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Issues of moral relativism
Duke Pesta’s article “Moral Relativism and 
the Crisis of Contemporary Education” (De-
cember 5, 2011 issue) — about the collapse 
of moral virtues and truths in the schools — 
really resonated. 

Our seven children attended local Catholic 
grade school and high school in the ’70s and 
’80s, yet they are caught up into the moral 
relativism philosophy. They have completed 
college, and all are married but one and lead 
respectable lives, but I worry about some of 
the grandchildren, who don’t seem to have a 
moral compass. 

I think I have been given a clue after many 
years as to how the abrupt change took 
place! Last weekend we were babysitting our 
grandchildren, and we watched together the 
Christmas classic It’s a Wonderful Life. The 
girls are in third and fifth grades. A question 
came up about angels, and they responded, 
“Fact or Opinion?” 

A bell rang in my head! When a group 
of us were into the battle over “Outcome-
based Education,” from 1992 until 2000, I 
actually led a monthly group meeting on 
education issues. I went to my old files and 
pulled out a test given to second graders on 
endangered species. Instead of a True/False 
answer, the choices were “Fact or Opin-
ion.” One of the questions was, “People are 
more important than animals.” The correct 
answer was “Opinion.” This affects a young 
person who was previously taught that “we 
have been made in the image of God.” It 
changes the worldview of creation.

LaVerne Sober

Greensburg, Pennsylvania

One quick comment on Duke Pesta’s “Moral 
Relativism” article in TNA: His opinion that 
almost all the Republican or Libertarian 
presidential candidates would at least con-
sider eliminating the Department of Educa-
tion is overly optimistic at best and sadly 
naive at worst. Only Ron Paul is really se-
rious about this. Otherwise, his article was 
well written and right on target.

Likewise, I have one technical disagree-
ment in the same issue of TNA with Jacob 
Hornberger’s position in the “Lauding Liber-
tarianism” interview, regarding immediately 
repealing immoral and unconstitutional pro-
grams such as Medicare and Social Secu-
rity. He really overly simplifies repealing 
those programs with his analogy to stopping 
an embezzler, claiming that when something 

is morally wrong, it must be ended immedi-
ately. Unlike in his analogy, millions of in-
nocent people have been forced to contribute 
to these programs, and are now at a stage of 
life where they are getting back some of their 
forced contributions.

Phase these programs out without cutting 
off the legs of those who are now getting 
some of their money back, and allow the 
younger generation to opt out.

Pat SeLLerS

Glenmoore, Pennsylvania

The religiousness  
of the Founders
The article “Faith of the Founding Fathers” 
by Joe Wolverton, J.D., in the December 19, 
2011 issue, is good, but misses an important 
point. This point is not how atheists or non-
atheists view the Founding Fathers, but how 
the Founders wished to be remembered.

Jefferson, for example, did not want to be 
remembered for having been President. His 
epitaph, which he wrote for his tombstone, 
says, “Here was buried Thomas Jefferson, 
author ... of the Statute of Virginia for reli-
gious freedom.”

Jefferson wanted the world to remember 
him as the author of the statute that provided 
the basis for the constitutional guarantee as 
found in the First Amendment.

Stan Vaughan

Sent via e-mail

I enjoyed the Joe Wolverton II, J.D., article 
on the faith of our Founding Fathers.  How-
ever, when he got to Thomas Jefferson, he 
made no reference to Jefferson’s Sunday 
habit of worshipping weekly at the services 
held in our nation’s capitol building, no men-
tion of his establishing the printing of Bibles 
for the Indians and others and his evangeli-
cal zeal for the spread of the Gospel to the 
Indians. 

It appeared to me that the author was at-
tempting to mount Jefferson as close as he 
could to being a Deist without being one. 
The author quotes Jefferson flatly stating 
that he supports every doctrine of Jesus 
Christ. Just because the author quotes that 
Jefferson was not a member of any church 
does not establish anything regarding Jef-
ferson’s faith, only his church membership.  

bert nieman

Sent via e-mail
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“We are putting colleges on notice,” declared President Barack 
Obama. “You can’t assume that you’ll just jack up tuition every 
single year. If you can’t stop tuition from going up, then the fund-
ing you get from taxpayers each year will go down.”

Obama, speaking at the University of Michigan in Ann Arbor 
on January 27, sketched out a plan for bringing the cost of col-
lege tuition down. The President said he considers it an urgent 
need because “tuition is going up faster than inflation, faster 
than even health care is going up.” At that rate, he explained, 
“no matter how much we subsidize it, sooner or later, we’re 
going to run out of money.”

A more observant (and less opportunistic) individual might, 
at this point in his speech, have asked the obvious question: If 
the costs of two of the most heavily subsidized sectors of the 

economy are growing at a clip far outpacing inflation, are the 
subsidies, perhaps, at the root of the price hikes?

Obama, apparently, has never bothered to ask himself that 
question, or else has decided that the reverse — that high prices 
cause subsidies — is the case. As a result, his solution to rising 
college tuition is exactly the same as his solution to increasing 
healthcare costs: Subsidize those costs some more, then order 
everyone on the receiving end of the subsidies to behave in ways 
that run counter to their own interests. The results are predict-
able: Prices will continue to rise rapidly, in turn bringing calls 
for greater subsidies and stricter mandates.

There is little doubt that federal student aid is the underly-
ing cause of spiraling higher-education costs. Neal McCluskey, 
associate director of the Center for Education Freedom at the 
Cato Institute, told CNSNews.com: “The root problem isn’t that 
colleges charge too much. The root problem is the federal gov-
ernment gives too much money to too many people to pursue 
an education that perhaps they’re not ready for, that they’re not 
motivated to succeed in. And that money allows colleges to raise 
their prices at will. To deal with the real problem, you have got to 
cut student aid. There is simply no other way around it.”

In his speech, Obama emphasized the need for a college di-
ploma, noting that “in the coming decade, 60 percent of new jobs 
will require more than a high school diploma.” “Higher educa-
tion,” he said, “is not a luxury. It’s an economic imperative that 
every family in America should be able to afford.” However, as 
McCluskey pointed out, if everyone has a college degree, the 
value of each degree will be greatly reduced.

Obama’s Solution to High College Costs 

A coordinated effort to increase the United Nations’ role in the 
fields of mental health and substance abuse is now under way, 
with experts, national governments, and global bureaucracies lob-
bying for the UN World Health Organization (WHO) to get more 
involved.

On January 20, the WHO executive board released a resolution 
entitled “Global Burden of Mental Disorders and the need for a 
comprehensive, coordinated response at the country level.” The 
document calls for, among other measures, collaboration between 
national governments and the global health body in developing a 
“comprehensive mental health action plan” for the world.

The resolution asks the WHO director-general to draft a “com-
prehensive” plan that includes model legislation and policy mea-
sures for member states. The program would encompass every-
thing from education and human rights to healthcare delivery 
and employment, with the WHO boss instructed to integrate all 
relevant sectors of society and government into the “comprehen-
sive” scheme.

Just a few days before the WHO released its controversial reso-
lution, a team of academics published a peer-reviewed paper in 
the journal PLoS Medicine calling for exactly what the global 
health body envisions: an international regime to deal with mental 

health. Led by Vikram Patel 
of the London School of Hy-
giene and Tropical Medicine 
and Judith Bass from Johns 
Hopkins School of Public 
Health, the authors even 
called for a world “People’s 
Charter for Mental Health.”

“The time has come for 
recognition at the highest 
levels of global develop-
ment, namely the U.N. General Assembly, of the urgent need for 
a global strategy to address the global burden of MNS [mental, 
neurological, and substance-abuse] disorders,” the authors wrote, 
citing data on global mental-health trends. “The fact that MNS 
disorders affect people in all countries should offer considerable 
incentive for investments by both public and private sectors in 
this initiative.”

Meanwhile, the government of India was among the busiest 
promoters of the global scheme. It was joined by the Obama ad-
ministration and other governments around the world in helping to 
advance the WHO’s resolution, according to Indian media reports.

UN Seeking Global “mental Health” Plan
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A battle appears to be brewing between the Obama administra-
tion and the Catholic Church over the President’s insistence that 
religious employers provide free contraception coverage in their 
insurance plans, including pharmaceuticals that result in abortion. 
The administration rejected an appeal from religious organiza-
tions, led by the Catholic Church, for an exemption on insurance 
provided to employees of religious institutions such as hospitals, 
colleges, and charities.

In response, Archbishop (and Cardinal designate) Timothy 
Dolan of New York, president of the U.S. Conference of Catholic 
Bishops, declared that the President was trying to force Catholics 
to violate clear Church teachings on contraception, sterilization, 
and even abortion. “To force American citizens to choose be-
tween violating their consciences and forgoing their healthcare is 
literally unconscionable,” he said in a statement. “It is as much an 
attack on access to health care as on religious freedom.”

At least three Catholic bishops have announced that their dio-
ceses will not comply with the Obama “contraception mandate.” 
In a column posted on his diocesan website, Bishop David Zubik 
of Pittsburgh went as far as to write that, in making its ruling 
through Health and Human Services Secretary Kathleen Sebel-
ius, the Obama administration was, in effect, saying: “‘To Hell 
with You’ to the Catholic faithful of the United States. ‘To Hell 
with your religious beliefs. To Hell with your religious liberty. 
To Hell with your freedom of conscience.’”

Zubik noted that if followed, the mandate “would apply in 
virtually every instance where the Catholic Church serves as an 
employer. The mandate would require the Catholic Church as an 
employer to violate its fundamental beliefs concerning human 
life and human dignity by forcing Catholic entities to provide 
contraceptive[s], sterilization coverage, and even pharmaceuti-
cals that result in abortion.”

He added that the ruling amounted to “government by fiat that 
attacks the rights of everyone — not only Catholics, [but] people 
of all religion[s]. At no other time in memory or history has there 
been such a governmental intrusion on freedom not only with 
regard to religion, but even across-the-board with all citizens.”

ObamaCare mandate Elicits defiance From Catholic Bishops

“We need a larger firewall,” declared Christine Lagarde, 
managing director of the International Monetary Fund (IMF), 
during a speech in Berlin on January 23, in which she called on 
taxpayers of the world to chip in $1 trillion to the IMF to stave 
off a global crisis. “We need to act quickly or else we could eas-
ily slide into a 1930s moment,” Lagarde warned, in an obvious 
reference to the Great Depression.

Suddenly, talk of “firewalls” was everywhere. Australian 
Treasurer Wayne Swan backed Lagarde, saying without “larger 
firewalls” to protect embattled European nations the global 
economy was at risk. On January 27, U.S. Treasury Secretary 
Timothy Geithner, speaking at the annual billionaire confab 
known as the World Economic Forum, in Davos, Switzerland, 
said that “building a stronger, more credible firewall,” is key to 
resolving the euro-zone sovereign debt crisis. But the IMF is 
not the only institution calling for expensive new fire protection. 
On January 30 CNN reported that European leaders meeting 
in Brussels had just concluded an agreement “to strengthen a 
financial firewall and most members of the 27-nation group will 
sign a new fiscal compact.” The centerpiece of that pact is 500 
billion euros ($650 billion) to implement the European Stability 
Mechanism, or ESM, for bailing out Greece, Spain, Portugal, 
Italy, and other troubled economies.

European Council president Herman Van Rompuy declared: 
“The early entry into force of this permanent firewall will prevent 

contagion in the euro 
area and further restore 
confidence.”

The German audi-
ence that IMF chief 
Lagarde picked to 
pitch the new $1 tril-
lion firewall was care-
fully chosen: the German Council on Foreign Relations, or GCFR 
(in German, it is the Deutsche Gesellschaft für Auswärtige Politik, 
or DGAP). Like its interlocking counterparts in the United States 
(the Council on Foreign Relations, CFR), Britain (the Royal 
Institute of International Affairs, RIIA), and other countries, 
the GCFR represents the globalist elites of corporate, banking, 
political, and academic circles that are promoting convergence 
toward world government. Selling the German public on the 
massive new funding for the ESM and IMF “firewalls” will be 
critical, and the influential voices represented by the GCFR will 
be key to accomplishing that.

Secretary Geithner, a CFR member, was only too happy to as-
sist his fellow arsonists in throwing more gasoline on the global 
“liquidity” and “stimulus” fire. He was interviewed on the main 
stage at the World Economic Forum palaver by Fareed Zakaria, 
editor-at-large of Time magazine, host and commentator at CNN, 
and member and director of the Council on Foreign Relations. n

Financial Arsonists demand Bigger “Firewall”
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Arizona Governor wags a Finger while Greeting President Obama
“I asked him if he had read the book Scorpions for Breakfast. He said he 
had read the excerpt … that he didn’t feel that I had treated him cordially. 
I said I was sorry he felt that way, but I didn’t get my sentence finished. 
Anyway, we’re glad he’s here.”
In her book, Republican Governor Jan Brewer accused the President of 
turning a blind eye to the immigration problem because the migrants will 
register as Democrats.

Should driver’s Licenses Be Given to Illegal Immigrants?
“The policy of giving driver’s licenses to illegal immigrants, which nearly every other state has repealed 
or opposed, leads to fraud, human trafficking, organized crime, and significant security concerns. The 
issue has been debated long enough.”
After New Mexico’s Republican Governor Suzanne Martinez announced her support for repealing the 
decade-old law that allows illegals to gain this form of legitimacy in her state, spokesman Scott Darnell 
gave reasons for her position.

House debt-ceiling rejection a virtually meaningless Gesture
“The whole process amuses me. We gave the president carte blanche and 
it’s dead wrong.”
Last August’s debt deal not only authorized an immediate $400 billion 
increase in the national debt limit, it also empowered the President to 
raise the ceiling by the additional amounts of $500 billion (this occurred 
last year) and $1.2 to $1.5 trillion subject to congressional resolutions of 
disapproval that the President could veto. So even though the House voted 
239-176 in January 2012 against raising the ceiling by $1.2 trillion, the 
increase will still occur. Rep. Dan Burton, (R-Ind.) is only one of many in 
Congress who believe the measure passed last August was a bad mistake.

widespread Sadness Over Kodak’s Bankruptcy
“Kodak played a role in pretty much everyone’s life in the 20th Century because it was the company 
we entrusted our most precious possession to — our memories. One of the interesting things about this 
bankruptcy story is that everyone’s saddened by it.”
Competition from Japan and the seismic shift to digital technology brought terrific problems to the 
familiar film producer. In Toronto, Ryerson University professor Robert Burley spoke for many with 
hopes that company can survive as a much smaller entity.

President rejects religious Exemptions; Insurers must Cover Birth Control
“In effect, the president is saying that we have a year to figure out how to violate our consciences.”
Archbishop Timothy Dolan, the president of the U.S. Catholic Conference, disagreed with the Obama 
administration’s ruling because the Catholic Church contends that birth control is sinful. The ruling 
will take effect for religious groups in August 2013.

Hockey Star refuses to Attend white House Ceremony
“I believe the Federal government has grown out of control, threatening the 
Rights, Liberties and Property of the People.... This is in direct opposition to 
the Constitution and the Founding Fathers vision for the Federal government.”
The MVP of last year’s Stanley Cup final won by his Boston Bruins team, 
goalie Tim Thomas, one of only two U.S. citizens on the team, stayed away 
from attending the White House reception and gave his reasons for doing so. 

resistance to Agenda 21 Growing
“Agenda 21 is one of those creepy intrusive government programs that sort 
of seeps across America little by little until one day we all wake up knee deep in Agenda 21 slime.”
In his January 26 newsletter, Glenn Beck aired his feelings about the UN’s stealth program to control 
our country and the rest of mankind. n

— ComPiLed by John F. mCmanuS
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by Charles Scaliger

On the morning of January 11, 
Mostafa Ahmadi Roshan, a 
32-year-old chemist from Sharif 

University in Tehran, was riding in a Peu-
geot 405 along Shahid Golnabi Street in 
eastern Tehran. As his car inched through 
the morning rush-hour traffic, two men on 

motorcycles approached Roshan’s vehicle, 
attached a magnetic bomb to the side of 
the car, and raced off just before the Peu-
geot and its prominent passenger were 
blown to bits. Roshan — who was also 
deputy director for commercial affairs at 
Iran’s Natanz nuclear reactor — had just 
become the latest victim of an apparent 
covert campaign of assassination targeting 

high-profile Iranian scientists allegedly in-
volved in the Islamic republic’s controver-
sial nuclear program.

Tehran, already furious at the latest at-
tempt by the United States and her allies 
to impose sanctions on Iranian oil exports, 
immediately accused the CIA and Israel of 
being behind the killing. Against a back-
drop of economic sanctions and Iranian 
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threats to close the Strait of Hormuz, Irani-
an-U.S. relations have probably reached a 
low not seen since the 1979-1981 hostage 
crisis. Suddenly a war between Iran and the 
West, long threatened but not seriously con-
templated, is looking more and more likely.

Low-level conflict with the Iranians is 
certainly nothing new. During the 1980s, 
while Iran was locked in a protracted 
struggle with Saddam Hussein’s Iraq, the 
Reagan administration provided military 
escorts for oil tankers to protect them 
from the Iranian navy. In a number of skir-
mishes, Iranian boats were sunk and oil 
rigs destroyed by the American military. In 
one tragic accident, the American guided 
missile cruiser USS Vincennes shot down 
Iran Air flight 655 on July 3, 1988, killing 
all 290 civilians aboard.

More recently, Iran has been plagued by 
assassinations and other suspect incidents 
that have taken the lives of a number of 
prominent scientists. Two years to the day 
before Roshan’s death, Masoud Ali Mo-
hammadi, an Iranian nuclear scientist, was 
killed outside his home by a remotely con-
trolled bomb hidden on a parked motor-
cycle. Four months later another nuclear 
scientist, Majid Shahriari, was killed by an 
attacker on a motorcycle using a magnetic 
bomb. Another prominent Iranian nuclear 
scientist, Feyredoon Abbasi-Davani, nar-
rowly escaped the same fate in a separate 
attack that day. Still another, Darioush 
Rezaeinejad, was gunned down last July 

as he and his wife waited to pick up their 
child from kindergarten. In addition, two 
separate blasts last year inflicted heavy 
damage on two Iranian missile sites, one 
of them also killing the architect of Iran’s 
missile program, Major General Hassan 
Moghaddam, along with 16 other men.

Less lethal but still damaging was the 
computer worm Stuxnet, which infected 
the Natanz facility in late 2010, forcing a 
temporary shutdown. The worm is widely 
regarded to be a deliberate cyber attack 
carried out by the United States and/or 
Israel.

And the more than 30-year war of 
words between the United States and Iran 
continues apace, with U.S. Defense Sec-
retary Leon Panetta warning on January 8 
that any attempt by Iran to close the Strait 
of Hormuz — through which roughly 20 
percent of the world’s oil supply passes 
— would be tantamount to crossing a “red 
line.” Another “red line” that 
Iran would not be permitted 
to cross, Panetta added, was 
developing nuclear weapons. 
American policy toward Iran 
— with which we have had 
no diplomatic relations since 
1979 — has become a prom-
inent issue during the 2012 
presidential campaign, with 
most candidates (Ron Paul 
excepted) advocating some 
type of military action.

rights, wrongs, and reasoning
But how much of a threat does Iran pose 
to the United States? Is there any justifica-
tion for yet another “pre-emptive war” in 
the Middle East?

While the former chief of the United 
States Central Command in the Middle 
East, General John Abizaid, character-
ized Iran’s military as the strongest in the 
region, it is important to put his claim in 
context. In absolute numbers, the Armed 
Forces of the Islamic Republic of Iran, 
with roughly 545,000 active personnel, 
are indeed without peer in the region.

But size doesn’t always matter in mod-
ern military affairs. There was, for exam-
ple, widespread trepidation in the United 
States, including Congress, in the run-up 
to the Gulf War, on account of Saddam 
Hussein’s massive “million-man army.” 
But Hussein’s legions, supposedly battle-
hardened from years of war with Iran and 
rendered invincible by religious fanati-
cism, were easily vanquished by vastly 
superior American military machinery.

A more reliable measure of military 
strength is cost. The United States, the 
world’s dominant military power, also 
spends a lion’s share of total annual global 
military expenditures (roughly 43 percent 
as of 2010, or nearly three times as much 
as China, the U.K., and France combined).

In the Middle East, Iran is far behind 
many of her neighbors in military spend-
ing. In 2010, Iran spent just over $7 billion 
on her military — half what the United 
Arab Emirates spent that year, and only 
one-sixth what Saudi Arabia spent. Israel 
spent twice as much as Iran — 6.3 percent 
of Israel’s GDP, as contrasted with only 
1.8 percent of Iran’s (and 4.7 percent for 
the United States). Globally, Iran’s mili-
tary expenditures rank it about 25th — 
hardly a first-rank military power.

Masoud Ali Mohammadi, an Iranian 
nuclear scientist, was killed outside his 
home by a remotely controlled bomb 
hidden on a parked motorcycle. Four 
months later another nuclear scientist, 
Majid Shahriari, was killed by an attacker 
on a motorcycle using a magnetic bomb. 

AP Images

Casualty of war: Mostafa Ahmadi Roshan, an Iranian professor of chemistry alleged to have 
been involved with Iran’s nuclear program, was assassinated January 11 by two assailants on 
motorcycles, who attached a bomb to his car. A number of prominent Iranian scientists and military 
officials have been assassinated or died in suspicious accidents over the past several years.
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In recent years, Iran has made signifi-
cant strides in domestic arms manufactur-
ing. Her air force, once dependent on aging 
U.S. planes acquired before the Iranian 
Revolution, is now bolstered by indigenous 
products like the Saegheh fighter jet. Iran 
manufactures tanks (the Zulfiqar, modeled 
after the American-made M-60), miniature 
submarines (the Ghadir and the Nahang), 
and even a full-sized submarine (the Qaaem 
class, not yet in service). Iran also possesses 
three Kilo-class Russian submarines that 
patrol the Persian Gulf (and would, pre-
sumably, be instrumental in any attempt to 
blockade the Strait of Hormuz).

Iran has garnered much press recently 
for the progress of her domestic missile 
program. No longer reliant on the import 
of obsolete ballistic missiles like the Soviet 
Scuds used in the war with Iraq, Iran now 
manufactures and regularly tests a variety 

of modern short- and medium-range mis-
siles, including the Shahab-3 with a range 
of 800-1,200 miles. Iran — like Saddam 
Hussein’s Iraq of yesteryear — certainly 
has the capability of striking enemies like 
Israel and Saudi Arabia with missiles.

The battlefield utility of ballistic mis-
siles, however, is limited at best, as both 
the Gulf War and the war between Iran 
and Iraq amply demonstrated. Saddam 
Hussein rained Scud missiles on Israel 
and on coalition forces during the Gulf 
War, but inflicted very few casualties, 
except for one missile that struck a tent 
filled with U.S. military personnel — and 
that one, aimed at a different target, had 
been shot down. During the Iran-Iraq War, 
each side lobbed ballistic missiles at the 
other’s cities, inflicting civilian casualties 
and sowing terror, but having little effect 
on combatants. And even were such mis-

siles a force to be reckoned with 
locally, Iran is very far away 
from having any ability to strike 
the United States or her allies in 
Western Europe with missiles.

In fact, Iran’s military devel-
opment would probably attract 
no more notice than Saudi Ara-
bia’s were it not for her alleged 
pursuit of nuclear weapons. 
Since the completion of Iran’s 
nuclear enrichment facility at 
Natanz, the Islamic Republic 

has begun enriching uranium, although 
not to anywhere near the 90-percent levels 
required for weapons-grade uranium. But 
with centrifuge cascades whirring nonstop 
day and night, it is at least theoretically 
possible for Iran to eventually stockpile 
enough enriched uranium to allow them to 
begin building nuclear weapons. Iran, the 
most dire warnings predict, could conceiv-
ably be only months away from having 
“the Bomb.” There is no way to ensure, 
the International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA) reported last November, that Iran 
will not in fact go nuclear, since the Irani-
ans are believed to be working on nuclear 
trigger technology (another tricky part of 
building nuclear weapons that actually 
work) and on modifying their missiles 
to accommodate nuclear warheads. One 
think tank, the Institute for Science and 
International Security, now estimates that 
Iran could build a nuclear weapon within 
six months of deciding to do so. 

But are such claims credible? The 
evidence from other countries’ efforts 
to develop nuclear weapons is anything 
but clear. Developing nuclear weapons 
requires mastery of a number of intri-
cate technologies, among them engineer-
ing centrifuge cascades that can run for 
months and even years without stopping, 
the manufacture of intricate, high-speed 
switches known as krytons that — prop-
erly placed and synchronized — can cre-
ate the implosion that will condense fis-
sible nuclear material to a critical mass, 
and the miniaturization of warheads so 
that they can be delivered by plane or 
(preferably) by missile. Such technology 
is enormously expensive and difficult to 
develop, as the experiences of China, 
India, Pakistan, and North Korea all attest. 
China detonated its first nuclear device 
in 1964 and its first hydrogen bomb test 
three years later. Yet as of the mid-1990s, 
China was not believed to have the capac-
ity to deliver nukes, either by missile or 
long-range bomber, to any U.S. targets. 
All of that changed, of course, during the 
Clinton administration, when American 
missile technology found its way into 
Chinese hands (thanks, it was alleged 
at the time, to crooked campaign deals 
brokered by Bill Clinton in exchange for 
reelection campaign monies from China). 
Yet even today, with China openly pur-
suing offensive military technology like 

China detonated its first nuclear device 
in 1964 and its first hydrogen bomb 
test three years later. Yet as of the 
mid-1990s, China was not believed 
to have the capacity to deliver nukes, 
either by missile or long-range 
bomber, to any U.S. targets.
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The road to enrichment: Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad inspects the nuclear facility 
at Natanz in 2007. Five years later, thousands of centrifuges at the plant are allegedly enriching 
uranium for fuel, prompting Western leaders like Leon Panetta to warn that Iran may be only a 
year from having “the bomb.”
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aircraft carriers and nuclear submarines, 
China still lags far, far behind the United 
States in military development.

India tested its first nuclear device in 
1974, and conducted no further tests until 
May of 1998, when it claimed to have suc-
cessfully detonated five nuclear weapons, 
including both fission and thermonucle-
ar devices. In other words, it took India 
nearly a quarter century to go from its first 
nuclear test to the actual production of nu-
clear weapons — and this in a country rich 
in scientific and mathematical talent.

Following India’s 1974 test, Paki-
stan’s Premier famously announced that 
the people of Pakistan might have to 
“eat grass,” but Pakistan would acquire 
nuclear weapons of their own. True to 
their word, the impoverished Pakistanis 
conducted nuclear tests of their own in 
1998 — the fruits of 26 years of work and 
untold economic hardship.

The decades-old North Korean nuclear 
program finally bore fruit in October 2006 
with the detonation of a small, probably 
flawed nuclear device that appeared to 
be significantly weaker than the bombs 
dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. A 
second, marginally stronger device — but 

still far from the “city-busting” strength of 
thermonuclear weapons wielded by major 
nuclear powers — was conducted by the 
North Koreans in May 2009. Despite 
belligerent claims by the North Koreans 
to have a functional nuclear arsenal, it is 
far from clear whether they actually have 
working nuclear weapons.

For as the experience of every nuclear 
power from the United States onward 
shows, there is a very big difference be-
tween having a nuclear “device” and hav-
ing nuclear weapons. The United States in 
the early 1940s enjoyed an extraordinary 
talent base — greatly enhanced by bril-
liant European immigrants who had fled 
Nazism and Fascism, such as Hans Bethe, 
Wolfgang Pauli, Niels Bohr, and Enrico 
Fermi — and very deep financial resourc-
es on which to draw. France and Great 
Britain, both of whom developed nuclear 
weapons after the war, reaped the benefit 
of prior U.S. experience, while the Soviet 
Union was able to steal nuclear technol-
ogy from the West. It is unclear the extent 
to which Israel has been able to rely on 
Western technology in developing her own 
nuclear forces, but even today, the size and 
effectiveness of Israel’s nuclear deterrent 

are unclear, since Israel has neither de-
clared itself a nuclear weapons state nor 
conducted a single atomic test.

Of today’s nuclear states, only Russia, 
China, France, and Britain appear to have 
the capability to deliver a nuclear weapon 
to a U.S. target, and only the former two 
can be realistically considered potential 
belligerents.

All of which helps to bring the nucle-
ar debate on Iran into perspective. Even 
if Iran’s mullahs managed to touch off 
a tiny nuclear device (and it would be 
tiny, given how long it takes to produce 
enough weapons-grade material for even 
one small warhead) in a year or so, they 
would still be many years away from cre-
ating a deliverable nuclear weapon that 
could threaten Saudi Arabia or Israel, and 
probably decades away from creating an 
ICBM or submarine-launched missile that 
could menace the American mainland. 
And by that time, military technology in 
the United States would be far advanced 
over what it is now. In sum, like Iran’s un-
derfunded, backward conventional forces, 
any Iranian nuclear device would have 
little near-term military value except (as 
with North Korea) as a deterrent.
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Nuclear club: One of India’s nuclear-capable Agni IV missiles on parade. Although both India and Pakistan, longtime bitter enemies, have had 
nuclear arsenals since the late 1990s, and India has been hit by several devastating terror attacks carried out by Pakistani extremists, nuclear war 
has not broken out on the subcontinent.
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Seeing a Substantial Threat
And it is this, rather than some bona fide 
threat to the West, that has American power 
elites in a lather of apprehension. Foreign 
Affairs, the flagship journal for American 
foreign policy,  made its recommendations 
very clear in the January/February issue of 
this year. Matthew Kroenig, an assistant 
professor of government at Georgetown 
University and a Stanton Nuclear Security 
Fellow at the Council on Foreign Rela-
tions (the elite New York-based group that 
publishes Foreign Affairs), in an article 
entitled “Time to Attack Iran,” argues un-
apologetically that the time has come for 
the United States to launch a war against 
Iran, in order to prevent Tehran from ac-
quiring nukes:

With the wars in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq wind-
ing down and the United 
States facing economic 
hardship at home, Ameri-
cans have little appetite 
for further strife. Yet 
Iran’s rapid nuclear de-
velopment will ultimately 
force the United States to 
choose between a conven-
tional conflict and a pos-
sible nuclear war. Faced 

with that decision, the United States 
should conduct a surgical strike on 
Iran’s nuclear facilities, absorb an in-
evitable round of retaliation, and then 
seek to quickly de-escalate the crisis. 
Addressing the threat now will spare 
the United States from confronting a 
far more dangerous situation in the 
future.

Kroenig, speaking for a vocal clique of self-
anointed foreign policy elites, believes that 
the long-term costs of containing an even-
tual nuclear Iran far outweigh the risks and 
costs of near-term military action:

A nuclear-armed Iran would im-
mediately limit U.S. freedom of 

action in the Middle East. With 
atomic power behind it, Iran could 
threaten any U.S. political or mili-
tary initiative in the Middle East 
with nuclear war, forcing Washing-
ton to think twice before acting in 
the region. Iran’s regional rivals, 
such as Saudi Arabia, would likely 
decide to acquire their own nuclear 
arsenals, sparking an arms race. To 
constrain its geopolitical rivals, Iran 
could choose to spur proliferation 
by transferring nuclear technology 
to its allies — other countries and 
terrorist groups alike. Having the 
bomb would give Iran greater cover 
for conventional aggression and co-
ercive diplomacy, and the battles be-
tween its terrorist proxies and Israel, 
for example, could escalate....

These security threats would re-
quire Washington to contain Tehran. 
Yet deterrence would come at a heavy 
price. To keep the Iranian threat at 
bay, the United States would need to 
deploy naval and ground units and po-
tentially nuclear weapons across the 
Middle East, keeping a large force in 
the area for decades to come. Along-
side those troops, the United States 
would have to permanently deploy 
significant intelligence assets to mon-
itor any attempts by Iran to transfer 
its nuclear technology. And it would 
also need to devote perhaps billions 
of dollars to improving its allies’ ca-
pability to defend themselves. This 
might include helping Israel construct 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles 
and hardened ballistic missile silos to 
ensure that it can maintain a secure 
second-strike capability. Most of all, 
to make containment credible, the 
United States would need to extend 
its nuclear umbrella to its partners in 
the region, pledging to defend them 
with military force should Iran launch 
an attack.

We’ve heard all these arguments before 
(mutatis mutandis) regarding Iraq’s Sad-
dam Hussein and his non-existent stock-
piles of weapons of mass destruction. 
Kroenig’s premise — that the United 
States ought to enjoy essentially unlimit-
ed “freedom of action” in the Middle East 
— is pure imperial hubris. Since the Per-

In more than 40 years of independence, 
Israel has more than demonstrated her 
ability to take care of herself. In 1981, the 
Israeli Air Force destroyed an Iraqi nuclear 
reactor under construction at Osirak, and 
did the same with a clandestine Syrian 
nuclear facility in 2007. 

AP Images

Chokepoint: An Iranian soldier drills alongside the Sea of Oman. Iran has repeatedly threatened 
to close the Strait of Hormuz leading into the Persian Gulf, in response to Western sanctions 
against Iranian oil.
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sian Gulf War, we have chosen to inject 
ourselves militarily into the unending 
broils of the Middle East, at extraordi-
nary cost in both lives and treasure. In oc-
cupying Iraq and overthrowing its dicta-
tor, former U.S. ally Saddam Hussein, we 
managed to create a power vacuum into 
which Iran has obligingly stepped. The 
entire region is now convulsed by revolu-
tion whose outcome, so far, is decidedly 
mixed, despite energetic involvement 
by the United States and other Western 
powers. Egypt has managed to replace 
one military dictatorship with another, 
Yemen has done nothing to dislodge 
its odious ruler, and Syria continues to 
hemorrhage under the iron fist of the 
monstrous Bashar el-Assad, a mild man-
nered former ophthalmologist intending 
to maintain his family’s brutal rule at any 
cost. Libya is well-rid of Moammar Gad-
hafi, but it remains to be seen whether 
that country can avoid sliding into civil 
war along tribal lines. Bahrain’s peaceful 
protesters were brutally crushed with the 
help of Saudi troops.

And oil is more expensive than ever, 
despite our “freedom of action” in the 
Middle East. The latest threat to global 
oil supplies comes from unrest not in the 
sands of Libya or Iraq, but from Nigeria, a 
country we have not yet garrisoned.

All of this has come about in the first 
place because of the insistence of U.S. 
elites on trying to micromanage a part 
of the world that we understand very lit-
tle, and in whose millennia-old quarrels 
we have no stake. Our “interests” in the 
Middle East supposedly boil down to two 
things: oil and Israel.

The first is hard to accept at face value, 
given that U.S. government policy elites 
have done everything they can to prevent 
the development of domestic petroleum 
reserves. Most of Alaska’s North Slope 
and the east and west coasts of the United 
States are off-limits to oil drilling (this 
despite the fact that the Canadians have 
discovered and are exploiting substantial 
oil reserves off their Atlantic coast). The 
Athabasca tar sands of northern Alberta — 
the world’s second largest oil reserves — 
are on the verge of supplying the United 
States with a lion’s share of needed crude 
oil, but the proposed Keystone XL pipe-
line, which would convey vast amounts 
of oil from Alberta down to Texas refiner-

ies, is now being delayed by a coalition 
of left-wing environmentalist interests 
with whom President Obama has all but 
thrown his full support. Yet America’s 
political leadership apparently prefers the 
added costs (political and military as well 
as economic) of continuing to ship in our 
oil from hostile countries on the other side 
of the world.

The other justification for American 
meddling in the Middle East (and withal 
for starting a war with Iran) is the pro-
tection of our ally, Israel. Yet no military 
treaty of any kind exists between the Unit-
ed States and Israel — unlike U.S. allies 
such as Japan, South Korea, New Zealand, 
Australia, and the members of NATO, all 
of whom we are treaty-bound to defend in 
the event they are attacked.

In more than 40 years of independence, 
Israel has more than demonstrated her 
ability to take care of herself. In 1981, the 
Israeli Air Force destroyed an Iraqi nuclear 
reactor under construction at Osirak, and 
did the same with a clandestine Syrian nu-
clear facility in 2007. In three major wars 
fought against large enemy coalitions (in 
1948, 1967, and 1973), Israel has emerged 
the victor. In any engagement with Iran, 
limited or unlimited, there can be little 
doubt what the outcome would be.

Yet American foreign policy agenda-
setters appear to believe that Israel is un-

able to deal with the Iranian threat. Ac-
cording to Kroenig, a U.S. attack on Iran 
would pre-empt an Israeli attack, which, 
“given Israel’s limited capability to miti-
gate a potential battle and inflict lasting 
damage, would likely result in far more 
devastating consequences and carry a far 
lower probability of success than a U.S. at-
tack.” But Israel managed to blunt Saddam 
Hussein’s nuclear capability with a single 
air strike, and has repeatedly fended off 
attacks by numerically superior forces on 
their own borders — something the U.S. 
military has not had to face in two cen-
turies.

To the United States, however, Kroenig 
ascribes a near-divine ability to attack Iran, 
destroy or seriously degrade its nuclear 
capabilities, and manage the outcome to 
avoid another years-long quagmire:

To make sure it doesn’t and to reas-
sure the Iranian regime, the United 
States could first make clear that it 
is interested only in destroying Iran’s 
nuclear program, not in overthrow-
ing the government. It could then 
identify certain forms of retalia-
tion to which it would respond with 
devastating military action, such 
as attempting to close the Strait of 
Hormuz, conducting massive and 
sustained attacks on Gulf states and 

AP Images

Sea of contention: One-sixth of the world’s oil passes through the Persian Gulf. In the 1980s, 
Iran and Iraq took turns attacking each other’s oil tankers as part of a bitter war between Baghdad 
and Tehran. With the rise in hostilities over Iran’s nuclear program, oil tankers could again 
become pawns in a Middle Eastern conflict.
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U.S. troops or ships, or launching 
terrorist attacks in the United States 
itself. Washington would then need to 
clearly articulate these “redlines” to 
Tehran during and after the attack to 
ensure that the message was not lost 
in battle. And it would need to accept 
the fact that it would have to absorb 
Iranian responses that fell short of 
these redlines without escalating the 
conflict....

Even if Tehran did cross Wash-
ington’s redlines, the United States 
could still manage the confrontation. 
At the outset of any such violation, 
it could target the Iranian weapons 
that it finds most threatening to pre-
vent Tehran from deploying them. 
To de-escalate the situation quickly 
and prevent a wider regional war, the 
United States could also secure the 
agreement of its allies to avoid re-
sponding to an Iranian attack. This 
would keep other armies, particu-
larly the Israel Defense Forces, out 
of the fray....

Finally, the U.S. government 
could blunt the economic conse-
quences of a strike. For example, 
it could offset any disruption of oil 
supplies by opening its Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve and quietly encour-
aging some Gulf states to increase 
their production in the run-up to the 
attack. Given that many oil-produc-
ing nations in the region, especially 
Saudi Arabia, have urged the United 
States to attack Iran, they would 
likely cooperate.

All of this is a warmed-over think tank 
version of former Defense Secretary 
Donald Rumsfeld assistant Ken Adel-
man’s notorious Washington Post predic-
tion of a “cakewalk” in Iraq back in 2003. 
As the United States seemingly has to 
learn over and over again, once the dogs 
of war are unleashed, no one can predict 
the outcome.

But what about that ultimate bugbear, 
nuclear terrorism? Two regimes that ac-
tively sponsor terrorism, Pakistan and 
North Korea, already possess nuclear ca-
pability. North Korean agents have blown 
passenger liners out of the sky, set off 
bombs at Seoul’s Kimpo International Air-
port, and generally sown terrorist mayhem 
for decades. Pakistan-based terrorists have 
carried out atrocity after atrocity against 
Indian civilians, including a three-day 
spree of terror in November 2008 in Mum-
bai by Pakistani gunmen that left hundreds 
of civilians dead and wounded. Yet neither 
of these regimes has resorted to nuclear 
terrorism.

Despite the Soviet Union’s long spon-
sorship of international terrorism, not once 
did it give a single terrorist cell or Marx-
ist guerrilla army a single nuke. Nuclear 
weapons, after all, are extremely diffi-
cult and expensive 
to build, but easy to 
trace. Tom Clancy-
esque imaginings 
aside, the likelihood 
of an act of nuclear 
terrorism against the 
United States (or, for 
that matter, against 

India or South Korea) is slight, given the 
likelihood of immediate annihilation of 
any regime sponsoring an act of nuclear 
terrorism.

A war against Iran would likely cost 
many thousands of lives (since, in the 
end, as with Iraq, we would end up having 
to occupy the country to fully impose our 
will) and trillions of dollars we cannot af-
ford. While Iran arguably poses a threat to 
Israel, that country is more than capable of 
taking care of itself.

Nothing about the history of nuclear 
weapons suggests any likelihood of a 
nuclear Iran using such weapons for any-
thing but a deterrent. Nothing about the 
history of U.S. involvement in the Middle 
East suggests that another pre-emptive 
war in that region would be anything other 
than an unmitigated catastrophe. No one 
forces the United States to spend blood 
and treasure garrisoning the Middle East; 
we would be under no obligation to “con-
tain” a nuclear armed Iran other than that 
imposed by imperial hubris. With the end 
of the Iraq War and the drawdown in Af-
ghanistan, it is well past time for America 
to mind her own business and allow the 
nations of the Middle East — including 
Iran — to mind theirs. n
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disagreement among friends: Chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, Army Gen. Martin Dempsey, (left) with Israeli President Shimon Peres in 
January 2012. Israel reportedly has long been in favor of direct military action against Iran. Whatever action Israel chooses to take, history suggests 
that the Israelis are more than capable of taking care of themselves without U.S. military support.
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by William F. Jasper

For nearly three decades, Dennis 
Mahon has served as one of the 
premier poster boys for violent rac-

ism in America. He has held top leader-
ship positions in the Oklahoma Ku Klux 
Klan and White Aryan Resistance (WAR), 
and has hobnobbed with many of the most 
notorious neo-Nazis and hate mongers in 
the United States, Canada, Europe, and the 
Middle East. He has led cross-burning ral-
lies, operated a “Dial-a-Racist” hotline in 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, and twice run for Mayor 
of Tulsa as an avowed racist. He has pub-
licly called for violent revolution and over-
throw of the U.S. government, and advo-
cated violence against Jews, blacks, and 
other “non-Aryans.”

Dennis Mahon and his identical twin 
brother, Daniel, are now on trial in Phoe-
nix, Arizona, for a 2004 bombing that in-
jured a black city official and his secretary 
in the Phoenix suburb of Scottsdale. The 
61-year-old white supremacist twins were 
arrested at their parents’ home near Rock-
ford, Illinois, in June 2009.

The federal grand jury indictment charg-
es that “Dennis Mahon and Daniel Mahon 
did knowingly and unlawfully combine, 
conspire, confederate and agree together 
to maliciously damage and destroy by 
means of fire and explosives, buildings 
and other real property used in interstate 
and foreign commerce.” The indictment 
states further:

Dennis Mahon participated in the 
construction of a bomb, disguised in 
a cardboard box made to appear as 
a parcel package, that was delivered 
to the City of Scottsdale Civic Center 
Library. The label on the box was ad-
dressed to Donald Logan, Office of 
Diversity & Dialogue. The bomb did 
in fact explode on February 26, 2004 
when Donald Logan opened the box. 
Donald Logan and Renita Linyard 
suffered personal injuries as result of 
the explosion.

The Mahon brothers pled not guilty to 
the charges. Their trial, which began 
in Phoenix in federal court on January 

10, has been something of a sensational 
sexual sideshow, with the Mahons’ de-
fense team declaring the government’s 
actions “outrageous” in using a volup-
tuous “trailer park Mata Hari” informant 
to provoke and entrap the Mahons. The 
defense has shown the jury two provoca-
tive photos of Rebecca Williams, an infor-
mant for the federal Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF), 
that Williams gave to Dennis Mahon. 
The photos of Williams, a 41-year-old 
former exotic dancer, and a video of her 
massaging a naked Dennis Mahon (who 
was covered only by a towel), are central 
to the defense argument of entrapment. 
One of the photos, reported the Associated 
Press, “showed her in a leather jacket, 
fishnet stockings and a thong that com-
pletely exposed her buttocks, along with 
a note that said, ‘Thought you’d love the 
butt shot.’ The other showed her in a bi-
kini top with a grenade hanging between 
her breasts as Williams posed in front of a 
pickup and a swastika.”

Williams said that the ATF paid her 
$100 for in-person contact with the broth-
ers, on top of $300 every month for their 
phone conversations. Over the course of 
nearly five years, she received a total of 
$45,000 from the ATF, including reim-
bursements for her expenses. She says the 
ATF promised her $100,000 upon the Ma-
hons’ convictions.

Williams made audio recordings of a 
number of in-person and telephone con-
versations with Dennis Mahon, some of 
which were played for the jury. He report-
edly “showed her how to make bombs and 
bragged about bombing a Jewish commu-
nity center, an Internal Revenue Service 
building, an immigration facility, and an 
abortion clinic.”

Mahon also talked to her about the 
Scottsdale bombing of Don Logan. He 
told her that he didn’t do it but convinced 
white police officers to do it.

Mahon’s defense attorney argued that 
Mahon “often makes exaggerated self-ag-
grandizing claims” that aren’t true and that 
his claims of criminal activity were simply 
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dennis mahon, a white supremacist from 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, talks to journalists before 
appearing before the Oklahoma County Grand 
Jury investigating the Oklahoma City bombing 
on July 16, 1997.
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Racist and hatemonger Dennis Mahon is on trial for 
hurting two people in a Phoenix, Arizona, bombing, but 
he should also be charged in the Oklahoma City bombing.

Arizona Bomb Trial  
— Ties to OKC Bombing



the braggadocio of an alcoholic aimed at 
impressing a woman with whom he was 
infatuated.

Prosecutors said Williams never kissed 
or had sex with either brother and that her 
flirtations did not constitute entrapment. 
The trial is expected to extend into Febru-
ary and, possibly, March.

Good Chance He’s Guilty
If the Mahon brothers end up being con-
victed for the Scottsdale bombing, it will 
constitute a triumph something akin to con-
victing Charles Manson for jaywalking.

In the aftermath of the 1995 Oklahoma 
City bombing, federal investigators early 
on considered Mahon a top suspect as 
one of the “John Doe” accomplices to 
Timothy McVeigh in that attack, which 
killed nearly 170 persons and injured 
hundreds of others. the new ameriCan 
magazine’s own extensive investiga-
tion amassed convincing evidence that 
Mahon was one of the “others unknown” 
mentioned as co-conspirators in the fed-
eral indictment against Timothy McVeigh 
and Terry Nichols. However, very soon 

after the bombing, it became 
clear that the Clinton admin-
istration’s Justice Depart-
ment was directing the FBI 
and other federal investiga-
tors away from Mahon and 
his close friend, Andreas 
“Andy” Strassmeir, a Ger-
man army officer who was in 

the United States illegally on an expired 
visa and was serving as the “security of-
ficer” at a rural Aryan encampment near 
the Oklahoma-Arkansas border known as 
“Elohim City.”

FBI and ATF records show that fed-
eral authorities were aware prior to the 
bombing that Strassmeir was training 
the residents of Elohim City in the use 
of firearms, explosives, insurrection, and 
guerrilla warfare. They were sufficiently 
alarmed by activities at the rural settle-
ment that they conducted aerial video and 
photographic reconnaissance of Elohim 
City and recruited a young Tulsa woman, 
Carol Howe, for the dangerous task of 
infiltrating the enclave as an undercover 
confidential informant. Federal officials 
also were well aware that precisely 10 
years previously, on April 19, 1985, FBI 
and ATF agents raided an Elohim City-
related compound nearby in Arkansas to 
foil an earlier plot to blow up the same 
Oklahoma City federal building. The 
leader of that plot was polygamist James 
Ellison, who is married to one of the 
granddaughters of the “Reverend” Robert 

Millar, the founder, patriarch, and spiri-
tual leader of Elohim City.

Dennis Mahon was a frequent visitor to 
Elohim City and had set up a travel trailer 
there for his extended stays. In addition to 
Strassmeir, Mahon also was close friends 
with members of the Aryan Republican 
Army (ARA), also known as the Midwest 
Bank Robbers. The federal indictment 
of several of the ARA robbers says: “In 
or about November 1994, the defendants 
MARK WILLIAM THOMAS and SCOTT 
ANTHONY STEDEFORD met with de-
fendant KEVIN MCCARTHY in Elohim 
City, Oklahoma.” Indeed, many of the rob-
bers lived there for extended periods.

A signature of the ARA robbers was 
to leave a fake bomb at the banks they 
robbed, thus the FBI task force set up to 
capture them was designated BOMBROB. 
At Elohim City the robbers had access to 
at least two experienced bomb makers who 
could teach them how to make real bombs: 
Dennis Mahon and Andy Strass meir. The 
ARA declared in their own propaganda 
video that “Federal buildings may have 
to be bombed, and civilian loss of life is 
regrettable but expected.”

Federal documents show that Carol 
Howe warned prior to the OKC bombing 
that Strassmeir and Mahon were planning 
to blow up federal buildings and that she 
had gone with the two of them on a sur-
veillance run to Oklahoma City. A report 
by FBI special agent James Blanchard 
and ATF special agent Angie Finley on 
April 21, 1995, two days after the bomb-
ing states:

MEHAUN [sic] has talked with 
CAROL about targeting federal in-
stallations for destruction through 
bombings, such as the IRS Federal 
Building, the Tulsa Federal Building 
and the Oklahoma Federal Building.

The same report notes that Mahon and 
Strassmeir had taken “three trips to Okla-
homa City in November, 1994, Decem-
ber, 1994, and February, 1995” and that 

The same report notes that Mahon 
and Strassmeir had taken “three trips 
to Oklahoma City in November, 1994, 
December, 1994, and February, 1995.”
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OKC coverup exposed: In more than 100 
articles, The New AmericAN led a path-
breaking effort to expose official coverup 
and misconduct in the Oklahoma bombing 
investigation, including these cover stories on 
Carol Howe and Andreas Strassmeir.



Howe had accompanied them on one of 
the trips. Another ATF lead sheet filed by 
special agent Finley states, among other 
things: “Mahon has detonated explosives 
at E/C”; “E/C is preparing for war against 
U.S. government”; “Robert Millar stated 
that he would be wiling [sic] to hide any-
one who needed a place to stay at E/C. 
(Elohim City)”

In an August 30, 1994 report based on 
informant Carol Howe’s intelligence, ATF 
agent Angela Finley wrote:

Mahon has made numerous state-
ments regarding the conversion of 
firearms into fully automatic weap-
ons … and the manufacture and use 
of explosive devices.... Mahon and 
his organization are preparing for a 
race war and war with the govern-
ment in the near future and it is be-
lieved that they are rapidly stockpil-
ing weapons.

The ATF’s informant Carol Howe report-

ed seeing Timothy McVeigh at Elohim 
City, as did several former Elohim City 
residents interviewed by this reporter, 
including Dennis Mahon. FBI informant 
John Shults told the FBI he had seen 
Mahon and McVeigh together at Elohim 
City. Several other witnesses interviewed 
by this reporter and other journalists re-
ported seeing, meeting, and conversing 
with McVeigh and Strassmeir together 
in Kansas and Oklahoma. McVeigh’s 
telephone card rec ords, which the pros-
ecution used against him, showed that he 
called Elohim City at least twice. One 
of the calls was made only two minutes 
after McVeigh had placed the call to rent 
the Ryder truck used for the truck bomb. 
According to Robert Millar’s daughter-
in-law Joan Millar, McVeigh asked her to 
“Tell Andy I’ll be coming through.” The 
day before the bombing, McVeigh called 
Kirk Lyons, Andy Strassmeir’s attorney 
(and attorney for the KKK and Aryan Na-
tions), asking for Andy.

ATF and FBI records obtained by this 

writer, by J.D. Cash of the McCurtain 
Gazette, and by other journalists docu-
ment that federal agencies were well 
aware of the Mahon-Strassmeir-ARA-
Elohim City connections. “It is suspected 
that members of Elohim City are involved 
either directly or indirectly through con-
spiracy,” federal agents wrote just days 
after the Murrah Building bombing. the 
new ameriCan has reported extensively 
on these connections. 

FBI records show that McVeigh’s sister, 
Jennifer McVeigh, told the FBI Tim had 
told her he was involved in bank robberies 
and showed her money he said was from a 
bank robbery. In one of his letters to Jen-
nifer, McVeigh justified robbing banks as 
“sort of a Robin Hood thing.”

The ATF/FBI records show federal 
agencies were aware that Dennis Mahon 
had previously detonated a 500-pound 
ANFO bomb, whereas, on the record, 
McVeigh and Nichols had only detonated 
small bottle bombs. Robert Sanders, a re-
tired 24-year veteran of the ATF and for-
mer assistant director of the agency, told 
the new ameriCan that in view of the 
extraordinarily detailed high-value intel-
ligence provided by Howe, the failure 
of the federal OKBOMB — the name of 
the investigation into the OKC bombing 
— investigators to follow through on her 
information on such an important matter 
was beyond extraordinary; he had never 
seen anything like it.

Noting that according to the ATF files 
Mahon had blown up a truck with a 500-
pound ANFO bomb, Sanders said: “That 
is a big bomb. How many people in this 
country have ever done that? Not many, I 
can guarantee you. The ATF and FBI would 
definitely want to question him about that, 
especially after Oklahoma City. But there’s 
no evidence that they ever did.” This was 
all the more stunning, Sanders pointed out, 
since the ATF’s own records showed Howe 
repeatedly passed polygraph tests and her 
ATF supervisor had evaluated her as “truth-
ful” and “reliable.”

No Stone Unturned?
President Clinton and Attorney General 
Janet Reno vowed to a shocked and griev-
ing nation that they would “leave no stone 
unturned” in the effort to bring to justice 
all those involved in the deadly Oklahoma 
City bombing.
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Terror in the heartland: 168 people were killed and hundreds more injured in the terrorist bombing 
that devastated the Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City, on April 19, 1995.
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“We believe we conducted an exhaus-
tive investigation that pursued every pos-
sible lead and ran it to ground,” said FBI 
spokesman Mike Kortan in a 2003 Asso-
ciated Press story. “We are confident that 
those who committed the crime have been 
brought to justice and that there are no 
other accomplices out there.” “Every lead, 
regardless of its credibility, was thorough-
ly investigated to its conclusions,” Kortan 
insisted. “While conspiracy stories con-
tinue to circulate, no evidence that other 
individuals were involved in the bombing 
was corroborated by the investigation.”

Exhaustive investigation? Pursued every 
possible lead? No other accomplices? The 
Clinton administration and its shills in the 
media repeatedly cited a statistical litany 
as proof to justify their claims regarding 
the supposed thoroughness of the OKC 
investigation: a global search involving 
more than 2,000 federal agents clocking 
more than one million investigative hours; 
more than 20,000 witnesses interviewed; 
more than a billion documents generated; 
and over 43,000 tips checked.

It all sounds very impressive — as it is 

meant to. And yet, incredibly, amidst all 
this furious motion and intense “investi-
gation,” Dennis Mahon, Andy Strassmeir, 
and the Elohim City ARA bank robbers 
— who should have been top suspects — 
were not even included among the tens of 
thousands of leads and witnesses inter-
viewed! Months after the bombing, after 
this magazine and other alternative media 
caused an uproar over Strassmeir, he was 
allowed to flee back to Germany; the FBI 
then interviewed him briefly by telephone! 
It became obvious to all who were follow-
ing the details that Strassmeir and Mahon 
were being shielded. Why? Why were 
federal investigators canvassing the globe 
— and ignoring the prime suspects and 
witnesses in their backyard?

Some FBI and ATF investigators and 
officials interviewed by the new ameri-
Can were outraged at the obstructions and 
diversions from higher-ups in the admin-
istration to prevent making the obvious 
connections of BOMBROB to OKBOMB. 
Danny Defenbaugh was the FBI agent in 
charge of the Oklahoma City Bombing 
investigation, OKBOMB. In 2003, when 

John Solomon of Associated Press showed 
Defenbaugh, then retired, key documents 
from the FBI’s BOMBROB files show-
ing the ARA-Elohim City connections to 
McVeigh, Defenbaugh claimed to have 
never seen them and said they might have 
changed the outcome of his OKBOMB 
probe. In fact, he said, “If I were still in 
the bureau, the investigation would be 
reopened.” Defenbaugh said his investiga-
tive team “shouldn’t have been cut out. We 
should have been kept in on all the items 
of the robbery investigation until it was 
resolved as connected or not connected to 
Oklahoma City.”

Perhaps agent Defenbaugh and his OK-
BOMB team should have been reading 
the new ameriCan magazine and our 
website, where many of these BOMBROB 
documents and other ATF/FBI documents 
were posted years before — instead of 
dismissing all such related information as 
crazy “conspiracy theory.” If he had done 
so, Dennis Mahon and other criminal co-
conspirators connected to the Oklahoma 
City bombing might have been placed be-
hind bars long ago. n
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by Joe Wolverton II, J.D.

With so many of our most essen-
tial liberties under attack from 
the oligarchy on the Potomac, 

it is little wonder that the freedoms of the 
press and speech are next on the govern-
ment guillotine. Every day news of the 
staggering assault on the Constitution is 
reported in the newspaper and on televi-
sion. Activists on the Left and the Right 
spend precious resources investigating 
the abuses, and journalists committed to 
spreading the news publish and broadcast 
such stories through a variety of media, 
from blogs to broadcast news.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s National Operations Center (NOC) 
released its Media Monitoring Initia-
tive late last year, and in that report the 
intelligence-gathering arm of the DHS, 
the Office of Operations Coordination and 
Planning (OPS), gives itself permission to 
“gather, store, analyze, and disseminate” 

data on millions of users of social media 
(Twitter, Facebook, YouTube) and busi-
ness networking sites (LinkedIn).

Specifically, the initiative sets out the 
plan and purpose behind the DHS’s col-
lection of personal information from news 
anchors, journalists, reporters, or anyone 
else who posts articles, comments, or other 
information to many popular Web outlets. 
The report defines the target audience as 
anyone who may use “traditional and/or 
social media in real time to keep their au-
dience situationally aware and informed.”

Journalists and bloggers need not 
worry, however. DHS promises that it will 
not routinely gather and use Personally 
Identifiable Information (PII). From the 
abstract of the initiative:

While this Initiative is not designed 
to actively collect Personally Iden-
tifiable Information (PII), OPS is 
conducting this update to the Privacy 
Impact Assessment (PIA) because 

this initiative may now collect and 
disseminate PII for certain narrowly 
tailored categories. For example, in 
the event of an in extremis situation 
involving potential life and death, 
OPS will share certain PII with the 
responding authority in order for 
them to take the necessary actions to 
save a life, such as name and loca-
tion of a person calling for help bur-
ied under rubble, or hiding in a hotel 
room when the hotel is under attack 
by terrorists.

Promises and Online Posts
In other words, the government promises  
that all the personal electronic data that 
it monitors and records will only be used 
in “narrowly tailored” circumstances, 
saving a life, for example. There is no 
requirement that the data only be used 
in those instances, but there is a promise 
that it will be.

Constitutionalists need no reminder, 
however, of the illusory nature of promises 
to restrain oneself from abusing power. As 
Thomas Jefferson once warned:

Free government is founded in jeal-
ousy, not confidence. It is jealousy 
and not confidence which prescribes 
limited constitutions, to bind those 
we are obliged to trust with power.... 
In questions of power, then, let no 
more be heard of confidence in man, 
but bind him down from mischief by 
the chains of the Constitution.

Moreover, this noxious provision of the 
recently expanded regulation governing 
the DHS’s journalists-monitoring scheme, 
as well as the proffered impetus for the 
promulgation thereof, reminds one of the 
prescient words of James Madison: “The 
means of defense against foreign danger 
historically have become instruments of 
tyranny at home.”

In light of the chilling effect this uncon-
stitutional, unwarranted search of private 
information will have on the efforts of 
journalists to gather and disseminate in-
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Several departments of the federal 
bureaucracy are authorized by various 
regulations to conduct warrantless 24-hour 
surveillance of the online activity of American 
citizens. New directives make journalists the 
principal target.
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The U.S. government has given itself permission to spy 
on citizens via social networking sites, such as Twitter, 
Facebook, and YouTube. It is especially interested in 
journalists.

Social Spying



formation contradicting the government’s 
official narrative, there is something even 
more sinister in the fact that this new direc-
tive is designed by DHS “to provide situ-
ational awareness and establish a common 
operating picture” of target audiences.

A story in the New York Times reports 
on the specific sites that show up on the 
DHS radar:

Homeland Security seems to have a 
real affinity for Twitter. It advises its 
employees to follow not only Twitter 
itself but also Twitter search sites like 
Monitter, Tweetzi and Tweefind and 
more than 10 Twitter trend sites like 
TweetStats and Trendistic.

It monitors Facebook and, while 
it also recommends monitoring 
MySpace, it notes the once-popular 
social network has “limited search” 
capabilities. Homeland Security em-
ployees also monitor video sites like 
YouTube, Vimeo and Hulu — “situ-
ational awareness” apparently entails 
full episodes of “The Bachelor.”

Among the blogs the department 
follows: Wired’s Threat Level and 
Danger Room, Krebs on Security 
and, at The New York Times, The 
Lede blog. The list also includes 
more controversial sites like Jihad-
Watch, Wikileaks and “Narcotráfico 
en México.”

Prior to this new initiative, operative guide-
lines instructed NOC to only collect data 
“under authorization set forth by the writ-
ten code,” whereas these new provisions 
permit agents of the NOC to track the on-
line movements and postings of every level 
of writer or commentator, from Brian Wil-
liams to nearly anonymous bloggers.

Is there anyone who would honestly 
argue that the surveillance and catalog-
ing of the research means and methods of 
journalists (and other less official report-
ers of the news) is anything less than an 
organized and systematic squelching of 
the right of free speech on an Orwellian 
level?

Who, other than the legion of petty 
tyrants occupying the bureaucracies’ 
glass palaces on the Potomac, would 
benefit from the assassination of the 
sentries that stand on guard to sound the 
warning voice of despotism whenever 
the national authority acts outside the 
boundaries erected by the Constitution? 
Once the guards are eliminated (whether 
through fear of service or outright deten-
tion), there will be no effective system of 
communicating to the far-flung citizens 
of this Republic the impending advance 
of the federal government into the plain 
of liberty. This silencing of the sentinels 
is precisely the goal of this revised plan 
to freeze the exercise of the freedoms of 
speech and of the press.

Writers aren’t the only group to be 
watched by the never blinking eye of 
Homeland Security, however. According 
to the report, the following individuals 
may also be spied on and have their “user-
names and passwords” recorded for future 
reference:

U.S. and foreign individuals in ex-
tremis situations involving potential 
life or death circumstances; 2) senior 
U.S. and foreign government of-
ficials who make public statements 
or provide public updates; 3) U.S. 
and foreign government spokesper-
sons who make public statements 
or provide public updates; 4) U.S. 
and foreign private sector officials 
and spokespersons who make public 
statements or provide public updates; 
5) names of anchors, newscasters, or 
on-scene reporters who are known or 
identified as reporters in their post or 
article or who use traditional and/or 
social media in real time to keep their 
audience situationally aware and in-
formed; 6) current and former public 
officials who are victims of incidents 
or activities related to Homeland Se-
curity; and 7) terrorists, drug cartel 
leaders or other persons known to 
have been involved in major crimes 
of Homeland Security interest, (e.g., 
mass shooters such as those at Virgin-
ia Tech or Ft. Hood) who are killed or 
found dead.

Recent history proves that the federal behe-
moth will convert a penny of power into a 
pound of oppression. Consider how many 
people might be shoe-horned into one of 
those categories if the federal government 
decided it wanted to put them under online 
surveillance. The insidious efforts of the 
President and much of Congress to destroy 
the sovereignty of the states and the civil lib-
erties of all citizens confirm that eventually 
everyone will find himself included within 
some category of “potential threat” to the 
security of the United States. Consider, for 
just one example, the recent enactment of 
the National Defense Authorization Act of 
2012, which is so sweeping that American 
citizens accused of being terrorists can be 
arrested and detained indefinitely by the 
military without habeas corpus or being 
tried and found guilty in a court of law. 
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A recent initiative of the Department of Homeland Security instructs agents to monitor and 
record the Internet search and social media habits of news anchors, journalists, and bloggers.
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Furthermore, there is little room for 
doubt that any situation, no matter how 
slight the true impact on national security, 
will eventually be classified as “in extre-
mis” and thus justify the constant surveil-
lance of the national government’s never 
blinking eye. 

Given the inhospitable climate cre-
ated by this latest scheme to enlarge the 
powers of government and contract the 
freedoms guaranteed by the Constitution, 
RT.com was on target in raising the fol-
lowing question in a recent article: “Why 
[is] the government ... going out of their 
way to spend time, money and resources 
on watching over those that helped bring 
news to the masses?” While the audacity 
of the RT.com inquiry must be applauded, 
sadly the answer is so obvious as to render 
the question almost ridiculous.

why the web Net?
No matter the persuasiveness of the prof-
fered pretext, Americans familiar with the 
habits of the federal government realize 
that there is but one reason why Washing-
ton would devote valuable time and money 
to monitor every keystroke, every search, 
and every story read and written by those 
tasked with broadcasting the news (wheth-
er in print or by any other medium): to fi-
nally remove one of the “great bulwarks 
of liberty” and facilitate the eradication of 

not only the Constitution, but 
the timeless principles of lib-
erty distilled therein. Robbed 
of those who would have oth-
erwise signaled the impend-
ing assailment on the free-
dom of the press, Americans 
will more easily be led down 
the soft-sloping, gradual de-
cline leading toward absolute 
subjection to an all-powerful 
feudal federal authority.

Now that the ends of the 
Web-watching program are understood, 
the means are set forth in the official re-
cord, as well. In fact, the specific proce-
dure followed by NOC agents is described 
in the initiative:

To monitor social media, NOC Media 
Monitoring analysts only use public-
ly available search engines, content 
aggregators, and site-specific search 
tools to find items of potential inter-
est to DHS. Once the analysts deter-
mine an item or event is of sufficient 
value to DHS to be reported, they 
extract only the pertinent, authorized 
information and put it into a specific 
web application (MMC application) 
to build and format their reports.

Then, once the raw data is collected and 

collated and a picture of the person’s be-
havior is compiled, DHS will “disseminate 
relevant and appropriate information to 
federal, state, local, and foreign govern-
ments, and private sector partners.”

This unholy alliance between govern-
ment and corporations will spread the 
sticky web of surveillance across wider 
and wider expanses of formerly free av-
enues of investigation and reporting. Not 
only will the government be able to track 
the movements of anyone branded as dan-
gerous, but its “private sector partners” 
undoubtedly will be rewarded for favor-
ing employees, vendors, and independent 
contractors who are found in the govern-
ment’s “good books.”

Consequently, there will be the con-
comitant benefit of marginalizing those 
courageous enough to challenge the party 
line, thus exposing themselves to further 
persecution. Those unfortunate enough to 
find themselves outside the approved class 
of communicators will be imprisoned not 
within physical cells (although that would 
certainly not be unheard of), but immured 
behind invisible and soundproof walls of 
isolation and constant surveillance.

Unsurprisingly, the piece in RT.com 
reports that some of the government’s 
commercial co-conspirators have already 
availed themselves of the critical online 
information secretly amassed by the DHS:

The development out of the DHS 
comes at the same time that U.S. 
District Judge Liam O’Grady denied 
pleas from supporters of WikiLeaks 
who had tried to prevent account 
information pertaining to their Twit-
ter accounts from being provided to 
federal prosecutors. Jacob Apple-
baum and other advocates of Julian 
Assange’s whistleblower site were 

Is there anyone who would honestly argue 
that the surveillance and cataloging 
of the research means and methods 
of journalists (and other less official 
reporters of the news) is anything 
less than an organized and systematic 
squelching of the right of free speech?

Newscom

Once a journalist, blogger, or television reporter has been identified as a potential threat to 
national security, what is to prevent the government from arresting and detaining that person in 
the name of public safety?
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fighting to keep the government from 
subpoenaing information on their 
personal accounts that were collected 
from Twitter.

Last month the Boston Police De-
partment and the Suffolk Massachu-
setts District Attorney subpoenaed 
Twitter over details pertaining to 
recent tweets involving the Occupy 
Boston protests.

Lest anyone believe that reporters can 
remove themselves from the jurisdiction 
of the federal government and find refuge 
overseas, Fast Company reports that in ad-
dition to federal, state, and local govern-
ment agencies, DHS is sharing the infor-
mation gathered under the new guidelines 
with “international partners.”

It would seem that the unchecked appli-
cation of these new media-monitoring rules 
would convert the Department of Home-
land Security into the surveillance arm 
of a fetal global government, with virtual 
and physical spies keeping an eye on every 
movement taken by those determined to 
defend the sovereignty of the United States.

Of course, in order to accomplish such 
an expansive plan, the language used in the 
enabling regulations must be very vague 
so that the true goal of such an agenda may 
be hidden. For example, nowhere in the 
23-page document does the DHS clearly 
define what it takes to make an “item or 
event” of “sufficient value,” and that’s how 
the government wants to keep it. 

What the report does make very clear, 
however, is that every keystroke, whether 
it be a Google search or Facebook status 
update, will be recorded and cataloged by 
DHS snoops who will then rifle through 
it and see if there is anything that might 
someday be useful in compiling a profile 
of activity of a target individual. Then, that 
profile may reveal activities, interests, or 
posts that can be presented to another 
nameless bureaucrat who can authorize a 
more thorough investigation into that per-
son’s private life. 

Finally, there is yet another gap in 
this brief bureaucratic report on this lat-
est freedom-destroying initiative. There 
is no mention whatsoever of precisely 
what means were employed by the federal 
government in order to bypass the Fourth 
Amendment to the Constitution and its 
prohibition on warrantless searches.

The Fourth Amendment, a crucial ele-
ment of the Bill of Rights, reads:

The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and ef-
fects, against unreasonable searches 
and seizures, shall not be violated, 
and no warrants shall issue, but upon 
probable cause, supported by oath or 
affirmation, and particularly describ-
ing the place to be searched, and the 
persons or things to be seized.

This is no promotion of the issuing of gen-
eral warrants. To the contrary, it is evident 
that the Founders intended to require the 
government to draft very specific, very lim-
ited warrants based soundly on an affirma-
tion of probable cause to believe that there 
is a constitutionally valid reason to disturb 
the privacy a person reasonably expects in 
his home, papers, and personal effects.

But the black letter of this amendment 
is clear: “The right of the people ... shall 
not be violated.” That is the clearest dec-
laration of a positive restraint on gov-
ernment that can be expressed in words. 
Undaunted by this plainness, however, 
the Department of Homeland Security 
has now granted itself the unquestionable 
authority to disregard this prohibition and 
subject the people to constant searches and 

covert seizures with no other cause than 
a suspicion by some agent of the federal 
government that the subject may now or 
someday be a part of some group or move-
ment that might pose some purported 
threat to the peaceful perpetuation of the 
new world order.

There is yet hope, however. In 2012, an 
educated electorate may select candidates 
running for election to Congress who will 
pass a law permanently revoking the De-
partment of Homeland Security’s power to 
carry out the mission outlined in the Media 
Monitoring Initiative. 

As was recently witnessed in the case 
of the Stop Online Piracy Act (SOPA), a 
determined citizenry yet wields extraordi-
nary power to thwart the federal govern-
ment’s goal of drawing all activity, wheth-
er in the real world or the virtual one, into 
its purview. 

Americans familiar with the Constitu-
tion will be motivated to unite and save 
themselves and their posterity from the 
“gradual and silent encroachments” into 
the freedom of the United States by a fed-
eral government bent on sweeping away 
all such sentimental notions under a wave 
of constant surveillance and rapid registra-
tion of those who dare publish any chal-
lenge to its paralyzing hegemony or its 
silencing supremacy. n
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The department of Homeland Security’s media monitoring Initiative gives federal agents 
the power to gather, store, analyze, and disseminate data on millions of users of social media, 
including Facebook, Twitter, and YouTube.
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by William F. Jasper

QE3 or no QE3? For the past 
year — and especially over the 
past several months — central 

 bankers, mortgage bankers, fi-
nancial analysts, business leaders, poli-
ticians, and commentators have been 
engaged in a great debate over whether 
or not Ben Bernanke and the Federal Re-
serve will — and should — initiate a third 
round of “quantitative easing,” or QE3. 
(Loosely, quantitative easing is a bank-

ers’ term for expanding the money sup-
ply.) The debate often rages over whether 
more “easing” would be “too” inflation-
ary, and whether some inflation is accept-
able if the tradeoff is a boost to employ-
ment and housing purchases.

Fed chairman Bernanke and other Fed-
eral Reserve officers have been making 
statements that are seemingly contradic-
tory, fueling the controversy over if, and 
when, QE3 may launch. According to 
many astute observers, however, the de-
bate is largely a diversion meant to conceal 

the fact that the Fed has already started 
QE3. Legendary commodities trader Jim 
Rogers, who is a regular guest on many 
financial programs, says that “QE3 is al-
ready here.” The M2 money supply num-
bers show, he says, “They [the Fed] are in 
there buying already.”

Considering that literally trillions of 
dollars are at stake, not to mention the 
potential collapse of the dollar and global 
financial mayhem, QE3 is no trifling mat-
ter, and worthy of real and rigorous inves-
tigation, not rigged debate. There are now 
more than $1.47 trillion in funds from 
QE1 and QE2 parked in banks as “excess 
reserves” that could unleash a tidal wave 
of hyperinflation if they were released into 
the economy. 

what Is Quantitative Easing?
Although it has been with us now for sev-
eral years, “quantitative easing” is not a 
term that is generally understood by the 
common man, or even by many of the 
financial types who regularly use it. The 
term was introduced into the common eco-
nomic jargon during the 2007-2008 global 
financial crisis to describe the proc ess by 
which the world’s central banks were buy-
ing up the toxic balance sheets of com-
mercial banks. Or, it might be argued, it 
was introduced not to describe, but to con-
ceal and obfuscate the corrupt transfer of 
assets between the commercial and cen-
tral banks. The toxic balance sheets were 
loaded with malinvestments, especially in 
the housing sector, that had been encour-
aged by the central banks’ easy money 
policies of the previous decade.

Investopedia provides this definition for 
“quantitative easing”:

A government monetary policy 
occasionally used to increase the 
money supply by buying govern-
ment securities or other securities 
from the market. Quantitative eas-
ing increases the money supply by 
flooding financial institutions with 
capital, in an effort to promote in-
creased lending and liquidity.

That’s fairly straightforward and accurate. 
Investopedia goes on to explain that cen-
tral banks “tend to use quantitative eas-
ing when interest rates have already been 
lowered to near 0% levels and have failed 

The Federal Reserve initiated “quantitative easing” — 
inflating the money supply — to shore up banks and the 
economy. Now the Fed is doing it again — for a third time.
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Fed chairman Ben 
Bernanke holds a press 
conference at the Federal 
Reserve in Washington, 
D.C., on June 22, 2011. 
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to produce the desired effect.” “The major 
risk of quantitative easing,” it notes, “is 
that, although more money is floating 
around, there is still a fixed amount of 
goods for sale. This will eventually lead 
to higher prices or inflation.”

In November 2008 the Fed began its 
first round of quantitative easing (since 
dubbed QE1), buying up the mortgage-
backed securities (MBS), thus bail-
ing out the Wall Street banks that had 
unwisely loaded up on the bad loans. 
This was only an “emergency” mea-
sure, Bernanke insisted, and would be 
a temporary, short-term solution aimed 
at averting a banking collapse. The Fed 
had an “exit strategy,” Bernanke assured 
everyone, that would enable the institu-
tion to unwind the huge credit mess and 
then clean up the Fed’s balance sheet 
and return it to pre-crisis levels. Those 
predictions have proven to be about as 
honest and accurate as the promised 
“cakewalk” in-and-out invasions/oc-
cupations of Iraq and Afghanistan — 
which have turned into decade-long 
quagmires. The Fed’s initial $500-$600 
billion purchase of MBS debt from the 
banks and the government-sponsored 
enterprises (GSE) Fannie Mae, Freddie 
Mac, and Ginnie Mae was followed by 
the announcement in March 2009 that 
the Fed was initiating another $750 bil-
lion MBS buy-up binge. The Fed further 
announced that it was sinking another 
$100 billion into Fannie-Freddie-Ginnie 
and spending up to $300 billion for U.S. 
Treasury securities.

That concluded QE1, or at least what 
we have public knowledge of thus far. 
We don’t really know the full extent of 
the Fed’s QE1 since it has never been 
subjected to a full, honest audit, some-
thing that Congressman Ron Paul has 
been trying to force Congress to imple-
ment for many years. Many free-market 
economists warned that QE1 would fail 
to solve the crisis and would simply lead 
to additional calls for further “easing.” 
That is precisely what has happened. One 
of those who opposed and exposed QE1 
from the start is economist Dr. Philipp 
Bagus, an associate professor at Spain’s 
Universidad Rey Juan Carlos and author 
of The Tragedy of the Euro.

Writing in the December 31, 2010 issue 
of Mises Daily online, Bagus noted:

In the winter of 2010, no one is talk-
ing about reducing the Fed’s balance 
sheet or about exit strategies any-
more. On the contrary, the Fed has 
chosen the path of more inflation and 
dubbed this strategy “QE2.”

QE2 has a slightly different pur-
pose than QE1. QE1 directly support-
ed struggling banks by buying their 
problematic assets. QE2 supports the 
government.

“The inflationary policies of the Fed have 
been coupled with the Keynesian fiscal 
policies of the US government,” Profes-
sor Bagus explained. “The US govern-
ment engaged in deficit spending to bail 
out financial institutions and automakers, 
disrupting a fast liquidation of malinvest-
ments and a smooth adaption of the struc-
ture of production to consumer wants.” 
Bagus continues:

QE2 is a direct response to this deficit 
spending, which obliges the govern-
ment to issue more bonds. With QE2, 
the Fed supports the government by 
buying these bonds. The Fed thereby 
actively helps the government in its 

Keynesian policies, which disrupt 
recovery.... The banking system fi-
nances the government that in turn 
grants the privilege of fractional-
reserve banking and implicitly gives 
guarantees for banks’ losses.

Bagus’ essay for Mises Daily was pre-
sciently entitled, “Will There Be QE3, 
QE4, QE5...?” anticipating the ongoing 
Fed policy for continuous debauching of 
the dollar.

Contrary to the claims of Bernanke and 
the Fed’s usual cheering sections on Wall 
Street, and in the media and academia, 
quantitative easing is inflationary in mul-
tiple ways. Bagus points out:

First, base money (bank reserves) in-
creases. When the Fed buys a govern-
ment bond, it creates money that it 
transfers to the bank selling the bond. 
At the end of the operation, the bank 
has more bank reserves and the Fed 
owns the government bond.

Second, the quality of money tends 
to decrease. The average quality of 
assets that the Fed holds decreases 
when it buys government bonds. The 
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rep. ron Paul confronts 
Fed chairman Ben Bernanke 
(back to camera) during a 
Capitol Hill hearing on May 
5, 2009. A critic of the Fed 
for decades, Rep. Paul has 
made the institution a major 
issue in the 2012 presidential 
campaign.

http://mises.org/store/Tragedy-of-the-Euro-P10439.aspx


percentage of gold of total assets that 
could be used in a monetary reform 
decreases, while the percentage of 
government bonds increases....

Third, prices will be higher than 
they would have been otherwise. 
Prices would probably have fall-
en substantially without QE1 and 
QE2....

Fourth, the exchange rate will be 
lower than it would have been other-
wise. Market participants will value 
the dollar lower, given that the base-
money supply increases and the dol-
lar’s quality decreases.

Bagus suggests we stop aiding and abetting 
the QE scheme, by calling it what it is. He 
offers a number of possible replacements 
for “Quantitative Easing”: “Quantitative 
Destruction II,” “Crisis Prolongation III,” 
“Currency Debasement I,” “Bank Bailout 
I,” “Government Bailout II,” “Consumer 
Impoverishment” — or, simply, “Money 
Printing I and II.”

wall Street Loves QE
The big Wall Street firms love the Fed’s 
QE policies and will undoubtedly cheer on 
QE4, QE5 … QE20, ad infinitum. Why? 
Because money created by QE flows into 
the stock market, bidding up stock prices. 
In March 2009, when QE1 got cooking, 
the Dow Jones was below 7,000 but quick-
ly rose to 10,800. When QE1 expired and 
the Dow fell below 10,000 again, the push 
was on for QE2.

Goldman Sachs, the epitome of Wall 
Street insiders, is a big booster of QE3. In 
a Q&A Goldman Sachs issued in August 
2011, following the Federal Reserve’s 
Federal Open Market Committee (FOMC) 
meeting, the firm stated:

Q: Will Fed officials ease monetary 
policy further?
A: Yes, we think so....
Q: Should Fed officials ease mon-
etary policy further?
A: Yes, we think so.

The folks at Goldman Sachs even indicate 
they hope that the Fed will inaugurate 
“much bigger,” “more radical,” and “ex-
treme” versions of the QE program. The 
Goldman Sachs Q&A continues:

There are three main ways 
in which the Fed could be 
more radical: (1) an exten-
sion of the QE program 
into markets other than 
Treasuries and agency 
MBS, e.g., private sec-
tor securities, (2) a much 
bigger QE program, up 
to the extreme version of 
a promise to buy as many securities 
as needed to hit a specific yield tar-
get …, and (3) an explicit or implicit 
change in the Fed’s policy targets.

Goldman Sachs has been one of the big-
gest beneficiaries of the Fed’s largess.  
And there is more than a mere hint of 
corruption and inappropriate conduct in-
volved with the steady revolving door of 
top Goldman Sachs executives into top 
positions of the Fed and the U.S. Trea-
sury. Much the same can be said for the 
execs at Citibank, JPMorgan Chase, and 
the other top-tier Wall Street banks, which 
have profited handsomely from the Fed’s 
QE policies.

where’s the Inflation?
But if QE1 and QE2 are inflationary, as 
Ron Paul, Bagus, and others insist, why 
aren’t we experiencing more inflation? 
After all, according to the Fed and the U.S. 
Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS), annual 
inflation (by which they mean price in-

flation) has continued to hover around a 
mere 3 percent. Economists aligned with 
the Fed deem that “moderate” and accept-
able. However, as we have noted in these 
pages before, many analysts and econo-
mists have taken the BLS to task for ma-
nipulating its Consumer Price Index (CPI) 
to drastically understate the true extent of 
price inflation and falsely peg the annual 
rate in the Fed’s pre-ordained 1-3 percent 
acceptable range.

In order to accomplish this the BLS 
has dramatically changed its calcula-
tion methodologies twice, and jiggled 
them many other times. Significantly, it 
dropped home mortgages from its equa-
tion, coming up with a complicated and 
ever-changing owner-renter housing for-
mula that masks much of the inflation. 
The CPI also excludes food and energy, 
two very volatile and not insignificant 
core components of every family’s bud-
get. These and many other sleight-of-hand 
statistical tricks allow the government’s 
economic soothsayers to produce any 

There are now more than $1.47 trillion in 
funds from QE1 and QE2 parked in banks 
as “excess reserves” that could unleash 
a tidal wave of hyperinflation if they were 
released into the economy.

Off the charts: The skyrocketing M2 money supply is alarming in itself, but the M3 money supply 
picture is much worse, so the Fed has stopped publishing it to conceal the inflation tsunami 
looming before us.
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outcome that may be deemed desirable 
to justify any current or proposed policy.

What is the real level of annual price in-
flation, then? No one knows precisely, but 
the evidence supports estimates that we are 
already in the double digits. Financial ana-
lyst John Williams at Government Shadow 
Statistics (www.shadowstats.com) is one 
of many experts presenting data support-
ing the claim that our true price inflation 
rate is already closer to 10 percent.

However, another answer to the inflation 
puzzle points to the gargantuan overhang 
of “excess reserves” that have not yet made 
their way into the system. “Excess reserves 
parked at the Fed have now risen to a rec-
ord $1.47 trillion,” notes the National In-
flation Association (NIA), in a January 25, 
2012 posting on its website. “Much of the 

$600 billion in newly printed 
money created by the Fed as 
part of QE2 has gone straight 
into the excess reserves and 
has not yet expanded the U.S. 
money supply.”

The NIA reports:

The Fed is currently paying 0.25% 
interest on these excess reserves, 
which is encouraging banks to keep 
these excess reserves parked at the 
Fed instead of making loans. The Fed 
is basically allowing banks to gener-
ate risk free profits doing nothing by 
paying out this 0.25% interest.

The NIA warns that “even if the Fed 
doesn’t implement QE3, or decides to 
pause before launching QE3, the Fed can 
create tremendous price inflation simply 
by pushing these $1.47 trillion in excess 
reserves into the U.S. economy. This $1.47 
trillion is high-powered money that could 
potentially multiply by ten times and in-
crease the U.S. money supply by nearly 
$15 trillion.”

These “parked” excess reserves hang 
by a thread like the proverbial Sword of 
Damocles above our heads. Monetary 
expert Terry Coxon, president of Pass-
port Financial, Inc., warns that these 
reserves could unleash “inflation rates 
far beyond anything the U.S. has ever 
experienced.” “The monetary base has 
more than doubled,” noted Coxon in an 
interview last July with David Galland of 
Casey Research, “and without the Fed-
eral Reserve paying interest on the re-
cently created boatload of reserves that is 
essentially keeping them immobilized in 
accounts at the Federal Reserve Bank in 
New York, the M1 money supply would 
more than double and we would have in-
flation rates that would make the worst 
days of inflation in Brazil and Argentina 
look tame.”

Congressman Ron Paul has been 
sounding the warning about this deadly 
overhang from the get-go, which is why 
he has been censored, scorned, reviled, 
and smeared by the powers that be who 
aid and abet the Fed’s illicit and immoral 
policies. n

What is the real level of annual price 
inflation, then? No one knows precisely, 
but the evidence supports estimates that 
we are already in the double digits.
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by Ed Hiserodt

Power Hungry: The Myths of “Green” 
Energy and the Real Fuels of the Future, 
by Robert Bryce, New York: PublicAf-
fairs, 2011, 414 pages, paperback.

The False Promise of Green Energy, by 
Andrew P. Morriss, William T. Bogart, 
Roger E. Meiners, and Andrew Dorchak, 
Washington, D.C.: Cato Institute, 2011, 
289 pages, hardback.

L ast month showed the strong hold 
that radical environmentalists 
have on the Obama administra-

tion. Even in the face of strong union 
support for the Keystone XL pipeline, 
which would bring an additional 590,000 
barrels per day from Canada to oil refin-
eries in the United States, and lip service 
about creating jobs and lessening our 
dependence on buying oil from our self-
professed enemies, the Obama regime 
once again put off approval of this $7 
billion expansion. “Greens” in the admin-
istration are concerned that this modern, 
welded 1,700 mile pipeline may pose a 
risk to the nation’s air and water quality 
— even though there are already 50,000 
miles of crude oil pipeline, out of a total 

of two million miles of energy pipeline, 
crisscrossing the United States with an 
infinitesimal environmental effect.

It is these same decision makers who 
have promised us five million “green jobs” 
and “reversing the dependence on foreign 
oil.” How’s that coming?

Power Hungry
Two books look at this question from dif-
ferent perspectives: Power Hungry: The 
Myths of “Green” Energy and the Real 
Fuel of the Future, and The False Promise 
of Green Energy. Power Hungry delves 
into the length of time it would take, even 
under the best circumstances consider-
ing the magnitude of our economy and 
our use of high-grade industrial energy, 
to make a transition to other forms of en-
ergy. To those who say “we are addicted 
to coal” or “we are addicted to oil,” au-
thor Robert Bryce suggests we substitute 
the word “prosperity” for “coal” or “oil,” 
as any governmental limitation on use of 
these fuels would produce a profound dash 
into a grinding energy poverty that is so 
commonplace in many parts of the world 
today. (Imagine your life if the power went 
off one afternoon and just didn’t come 
back on.)

In the battle between common sense 

and “green” nonsense, Bryce identifies 
the reasons that green ideology has so 
many adherents:

Although guilt, anger, and fear are 
key elements of American gullibility 
when it comes to energy matters, the 
most important factor is ignorance. 
Most people simply don’t understand 
how energy and power are produced. 
And that lack of knowledge, com-
bined with widespread scientific il-
literacy and innumeracy, makes for a 
deadly combination.

One of the ways Bryce chooses to remedy 
this lack of understanding is to examine 13 
myths that are commonly accepted by those 
who have been swayed by “green” propa-
ganda created by environmental radicals in-
side and outside of government, and spread 
by those in the mass media who are either 
illiterate in these matters, or intentionally 
devious to prop up a “green” agenda. Here 
are brief summations of my two favorites:

Wind Power Reduces CO2 Emissions: 
“Would you be surprised that wind-power 
boosters do not have a single study — 
based on actual data collected from the 
world’s existing fleet of wind turbines and 
conventional electricity-generation plants 
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erroneous. and the government’s green path is harmful.
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— showing that wind power actually re-
duces carbon dioxide emissions?” This is 
particularly shocking in light of the Global 
Wind Energy Council’s declaration that “a 
reduction in the levels of carbon dioxide 
being emitted into the atmosphere is the 
most important environmental benefit 
from wind power generation.”

This seems counterintuitive because we 
tend to think in terms of a windmill being 
connected directly to a generator that is, in 
turn, connected directly to a light bulb. In 
this case it is obvious: No CO2 is gener-
ated. However, a wind turbine on a net-
work of other generators where an energy 
level must be maintained continuously is 
a horse of a different color. Because winds 
are extremely variable — and the power 
generated by a wind turbine is a function 
of the cube of the wind speed — there 
must be electricity-producing backup sys-
tems for all industrial wind generation. 
And since electricity is used the moment 
it is created, the backup generation must 
be on the verge of producing power at the 
instant the wind turbine component drops.

In other words, the backup generator 
must be a “spinning reserve”: always op-
erating and producing nearly as much CO2 
as when generating power. Making the 
problem worse, since the backup generator 
must slow down (cool down) or speed up 
(heat up) to compensate for the gain/loss of 
wind generation due to wind variances, the 
backup systems operate very inefficiently.

Electric Cars Are the Next Big Thing. 
Robert Bryce opens this myth with two 
interesting quotations:

Electric cars must keep near to 
power stations. The storage battery 
is too heavy. Thomas Edison, 1896.

There are not enough idiots who will 

buy it. Johan De Nysschen, president 
of Audi of America, talking about the 
Chevrolet Volt, 2009.

Permit me a personal example of how this 
applies to someone who must actually drive 
somewhere and get back in a reasonable 
time. Recently, I needed to meet face to face 
with another engineer in Michigan (I live in 
Arkansas) to work out details on a project. 
The round trip from Arkansas to Michigan 
and back was 1,838 miles. Only stopping 
for fuel, this took about 26.1 hours. Had I 
been driving a Volt, using its EPA “all-elec-
tric range” of 35 miles and a recharge time 
of four hours using an everybody-doesn’t-
have-one 240-volt Level II charger, I would 
have had to make 52.5 stops to recharge. 
Assuming the same average speed while 
driving, my trip time would have jumped 
from 26 hours to 236 hours.

While reluctant to purchase them, many 
people consider electric cars as the car of 
the future. In the New York Times we read 
that the electric car “has long been rec-
ognized as the ideal solution” because it 
“is cleaner and quieter” and “much more 
economical.” By the way, this was from a 
1911 article.

The author points out that it is a matter 
of energy density, and while the lithium 
battery has a four times greater energy 
density (in terms of watt-hours per kilo-
gram) of current lead-acid technology, 
gasoline has 80 times the watt-hour capac-
ity of the lithium battery.

Author Bryce doesn’t see doom and 
gloom in America’s energy future. He 
tends to trust market forces and the price 
mechanism to tell us when oil is becom-
ing more difficult to obtain from the earth. 
The price will rise, and we will use less or 
do something else. (Your contributor be-
lieves this will be converting natural gas to 

gasoline and diesel, a process 
well under way but almost 
totally ignored by media and 
those who are hoping for 
shortages and high prices 
to slow our dependence on 
automobiles.) Government 
edicts and mandates are not 
necessary and, as Bryce 
shows clearly in a chapter on 
natural gas regulatory histo-
ry, can be incredibly stupid 
and counterproductive.

As far as future electric power genera-
tion is concerned, Bryce favors what he 
describes as N2N — for Natural Gas to 
Nuclear — a process he sees going on 
around the world, except in some coun-
tries such as the United States where the 
government is dominated by environmen-
talist radicals. As part of the second N, he 
forecasts the use of small community re-
actors a tenth the size of current reactors 
utilizing technology where meltdowns are 
impossible. These would include reactors 
powered with thorium, an element three 
times more abundant than uranium.

Robert Bryce sums up his energy phi-
losophy as “More energy — and more 
power — equals more wealth. Period. End 
of story. Leave. Go home. Elvis has left 
the building.”

False Promise
While Power Hungry is primarily directed 
at the physical factors limiting a “green 
energy economy,” The False Promise of 
Green Energy examines the economics 
of this fallacy, and attempts to define just 
what a “green job” is and where the “green 
economy” would take us.

Co-authors Andrew Morriss, William 
Bogart, Roger Meiners, and Andrew Dor-
chak begin by exploring the extent of gov-
ernment subsidies to various forms of elec-
trical generation. Those most exalted by 

To those who say “we are addicted to 
coal” or “we are addicted to oil,” author 
Robert Bryce suggests we substitute the 
word “prosperity” for “coal” or “oil,” 
as any governmental limitation on use 
of these fuels would produce a profound 
dash into a grinding energy poverty.
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the green lobby — wind and solar — get 
the most tax dollars for least performance. 
Wind sucks up $23.37 per megawatt-hour 
in taxpayer subsidies, and solar soaks tax-
payers for $24.34 per MWh. For compari-
son, U.S. retail customers generally pay 
between $60 and $100 for a MWh. These 
subsidies are shown to be approximately 
100 times those for natural gas, which are 
in the form of tax relief as opposed to cash 
subsidies for “green” energy. The authors 
point out that adding expensive types of 
unreliable energy is not going to solve any 
of our energy problems. They agree that 
the way to solve the problems is for the 
government to get out of the way so that 
the free-enterprise system can come up 
with the best possible solutions.

The authors emphasize that the sup-
posed benefits of green energy — such as 
more green jobs — are more fictional than 
factual. “Green energy” — often portrayed 
not only as an energy solution but also as a 
jobs program — requires taxpayer subsi-
dies to create the new “green jobs,” subsi-
dies that must first be siphoned out of the 
economy as a whole, destroying jobs else-
where. A study of employment in Spain 
from 2000-2008 showed a loss of 5.06 
jobs per renewable installed megawatt.

In Obama’s January State of the Union 
speech, he touted green jobs as the path 
to future prosperity, but to better analyze 

his claim, we need a definition of a “green 
job.” Most of us would have difficulty in 
explaining what a green job is. For this 
definition, we could turn to Obama’s for-
mer Green Jobs Czar Van Jones to see what 
is likely meant by the phrase “green jobs” 
when someone in the administration says 
it. (He is the “former” jobs czar because 
he was exposed by Glenn Beck as being 
an avowed communist.) Comrade Jones, 
explain the authors, defined a green-collar 
job as “blue-collar employment that has 
been upgraded to better respect the envi-
ronment, family-supporting, career track, 
vocational, or trade-level employment in 
environmentally-friendly fields.” Gee, that 
is certainly elucidating. But the authors 
also found a more “official” definition 
from the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

“Green jobs are either: A. Jobs in busi-
nesses that produce goods or provide ser-
vices that benefit the environment or con-
serve natural resources. B. Jobs in which 
workers’ duties involve making their es-
tablishment’s production processes more 
environmentally friendly or use fewer nat-
ural resources.” It wouldn’t take a Phila-
delphia lawyer to argue that virtually every 
job in the United States meets one or more 
of these criteria.

Loosely, then, green jobs seem to be jobs 
that greens feel benefit the environment 
and workers — a theme that is played upon 
when speaking to voters. Most adminis-
tration “green” factory rallies are given at 
plants with unions. How does unionism 
fit in with “green jobs”? Morriss and the 
others note that “green jobs proponents see 
increasing the use of labor as a virtue, not 
a cost.” The authors quote from a UNEP 
(United Nations Environment Programme): 
“Any effort to create green jobs in food and 
agriculture must confront the fact that labor 
is being extruded [sic] from all points of the 
system.” The authors provide examples of 
union influence in what we generally call 
“featherbedding” in the creation of green 
jobs — a way to create new jobs by lower-
ing the productivity of existing jobs.

Of course, increasing the amount of 
labor used for each unit of output pro-
duced — whether it be in manufacturing 
or agriculture — is the very definition of 
low labor productivity, which leads inexo-
rably to an impoverished society because 
of a failure to utilize capital to its best ad-
vantage. Because green-jobs proponents 

promise high-wage jobs, they then must 
coercively force compensation higher than 
the competitive wage (a wage kept low be-
cause of low worker output) through the 
power of government, thus producing high 
unemployment. The authors point out:

This is not a matter of theory; a 
comparison of European and North 
American labor markets over the past 
50 years reveals that promoting high-
wage, low-labor-productivity jobs pro-
duces high structural unemployment.

Similarly, the authors show, the green-jobs 
movement is antithetical to free trade, not 
just among nations, but even between states 
and communities. Why? Because the green 
model would require adopting human bee-
hive communities, with local production of 
all necessary goods and services. Transpor-
tation is to be walking, bicycling, or mass 
transport by train. (They ignore buses.) 
Want bananas from Guatemala? Too bad, 
they’re not in the commune.

After reading these two books, and 
seeing the future that the radical environ-
mentalist greens have in store for us, my 
thoughts return to a conversation attrib-
uted to Nobel Prize-winning economist 
Milton Friedman with the foreman on a 
government project. Friedman was struck 
by the methods being used to excavate and 
transport the soil at the construction site. 
He asked his host why workers were using 
shovels rather than backhoes, loaders, 
trucks, etc. His host replied, “Dr. Fried-
man, you don’t understand. This is a jobs 
project.” Friedman’s reply: “Then why are 
they not using spoons instead of shovels?”

In deference to Comrade Jones and the 
BLS, we would offer our own example 
of the perfect green job: a worker wait-
ing on the side of the road for govern-
ment transportation to take him from his 
government-furnished housing to his gov-
ernment-funded jobs project, with a union 
card in one hand and a spoon in the other.  

Neither of these books is a light Sunday 
afternoon read. They are both crammed 
with statistics that would come in very 
handy to anyone writing his local editor 
or to a receptive (non-green) politician. 
They are written to convey knowledge and 
understanding, not to show how smart the 
authors are. And they have one very im-
portant common attribute: truth. n
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The marrow of America
Firefighters are trained to save the lives of 
strangers, to be willing to rush into burn-
ing buildings to save the lives of people 
and animals whom they’ve never met. For 
that alone they are courageous, but fire-
fighter James Wildes took heroism to new 
heights when he came to the rescue of a 
young girl who required a bone marrow 
donation. 

Little Alise Williams had undergone 
two open-heart surgeries to fix a congeni-
tal defect, both before her second birth-
day. Doctors discovered that the cause 
of her health problems was anemia and 
set out to find a bone marrow donor, but 
warned her parents that finding a donor 
was rare. 

“Some people are on the registry for 10 
to 15 years and they never get called,” said 
Alise’ mother, Debra.  

According to the New York Daily News, 
Wildes had signed up to be a bone marrow 
donor in 2003, and was finally contacted 
in November 2008 when the hospital dis-
covered that he was a match for little Wil-
liams. On February 4, 2009, Wildes do-
nated his marrow at the New York Blood 
Center. His marrow was then transferred 
to the University of Minnesota, where Wil-
liams underwent the transplant. 

For a full year, neither Williams nor 
Wildes was permitted to know the other’s 
identity. But Wildes then agreed to make 
his identity known to the Williams family, 
and they immediately began to exchange 
photographs and letters regarding the im-
provement of Alise’ condition. 

On Friday, January 27, Wildes was fi-
nally able to meet the girl whose life he 
saved, a six-year-old Evansdale, Iowa, girl 
who suffered from Fanconi anemia, an ex-
tremely rare genetic blood disorder that at-
tacks the bone marrow. Williams had been 
facing 1-in-20,000 odds to find a donor to 
save her from her disease. 

“I just want to thank him,” said Debra Wil-
liams. “My daughter has a second chance 
because of him. I just want to hug him.” 

Wildes and the Williams family met at 
the headquarters of the Fire Department 
of New York, where Wildes and some fel-
low firefighters joined the “Honor Roll of 
Life” as department bone marrow donors. 

Though Alise is still battling her con-
dition, the bone marrow transplant will 
protect her from bone marrow failure 
and from the chance of an onset of leu-
kemia that often accompanies Fanconi 
anemia. 

The Big Give
Students at Johnston High School in Des 
Moines, Iowa, have taken charity to new 
heights. A student council-sponsored se-
ries of charity fundraising events called 
Johnston’s Big Give began on Friday, 
January 27 and continued into February. 
All of the proceeds from the events are 
being donated to the American Cancer 
Society. 

Prior to this year’s Big Give, the Des 
Moines Register reported that the event 
began years ago as a “Week of Giving,” 
wherein a different school club adopted 
one day of the week and sponsored an ac-
tivity to give to the charity of its choice. 
But the students at Johnston became in-
spired by the impact an Illinois high school 
had on its community and reformed their 
charitable endeavors. 

Student body president Scott Syroka 
explained the motivation to the Register: 
“Their campaign ... usually raises about 
$100,000 every year for the charity they 
choose to support,” Syroka said. “I think 
student council and its members have al-
ways been focused on giving back to our 
community at large, but I think this year 
the members have chosen to take it to the 
next level. They saw an opportunity to do 
something truly special, on a scale that the 
Johnston community has never seen be-
fore, and they are stepping up to that chal-
lenge no matter if they are a sophomore, 
junior or senior.”

Student council staff liaison Chris Be-
guhn indicated that the students were es-
pecially motivated to help the American 
Cancer Society: “We have two seniors 
currently dealing with cancer.” 

As we go to press, the week of Big Give 
events was still in progress. By the time 
you read this, all of the following should 
have taken place:

• Coaches Against Cancer basketball 
game against rival Urbandale, followed 

by “Overtime” activities at the Johnston 
Evangelical Free Church;

• Johnston’s Got Talent, featuring a va-
riety of acts judged by a panel of judges;

• a student/staff dodgeball tourament; 
and 

• a student/staff pancake breakfast.

All Together
When Lionelle Demosthene saw her five-
year-old son pinned by an automobile, she 
feared she would lose him. But passersby 
immediately sprang to action and saved 
her little boy. 

While walking home from school, De-
mosthene and her son, Jonathon, were 
holding hands by a city crosswalk when a 
car struck Jonathon. He was dragged be-
neath the vehicle and landed face down on 
the concrete. 

“The next thing I know, I’m on the 
ground, yelling and screaming,” she said. 
“He’s underneath the car. I’m trying to 
pull him out. He’s awake. He’s reaching 
for me. I’m reaching for him. All I wanted 
to do was just get him out.”

Frantically, Demosthene laid on her 
stomach and attempted to reach for her 
son as he cried for her, but she could not 
reach him. 

As she began to feel a sense of grow-
ing desperation, a group of people came 
to her rescue. 

“Somebody took charge,” Demosthene 
said, “and a group of men lifted the car and 
pulled him out.”

According to Demosthene, one of the 
men who came to her aid said, “Ok, let’s 
go,” and all of the people followed his or-
ders, lifted the car, and pulled the young 
boy out. “These good Samaritans, I don’t 
know where they came from,” she said. 

Fortunately, Jonathon only suffered 
bruises and a fractured right femur — he 
does not remember too much of the inci-
dent. 

“I am extremely grateful,” Demosthene 
said. “Thank you, thank you right from the 
bottom of my heart. I thank you. My fam-
ily thanks you.” Jonathon is now recover-
ing at the Children’s Hospital Boston. n

— raVen CLabough
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by Jack Kenny

A ddressing a cheering crowd of 
about 12,000 supporters in Boston, 
the President of the United States 

made a couple of strange admissions. For 
one, he told the crowd he was anything but 
happy to be there.

“I am extremely sorry my mission to 
Massachusetts is unpleasant,” William 
Howard Taft said in that campaign ap-
pearance on April 25, 1912. For he must 
reply to charges made against him by an 
“old and dear friend” who had propelled 
him into the White House and was now 
trying to take it back from him. And Taft 
conceded that “old and dear friend” now 
had him cornered. “I do not want to fight 
Theodore Roosevelt,” he said, “but then 
sometimes a man in a corner fights. I am 
going to fight.”

In Taft’s day, a President was expect-
ed to stay “above the fray,” while lesser 
mortals acted as campaign surrogates, 
speaking for him and answering charges 
against him. But in the Republican pri-
mary campaign of 1912, Taft decided he 
could no longer stay on the sidelines. He 
badly needed a victory after Roosevelt’s 
string of victories in Illinois, Pennsylva-

nia, Nebraska, and Oregon. Facing a grow-
ing threat from within his own party, Taft 
could not afford a McKinley-style front-
porch campaign.

The 1912 presidential campaign, waged 
100 years ago, was a harbinger of things 
to come. It was the first in which primary 
elections played a significant, albeit not 
decisive, role in choosing the nominee of a 
major political party. The intra-party battle 
between Taft and Roosevelt became as in-
tense and personal as any we have seen in 
our own time. Roosevelt’s split from the 
Republicans resulted in the most success-
ful third-party candidacy in history. Yet it 
virtually assured the election not only of 
Democratic candidate Woodrow Wilson, 
but solid Democratic majorities in both 
houses of Congress. The Republican Party 
would survive its self-inflicted wounds. 
But 1912 would be Theodore Roosevelt’s 
last year in the center of a political stage 
he was so reluctant to leave.

“Taking Advice From Theodore”
Taft had never run for elective office be-
fore winning the presidency in 1908. An 
Ohio attorney, he had been a federal circuit 
court judge, the U.S. Solicitor General, 
and the first civilian Governor of the Phil-

ippines when then-President Roosevelt 
appointed him Secretary of War in 1904. 
When Roosevelt honored his pledge not to 
seek a third term in 1908, he promoted Taft 
as his heir-apparent. As the party’s nomi-
nee, Taft was seen as so closely aligned to 
Roosevelt that an oft-heard joke was that 
T.A.F.T. stood for “Taking Advice From 
Theodore.” He remained in Roosevelt’s 
shadow throughout his presidency.

“When I am addressed as ‘Mr. Presi-
dent,’ I have to turn to see if you are at 
my elbow,” Taft wrote his mentor shortly 
after taking office. “I have not the facil-
ity for educating the public as you had … 
and so I fear that a large part of the public 
will feel as if I had fallen away from your 
ideals; but you know me better and will 
understand that I am still working away on 
the same old plan.”1

Roosevelt replied with a breezy, “Ev-
erything will turn out all right, old man,” 
before leaving on an extended safari in 
Africa. Legions of admirers wished him 
well, while not a few of his enemies silent-
ly prayed, “May every lion do his duty.”

1.  David Traxel, Crusader Nation: The United States 

in Peace and The Great War, 1898-1920 (Alfred A. 

Knopf, 2006) p. 22.
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he was a protégé of President Theodore roosevelt. 
But roosevelt soon wanted the presidency back.
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The Tariff and Other Entanglements
Taft’s first stumbling block was a pro-
tective tariff, called by one writer of the 
day, “the sacred temple of the Republi-
can party.” Demands from Western farm-
ers and consumers feeling the pinch of 
higher prices prompted the Republicans 
in 1908 to promise relief. Taft called a 
special session of Congress to deal with 
the issue the following March, but after 
negotiations, horse-trading, and more 
than 800 amendments, the bill that finally 
came out of a House-Senate conference 
committee raised more rates than it low-
ered. Taft, however, after wresting some 
concessions from the protectionists, be-
lieved he got the best deal possible and 
signed the bill.

The legislation deepened the rift be-
tween the party’s conservative leaders 
and its progressives. The New York World 
called Taft a defender of “privilege plu-
tocracy and betrayal of the party faith.”2 
Pressed to defend the measure, Taft called 
it “the best tariff bill the Republican party 
ever passed,” opening himself to further 
ridicule.

Taft’s first year in office also found 
him in conflict with Gifford Pinchot, 
Roosevelt’s close friend and the man he 

appointed as head of the National Forest 
Service. Taft had replaced Roosevelt’s 
Secretary of the Interior, James R. Gar-
field, with Seattle corporate lawyer Rich-
ard Ballinger, whose reopening nearly a 
million acres of public land to private de-
velopment signaled a break from the “so-
cialist” policies of Roosevelt and Garfield. 
Pinchot accused Ballinger of favoring 
special interests concerning coal lands in 
Alaska. When the chief forester criticized 
both Ballinger and Taft in an open letter 
to Senator Jonathan Dolliver (R-Iowa), 
Taft fired him for insubordination. When 
Roosevelt, still on safari, heard the news, 
he was incredulous. He began to question 
not only Taft’s judgment, but his own for 
choosing him as his successor. On his re-
turn trip months later, Roosevelt pondered 
his own role in the future of his party and 
country.

TR’s Triumphant Return
Cheering crowds and a ticker-tape parade 
greeted the former President when he ar-
rived in New York in June 1910. With 
speculation rampant about his possible 
entry into the 1912 election, Roosevelt 
entertained a number of Republican pro-
gressives at his home at Oyster Bay, New 
York, prompting no little concern in the 
White House over what a Cabinet mem-
ber described as “the pilgrimage of in-
surgents to the shrine at Sagamore Hill.” 

When reporters sought a comment from 
the White House, the President’s secre-
tary snapped, “Our position is we don’t 
know what Oyster Bay is going to do and 
we don’t give a damn.”3 What Oyster 
Bay would do became rather clear when 
Roosevelt embarked on a speaking tour 
among the Western states at the end of 
August “to announce myself on the vital 
questions of the day.” He began to preach 
a doctrine he called the “New National-
ism,” a phrase he borrowed from a book 
by Herbert Croly, whose views on social 
problems closely matched his own. The 
New Nationalism, said Roosevelt, “re-
gards the executive power as the stew-
ard of the public welfare.” Speaking at 
Osawatomie, Kansas, in a ceremony 
honoring the violent abolitionist John 
Brown, Roosevelt described a vision of 
liberty that must have shocked some of 
his conservative admirers:

The essence of any struggle for liber-
ty has always been, and must always 
be, to take from some one man or 
class of men the right to enjoy power, 
or wealth or position, or immunity, 
which has not been earned by service 
to the fellows.

3.  Lewis L. Gould, Four Hats In The Ring: The 1912 

Election and the Birth of Modern American Poli-

tics (University Press of Kansas, 2008), p. 16 .

2.  Bill Severn, William Howard Taft: The President 

Who Became Chief Justice, (David McKay Com-

pany, Inc., 1970), p. 105.
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President Theodore roosevelt arrives at the Capitol for the inauguration of the man he chose to succeed him, William Howard Taft, on March 4, 1909.  
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The nation needed to “destroy privi-
lege and give to the life and citizenship 
of every individual the highest possible 
value both to himself and to the com-
monwealth,” Roosevelt said. In Denver, 
he spoke out against court rulings that 
inhibited the power of both the states and 
the federal government to regulate in-
dustry. While several states had already 
adopted such popular measures as initia-
tive and referendum and recall of elected 
officials, Roosevelt became the leading 
champion of a right of recall of judicial 
decisions. When a judge, said Roosevelt, 
“decides what the people as a whole can 
or cannot do, the people should have the 
right to recall that decision if they think 
it wrong.” Taft, a former judge, found the 
idea appalling. “Judicial recall! Judicial 
recall!” he scoffed in an address to the 
New York State Bar Association. “The 
words themselves are so inconsistent that 
I hate to utter them.” Three weeks later, 
without mentioning Roosevelt by name, 
the President denounced “extremists” 
who “would hurry us into a competition 
which could find no parallel except in the 
French revolution or in that bubbling an-
archy that once characterized the South 
American republics. Such extremists are 
not progressives — they are political 
emotionalists or neurotics.”

While Roosevelt favored government 
oversight and regulation of corpora-
tions, Taft was more inclined to rely on 
anti-trust litigation. Taft actually brought 
more anti-trust suits than “trust-buster” 
Roosevelt, prosecuting 78 claims in his 
four years, compared to Roosevelt’s 44 in 
nearly eight. When, following the stock 
market crash and the financial panic of 
1907, J.P. Morgan’s U.S. Steel Compa-
ny decided to purchase Tennessee Coal 
and Iron, company officials persuaded 
Roosevelt that the acquisition would be 
reassuring to investment banks, includ-
ing Morgan’s, that owned TCI stock. 
Roosevelt agreed to the acquisition and 
at least implied that there would be no 
anti-trust litigation as a result.

But in the fall of 1911, as Roosevelt was 
edging closer to a declaration of candida-
cy, Taft pulled the rug out from under the 

agreement with the House of 
Morgan. On October 26, At-
torney General George Wick-
ersham filed an anti-trust suit 
alleging that its acquisition 
of Tennessee Coal and Iron 
was part of a long pattern 
of monopolistic practices by 
U.S. Steel. Even worse, from 
Roosevelt’s perspective, was 
the claim that President Roosevelt “was 
not made fully acquainted” with all the rel-
evant details surrounding the transaction.

“Government Sues to Dissolve Steel 
Trust As Illegal Combination In Restraint 
of Trade” said the headline in the next 
day’s New York Times, with the subhead: 
“Says Roosevelt Was Deceived.”4 Furious 
at being portrayed as a dupe of Morgan’s 
men, Roosevelt lashed out at his former 
protégé, saying Taft had made no objec-
tion to the acquisition as a member of 
Roosevelt’s Cabinet — though why the 
deal should have been of critical concern 
to the Secretary of War was not altogether 
clear. In an article for Outlook, Roosevelt 
sought to distinguish his approach from 
Taft’s in dealing with the giant trusts:

We should not strive for a policy 
of unregulated competition and of 
the destruction of all big corpora-
tions, that is, of all the most efficient 
business industries in the land. Nor 
should we persevere in the hope-

less experiment of trying to regu-
late those industries by means only 
of lawsuits.... We should enter upon 
a course of supervision, control and 
regulation of these great corporations 
— a regulation which we should not 
fear, if necessary, to bring to the con-
trol of monopoly prices, just as in 
exceptional cases railway rates are 
regulated. 

Eager to promote as well as respond to a 
demand for him to run, Roosevelt solicited 
letters from seven Republican Governors, 
urging him to make the race. By the end 
of February, he dropped all pretense of 
indecision, announcing, “My hat is in the 
ring.” The year 1912 was the first year a 

Speaking at Osawatomie, Kansas, in a 
ceremony honoring the violent abolitionist 
John Brown, Roosevelt described a vision 
of liberty that must have shocked some of 
his conservative admirers.

4.  William Kolasky, “Theodore Roosevelt and William 

Howard Taft: Marching Toward Armageddon,” An-

titrust, Vol. 25, No. 2, Spring 2011, pp. 103-104

As the Progressive Party candidate for 
President in 1912, the charismatic Roosevelt 
drew large crowds and enough votes to 
knock William Howard Taft into a third-place 
finish, behind Democrat Woodrow Wilson 
and Roosevelt.
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significant number, though not a majority, 
of delegates to the parties’ national con-
ventions were chosen by voters in direct 
primaries rather than by party bosses at 
state conventions, and Roosevelt waded 
into the campaign with characteristic en-
ergy and bravado.

To “Armageddon” — and Beyond
Wisconsin’s Progressive Senator Robert 
La Follette took the first two primaries, 
winning in South Dakota on March 19 
and in his home state two weeks later. 
Roosevelt took all but one of the remain-
ing nine, however, while Taft finished a 
distant third in both Nebraska and Oregon. 
Even more humiliating was his loss in 
Ohio, where Roosevelt thumped his suc-
cessor by 55-40 percent in the President’s 
home state. Even Taft’s lone primary win, 
a narrow 50-48 percent victory in Massa-
chusetts, was a mixed blessing. Because 
the ballot separated the presidential pref-
erence vote from the delegate selection, 
Roosevelt actually came away with more 
delegates.

A thousand police were on hand when 
the delegates arrived at the Chicago Coli-
seum for the Republican National Con-
vention in June, and the platform was 
surrounded by barbed wire under the 
red, white, and blue bunting. “Delegates 
talked of drawing pistols and knives over 
disputed seats,” wrote Florence Harriman, 
a Democrat who was there as a reporter. 
Also reporting on the convention was 
William Jennings Bryan, the three-time 
Democratic candidate for President. “I 

will agree not to say any-
thing worse about Taft and 
Roosevelt than they say 
about each other,” he cheer-
fully assured the official in 
charge of press passes.

Roosevelt arrived with 
411 committed delegates, 
with 201 for Taft and 36 for 
La Follette. There were 166 
“uninstructed delegates,” 
chosen by state convention, 
the great majority of whom 

were for Taft. Another 254 delegates were 
contested and, with Taft men in charge of 
the convention, the President was awarded 
235 of them. Roosevelt, who had broken 
with tradition to appear at the convention 
in person, loudly protested the “fraud” and 
his delegates, following his call, walked 
out of the convention.

Roosevelt and his followers would 
return to Chicago in August to form the 
Progressive Party, with Roosevelt as its 
candidate. The nominee provided the 
party with its memorable nickname when 
he announced upon his arrival that he felt 
“fit as a bull moose.” To the hero of San 
Juan Hill, the battle was joined on a scale 
of no less than biblical proportion: “Fear-

less of the future, unheeding of our indi-
vidual fates; with unflinching hearts and 
undimmed eyes; we stand at Armageddon 
and we battle for the Lord.”

Wilson and “The New Freedom”
Three days after the Republicans left Chi-
cago, the Democrats, encouraged by the 
Republican split, gathered in Baltimore. 
The party rule requiring a two-thirds vote 
for the nomination virtually assured a 
long, drawn-out battle, with New Jersey 
Governor Woodrow Wilson winning fi-
nally on the 46th ballot. A scholar, author, 
and former president of Princeton Univer-
sity, Wilson had entered politics only two 
years earlier, winning the governorship as 
a reform candidate who promised to be 
independent of the party bosses. Though 
lacking Roosevelt’s dramatic flair, Wilson 
proved himself a polished speaker unafraid 
to speak his mind. He declared himself for 
“the man on the make” instead of the man 
who has already made it, a point he drove 
home when addressing a gathering of the 
nation’s most powerful bankers:

You are not interested in the develop-
ment of the country, but in what has 
been developed. You take no interest 

A would-be assassin in Milwaukee 
fired a bullet into the chest of Theodore 
Roosevelt. The bullet went through 
the steel case for his glasses and a thick 
manuscript before lodging in a chest cavity. 
The bloodstained Rough Rider went ahead 
with his scheduled speech.

Thousands filled the Chicago Coliseum for 
the national convention of the Progressive 
Party, and they nominated Roosevelt as the 
presidential candidate of the “Bull Moose” 
Republicans.

 — PasT and PersPecTIveHIsToryHIsTory
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in the small borrower and the small 
enterprise which affect the future of 
the country, but you give every at-
tention to the big borrower and rich 
enterprise which has already arrived.

Wilson, like Taft, preferred increased re-
liance on antitrust actions to Roosevelt’s 
policy of federal oversight and supervi-
sion of corporations with dominant mar-
ket share. Countering Roosevelt’s “New 
Nationalism” with his own call for a “New 
Freedom,” Wilson at times warned of the 
growing power of the bureaucratic state. 
“The history of liberty is the history of the 
limitation of government power, not the 
increase of it,” he said. However, at other 
times, he appeared to welcome it. “I am 
not afraid,” he said while campaigning in 
Pennsylvania, “of the utmost exercise of 
the powers of the government of Pennsyl-
vania or of the Union, provided they are 
exercised with patriotism and intelligence 
and really in the interest of the people liv-
ing under them.”

Taft, meanwhile, having beaten back 
the Roosevelt insurgency, returned to the 
tradition of the President remaining above 
the battle while others did his campaign-
ing for him. Unfortunately, his running 
mate was unable to help in that regard. 
Vice President John Sherman made it 
clear from the start that he was too sick 
to campaign, then proved it by dying just 
a week before the election. And in one of 
the most bizarre incidents of any election 
campaign, a would-be assassin in Milwau-
kee fired a bullet into the chest of Theo-
dore Roosevelt. The bullet went through 
the steel case for his glasses and a thick 
manuscript before lodging in a chest cav-
ity. The bloodstained Rough Rider went 
ahead with his scheduled speech, explain-
ing to his audience that he had a bullet in 
him and was unable to deliver the long 
speech he had prepared. So he gave a short 
speech — for 85 minutes.

In the end, Wilson and the Democrats, 
benefiting from the split in the Republican 
ranks, were swept into power, with Dem-
ocrats winning both houses of Congress 
and Wilson carrying 41 states with 435 
electoral votes. Roosevelt won five states 
(California, Michigan, Pennsylvania, 
South Dakota, and Washington) and 88 
electoral votes, the highest electoral vote 
total ever for a third-party candidate. Taft 

finished a distant third in a race that saw 
the sitting President win only Utah and 
Vermont, with a woeful total of just eight 
electoral votes. In another sign that vot-
ers were restless and eager for a change of 
some kind, Socialist Party candidate Eu-
gene Debs received more than 900,000, or 
six percent, of the votes, more than double 
his vote total of four years earlier.

A “Power Somewhere”
The states would amend the Constitution 
four times in the second decade of the 20th 
century. The 16th and 17th amendments, 
allowing Congress to impose a graduated 
income tax and providing for popular elec-
tion of U.S. Senators, were both adopted 
in the early months of 1913. Amendments 
establishing Prohibition and guarantee-
ing women’s suffrage were yet to come. 
Congress passed and President Wilson 
signed the Federal Reserve Act in 1913, 
creating a privately owned central bank 
with regional branches that would control 
currency and credit. The income tax and 
the Federal Reserve made it possible for 
the nation to finance our own and much 
of Great Britain’s efforts in Word War I.

Yet another change occurred that year 
that was less apparent to the American 
public: Edward M. House became a fixture 
in the Wilson White House. An indepen-
dently wealthy Texan with the honorary 
title of “Colonel,” House had been active 
in Democratic politics when he joined 

the Wilson campaign as an advisor in its 
planning stages in 1911. House became 
Wilson’s best friend and closest advisor, a 
man the President described as literally his 
alter ego: “He is my independent self. His 
thoughts and mine are one.” House would 
later become a founding member of the 
Council on Foreign Relations, an elite or-
ganization of well-connected men whose 
meetings are held in secret, but whose 
goals, stated repeatedly in its numerous 
publications, include the erosion of na-
tional sovereignty and the rise of “global 
governance.”

In his first year as President, Wilson pub-
lished a book with his campaign slogan as 
its title. In The New Freedom, the new Pres-
ident described in brief a power behind the 
throne that cast its ominous shadow over 
the life and commerce of the nation:

Some of the biggest men in the 
United States, in the field of com-
merce and manufacture, are afraid of 
something. They know that there is a 
power somewhere, so organized, so 
subtle, so watchful, so interlocked, so 
complete, so pervasive, that they had 
better not speak above their breath 
when they speak in condemnation of 
it.5 n

5.  James Perloff, The Shadows of Power: The Coun-

cil on Foreign Relations and the American De-

cline. (Western Islands, 1994), p. 26.
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woodrow wilson, shown here at his inauguration on March 4, 1913, promised a “New Freedom.” 
What followed was the enactment of the federal income tax, the establishment of the Federal 
Reserve System, and, in his second term, America’s entry into World War I. 
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Crazed Criminal Kicks dog
As the old adage goes in regards to a news-
worthy item, “man bites dog” will get 
your attention. Well, a story out of Tulare 
County, California, didn’t involve any bit-
ing, but it did involve a home intruder who 
announced his presence to his planned vic-
tims by kicking the family dog in the front 
yard shortly before 1 a.m. on January 6. 
The Fresno Bee reports that the adult male 
resident of the home, a 38-year-old man 
who was there with his wife and their four 
children, heard the dog’s yelping and called 
the Sheriff’s Department. 

The man on the front lawn did not stop 
just with animal abuse: He then tried to 
force open an attached garage to the 
home. When that effort didn’t bear fruit, 
he switched gears and broke into the 
homeowner’s vehicle and used a ham-
mer he found there to break a living-room 
window. Meanwhile, the homeowner had 
retrieved his pistol and readied it for the 
thug’s entry. As the burglar burst into the 
home, the homeowner fired and hit him 
in the upper right thigh. The homeowner 
then held the injured criminal at gunpoint 
until deputies arrived. The wounded sus-
pect was taken to a hospital, where he was 
treated while watched by deputies.

wwII vet in Shootout
CBS San Francisco reports that a 30-year-
old suspect with a criminal record broke 
into the Greenbae home of a 92-year-old 
WWII veteran. At around 10:45 in the 
morning on January 4, the robber entered 
the home, which is located near San Ra-
fael, and detained the elderly homeowner 
while he ransacked the house looking for 
valuables. While the assailant searched 
throughout the home, the victim was able to 
arm himself with a gun. A gunfight ensued, 
and the senior citizen was able to shoot 
his attacker three times. Unfortunately, the 
criminal shot the resident in the face dur-
ing the exchange; both men are in stable 
condition and are expected to recover from 
their injuries. The injured robber fled the 
scene in a vehicle but eventually reported 
his injuries to the police in an effort to seek 
medical attention, although he initially al-
leged that he accidentally shot himself. The 

police soon realized that he was involved in 
the robbery of the vet, owing to the nature 
of his injuries. Neighbors were in shock 
about the crime but not about the heroic 
behavior of the battle-tested veteran. One 
neighbor, who lives across the street from 
where the shooting happened, spoke very 
highly of the WWII veteran. “He’s a class 
act, a very refined guy.”

Hot Foot
The Boston Channel reports that a bur-
glary suspect received medical attention 
for a gunshot wound to his foot that was 
inflicted by an armed homeowner in cen-
tral Maine. Penobscot County Deputy 
Sheriff Troy Morton told the Bangor 
Daily News that a family returned to their 
home in Eddington on January 7 and was 
shocked to find an intruder inside their 
home. The homeowner was prepared to 
defend his family and had his pistol read-
ily accessible. He drew his weapon and 
confronted the masked intruder, shooting 
him in the foot. The injured hoodlum tried 
to flee the scene but was apprehended in a 
house across the street.

Crime-increase Solution
In a small neighborhood increasingly 
plagued by break-ins, some residents feel 
like it’s only a matter of time until they get 
victimized. The small area known as Col-
lege Park, which is located near Virginia 
Beach, had 31 reported property crimes in 
2011. One homeowner was prepared for 
robbers and kept his pistol at the ready. At 
around 12:30 p.m. on December 29, 2011, 
the homeowner heard glass breaking and 
drew his weapon. When he went to inves-
tigate what was happening, he saw a man 
going up the stairs to the second level of 
his house. The armed resident confronted 
the man and shot him. The burglar turned 
out to be in his late teens. The injured teen-
age criminal ran away from the home and 
made it a few blocks before he stopped 
to ask for help. The young intruder was 
picked up by an ambulance and received 
treatment at a nearby hospital for non-
life-threatening injuries. The detectives 
eventually charged the teen, who qualifies 

as a juvenile, with breaking and entering, 
intent to commit a felony, and destruction 
of property. The police said that the home-
owner was defending himself and will not 
face charges.

A Zebra doesn’t  
Change Its Stripes
A retired police officer showed a home 
invader that while he might no longer be 
on the force, he’s still got it. The suspect 
involved was recently paroled on three 
other home invasion charges from 2009 
and 2010. The Detroit Free Press report-
ed that around 9:30 a.m. on December 
22, a 62-year-old homeowner in Warren, 
Michigan, was awakened by knocking on 
his door. He looked through his bedroom 
window and saw a man on his porch who 
he assumed was a delivery person. He 
ignored the knocking, thinking the man 
would leave the package, but the banging 
continued. Then the knocking stopped, and 
the homeowner could hear the man bash-
ing his shoulder against the door to break it 
open. At this point, the homeowner realized 
that he was dealing with a potentially vio-
lent criminal. He grabbed his handgun and 
headed off to confront the man. The home-
owner found the man in the kitchen. The 
homeowner fired four times at the intruder 
and hit him in both biceps and his hand. 
The injured burglar ran to a waiting car, 
which sped away from the feisty retiree. 
The thug went to a nearby hospital seek-
ing medical attention. The hospital staff had 
been told to be on the lookout for someone 
with three gunshot wounds and reported the 
suspicious patient to the authorities. War-
ren Deputy Police Commissioner Louis 
Galasso said that “the homeowner acted ap-
propriately.... It almost goes without saying 
it’s a very unnerving thing to have someone 
abruptly intrude into your home, which is 
your ultimate sanctuary.” Galasso also had 
words of caution for anyone considering 
a life of crime as a burglar. “It’s certainly 
something I would discourage. It is a very 
dangerous practice.... The act of breaking 
into a person’s home certainly comes with 
a high degree of risk.” n

— PatriCk krey

“... the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.”EXERCISING THE RIGHT
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Throttling dissent From 
Global-warming Orthodoxy
Item: The website for the WWF — the 
World Wide Fund for Nature, formerly 
called the World Wildlife Fund — calls 
climate change (or global warming, terms 
it uses interchangeably) one of “the big-
gest threats to humanity and nature.” It is, 
avers WWF,

nearly impossible to overstate the 
threat of climate change. Green-
house gas emissions are rising 
more rapidly than predicted and the 
world is warming more quickly in 
response. Global warming will have 
catastrophic effects such as acceler-
ating sea level rise, droughts, floods, 
storms and heat waves. These will 
impact some of the world’s poorest 
and most vulnerable people, disrupt-
ing food production, and threatening 
vitally important species, habitats 
and ecosystems.

Item: USA Today for January 16, 2012, 
in a piece entitled “Science educators 
take on climate naysayers,” reports: “The 
National Center for Science Education 
[NCSE], based in Oakland, California, 
is best known for leading charges against 
creationist efforts to remove evolution 
from public schools nationwide. But now, 
the three-decade-old group will also fight 
efforts to slip incorrect climate science in-
formation into school lessons.”
Item: In an article called “Climate change 
skepticism seeps into science classroom,” 
the Los Angeles Times reports on Janu-
ary 16 that there has been “mounting re-
sistance to the study of man-made climate 
change in middle and high schools.” The 
Times went on to say: “Although scien-
tific evidence increasingly shows that 
fossil fuel consumption has caused the 
climate to change rapidly, the issue has 
grown so politicized that skepticism of the 
broad scientific consensus has seeped into 
classrooms.”

The NCSE, a “watchdog group that 
supports the teaching of evolution through 
advocacy and educational materials,” is 

beginning an “initiative to monitor the 
teaching of climate science and evaluate 
the sources of resistance to it.”
CorreCtIon: You might think that some-
one who purported to be pro-science 
would want to hear all relevant evidence 
— not just assertions pushed by lobbyists 
seeking to use force to shut up one’s oppo-
nents in the public arena. But when one is 
in the propaganda business, it does matter 
what is planted in the mind of youngsters, 
and it also helps if evidence to the contrary 
can be excluded.

When it comes to the crusade involving 
climate change — the current euphemism 
of choice, since “global warming” seems 
to have lost its allure — there is a pincer 
movement. On the one hand, the object is 
to create panic: A fright campaign is used 
to justify extreme government action lest 
there be a worldwide disaster. On the other 
hand, there is an attempt to control what is 
taught, with the curricula in schools being 
used as a straitjacket to control the issue.

Anyone who really believes that a 
left-wing advocacy outfit such as NCSE 
doesn’t support big-government “solu-
tions” in the war against certain types of 
energy production is terminally naïve.

Slanted press coverage also helps to 
color claims. Last year, there was a lot of 
hype by the warming crowd over the re-

lease of the Berkeley Earth Surface Tem-
perature (BEST) study, which reported 
that the temperature of the Earth has risen 
1 degree Celsius since 1950. But even the 
project manager (who supports the theory 
of global warming) acknowledged the lim-
itations of the study. Berkeley Professor 
Richard Muller was begrudgingly honest 
enough to admit that the land-based “tem-
perature station quality is largely awful.”

The project director also pointed out: 
“A careful survey of these stations by a 
team led by meteorologist Anthony Watts 
showed that 70% of these stations have 
such poor siting that, by the U.S. govern-
ment’s own measure, they result in tem-
perature uncertainties of between two and 
five degrees Celsius or more. We do not 
know how much worse are the stations in 
the developing world.” Muller went on to 
note: “The margin of error for the stations 
is at least three times larger than the esti-
mated warming.”

Most of the mass media ignored the ca-
veats of the project director and came up 
with headlines such as “Skeptical Research 
Effort Confirms Global Warming, Again,” 
“Climate Skeptics Remain Unswayed,” 
and “Climate Skeptics Take Another Hit” 
(Scientific American, New York Times, and 
Mother Jones, respectively). Such reports 
generally blur the differences between 
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reporting bias run amok: The AP description of this picture of the authors of the Berkeley Earth 
Surface Temperature study shows AP’s bias. It says, “A new study of the Earth’s temperatures going 
back more than 200 years finds the same old story: It’s gotten hotter in the last 60 years.” Yet even 
Richard Muller (left) admits the data the study used is extremely uncertain.
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“global warming” and what is man-made, 
and happily trumpet any suggestion that 
might serve as proof of human causation.

A few doubters were allowed to reg-
ister their misgivings in public forums 
(though one wonders if such reservations 
would be permitted in schools teaching 
only one side of the issue). For example, 
S. Fred Singer, professor emeritus at the 
University of Virginia and director of the 
Science & Environmental Policy Project, 
with specialties in atmospheric and space 
physics, wrote in the European edition of 
the Wall Street Journal that the reason he 
remains skeptical about the Intergovern-
mental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), 
“and now the Berkeley, findings, is that 
they disagree with most every other data 
source I can find. I confine this critique to 
the period between 1978 and 1997, there-
by avoiding the Super El Niño of 1998 that 
had nothing to do with greenhouse gases 
or other human influences.” Singer went 
on to write:

Contrary to both global-warming 
theory and climate models, data 
from weather satellites show no at-
mospheric temperature increase over 
this period, and neither do the entire-
ly independent radiosondes carried 
in weather balloons. The Berkeley 
study confined its findings to land 
temperatures as recorded by weather 
stations. Yet oceans cover 71% of the 
earth’s surface, and the marine at-
mosphere shows no warming trend. 
The absence of warming is in accord 
with the theory that climate is heav-
ily impacted by solar variability, and 
agrees with the solar data presented 
in a 2007 paper by Danish physicist 
Henrik Svensmark in the journal Pro-
ceedings of the Royal Society A.

Moreover, independent data using 
temperature proxies — various non-
thermometer sources such as tree 
rings, ocean and lake sediments, ice 
cores, stalagmites, and so on — also 
support an absence of warming be-
tween 1978 and 1997. Coral data also 
show no pronounced warming trend 
of the sea surface, and there are good 

reasons to believe that reported sea-
surface warming is an artifact of ther-
mometer measurements.

In other words, there is plenty of room for 
questioning that such a study somehow 
proved that man is responsible for raising 
the temperature of the globe and, by exten-
sion, that this should validate the imposi-
tion of tight restraints on businesses and 
the economy.

In this case, it is the narrow-minded 
who tend to make broad statements — 
often in the name of a “consensus” among 
scientists that doesn’t exist.

Moreover, as elsewhere in the academic 
and political realms, intimidation is em-
ployed against those who challenge the 
accepted wisdom. A number of scientists 
who have been in the establishment’s lap 
on this issue have themselves sought to 
squelch dissenters. Consider the scandal 
that emerged a couple of years ago that 
earned the sobriquet of Climategate.

Those who mouthed the establishment 
views about how man’s activities had 
raised the temperature of the entire globe 
to catastrophic proportions even subverted 
the scientific peer-review process — to 
the extent of blackballing those review 
journals that dared to publish dissenting 
papers.

As was pointed out by George Avery, 
Ph.D., MPA, an assistant professor of 
public health in the Department of Health 

and Kinesiology and the Regenstrief 
Center for Health Care Engineering at 
Purdue University, outright manipulation 
of data took place. This was noted when 
embarrassing e-mails among the partici-
pants were exposed, providing evidence 
in spades about what many had long sus-
pected. The e-mails, Dr. Avery wrote,

from the government-sponsored Cli-
mate [sic] Research Unit at the Uni-
versity of East Anglia reveal a pattern 
of data suppression, manipulation of 
results, and efforts to intimidate jour-
nal editors to suppress contradictory 
studies that indicate that scientific 
misconduct has been used intention-
ally to manipulate a social consensus 
to support the researchers’ advocacy 
of addressing a problem that may or 
may not exist.

Wouldn’t it be invigorating if young sci-
ence students were told to be strong 
enough in their beliefs to resist being in-
doctrinated in such a fashion? Wouldn’t it 
be refreshing if they were even aware of 
the political manipulation that might ensue 
if they do not bend to the will of the sup-
posed consensus? However, one seriously 
doubts that is the subliminal message that 
the National Center for Science Education 
is trying to convey.

Indeed, we are assured by USA Today 
that the object here is to “fight efforts to 
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slip incorrect climate science information 
into school lessons.”

As noted, those who maintain that there 
is a crisis have changed their tune a bit, 
now often using the term “climate change” 
or “climate chaos” or “climate distortion” 
whenever some individual weather event 
can be used, however misleadingly, to but-
tress their premise. But just saying some-
thing repeatedly doesn’t make it so.

James Taylor of the Heartland Institute 
has repeatedly taken on such claims. In 
Forbes, for example, he pointed to one 
such contention, which had offered no 
specifics, but spoke of “unprecedented 
combinations of extreme weather events.” 
As Taylor wrote:

It certainly wasn’t hurricanes, as 
Ryan Maue at the Florida State Uni-
versity Center for Ocean-Atmospher-
ic Prediction Studies documents that 
global and U.S. hurricane activity 
has been remarkably quiet for the 
past few years. During 2009, global 
accumulated tropical cyclone energy 
reached a record low, and has re-
mained abnormally quiet in the two-
plus years since.

It certainly wasn’t tornadoes, as the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration reports 2011 contin-
ued a long-term trend in declining 

frequency of strong tornadoes. Yes, 
there were some strong tornadoes 
in 2011, but there are strong torna-
does every year. The only thing cli-
matically remarkable about the 2011 
tornado season is that the relatively 
few strong tornadoes that did occur 
happened to beat the odds and touch 
down more often in urban areas than 
is usually the case....

It certainly wasn’t drought, as mul-
tiple peer-reviewed studies report 
global soil moisture has consistently 
improved during the past century as 
the planet has warmed.... Yes, some 
droughts are going to occur some-
where on the planet each year, as 
they always have, but cherry-picking 
one of the increasingly less frequent 
droughts that still do occur does not 
constitute evidence that global warm-
ing is causing more extreme weather 
events.

In fact, as Taylor told the Washington 
Times, the pushback that has occurred in 
some schools and among certain lawmak-
ers is directly related to the fact that the 
public is frustrated at being told “only 
one side of the global warming debate 
— the scientifically controversial theory 
that humans are creating a global warm-
ing crisis.” It should hardly be a surprise, 

said Taylor, that “state legislatures are 
stepping in to ensure that taxpayer dol-
lars are not spent in a manner that turns 
an important and ongoing scientific de-
bate into a propaganda assault on impres-
sionable students.”

There are scientists willing to draw 
their own conclusions as opposed to re-
peating the au courant contentions of 
those on the subsidized gravy train. One 
such is Dr. Chris Landsea, the science and 
operations officer of the National Hurri-
cane Center, who resigned in 2005 from 
the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Cli-
mate Change because he said it had be-
come too politicized. While he believes in 
the theory of man-made global warming, 
he is an outlier among them, as noted by 
a recent piece he wrote on the site of the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration (NOAA).

As summarized by columnist John 
Ransom:

Landsea attacked three specific da-
tasets that are often used by global 
warming alarmists to show that the 
warming of the earth will have ter-
rible consequences for human-kind: 
1) the frequency of storms; 2) the 
intensity of storms and; 3) the eco-
nomic damage of storms.

In each data subset he showed that 
apparent increases in storm activity 
or effect can be ascribed to advances 
in technology or development that 
skew the data rather than a real in-
creased frequency or effect of storms.

For example, Landsea shows that 
as we have gotten better at monitor-
ing the number of storms over the last 
100 years because of new technology 
like satellites, the number of storms 
that we have been able to observe has 
gone up, not the number of storms as 
a whole.

However, the phony moralizers who preach 
the religion of man-made global warming, 
and will brook no assertions to the contrary, 
would prefer that you — and especially 
your children — know little of this. n

— wiLLiam P. hoar

disbelief of a believer: Chris Landsea, the operations officer of the National Hurricane Center in 
Miami, says he believes that man-made global warming is happening, yet he demonstrated that 
claims made by warming alarmists that storms are more frequent, intense, and damaging are false.
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Most Americans 
haven’t a clue about 
who Tim Thomas 

is. It happens that he’s the 
goal tender for the Boston 
Bruins professional hockey 
team. And it also happens that 
he was named Most Valuable 
Player for his team when the 
Bruins became the National 
Hockey League champion 
last spring. He is a revered 
hero in sports-crazy Boston 
and throughout New England.

As has become a custom, 
the championship Boston 
team accepted an invitation to the White House for a congratu-
latory session with the President. This type honor is regularly 
awarded, not just to hockey teams, but to the champions of other 
major sports as well. At the January 23 event, President Obama 
received a team shirt with his name on it. The President duly 
registered his admiration for the Bruins’ accomplishment earned 
last spring, and a good time was had by all who attended.

But one member of the team refused to go. And the missing 
player was none other than MVP Tim Thomas. In a statement he 
posted on his Facebook page, Thomas explained,

I believe the Federal government has grown out of con-
trol, threatening the Rights, Liberties, and Property of the 
People. This is being done at the executive, legislative, and 
judicial level. This is in direct opposition to the Constitu-
tion and the Founding Fathers vision for the Federal gov-
ernment. Because I believe this, today I exercised my right 
as a Free Citizen and did not visit the White House. This 
was not about politics or party, as in my opinion both par-
ties are responsible for the situation we are in as a country. 
This was about a choice I had to make as an INDIVIDUAL.

Predictably, a columnist from the left-wing Boston Globe sav-
aged Thomas for his refusal, and especially for his statement. 
Calling the Thomas decision and the reasons why he had made 
it shabby, immature, unprofessional, self-centered, and Bush 
League, Kevin Paul Dupont suggested that the all-star goalie 
should have gone with his teammates where he could have 
expressed his dismay about the way America is being run in 
person. As if that were even remotely possible! Dupont seems 
to think that only politicos, Hollywood stars, and leftist media 
personalities have a right to express their political views. The 
newspaper for which he works surely spouts its hard-left opin-
ions regularly. But Tim Thomas shouldn’t? That’s ridiculous.

If Thomas had done as Dupont recommended, and stated 
his unhappiness to the President in person at the event, that 

would indeed have been out 
of order. Instead, Thomas let 
all his fans know via his own 
Facebook account why he 
wasn’t there. Surely, many 
would have wondered why 
he was absent. An unabashed 
political conservative who 
hasn’t previously trumpeted 
his views publicly, he obvi-
ously felt a need to tell his 
followers why he was absent. 
Note also that he indicted 
“both parties” and all three 
branches of government for 
our nation’s “situation.”

If the all-star goal tender had purchased space for a full-page 
ad in the newspaper, there may have been justification for chid-
ing him for using the invitation as an opportunity to make a 
political statement. He didn’t do that, nor did he secure time on 
a radio station to air his views. He simply and forthrightly told 
his friends why he felt compelled to stay away. His statement, 
which didn’t target the President by name, and the way he han-
dled the matter, showed proper respect for the nation’s highest 
office. It would be nice if the way he acted could be copied by 
Hollywood leftists who trash anyone trying to steer the country 
back to the Constitution and limited government.

Team visits to the White House are always political stunts 
created for political advantage by the President’s handlers. Had 
Thomas attended the January 23 gathering, remained silent, 
and possibly allowed himself to be photographed with Presi-
dent Obama (a likely consequence of being the team’s MVP!), 
wouldn’t that have indicated to the uninformed that he was in 
the President’s corner? A Boston Globe editorial insisted that 
the White House welcome for the Bruins was a “non-political” 
event. Balderdash! Everything done by this President, and plen-
ty of his predecessors, is done for hoped-for political advantage.

Tim Thomas was born in the USA, having been brought up 
in Flint, Michigan. He is one of only two U.S. natives on the 
Boston team. As he indicated in his statement, he has a right 
as a free citizen to speak out, or in this case to refuse to be in 
the room with President Obama, and then tell the reason why. 
Like some baseball champions before him who skipped a White 
House appearance when Bill Clinton was its occupant, he didn’t 
cease being a citizen when he put on his skates.

Ironically, the attention given the matter by the Globe resulted 
in far greater awareness about what Thomas had to say. He likely 
enjoyed seeing the statement intended only for Facebook friends 
given far more attention. As for what he did say, he scored a defi-
nite goal — something goalies rarely do in hockey games. But 
goalies and others are perfectly within their rights as citizens to 
state their concerns, even to skip a White House visit. n

Tim Thomas wouldn’t Go to the white House
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