannot believe this situation is
actually real. The only white men in this god-
forsaken institution who actually care about
Ametica’s future and their children’s future
are being treated by prison officials like the
dirtiest maggots to ever crawl out of Ameri-
ca’s multicultural sewer system. On the other
hand, some of this prison’s most illiterate, re-
actionary racist Negroes are being officially
complimented for being “disciples of great
achievement.” | hope all those liberal, emas-

culated government officials and media peda-
gogues out there eventually reap the fruits of
their disgusting warped labor and wallow in
the atmosphere of guilt, fear and confusion
they have foisted on whites.

Prison inmate

0 Jews are hyperactive, but it would be dif-
ficult to say that what they are up to is wise or
really serving their long-term interests. Whites
are not as rational as Jews. As for the blacks,
don’t ask! In regard to the yellow race, the
Chinese record is poor; maybe the Japs can do
something.

208

[ The media have devolved into a political
organ of the Democratic Party. The criminal
justice system is no longer a justice system,
but merely a “court of law,” as judges now in-
struct juries. With our can’t-stop-smilin’-
president and Winnie Mandela as his First
Lady, more and more people are figuring out
there is little left to defend in what used to be
called the U.S.A. Let's stow away our word
processors for a while and organize into ac-
tive, but peaceful, cells. More and more of our
families are waiting to be rescued.

787

0 Not very long ago our heartstrings were
tugged by maudiin pleas for Biafra and Ethio-
pia, with not even a whisper about their se-
vere overpopulation. If ever our misdirected
charity went down a rat hole, it was in those
areas. Sending food to an unwisely pregnant
woman in such a country merely makes it
more likely that she will carry her baby to full
term, so that two people will starve next year
instead of one. And now, with a national debt
beyond the reach of human imagination, soar-
ing domestic costs from crime and social pro-
grams, the bills from twe devastating hurri-
canes, the L.A. riots and a world market that
daily becomes less enthusiastic about buying
out products, we propose to feed and police
the starving Somalis! Why is the public not in-
censed by such expenditures of its tax money?
Perhaps because the media imply that it
would be mean-spirited to demur? Well, it’s
due time for a generous dollop of mean spirit!
Food aid should be tied to tenable proof that
the recipient nation is waging a vigorous cam-
paign to lower its birthrate and assume that
responsibility as a sovereign nation. It's time
the U.S. stopped underwriting the follies of
multiplying losers, no matter how fetchingly
dark their hides!

Satcom Sal




Has Instauration gone out of its mind, grown senile, lost
its mental equipoise? Is the magazine ready for the loony bin?
FRED BARNES, MAJORITY RENEGADE OF THE YEAR?

Why in the world would Instauration pick for its indecent
annual award a decent Episcopalian WASP conservative, a
friendly, personable scion of an old-line military family (both
father and grandfather went to West Point) with four nice kids
(one son, three daughters), a loyal wife and a ton of family
values? Barnes is a bright, intelligent, hard-working 50-year-
old journalist, whose reasoned and well-put comments often
make prefabricated liberals on Crossfire and the MclLaughlin
Group cringe, as he gently but firmly points out their non
sequiturs and the inconsistencies of their intolerant and intol-
erable fustian.

Fred Barnes? Why he should be the last one any sane In-
staurationist would choose as Majority Renegade of this or
any year. Horrified by the choice, many subscribers may now
be switching on their word processors and cranking out some
snarling rejoinders, along with curt requests for the immedi-
ate cancellation of their subscriptions.

The amount of confusion and ill-feeling out there in read-
ers’ land must be considerable. The choice of Fred Barnes
does sound like an act of madness. But there is method in it.

First, it must be admitted that Fred knows the score, or at
least 75% of it. Reading between the lines of his magazine ar-
ticles and catching the inflections of his TV sound bites, it's
fairly obvious he is well aware of the power of minority ra-
cism and the powerlessness of Majority racism. Almost cer-
tainly, he knows better than most of us that this country is
heading down a one-way street to an historical dead end. He
works for and pals around with the people who are steering
us down that road.

There’s the rub. Though he is on to what is happening,
not just to his country, but to his race, all he does is object a
little, disagree a little, rebut a little, all while depositing four-
and five-figure checks in his bank account (he charges
$4,000 per lecture). Like all too many of us, he’d rather be
rich than right. Unlike many of us, he is actively working for
the enemy, actively lending his journalistic prestige and his
high 1Q to prop up the politics and ideology of some of the
most reprehensible creatures this side of Mars.

Barnes must be fully cognizant of why he has a job at the
New Republic. He is carrying water for Martin Peretz, the
Jewish owner, who not too many years ago was a Harvard as-
sistant professor whose intellectual baggage consisted largely
of adolescent Marxist claptrap. His dress code was typical—a
black shirt open to the navel to display a dangling gold
chain. Using the money of his rich, non-Jewish wife, he
bought the New Republic and remade it in his image. The
liberalism and exudations of class and racial warfare were al-
most suffocating. Then one day, as his mind slithered away
from Marxism and veered towards Zionism, Peretz suddenly
realized that honest liberals (there are a few) were less likely
to be pro-Israeli than dishonest conservatives, of whom there

By their bosses ye shall know them

Majority Renegade of the Year

are many. Presto! The New Republic adopted a neoconserva-
tive line and actively boosted Reagan and Bush, especially
the latter when he chased Saddam Hussein out of Kuwait and
trounced lIsrael’s most threatening neighbor. It was in those
happy, warmongering days that Barnes’s job was to mask the
raging Zionism with a dollop of respectable Republican com-
mentary and political balance. The New Republic’s editorials
radically metamorphosed, however, when Bush temporarily
delayed lIsrael’s demand for a $10-billion loan guarantee.
Suddenly Peretz, who keeps in touch with his long-time
friend, Ivan Boesky, became a Democrat again, not to men-
tion a Clinton booster. Peretz’s neoconservatism is now what?
Neoliberalism? Whatever it is, it is still Israel diber alles.

Today Barnes, as a senior editor of the New Republic, not
only works directly under Peretz, but also under the maga-
zine’s second-in-command, Andrew Sullivan, a British homo
whose duty it is to inject some literary preciosity in the maga-
zine and in the process attract a slew of new subscribers from
the Colorado boycott crowd.

Without Barnes and hundreds of Majority writers like
him, the N.Y. Times, Washington Post, the networks, Time,
Newsweek and the lesser Jewish organs of “opinion,” would
be reduced to something little better than tabloids, something
like the New York Post. It takes industrious Majority members
to keep these enterprises running, do the research and the
proofreading, control the endemic Jewish politicking and
proselytizing. With the camouflage removed and nothing but
the teeth of the enemy showing, even the blind among us
would spot the Semitism sandwiched between the glossy ads
and the incessant commercials on the nightly news. Barnes
and the many Majority writers and thinkers like Barnes must
be severely faulted for allowing themselves to be exploited
by these minority mediamasters. They are making the minori-
ties’ task all the easier. A good man who works for the enemy
is more dangerous to the home team than an evil man.

Some day Fred Barnes has got to realize that, hard as it
may be on his bank account, he has got to stop writing for
“them” and start writing for “us.” He has got to transfer his
brainpower from big-circulation magazines and high-rated
TV shows to pro-Majority magazines with minuscule circula-
tions and to homemade pro-Majority videotapes that, with
luck, may appear on some low-wattage cable station.

Separatism is the only “ism” that will save the American
Majority. It must be extended into every facet of modern
American life, most of all in the media. If the best a talented
Majority writer can do is become a housebroken or token
conservative on talk shows or in the print media, a job in
which he can never say more than 50% of what he really
thinks, then he’s simply got to speak out, be fired, take a job
in a factory and write or lecture at night.

Until Fred Barnes and all the brainy Majority members
like Barnes decide to bite the bullet and take this route, they
will remain among the top contenders for Majority Renegade
of the Year.
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Bush quits Washington with a soap opera flourish

Appointment in Somalia

Come January 20, Bush of Arabia (more recently of Somalia)
will be out of the White House. Always considerate, he is not the
type to forget to leave the light on for the new tenants, Bill and
Hillary. Time will tell whether the 42nd president will go down
in history as Clinton of Somalia.

Unremarkable will probably be the best word to characterize
the performance of the new Commander in Chief in his first
weeks in the Oval Office. An overwhelming number of officers
and enlisted men are dead set against Clinton’s promise to lift the
Pentagon’s ban on pansies, fairies, lesbians, bull dykes and other
assorted fruits in the Armed Forces—so dead set that Colonel Da-
vid Hackworth, America’s most decorated soldier, said in a radio
interview that some G.l.s had told him they would actually kill
Clinton if he should set foot on their post. What the future has in
store, if Clinton has his way, was demonstrated by a “kiss-in”
staged by homosexuals in Senator Sam Nunn’s office to punish
the chairman of the Armed Services Committee for letting two
aides go because of their “sexual orientation.”

Clinton is also raising the hackles of men in uniform by sup-
porting the plans of his minority-ridden entourage to assign
women to combat duty, not just on warships and warplanes, but
on the battlefield. Counterarguments to this far-out policy have
been silenced by references to the Israeli Defense Forces, which
are credited with putting Jewish females on the front lines. The
reference to lsrael strengthens the women-in-combat case no
end, since anything Zionists do is good, right, smart and, most
important, uncriticizable, at least by the multitude of congress-
men who manage to hold on to their jobs, thanks to lavish funds
from Jewish PACs and lavish outpourings of praise from the me-
dia. The trouble is, all this talk about Israel’s fighting women is
pure moonshine. Some Jewish Amazons did get thrust into the
front lines of the first days of the 1973 Yom Kippur War when Egypt-
ian forces broke through Israeli defenses in the Sinai. But, after
watching a half dozen or so female soldiers return in body bags,
even screaming war hawks like Ariel Sharon threw in the towel
and stationed IDF females well in the rear of combat zones.

In one sense, Clinton’s willingness to stir up opposition in the
military may be the Dispossessed Majority’s cup of tea. There is
little or no possibility that Majority members can win back their
country and recapture their kidnapped culture until and unless
the Armed Forces become politicized. A neutral army serves
whoever is in power and whatever political ideology happens to
be in the ascendant. Since the Majority has become almost pow-
erless, the military is ipso facto an anti-Majority element in the
national scene. A politicized army in which Majority members
still outnumber blacks, Hispanics and other minorityites might be
the one force that could end or at least significantly slow down
the Brazilification of the U.S.

Clinton should consider, but probably won't, that a ragtag
mix of demoralized troops, with both sexes sharing pit latrines
and new recruits being propositioned by homosexuals in their
barracks, is not likely to do too well when the guns go off in an-
ger. It's one thing to “conquer” the sleepy island of Grenada or
push the buttons of high-tech weapons that blast to smithereens
a bunch of Iragi camel jockeys, unprotected by ground or air
cover. It's quite another to be outnumbered and attacked by a
Korean-Chinese force of dedicated, hardcore Communists (quasi-
nationalists) supplied with state-of-the-art Soviet weapons or war
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against tough Vietnamese Communist (also quasi-nationalist)
guerrillas in a tropical jungle where superior firepower cannot
home in on a sufficient number of human targets.

If American soldiers manage to bring some kind of order out
of the Somali mess, it will augment the clout and prestige of the
Beltway insiders and Ivy League professors who will saturate the
Clinton administration. On the other hand, the death of a score
of G.Ls in a Somali shantytown would bring this country closer
to Der Tag—when all scores will be settled and America will ei-
ther reenter history or transmogrify into a horror story.

Of all the wasteful and counterproductive crusades that the
U.S. has engaged in in the last 100 years, the Somali expedition
takes the cake. A country whose leaders will starve tens of thou-
sands of their own people, even thousands of their own clans-
men (the Somali population of 8 million is scattered among 100
clans), to acquire or maintain power, a country that has fallen
apart at the seams from endless civil wars, wars against neighbor-
ing states and political corruption, a country led by some of the
sorriest examples of mankind can only be saved from the inside,
not by a foreign invasion, peaceful or otherwise.

Much of black Africa is approaching the wretched condition
of Somalia. More than $130 billion has been pumped into black
African nations between 1960-1990, and most of it has already
gone up in smoke. Is the next shipment of G.L.s to be sent to Zim-
babwe, Malawi, Mozambique and Zaire, where famine is in the
making and 19 million are already short of food? Meanwhile, in
Somalia, with no one scwing the crops for the next harvest, the
population, starving or not, will keep on breeding with the inevi-
table result that the next generation of starving people will be
twice as numerous as the present one.

Couldn’t the American military be used-more constructively
by guarding the southern borders of the U.S. to prevent the coun-
try from becoming another political, economic and social disas-
ter on the Latin American model? Are there no hungry mouths
and homeless in American cities? What is the sense of putting a
huge pool of military manpower to work for faraway blacks who
will revert to their customary anarchy and barbarism the moment
the troops are pulled out?

Multiculturalism, the cause of so much grief and frustration at
home, appeals to the altruism which occupies such a large space
in human hearts, an altruism that is easily manipulated by world
savers into constant meddling in the affairs of foreign nations. In
the case of Somalia, the syndrome, backed up by nightly televi-
sion shots of living skeletons, actually extends beyond altruism
into a sort of extraterritorial fixation that can best be described as
“otherism.” The emphasis is always on looking outward, never
inward. While blacks in the U.S. kill whites by the thousands
each year and rape white women by the tens of thousands, a
white and black army is sent abroad to resuscitate and patrol a
black state that would be scorned and derided by neolithic
tribesmen if they could come back from the dead for an hour
and stroll through the streets of Mogadishu.

Civilization depends on a neat balance of egotism and altru-
ism. When egotism expands into anarchy and altruism into “oth-
erism,” the balance is destroyed. Somalia has already reached
the anarchic extreme. America, despite its problems at home
(race war, deficits, crime), is in the grip of “otherism.” Somalia
may well be a preview of America in the mid-21st century.


http:otherism.1t

Eduardo Galeano: Latin America’s Lily White Apologist

some of the best literature. There are few places in the

world more troubled than Latin America, a vast territo-
ry that has produced more than its share of first-rate writ-
ers. The Spanish cultural tradition has always bestowed
more favor and kudos on literary folk, lawyers and other
kinds of purely intellectual workers than it has on those at-
tuned to life’s more practical aspects, such as engineers,
agronomists or telephone repairmen. As a result, you can
g0 to any Latin American city and find the most charming,
erudite, sophisticated and worldly people you are ever
likely to meet, but you will be out of luck if you need to
get the telephone fixed or if your hot water heater breaks
down. | must add in all fairness that auto mechanics are
plentiful, competent and—surprise, surprise—relatively hon-
est.

I’'m pretty sure that few readers of Instauration know of
Eduardo Galeano, a Latin American author who ranks in
some eyes with Gabriel Garcia Marquez, Carlos Fuentes
or Mario Vargas Llosa. Part of the reason is that Galeano
has not yet enjoyed the commercial success in the U. S.
market that the others have. The other part is that, unlike
the others, Galeano, a Uruguayan, is fiercely political.
Garcia, Fuentes and Vargas all hold strong political opin-
ions, but tend to bury them in their works. Galeano, on
the other hand, is probably best known for his nonfictional
overview of Latin American history, Open Veins of Latin
America: Five Centuries of the Pillage of a Continent
(Monthly Review Press, New York and London, 1973). His
other work, although a blend of fact and fiction, aiso tends
to focus on the real world.

Galeano, an unabashed, unrepentant Marxist, is con-
siderably more honest and critical than the average mem-
ber of that breed. in his latest book, We Say No, a collec-
tion of essays on the current situation in Latin America,
but containing material dating back to 1963, he roundly
condemns the Soviet Empire and applauds its fall. He even
ventures to cast a few sidelong arrows at the dictatorship
of Fidel Castro, while blaming the U.S. for the mountain-
ous problems that have afflicted Cuba.

Galeano’s full name is Eduardo Hughes Galeano,
Hughes being his father’s name and Galeano his mother’s.
Contrary to the accepted custom in Spanish-speaking
America, he uses his mother’'s name. Quite sensitive on
this point, he has written a couple of short essays to ex-
plain the whys and wherefores for his sensitivity. What is
clear is that Galeano is in the throes of an identity crisis.
That he is a white man, without a drop of Indian or Negro
blood in his veins, is not a plus in the Latin American liter-
ary pantheon. All his ancestors were from Wales, Spain,

I t is a truism that troubled regions tend to produce

Italy and Germany, as he freely admits. Galeano says he
avoids the use of his last name, Hughes, because it is al-
most impossible for Latin Americans to pronounce it cor-
rectly, much less spell. Frankly, I think he is telling a white
lie. Nevertheless, a man has a right to call himself what he
wishes to, provided he does not have an underhanded mo-
tive (such as members of a certain ethnic group, who
change their names to lull their fellow citizens into a false
sense of security). Galeano is certainly not ashamed of his
father, whom he admires, and | can attest to the truth of
his claim that our neighbors south of the border have diffi-
culty pronouncing or spelling English names.

Open Veins of Latin America is a fascinating book. It
gives us a large dose of little-known history about the con-
tinent to the south, while at the same time offering as con-
cise and complete an explanation of the Third World mind
as you are likely to find in any language. Galeano is prob-
ably unaware that only a man like himself, a person of Eu-
ropean background, could produce such a logical, rational
work on such an emotional subject.

The casual American reader will initially be repelled—
and with good reason—by Galeano’s attempt to place all
the blame for Latin America’s ills on the U.S., Great Brit-
ain or the largely white, regional Spanish elite. In Galea-
no’s eyes the vast mass of mestizo, indian and black Latin
Americans are pure, selfless, decent human beings, bat-
tered by the tides of history and by the greed, cruelty and
stupidity of their masters.

There is much truth in this observation. Exploitation
has been developed to an art form in Latin America. It is
sheer hell to be born poor in any country south of the Rio
Grande.

What Galeano steadfastly denies, repeating it almost as
a catechism, is that race has had anything to do with the
overall failure of the Latin American countries to compete
with their neighbors to the north, although, unlike so
many American and European writers, he is well aware of
the racial arguments advanced to explain Hispanic back-
wardness. He makes repeated references to them, but he is
too smart—and it would be too painful—to really examine
the validity of these claims. So he keeps silent on such
matters. | half suspect that he is all too knowledgeable
about Latin America’s real problems, but his Marxist train-
ing stops him from undertaking a serious study of the situa-
tion.

For all his distrust and dislike of Yankees, however,
Galeano does not hesitate to give credit where credit is
due when discussing the different histories of Latin Ameri-
ca and the U.S., thereby bolstering my theory that he is
one of those sorriest of creatures, a brilliant, race-
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conscious white, trapped by circumstances in an alien mi-
lieu, where he is forced to wear a mask to acquire respect-
ability and acceptability.

Despite all his faults, Galeano has a heart that burns
with compassion and affection for his fellow humans. Al-
though his Marxist mindset erects steel bars around his
brain, he reaches out between them. Growing up a Latin
American, Galeano has learned to hate the injustice, the
poverty and the hypocrisy rampant in his continent. Cast-
ing his eye on the blacks, Indians and mestizos, he has de-
cided that, because of their suffering, they must be the
elect of God. An atheist, Galeano manages to translate
this religious notion into a left-wing political platform.

Unable to accept what is obvious to most visitors to
Latin America, that its problems are the fault of all its peo-
ple, rich and poor, black, white and in between, Galeano
falls back on standard Marxist interpretations to try to ex-
plain away what would be too embarrassing to admit.
This failing, however, does not detract from the value of
his writings, which are a joy to peruse and which provide
the reader with a better understanding of Latin America
than a score of scholarly tomes.

Other than Open Veins—a must read—Galeano has
published a trilogy on Latin American history, Memory of
Fire: Genesis, Faces and Masks and Century of the Wind,
ranging from pre-Conquest times to the present day. His
technique is to write a short essay on specific historic inci-
dents for almost every year from 1492 on. The effect is
electric.

We Say No is Galeano’s plea against the abuses of un-
bridled finance capitalism. If you can wade through his
annoying habit of injecting the Sandinistas and socialism

into any subject he writes about, you will find that the
plague of greed which is slowly destroying America and
Europe has already done its dirty work in the shanty towns
of Caracas, Bogota and Rio.

If there is anything about Galeano that really irritates
me, it is his seeming inability to free himself from a few
idées fixes. First, socialism of the leftist variety has appar-
ently become his ersatz religion. He cannot see that, if it
could not succeed with Europeans, it surely is not going to
work with Latin Americans. Second, he goes overboard
about the Sandinistas. | would describe it as some kind of
homosexual mind warp if he had not been married three
times. For Instaurationists, who may have forgotten, the
Sandinistas were without doubt the nastiest, most ignorant,
most incompetent and silliest Communists who ever raised
clenched fists in Latin America. They seized power in Nic-
aragua because the opposition, headed by the corrupt dic-
tator Somoza, was even worse. They lost it because they
deserved to lose it. The only explanation | can imagine for
Galeano’s fascination for Sandinistas is their habit of fixing
up visiting leftist writers with pretty young girls as “guides.”

The last and most serious flaw in Galenao’s thinking,
as | have already intimated, is the notion that the poor are
always right, and everyone else is an oppressive bastard.
Oye, Sefior Eduardo, sometimes the poor are poor be-
cause they are stupid, lazy, dishonest or totally lacking in
talent and ambition. Not always, but sometimes.

Instaurationists who have an interest in the Hispanic
hinterlands of the Western Hemisphere should pick up
one of Galeano’s books pronto. English translations are
available in paperback, so they won’t cost anyone his life
savings.

N.B. FORREST
—

_—

An agent of evolution?

- AIDS: The Third World’s Ethnic Cleanser

death of America described the first phase of the

West's collapse. (The typical, deracinated American
white TV-hypnotizee considers dying with the most toys
to be “winning;” Instauration regards it simply as dying.)
The next phase, as with all deaths, will see the elimination
of the unfit by biological agents. With the completion of
that stage, the insane, centuries-long war of white racial
suicidists on evolution will have run its full and horrific
course.

“Alas,” an over-anxious white contemplator of these
facts is tempted to say, “we are done for!” Not so, my
friends. Lift up your heads and look at the larger picture:
the Grim Reaper is drawing nigh, with winnowing fan in
hand.

Biologists have noted that all species have built-in
“safety catches” which prevent them from overpopulating

I nstauration’s front-page editorial (June 1992) on the
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their environment. Since man’s environment is world-
wide, only a global restraining agent could prevent him
from suffocating the earth with his numbers and stupidity.
That agent is AIDS.

The HIV is not Mother Earth’s only biological means of
defense. Also materializing today are new versions of old
plagues: drug-resistant tuberculosis imported into the U.S.
inside yellow-brown androids from Southeast Asia; insec-
ticide-immune bugs bearing upgraded parasites such as
the debilitating Lyme disease; eerie and fearsome new
mutants of streptococcal bacteria. And we do not yet
know what additional surprises Gaia, Mother Earth, has in
store for us. But AIDS is certainly her corps of shock
troops, her Death’s Head SS.

No sensible white should seek to join the “war” on
AIDS. Indeed, our appropriate attitude should be silence,
not an off-putting, toothless mimicry of the anti-AIDS



blatherers: “Tsk, tsk, yes, it’s really awful how those poor
Afro-Americans, Haitians and black Africans, and all of
those other culturally rich peoples are being driven to ex-
tinction by AIDS! By the way, what’s the weather going to
be like tomorrow?”

White doctors and medical researchers should not be
lured into devoting their talents to the Bug. There are other
more important medical problems. Those who cannot re-
sist the bait of money in the AIDS-research trap should fol-
low the example of government-funded boondogglers eve-
rywhere: spending most of their time inventing reasons
why no hard results issue from said research. Even better,
appoint an AlDS-infected, melanin-rich creature the nomi-
nal head of the research section to protect wheel-spinning
researchers against political protests. Best of all, let the
colored care for the AIDS-infected. On Saturday, October
3, 1992, the Associated Press let it slip that, while normal
health care workers rarely (i.e., less than 1 per 10,000)
catch the lentivirus in their normal duties,

the risk varies considerably, depending on whether they work
in hospitals that see sizable numbers of infected people and
whether they do procedures that put them in contact with
blood. According to the federal Centers for Disease Control,
31 cases of on-the-job infections have been documented
among health care workers; 65 others are suspected of having
gotten the virus this way.

AIDS is the Apocalypse. No one knows how often or
how long ago the HIV retrovirus invaded man, perhaps
from the lower primates, maybe thousands of times and
hundreds of years before we noticed it. But only when
Third Worldlings ballooned in numbers to a critical mass,
thereby enabling a self-sustaining contagion, could this
primate safety catch show .tz triie nature. We have come
to know from the study of other parasites that many of
them take control, not just of the body of their hosts, but of
their psychology and behavior as well, making these hosts
behave in bizarre ways that are beneficial to the spread of
the parasite. Consequently, when we hear AIDS-infectees
scream for “education” in “safe sex” (somewhat like the al-
cohol industry’s preaching “drink in moderation” to teen-
agers), we may in fact be witnessing the results of a kind of
invasion of the body snatchers. Let them spread this para-
sites” gospel throughout the Third World. Let us ourselves
recognize it for what it is: death with a human voice.

Those who do not recognize the cunning of Nature
will continue to screech for the scientific genie to perform
a magic disappearing technotrick on the retrovirus. But
that will never be, as AIDS conference after AIDS confer-
ence is slowly beginning to reveal. It is impossible to find
a “cure” for a parasite which actually becomies part of the
genome. Negresses are especially susceptible to infection
from ordinary coitus, since they do not have the same in-
nate resistance as white females. Too bad for all the black
welfare queens. And the plague is spreading fast. It has,
among other targets, already implanted itself in about 10%
of the migrant workers in the U.S.

As the AIDS pestilence grinds on, a number of indica-

tors point to a much higher rate of survival for us whites,
who comprise only about 15% of humanity. By all odds,
the coloreds present by far the largest target. Moreover,
none of the nonwhite races displays the level of genetic di-
versity we do. As far as an HIV bacterium is concerned,
when it has seen one Negro, it has seen them all. Ditto for
the subdivisions of the Asiatics. Whites, by contrast, are
more genetically diverse, hence harder for the microbes to
adapt to—and the greater variation makes it much more
likely that when naturally immune humans do emerge,
they will be whites, not the cookie-cutter forms that popu-
late the darker regions of the globe.

Aside from drug addicts, male homo- and bisexuals are
the most active spreaders of AIDS among whites. So far,
female homosexuals have presented no health threat. Ac-
cording to Anne Moir and David Jessel in Brain Sex: The
Real Difference between Men and Women (Lyle Stuart,
N.Y., 1991, p. 113), gays constitute about 4%, lesbians
only about 1%, of their respective sexes. That is, only
about 2% of the total white (European-descended) popula-
tion in the U.S. is male homosexual. Even if we double
this number to allow for marginal error, still only 4% of all
white males could be considered behaviorally AIDS-
prone. Moreover, pharmacological interference with fetal
brain growth by barbiturates, such as those prescribed to
about 25% of pregnant American women in the 1950s
and 60s (op. cit., p. 123), can also result in male homosex-
uality. (The brain only imperfectly changes from the basic
female template to the male variant,! in these cases.) Also,
the catastrophic use, by whites, of psychotropic drugs for
“recreational” purposes is almost certainly playing a major
role in fetal brain and neural damage. Thus the 2% (or
4%) figure may be higher than is normal for the white
race, over time, since barbiturates (and other biopollution)
are historically recent phenomena.

Considering the critical role of sodomy in the spread of
AIDS, it is important to understand the evolutionary ori-
gins of this behavior, which we whites call abnormal.

tudies of how apes and Afros act, the standard anthropo-
logical method of determining what our own primitive an-
cestors once did, reveal that male homosexuality is a nor-
mal practice for those members who have lost out to the
alpha males in the competition for females. Among these
near-human primates, homosexuality serves as such an
important agent in the male bonding process that the non-
alphas stay around on the periphery of the tribe to protect
it. The procedure is also a way of showing the female-like
submission of the non-alphas to the alphas. Homoerotic
bonding and social-precedence acknowledgment of this
type among males were presumably also the case among
the ancestors of man. (Bear in mind that the human and
chimpanzee genomes differ by only 1% of their makeup.)
However, as the human line evolved, its brain grew larger
and inhibitional powers stronger, and male homosexuality
became less important as a survival strategy. The more ad-
vanced branches migrated away from sodomy and harem-
keeping toward monogamy and more abstract means of
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asserting social preeminence or deferring to it.

However, the slightest problems in fetal development
can impair the growth of the more recent evolutionary
characteristics, leaving the individual at the more primi-
tive stage with respect to the affected characteristics. This
leads to the “birth defect” recrudescence of homosexuality
among about 4% of the white male population, as men-
tioned previously. This percentage, however, is very small,
compared with conditions among nonwhites. Among the
less advanced races, especially the Negroes and Proto-
mongoloids (Amerinds and Eskimos), we find male homo-
sexuality (and harems) much more prevalent than among
the more advanced. Although exact numbers are unavaila-
ble, it is clearly this condition which the AIDS virus is ex-
ploiting in order to eliminate these less advanced forms.
Healthy whites of Northern European stock practice the
least sodomy, followed by healthy northern Mongoloids.
The least advanced and mixed-race types follow the evo-
lutionarily older routes. Interpreted in moral terms, evolu-
tionary stages that have been surpassed or bypassed are
always viewed as bad. For this reason normal Northern
European males instinctively find sodomy abhorrent and
repulsive. In contrast, the more primitive, darker types,
who do not share our instincts and inhibitions, cannot un-
derstand why we are so “uptight” about it. Despite their
incomprehension, the promotion of lower primate male
homosexuality as an “alternative life style” for whites is a
direct attack, not just on individual white “bigoted racists”
but on evolution itself. AIDS may be evolution’s response
to that attack.

Today, most homosexuals have been educated to hate
normal white heterosexual society. In their heart of hearts,
they would like to see it destroyed, as would the compas-
sion industry. Homosexuals seek to enshrine special pre-
rogatives for themselves into law, under the guise of “pro-
tection” against “gay-bashers.” With their strong presence
in politics,* in the media, in the apparel industry” and the
arts, these hate-filled birth defectives are well positioned
to nullify opposition to the spread of HIV. In the incipient
guerrilla war in which we are now engaged, the only safe
alternative for an evolution-affirming white male is to con-
sider all homosexuals as probable vectors of The Thing.

Male homosexuality, of course, is not the only avenue
of infection. There are many (especially drug-addicted) in-
dividuals out there who have HIV and know it, yet delib-
erately continue to practice unsafe sex. These people are
cold-blooded murderers. They are encouraged in their le-
thal fun by the media elites who, except for their insane

diabolization of pro-evolutionary whites, utterly deny the
existence of moral evil. This denial is accomplished by
projecting all responsibility for personal perversity upon
society at large. The media’s refrain is always that, since
society or “the system” is led by “racist white males,” eve-
ryone “shares” guilt. The result is the ever swifter advance
of AIDS.

To sum up: all the shouting about AIDS is basically an
attempt by nonwhite supremacists and white suicidists to
propagate their anti-evolutionary habits, practices and pro-
paganda with impunity. But, the “compassionate” white
lovers of the dark race notwithstanding, the latter are in for
harder and harder times, despite the ear-splitting volume
of their drivel.

By the year 2020, a vast number of Third Worlders
may be HIV positive, and by 2050 it is even possible that
they may well be on their way to extinction.* Meanwhile,
it would help things if the darker components of our spe-
cies gravitated to a sodomitically uninhibited religion such
as Islam or some tropical cult. Then, in the latter half of
the next century, we would be ready for the next stage of
evolution.

O’REGAN

(1) Note that this is in direct contrast to the mistaken view of Aristo-
tle, who taught that the male gender was the only authentic gender, the
female constituting a deformity in design. The primitive Biblical myth
about the primordial female being created from the male’s rib is another
attempt to downplay the female gender. In both scenarios the true priori-
ties of mammalian morphogenesis are inverted. As happens all too fre-
quently, the antiquity of belief has masked and even hallowed falsehood.

(2) According to Instauration (Sept. 1992, p. 28), Don Chapman, the
columnist of a local newspaper in Palos Township, a Chicago suburb, as-
serts that an “estimated 40% of the members of Congress are homosexu-
als.” If this percentage is even a quarter correct, then it is clear that the
anti-evolutionary nature of the American system of government is driven
not merely by flawed ideas, but also by physiologically defective brains
mechanically seeking earth suicide.

(3) Oddly, a beneficial side effect of the transvestitism-bordering “uni-
sex” fad in clothes has been the tendency for younger men to wear loose,
even baggy pants, trousers and shorts. This counters the bad health ef-
fects of tight jeans and underwear, which press the testicles close to the
body, raising their temperature and destroying sperm, a possible cause of
sterility. The strange unisex clothing, together with some reduction in
smoking in the population at large, may actually result in a rise in white
fertility in coming years.

(4) Relatively unexplored up to now has been the possibility of insect
transmission, as happens in the case of many other diseases, such as ma-
laria. If the HIV figures out a way to use insects as a vector, its spread will
be even more rapid, especially in the tropics, where the vast majority of
the less advanced forms of mankind still live.

What would happen if
someone came out with

a Christian toothpaste?
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Two “Scholarly” Books on Duke

David Duke: Evolution of a Klansman by Michael
Zatarain (1990, Pelican Publishing Co. Inc., 1101
Monroe St., Gretna, LA 70053) and The Emergence
of David Duke and the Politics of Race, edited by
Douglas Rose (1992, University of North Carolina
Press, P.O. Box 2288, Chapel Hill, NC 27515).

avid Duke was the right man at the right time in
D the right place. The assault upon whites in Ameri-

ca has, in the past few decades, moved from mere
dispossession to a hate-filled degradation, the result of a
half-century of incessant propaganda, orchestrated mainly
by history’s most malevolent people. But while propagan-
da can twist facts, it cannot obliterate them. Cultural and
racial dynamics are a major fact in contemporary Ameri-
ca. Their distortion and suppression creates a pressure in
the body politic that a fearless and ambitious man can ride
to prominence and power.

Duke seized the moment. In doing so he angered the
Rejectionists among us, for he had to shape his message to
allow it to be absorbed with minimal discomfort by the
greatest number. But Michael Zatarain, author of one of
two recent books on Duke, was probably correct when he
wrote that Duke

has never wavered from his basic belief that white people are
the real minority on earth and that they need someone to pro-
tect their interests and heritage.

No doubt David “used” people. All those who write
their names in the history books “use” their comrades, and
in the process greatly irritate their less radical and more
stodgy contingent of supporters. If memory serves, | be-
lieve that the fellow who wrote Mein Kampf expressed dis-
gust that the first meeting he attended of what was to be-
come the National Socialist German Workers Party reeked
of “club life of the worst kind.” Zatarain quotes Duke:

Some members [of the KKK] were more interested in the
trappings and the ceremonies and the tradition of the Klan
than in making real social change for the white race. . . .All
groups have real meaning only as a means to an end.

When Duke was a student at Louisiana State Universi-
ty, says Zatarain, “[H]e had succeeded in creating the kind
of emotion that made people listen.” Duke and his mes-
sage—however oblique it may have become in its final,
customized-for-the-masses version—triggered deep and
powerful feelings in the souls of the dwindling white ma-
jority. His high-profile runs for senator and governor heart-
ened millions of our people and frightened millions of our
enemies. It is not surprising that these two volumes have
been spawned in the wake of his effort, in addition to the
blizzard of newspaper and magazine articles.

The Zatarain biography is balanced and somewhat
sympathetic. On the other hand, the book from the Uni-
versity of North Carolina Press is a collection of post-
mortem, tea-leaf readings by anguished antiwhite liberals.
its editor, though, wishes everyone to know that it is not a
hatchet job on a Southerner who became the symbol of
white resistance amidst the gathering madness. The intro-
duction states that “our research is not about David Duke
as a person—we do not try to answer questions such as ‘is
he normal?”” The collection of essays masquerades as a
high-class and scholarly treatise with plenty of references
and charts, decorated here and there with the arcane jar-
gon of sociology. If this is not enough to convince you,
take note that the editor, Douglas Rose, a Tulane political
science professor, identifies himself as “a scholar who
now studies David Duke.”

Get the picture? Don’t be put off by the fact that Eliza-
beth A. Rickey, a Republican Party hack turned amateur
sleuth, devotes several pages to her inquisition into Duke’s
book-selling operation. She practically relit the fires of Tor-
quemada when she discovered that the heretical candi-
date was still selling books that were on the liberal Index
Librorum Prohibitorum. (Could it be that scholarly liberals
are only opposed to witch-hunting and book-burning
when their own tails are being singed?)

Nor should we be put off because one of the writers, in
lifting a Duke quote from an interview in the February
1989 issue of Instauration, refers to the world’s most irre-
pressible magazine as a “neo-Fascist publication” and
then assigns the date of the quoted article as December
1988 (even scholars err). Nor should we be astonished
that an essay by the editor carries the scholarly title:
“DukKKKe For Governor.” Nevertheless, since the Duke
campaigns were a severe stumbling block to the control-
ling antiwhite forces in America, and since the Culture
Distorters considered the electoral process to be their sole
possession, some of the analysis here is of interest. Indeed,
it is even possible to separate the grass from the weeds.
Several of the chapters are virtual “must reading” for those
with an interest in Whiteside electoral politics—especially
for anyone who may be contemplating a future campaign
for public office. As one contributor correctly comments,
Duke’s success “may show the way to others who share
his ideology or his ambitions.”

The large number of voters who repeatedly cast their
ballots for Duke unnerved the antiwhite contingents. After
all, as Douglas Rose and Gary Esolen point out, votes have
a way of legitimizing candidates. “To denigrate a candi-
date is to denigrate his or her supporters.” It is an article of
faith among the anti-qualitarians and the enemies of meri-
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tocracy that some kind of “error” in combating Duke must
have been made, since “the masses” are at heart good
people who really don’t mind mudstained folk traipsing
through their neighborhoods and their bloodlines. What
went wrong? That, basically, is the theme of this tome.

it has always been traumatic for Western-hating intel-
lectuals—toting about their ponderous baggage of theoreti-
cal tripe—when “workers” give their support to the ene-
mies of etiolated internationalists. These white working
people who vote or act in their own interests have some-
times been scorned as “lumpenproletariat.” Douglas Rose
says “working-class authoritarians would be at home” in
Duke’s Louisiana neighborhood. Many of Duke’s most
loyal supporters were blue-collar Catholics and registered
Democrats. Were they “authoritarians” when they voted
for Jack Kennedy or Lyndon Johnson?

Whether you believe that Duke is a hero or a villain, it
is undeniable that he is a master at using the media. Both
media expert Gary Esolen and Zatarain provide some in-
structive and amusing examples. The former quotes a TV
producer who had carefully prepared an anti-Duke inter-
view—all for naught.

Duke would listen carefully and attentively to the question,
smile, make eye contact with my interviewer, and then deliv-
er his pre-packaged message, which had no relation to the
question asked.

Esolen thinks that Duke’s interview techniques can be
summed up as, “Why are they picking on me, and don’t
white people have rights, too?”

Regarding Duke’s successful campaign for state repre-
sentative, Zatarain writes:

it was as though Duke controlled the flow of the daily news
. . . .The media made Duke a political superstar and he took
every advantage it offered him.

After the election a fellow legislator is quoted as com-
plaining: “This guy’s here in office a week, and he’s been
in the papers more than Huey and Earl Long put together.”

Some contributors to the Rose book labor mightily to

state the obvious. One talks at length about the whites
who voted for Duke as being “under stress.” Naturally, a
scholar would not deign to determine if that stress were
caused by the close proximity of a culturally and geneti-
cally primitive people turned violent predators and welfare
leeches. This stress can also be a radicalizing agent, as an-
other writer notes: “Analysts who argue that Duke’s past
hurts his electoral chances overlook that his extremist his-
tory ironically renders him a more powerful voice for
‘white people’ than anyone without his baggage could
possibly become.” (This sick scholar is so distressed by the
term, white people, that he feels obliged to encapsulate it
in quotes.)

Whitesiders interested in public office can use the
Duke campaigns as textbooks. Hopefully they will emu-
late Duke’s first campaign by running for local, rather than
statewide, office. Duke’s statewide races illustrate a funda-
mental problem for Whiteside candidates soliciting votes
over a wide geographical area. A pro-white candidate can
only obtain significant numbers of votes where popula-
tions are under “stress,” i.e., where whites live within gun-
shot of large black populations. In extended area elections
the black bloc vote will combine with that of the white
sellouts and cowards to forestall victory. Duke, after all,
received a healthy majority of the white vote in both his
campaigns for senator and governor.

As for Duke himself, if his political fires still burn, it
may be best if he runs for Congress from his home district
(although Rose claims he lost even that in his gubernatori-
al campaign). From the pulpit in Washington he could
serve as the voice of the dispossessed and disheartened
whites. He informed Zatarain that

the issues | am most interested in can but be addressed on a
national level. . . .If the deterioration of the white middle class
continues, then | will be president.

A move to D.C. seems the best way to begin that jour-
ney.
VIC OLVIR
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Racial Egalitarianism: Science or Distorted Ideology?

In every society there are social groups whose self-elected
task is to provide an interpretation of the world. These social
groups, the culture-bearing strata, usually enjoy a monopolistic
control over molding a society’s worldview. When the values
and interests of these cultural elites distort the acquisition of sci-
entific knowledge, social and intellectual progress becomes im-
peded.

America is no exception to this sociological process. It has its
own culture-bearing strata and media elite which effectively
mold public opinion. One of the most influential of these mind-
shaping groups is the Jewish political and cultural establishment.
in the words of political scientists Stanley Rothman and S. Robert
Lichter, “Americans of Jewish background have become an elite
group in American society, with a cultural influence far beyond
their numbers.”’

Definite forms of social consciousness derive from the fact
that this Jewish elite controls a significant slice of the power
structure in the U.S., making it relatively easy for Jews to impose
their preconceptions and predispositions on the country at large.
Since few intellectuals ever think to question these preformed
patterns of thought, intelligentsia and the public remain locked
in a dogmatic slumber.

Stephen Jay Gould, a leading member of the Jewish power
elite, is renowned for applying biological knowledge to social
and political problems.? In an almost endless series of books and
essays, he has set himself up to be one of the ablest and most
dedicated proponents of racial egalitarianism. As we shall see,
Gould approaches his favorite subject with an ideological tilt
that relentlessly reflects and serves the interests of the Chosen.

In a chapter from his book, The Flamingo’s Smile, Gould sum-
marizes his anthropological ideas by claiming that human equal-
ity is a contingent fact of history® and that there are only insignifi-
cant biological differences between races. In his opinion, a
myriad of different and plausible scenarios for human evolution
would have yielded other results.

Gould first states the case for racial inequality, as argued by
the late American anthropologist, Carleton Coon, who claimed
the modern races of men are, to a large extent, biologically dif-
ferent. Expatiating on Coon's views, Gould writes:

Coon divided humanity into five major races—Caucasoids, Mon-
goloids, Australoids, and among African blacks, Congoids and Ca-
poids. He claimed that these five groups had already become dis-
tinct subspecies [races] during the reign of our ancestor, Homo
erectus. Homo erectus then evolved toward Homo sapiens [mod-
ern man] in five parallel streams, each traversing the same path to-
ward increased consciousness [pp. 189-90].

Coon, according to Gould, asserted that

the division of our [human] lineage into modern races had oc-
curred so long ago that differences, accumulating slowly through
time, have now built unbridgeable chasms. Though once alike in
an apish dawn, human races are now separate and unequal [pp.
187-89].

Coon further believed that humans emerged from prehuman
ancestors in Africa and developed their intelligence in Asia. He
is supposed to have remarked: “If Africa was the cradle of man-
kind, it was only an indifferent kindergarten. Europe and Asia
were our principal schools [p. 192].”

Gould has two rebuttals. First, he claims that

parallel evolution of such precision in so many lineages [racial
groups] seems almost impossible on grounds of mathematical
probability alone. Could five separate subspecies [races of men]
undergo such substantial changes and yet remain so similar at the
end that all can still interbreed freely, as modern races so plainly
do? In the light of these empirical implausibilities, we must view
Coon’s thesis more as the last gasp of a dying tradition than a
credible synthesis of available evidence [p. 190].

Gould’s second rebuttal:

Evidence is not yet conclusive, but latest hints may be pointing
toward an African origin for Homo sapiens as well. . . .Every hu-
man species may have evolved first in Africa and only then—for
the latest species of Homo—spread elsewhere [p. 192].

In Gould’s view mankind acquired all its major characteris-
tics {including intelligence) in Africa, then spread out through
Asia and Europe. If Gould is correct, then the groups that went to
Asia and Europe did not have enough time to evolve substantial
differences. In essence, he is saying that because the division of
humanity into separate races has occurred so recently in human
history, the races must be biologically equal.

In answer to Gould's rejection of the theory that parallel evo-
lution of “such precision” could occur in so many human lineag-
es, it should be pointed out that one of evolution’s major axioms
is, “Related species, because of the similarity of their genetic and
developmental organization, may evolve along nearly parallel
paths.”® Isn’t it also possible that different races, which are even
more similar to each other than some related species because of
their genetic similarity, may evolve along similar paths? If a se-
ries of groups (potential races) diverge from the parent species,
the reproductive mechanisms of these groups may stay so similar
over a long period of time that their members may still be able to
freely interbreed, although other organic systems may evolve sub-
stantial biological differences.

Different races have noticeably different skulls. Anthropolo-
gist Louis Leaky has stated that a trained eye can tell the race of a
human skull after a cursory examination.”> Anthropologist Ray-
mond Firth has this to say about the subject:

The attempt to bring anatomy and psychology together in the
study of racial differences would seem to be most fruitful in the
examination, not of the mere size and weight of the brain, but of
the subtlety of its structure. But here the anatomist shows greatest
caution. . Shellshear, for instance, in a careful study of 44 brains
of Australian aborigines, points out that certain features of these
brains do not seem to be developed to the extent that they are in
European peoples; and the most fully developed of the Australian
brains would look ill-formed and underdeveloped as compared
with, say, a fully developed Chinese brain.®

Dr. Firth continues:

But so far as existing types of man are concerned, differences in
brain size do not seem to be significant as an index of the relative
mental capacity of races. The study of brain weights, too, has not
yielded any definite results. Some publicity locally has been
gained by the work of Gordan and Vint, who have attempted to
show that there are differences in the size, type, and rate of
growth of African brains as compared with European brains. Gor-
dan, from skull measurement, has stated that the average rate of
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annual increase of the European brain between the ages ten and
twenty is about double that of a native brain during the same peri-
od. Vint found the average weight of the African brain to be 10.6
percent less than the average weight of the European male adult
brain. Moreover, he found a quantitative deficiency in the brain
cortex of Africans of 15 percent as compared with that of Euro-
peans, the cells of the cortex being qualitatively deficient in size,
form and arrangement. These investigations are interesting from
the anatomical point of view, and may point to valid differences.’

It turns out that, in the case of humans, different races did
evolve significant differences in their skulls, brains and nervous
systems, despite the fact that their reproductive systems remained
so similar. This means that long periods of time (in geological
terms) are not needed for significant biological differences to
evolve. The distinguished biologist Richard Goldsby is in full
agreement:

Given the inefficiency of race formation when neither selection
nor isolation is absohse, just how many generations might be neces-
sary for the differentiation of a parent population into clearly rec-
ognizable racial varietiest The answer comes from studies of race
formation in the house sparrow. The founding population of spar-
rows was introduced into America in 1852. From an East Coast
zone of entry, succeeding generations have spread west to Califor-
nia, south into Mexico, and north into Canada. Populations of
sparrows can now be found in damp coastal areas of Louisiana
and in the dry, hot deserts of Arizona. Today one can demonstrate
that different geographical populations of sparrows show charac-
teristic differences in color, wing length, bill length and body
weight. Using these differences as guides, more than a dozen ra-
cial varieties of sparrows can be identified. . . .Before the results of
this study were published a few years ago, evolutionary theorists
assumed that more than 1,000 generations would be necessary for
racial differentiation in birds. The discovery that all these races of
sparrows evolved within 100 generations came as a bombshell. It
is clear that in nature evolution at the racial level can be extreme-
ly rapid. In a human population 100 generations cover a time
span of about 2,000 years. These studies suggest that given a rea-
sonable degree of isolation and selection pressure, relatively short
periods may be required for the elaboration of some racial charac-
tesistics in man.

Even if, as Gould maintains, the division of humans into
modern racial groups happened only tens of thousands of years
ago, significant genetic changes could have occurred in this
small amount of geological time. The irony is that Gould’s own
theory concerning evolutionary change, "Punctuated Equilibria,”
may very well account for the evolution of significant genetic dif-
ferences between human races in a relatively small amount of
geological time.® He postulated that a species changes rapidly as
it comes into existence (i.e., diverges from the parent species),
but quite slowly thereafter. Why then couldn’t human races have
changed rapidly as they came into existence? The authority on
evolutionary biology, Douglas Futuyma, reminds us, “the pace
of. . .evolutionary change in general, varies from the impercepti-
bly slow to the very rapid.”'°

For the moment, let’s assume Gould’s claim that modern rac-
es are characterized by remarkably small genetic differences is
correct. Even so, such minuscule genetic differences between
two racial groups can lead to dramatic, observable results. Con-
sider sickle-cell anemia, a severe hereditary disease that afflicts a
high percentage of black Africans and black Americans, but is
virtually absent among South African and American whites."" Ac-
cording to Life On Earth by E.O. Wilson and Thomas Eisner,
“The sickle-cell condition is under the control of a single
gene.”'? If a person has a “double dose” of the gene, he dies in
childhood or suffers from chronic anemia. Endowed with a “sin-
gle dose,” a person shows signs of anemia only under conditions
of stress, while displaying markedly greater resistance to malaria
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than those lacking the gene. Consequently, a small genetic differ-
ence, when caused by only one gene between two racial groups,

Gould is blind to major racial differences

leads to significant differences between them in resistance to ma-
laria and susceptibility to anemia.

This could very well hold true for many other behavioral
characteristics. Two groups, A and B, sharing 99% of the same
human genes, can be virtually identical. Nevertheless, if the 1%
of variation occurs in a characteristic that determines success in
a certain endeavor (e.g., mathematics), then group A might pro-
duce 90% of the mathematicians.

Gould won't buy any argument that damages his egalitarian
theories:

Some species are divided into distinct geographic races. Consid-
er, for example, an immobile species separated on drifting conti-
nental blocks. Since these subpopulations never meet, they may
evolve substantial differences. We might still choose to name sub-
species [races] for such discrete geographic variation. But humans
move about and maintain the most notorious habits of extensive
interbreeding. We are not well enough divided into distinct geo-
graphic groups, and the naming of human subspecies makes little
sense [pp. 193-94].

Gould's raciology is based on the fallacy that, because there
are no strict boundaries between races, there are no substantial
differences between them. Granted, there has been interbreeding
between races, but the ensemble of gene frequencies which
characterizes one race is significantly different from that of an-
other. Biologist Richard Goldsby emphasizes this point when he
writes, “one finds that natural races, unlike the rigidly isolated
races of domestic breeds, tend to be separated by intergrading
zones rather than by sharp lines of demarcation. . .”"™

Gould ripostes:

We might make a reasonable division [into races] on skin color,
only to discover that blood groups imply different alliances. When
so many good characters exhibit such discordant patterns of varia-
tion, no valid criterion can be established for unambiguous defini-
tion of subspecies [races].

Dr. Goldsby would disagree that “a race is a breeding popu-
lation characterized by frequencies of a collection of inherited
traits that differ from those of other populations of the same spe-
cies.” Goldsby would also have reservations about another of
Gould’s statements: “If, God forbid, the holocaust occurs and
only the Xhosa people of the southern tip of Africa survived, the
human species would still retain 80% of its variation [p. 196].”
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But the 20% variation not present in these backward blacks may
be one of the major reasons why they never reached the level of
civilization of the Europeans and Japanese.

Gould, of course, would consider the above statement an ex-
ample of the worst form of racism. He would probably answer it
with another dig at the anti-egalitarians:

Human groups do vary strikingly in a few highly visible charac-
ters [skin color, hair form}-—and these external differences may
fool us into thinking that overall divergence must be great. But we
now know that our usual metaphor of superficiality—skin deep—
in literally accurate [p. 196].

This claim is flat-out false. That there are marked differenc-
es—physically and mentally—between the races has been docu-
mented for centuries. In 1872, Charles Darwin noted:

There is, however, no doubt that the various races, when careful-
ly compared and measured, differ much from each other,—as in
the texture of the hair, the relative proportions of all parts of the
body, the capacity of the lungs, the form and capacity of the skull,
and even the convolutions of the brain. But it would be an endless
task to specify the numerous points of difference. The races differ
also in constitution, in acclimatization and liability to certain dis-
eases. Their mental characteristics are likewise very distinct; chief-
ly as it would appear in their emotional, but partly in their intel-
lectual facilities.

The British biologist and authority on racial differences, John
Baker, pointed out that African Bushmen

are very different in physical characteristics—indeed in certain re-
spects astonishingly different—from both Europids [Europeans]
and Australoids [Australian aborigines] and thus show particularly
clearly how wrong it is to suggest that there are few differences
between races, apart from skin color.

Psychologist Arthur Jensen has a long list of racial differences:

Let us consider some of the genetically conditioned characteris-
tics that we already know to vary between major racial groups:
body size and proportions; cranial size and shape; pigmentation
of the hair, skin and eyes; bone density; basic-metabolic rate;
sweating; consistency of ear wax; age of eruption of the perma-
nent teeth; fissural patterns on the surfaces of the teeth; blood
groups; chronic diseases; frequency of twinning; male-female
birth ratio; visual and auditory acuity; colorblindness; taste; length
of gestation period, physical maturity at birth."®

Daniel G. Friedman, a psychologist at the University of Chi-
cago, has researched racial differences

with a series of studies on the behavior of newborn infants of sev-
eral racial origins. He detected significant average differences in
locomotion, posture, muscular tone of various parts of the body,
and emotional response that cannot be reasonably be explained
as the result of training or even conditioning within the womb.
Chinese-American newborns, for example, tend to be less change-
able, less easily perturbed by noise and movement, better able to
adjust to new stimuli and discomfort, and quicker to calm them-
selves than Caucasian-American infants. To use more precise
phrasing, it can be said that a random sample of infants whose an-
cestors originated in certain parts of China differ in these behavior-
al traits from a comparable sample of European ancestry.

The average IQ difference between black and white popula-
tions in the United States is about 15 points, hardly a small varia-
tion. Although a discussion of the “Race-IQ” controversy is be-
yond the scope of this paper, the difference is due, for the most
part, to genetic factors. 8 Furthermore, there is a noticeable vari-
ance between blacks and whites in running and swimming ability.'®

What does Gould’s scientific egalitarianism have to do with
his politicst An avowed Marxist, he is on the editorial board of
Patteri-s of Prejudice, a publication sponsored by the pro-Zionist

ADL and World Jewish Congress.?® Although these two Jewish
organizations rabidly oppose all forms of “white racism,” they re-
main ardent supporters of the racist state of Israel.”!

During a visit to South Africa, Gould bemoaned that it is a
“nation most committed to the myths of inequality [p. 186].”
Here his Jewish biases are exposed for all to see. An objective
observer would have named lIsrael along with South Africa as a
nation devoted to apartheid, the strict separation of races. In
spite of Gould’s hatred of the South African variety, nowhere
does he condemn Israeli apartheid. This omission is well docu-
mented by the lsraeli scholar, Uri Davis.?? Gould blames white
Gentiles for establishing South African apartheid and antimiseg-
enation laws (p. 194), while failing to note that Israel has similar
laws. Among other restrictions, Jews in Israel are forbidden by re-
ligious law, approved by the state, from marrying non-Jews.”> As
the political analyst, lvor Benson, writes:

It must be a source of infinite wonder and self-congratulation
among the jews to find that the whole world seems not to have
noticed that what they so passionately condemn as “apartheid” is
only an Afrikaans version of what they. . .practice under the name
of Zionism—namel)l, racial and national self-preservation and
self-determination.

Even if we grant Gould the benefit of the doubt and assume
that only insignificant genetic differences distinguish one race
from another, the collective right of Europeans to live in a non-
black society separate and distinct from non-Europeans can be
justified on the same grounds that give Israeli Jews a right to live
in a society separate and distinct from Palestinian Arabs.

Equal treatment for all races—that is, equal rights for all rac-
es—is an ethical principle that should be carved in stone. The
authority on international law, Louis Rene Bernes, put it in a nut-
shell: “[Tlhe right of every people and every nation to self-
determination is taken as a cardinal element of civilized interna-
tional relations.”* Another cardinal element is that a people, cul-
ture or race has the right to preserve and perpetuate their collec-
tive racial-cultural identity. International law recognizes the right
of self-determination by charging anybody or any group that per-
forms actions which destroy the racial-cultural identity of a
group with the crime of genocide.?®

The right of white people to self-determination and self-
preservation does not have to be hinged on any factual statement
about human biology. As stated above, it can be safely tied to
the two cardinal tenets of international law that do justify white
South Africa’s right to a society separate and distinct from black
South Africa. Even dyed-in-the-wool liberals admit there are dis-
tinct non-biological, cultural differences between South African
blacks and whites. An integrated society with black majority rule
would be tantamount to black domination over whites, a clear
violation of white South Africa’s right to self-determination.

If Gould’s racial egalitarianism is not an accurate reflection of
factual reality, whose interests and needs does it reflect and
serve? If it is not derived from scientific evidence, what is its deri-
vation?

Gould is noted for showing the ways in which science is em-
bedded in culture, how cultural beliefs and practices influence
the fashioning of scientific theories. The question is, how have
Jewish cultural needs, interests and behavior patterns formed and
shaped his racial egalitarianism?

In this century in America, Jews, despite their power and in-
fluence, still retain an alien mentality. According to the Jewish
political commentator, Norman Podhoretz, many prominent Jew-
ish intellectuals “did not feel that they belonged to America or
that America belonged to them.”?” Arthur Liebman, the Jewish
sociologist, revealed in his study, Jews and the Left, that at one
time the majority of American Jewish intellectuals viewed Ameri-
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can society as “the enemy.”?® Political scientists Stanley Roth-
man and S. Robert Lichter found that one of the outstanding psy-
chological characteristics of the Jewish leftist is his hostility to-
wards Western culture.”® Since Western civilization is the
product of Europeans, it follows that leftist Jews would attack the
culture’s biological foundations. By blurring the genetic distinc-
tions between races, Jews are able to chip away at the genetic
heritage of Westerners.

Get the picture? Zionists, while building a state exclusively
for Jews and inculcating their own people with a sense of patriot-
ic nationalism, are promoting racial integration in the Gentile
world. This hypocritical double standard on racial matters is
something deeply entrenched in Jewish cultural values. Ivor Ben-
son comments:

Dr. Nahum Goldman put it with astonishing frankness: “We [the
Jews] are at one time the most separatist and most universalist
people in the world”. . . .[H]e makes it quite clear that the separa-
tism is for “us,” the Jews and the universalism for “them,” the Gen-
tiles—another version of the Pigs’ doctrine in George Orwell’s An-
imal Farm: “All animals are equal, but some are more equal than
others.”*°

Although Jews have long been in the forefront of the move-
ment for black-white racial integration in the U.S.,%" at the same
time they are ardent supporters of apartheid in Israel. Israeli
scholar Dr. Israel Shahak remarks on the paradox:

For more than 200 years Jews have been demanding equality in
every country in which they happened to live, with the notable
exception of lsrael, the Jewish state. Israel has always based its in-
stitutions on the denial of equality to non-Jews. This principle de-
rives from the tenets of Zionism which, from its very inception,
long before the establishment of Israel, staunchly opposed equali-
ty for non-Jews.

Owing to their small numbers, Jews must utilize coalitions to
succeed in politics. Historically speaking, one of the mainstays of
Jewish political influence in the U.S. has been the black-Jewish
civil rights coalition. As Arthur Jensen notes:

The civil rights movement that gained momentum in the 1950s
“required” liberal academic adherence to the theory that environ-
ment was responsible for any individual or racial behavioral differ-
ences, and the corollary belief in genetic equality of intelli-
gence.

The whole point of this study is that Gould’s racial egalitari-
anism is, to a significant extent, an ideological distortion which
serves the interests of the Jewish power elite. Racial egalitarian-
ism is the ideology which “justifies” and “legitimizes” the goals
of the black-Jewish coalition which has been a mainstay of Jew-
ish power. Racial egalitarianism also serves the psychological
needs of the Jewish leftist. Viewing himself as a cultural alien to
Western society, he identifies with ideologies which undermine
the culture’s genetic foundations. Finally, racial egalitarianism is
an ideology which lays bare the hypocritical moral standards of
Jewish culture—racial separation for “we Jews,” racial integra-
tion for “you Gentiles.”

Gould is correct on at least one point. He claims that theories
of “racial differences” have been used to justify and excuse such
evils as slavery and racial domination {pp. 186-87). But this in no
way falsifies these theories. Modern physics, for example, has
created nuclear weapons, which in turn have led to the evils of
mass destruction. This in no way falsifies Quantum Physics.

The views expressed here are not to be confused with “white
supremacy,” which implies that whites should dominate non-
whites. The belief that Westerners have the right to self-
determination and to preserve their distinct biological-cultural
identity is not synonymous with the belief that they should lord it
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over and oppress non-Westerners.

International law says that a race or culture has the collective
right to self-preservation and self-determination. Self-preservation
literally means the right to preserve for posterity those factors
which make a people unique, exclusive and separate from other
peoples. How is Western civilization to endure if its members
are inculcated with a distorted ideology, racial egalitarianism,
that discourages Westerners from preserving their unique heri-
tage? Let us be wary of distorted ideologies and the power elites
that promote them.
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