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Multiculturalism & The Destruction Of America 

Americans are facing so many deadly threats right now it’s hard to
predict which one will break the dam and unleash a flood of
destruction on us. Will it be the coming financial collapse, Ebola, an
Islamic terror attack, or an EMP strike? Will it be the death of the
Pacific Ocean and the poisoning of the West Coast? Will it be the
social and economic mayhem that results from allowing masses of
criminally insane and diseased illegal’s into the country? Will it be
a full blown race war or World War III? How did the nation get into
such a pathetic condition? 

We’re in this condition because we allowed the enemies of liberty to
destroy the pillars upon which liberty rests, the most important of
which is Judeo-Christian morality and ethics. We traded these things
for money, power, prestige, unrestrained pleasure, and materialism.
Since the 1920's we have been letting American traitors pollute our
culture with the evils of Humanism, Socialism and Globalism. Now,
almost one hundred years later, when the nation is visibly crumbling,
some Americans are beginning to wake up, but it’s too late.

In October of 1798, John Adams wrote a letter to the officers of the Massachusetts Militia. In that letter he said
the country was still in an untainted state, and that he felt the nation would have the “strongest reason to rejoice”
in what God had given them provided they remained free from the “manners” which were at that time “producing
desolation in so many parts of the world.” Some of the manners he was referring to was the utter rejection of
Christianity and the acceptance of Humanism by the people of France, which eventually produced the French
Revolution. He warned that if the people of America ever started imitating the ways of other nations we would
become “the most miserable habitation in the world.” 

Of particular note is his mention that the temptation to copy the manners of other nations would come “in the
language of justice and moderation.” Another word for moderation is “tolerance”. In short, it’s possible to
destroy a nation under the guise of seeking justice and tolerance. Mr. Adams had incredible insight because his
words are just as relevant today as they were the day he penned them. The fact is, America has been imitating
the manners of other humanist and socialist nations for decades and the level of evil we must now endure
because of this folly is incredible. Truly, we are becoming “the most miserable habitation in the world”!

In that same letter he warned that the form of government they had just established was not “capable of
contending with human passions unbridled by morality and religion.” In other words, if you want to destroy the
government the Founders established, all you have to do is abandon morality and religion. All you have to do
is abandon moral and ethical self-restraint. Put another way, all you have to do is become a totally selfish person
who is willing to do or say anything to get what you want. 

He also warned that the Constitution was written “only for a moral and religious people” and that it is “wholly
inadequate to the government of any other.” Morality and religion are the pillars upon which liberty rests.
They’re the foundation upon which the nation was built. Remove that foundation and the country will be
destroyed. Is such a concept too difficult to understand? I don’t think so. How is it then, that so many Americans
have failed to pass this simple truth from one generation to next? Maybe it’s because, without realizing it, they
have rejected Christian morality in their quest to fulfill their desires.
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George Washington, who is now viewed by most American students as a hypocrite and a racist (he had slaves),
made it clear that morality was inextricably linked to religious principles—and when he used the term “religion”
he was talking about the Christian religion. He warned that it’s impossible to rightly govern a nation without God
and the Bible and that religion and morality are indispensable supports of liberty (ie; political prosperity). Yet
since the 1920's most Americans have watched in silence as humanists, atheists and communists slowly and
methodically used our legal system to drive every vestige of Christian influence from the public sphere. And as
if that wasn’t shameful enough, they then watched these same traitors use those same courts to force every form
of perversion on the private sphere (themselves and their children) as well!

Both the ones who committed these crimes and the ones who sat silently and watched them being committed are,
by Washington’s own definition, traitors. According to him, anyone who seeks to subvert the morality of the
nation is a traitor. Anyone who seeks to subvert the religion of the nation is a traitor. And just so we’re clear,
this includes the “Libertarian” political camp because they scream “separation of church and state” just as much
as the Republicans and the Democrats do and they champion many immoral causes.

Speaking of morality, at this point does anyone even know (much less care) what “morality” is? Can you define
morality? Can you explain the difference between moral and immoral acts? Is murdering your unborn child
immoral? Is teaching 10-year old children how to have sex immoral? Is stealing immoral? What about gambling?
Is getting drunk immoral? What about lying? Is smoking pot or snorting cocain immoral? What about cigarettes?
Nowadays it seems like nothing is considered immoral by the America government.

Oh wait...I forgot. 

There is one thing the United States government considers immoral. According to an article posted on the
American Renaissance web site, a man named Justin Moritz applied for a trademark on the phrase, White Pride
Country Wide. He said he intentionally didn’t choose phrases like “white power,” “white supremacy,” or “the
white race” because of the negative connotations of such terms. Apparently trademarks can be denied to
offensive phrases but since phrases like “Black Power” and “Black Supremacy” had been approved, there
shouldn’t be any problem, right? Wrong! He received a denial notice that said the “white pride” portion of the
name was offensive, immoral, and scandalous. He decided to appeal the decision but did some research first.
Much to his surprise, he discovered that the following terms had all been approved by the patent office:

http://www.amren.com/news/2010/04/feds_rule_white_1/
http://www.amren.com/


-3-

African Pride, African Man Pride, Asian Pride, Bahama Pride, Black Pride, Brazilian Pride, China-Pride,
Chippewa Pride, Choctaw Pride, Colombian Pride, Cuban Pride, Dakota Pride, Dominican Pride, El Salvador
Pride, Ecuador Pride, Gay Pride Apparel, Guyanese Pride, Havana Pride, Honduran Pride, Indian Pride,
Jamaica’s Pride, Jewish Pride, Kwanzaa Pride, Long Beach Lesbian and Gay Pride, Mayan Pride, Mexican
Pride, Native Pride!, Nicaraguan Pride, Orgullo Hispano (Hispanic Pride), Orgoglio (Hispanic–Great Pride),
Qisqueya Pride (Dominican Republic Pride), Rainbow Pride Coach, Red Pride, San Diego Lesbian, Gay,
Bisexual, Transgender Pride, Spanish Pride, and West Indian Pride.

Why is “White Pride” considered offensive and immoral by the American government, but not “Black Pride”
or “Mexican Pride” or “Asian Pride”? The answer is very simple. The federal government has a new religion
and it’s name is multiculturalism. In order to enforce the new religion they have to de-emphasize everything
white, while at the same time emphasizing everything non-white. They have to discourage everything white,
while at the same time encouraging everything non-white. This will become clearer as we go along.

We were warned, not only by Washington and Adams, but by many of the Founding Fathers that if the people
ever threw off the restraints of morality the nation would be destroyed; yet that’s exactly what we have done.
We have traded our Judeo-Christian morality for Moral Relativism, an ideology that says ethical standards,
morality, and positions of right or wrong are culturally based. It says you decide what’s right for you and I’ll
decide what’s right for me, based on what the culture says is right and wrong. Since morality is relative to one’s
culture, there can be no inferior or superior cultures; all are of equal value. Moral relativists don’t care if a
culture is based on ideas of equal justice or the impulses of a tyrannical dictator. Any and all cultures are
acceptable except one—the culture that’s based on Christian morality.

Since Moral Relativism is the world view of all liberal politicians, college professors, and other social engineers,
they refuse to listen to any fact or argument that illustrates some cultures actually are inferior and others are
down right evil. Multiculturalism has been embraced so thoroughly in America it has become the defacto
position of both political parties, of virtually all educational institutions, and of most businesses. How did this
happen? Who decided that multiculturalism should become the official policy of the United States? I don't
remember having a national vote on the question of adopting it. It has been imposed on the entire country by
communist traitors and “We The People” have allowed it to happen because enjoying the “good life” has been
more important to us than preserving the nation. The truth is, we deserve to be enslaved (or worse).

Nation Against Nation

For nation shall rise against nation, and kingdom against kingdom: and there
shall be famines, and pestilences, and earthquakes, in divers places. All these are
the beginning of sorrows.

Matthew 24:7-8

One of the signs of the last days is that nation will rise against nation. No doubt this is a reference to the kind
of “nations” we’re familiar with today, like the ones you see on a map. That prediction is being fulfilled right
now. A statistic mentioned on a news broadcast said that right now (9/9/14) there are only eleven nations in the
whole world that are not involved in some kind of war or internal uprising. 

However, I believe there may be a secondary application to what Jesus said because the Greek word for nation
in that passage is “ethnos”. It literally means an ethnic people group. It can be a reference to a large group that
comprises an entire nation-state (like Iceland or Zimbabwe), or it could be talking about various people groups
within a country. The latter definition would fit what’s happening in Europe right now between ethnic groups
like Muslims and Swedes. An “ethnos” that is alien to the ethnicity and culture of Sweden has taken root in that
country and has declared war on it. 
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Unfortunately, since the Swedish government has also made multiculturalism it’s official policy, most Swedes
refuse to face reality. But avoiding the truth will never change it. At some point they will have to acknowledge
what’s happening and fight to save their “ethnos” or they’ll be enslaved and butchered. 

We have a similar situation in America. An alien “ethnos” has been allowed to take root here and it has declared
war on every other ethnic group and culture. Its intention is to replace them all with a Seventh Century culture
based on Sharia. Like the Swedes, the nations who live here refuse to face the truth but at some point they’ll have
to face it or they too will be enslaved and butchered.

America is no longer a “melting pot” where different ethnos integrate and unite around a common “American”
identity. Instead, it’s become a political and legal battle ground where nation rises against nation in a quest for
racial supremacy. Ever since multiculturalism became our official policy, ethnic groups not only refuse to
integrate, they reject the whole concept of integration as white supremacy. The battleground has become so
intense that many areas of the country are turning into actual war zones. 

Aztlan & Chicano Liberation 

An example of nation rising against nation within
America is the rise of Hispanic political groups that not
only reject integration but have as their goal the re-
conquest of a large part of the Southwest, which they
call Aztlan. This mythical territory was supposedly the
home of the ancient Aztecs who migrated south into
Mexico and founded a new civilization, the center of
which was modern-day Mexico City. 

The territory of Aztlan includes California, Arizona,
Texas, New Mexico, and parts of Nevada, Utah and
Colorado. The Aztlan myth was revived by activists in
the 1960's because it could be used as a symbol that
mexicans could rally around. Today, Hispanic
nationalism is a very powerful political force and mass
immigration is making it even stronger.

One of these political groups is called M.E.Ch.A (Movimiento Estudiantil Chicano de
Aztlan). The English translation is Chicano Student Movement of Aztlan and it has over
300 chapters on college campuses throughout America. Its symbol is an eagle holding
a machete-like weapon and a lit stick of dynamite and since 1969 it has been calling for
the liberation of Aztlan. The term MEChA is an acronym but it’s also Spanish for fuse.
The first chapter was established at the University of California. At an event held by the
“Chicano National Liberation Youth Conference” a man named Rodolfo Gonzales
introduced “El Plan de Aztlan”(The Plan of Aztlan) which calls for the liberation of
Aztlan and the creation of an independent nation on that territory:

“In the spirit of a new people that is conscious not only of its proud historical
heritage, but also of the brutal ‘gringo’ invasion of our territories, we, the
Chicano inhabitants and civilizers of the nothern land of Aztlan from whence
came our forefathers...declare that the call of our blood is...our inevitable
destiny...Aztlan belongs to those who plant the seeds, water the fields and

http://clubs.arizona.edu/~mecha/pages/PDFs/ElPlanDeAtzlan.pdf
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gather the crops, and not to the foreign Europeans. We do not recognize
capricious frontiers on the bronze continent...Brotherhood unites us, and love for
our brothers makes us a people whose time has come...With our heart in our
hands and our hands in the soil, we declare the independence of our mestizo
nation. We are a bronze people with a bronze culture. Before the world, before
all of North America, before all our brothers in the bronze continent, we are a
nation, we are a union of free pueblos, we are Aztlan. For La Raza todo. Fuera
de La Raza nada.”

Here is a political group that since 1969 has been refusing to  recognize the U.S. government and publicly calling
on mexicans who reside here (both legal and illegal) to re-conquer seven Southwestern states and form an nation
from them. Yet the Federal Government has never lifted a finger to indict them. In fact, the government has been
funding them! M.E.Ch.A.'s official constitution starts out by saying:

“Chicano and Chicana students of Aztlán must take upon themselves the
responsibilities to promote Chicanismo within the community, politicizing our
Raza with an emphasis on indigenous consciousness to continue the struggle for
the self-determination of the Chicano people for the purpose of liberating
Aztlán.”

The term Raza means people, and at that time it only applied to mexicans. Today it includes all Hispanic groups.
Politicizing them means to raise their political awareness so they understand: (1) they are a separate nation with
a unique history and destiny; and (2) they have the right to use whatever political power they can muster to attain
their goals, one of which is the “liberation” of seven states. Clearly they are talking about overthrowing U.S.
territory and turning it into an independent state that will be rabidly anti-American, anti-white, and communist.
According to the original El Plan de Aztlan, under the sub-heading “Organizational Goals”, point # 2 says:

“ECONOMY: economic control of our lives and our communities can only come
about by driving the exploiter out of our communities, our pueblos, and our
lands and by controlling and developing our own talents, sweat, and resources.
Cultural background and values which ignore materialism and embrace
humanism will contribute to the act of cooperative buying and the distribution of
resources and production to sustain an economic base for healthy growth and
development Lands rightfully ours will be fought for and defended. Land and
realty ownership will be acquired by the community for the people's welfare.
Economic ties of responsibility must be secured by nationalism and the Chicano
defense units.”

Chicano defense units are liberation armies. So along with political and legal action, Chicano Nationalists are
being encouraged to use armed struggle to drive the exploiter off their lands. The exploiter is America’s “white”
culture, power structures, and population, which are now viewed by almost everyone on the planet (including
many whites themselves) as European imperialism. M.E.Ch.A. was founded for the sole purpose of infiltrating
America’s educational system and by means of lies and propaganda, brainwash students with anti-American
sentiment in order to foment revolution and overthrow the U.S. Government. 

Since the intentions of this and other Hispanic liberation groups are clearly spelled out in their own documents,
anyone who claims they’re just pursuing economic advancement or racial equality is either ignorant of the facts,
or they are the victim of liberation indoctrination, or they are intentionally lying. Ironically, none of these groups
would have ever gotten off the ground without the money provided by the U.S. Government and the evil gringos
who make up America’s society. M.E.Ch.A in particular has been funded from the very beginning by America’s

http://www.mayorno.com/aztlan.html
http://clubs.arizona.edu/~mecha/pages/PDFs/ElPlanDeAtzlan.pdf
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public education system (ie; taxpayers). Aside from the money they receive from our own government, they also
receive hundreds of millions of dollars a year from national and international corporations, most of which, by
the way are white! A more complete list of donors is here but some of the more prominent ones are: Allstate,
Bank of America, Coca-Cola, Citigroup, Ford Motor Company, General Motors, PepsiCo Foundation, State
Farm Insurance Companies, UPS, and Wal-Mart. As for government funding, most of it is in the form of grants
(ie; legal bribery). Congressmen, or PAC’s connected to congressmen give money to these groups and in return,
they get their members to vote for them.

Another group that was formed around that same time, which was established as a local political party in Texas,
was “La Raza Unida Party” (or La Raza for short). They began by sending a delegation to Yassir Arafat to share
their mutual stories of struggle. La Raza patterned its organization after the PLO and maintained close ties with
Arafat up until his death. They intended to begin an “intifada” like what was being done in Israel but they
realized America was too big and too populated for their small numbers to overcome.

The founders of the La Raza Unida Party never intended to accept any other Spanish speaking peoples into their
organization but they eventually learned from Mr. Arafat that if you want to make any progress in the political
sphere you have to have large numbers. Thus the liberation of mexicans became the struggle to liberate all
Spanish speaking peoples in the country. They copied the Palestinian model right down to their fabricated Aztlan
history, which is without any foundation or basis in reality. These radicals have brainwashed an entire generation
of Hispanic and Latino children who are in now their 30's. The anti-white, anti-American propaganda these kids
have been raised on is now the only reality they know; just as surely as anti-Semitism and the myth of an ancient
civilization called “Palestine” is the only reality a whole generation of Palestinians know.

Another group formed around that same time, which was originally funded
by the Ford Foundation, was the “Southwest Council of La Raza”. This group
eventually evolved into an umbrella organization for all the other groups and
today it’s the largest one in the country. It receives most of its funding from
corporations and foundations and the rest from the U.S. government. Here’s
another racist activist group that’s working against the national interests of
the country and it’s being funded by (mostly) white-owned corporations and
our own (supposedly white supremacist) government!

A history of the founding of NCLR can be found here but for the purpose of this writing we will only mention
a few points. First, one of its original founders—Herman Gallegos—was a San Francisco-based community
organizer and protégée of Saul Alinsky (the most infamous Marxist terrorist of that era). Also, during the
organization’s first nine years a Tucson labor organizer named Maclovio Barraza, who was a member of the
Communist Party, served as its chairman. NCLR’s unofficial motto is a phrase from El Plan de Aztlan: For La
Raza todo. Fuera de La Raza nada” (For the race everything. Outside the race, nothing). 

Like many subversive groups, NCLR has created a public image of providing housing and education for
Hispanics. According to it’s “About Us” page, the group works to “improve opportunities for Hispanic
Americans”. Part of that work includes lobbying for racial preferences, mass immigration, and amnesty for the
over 5 million illegals here. 

Imagine what liberal politicians and minority activist groups would say if whites started an anti-immigration
organization named “The Race” with the motto: For the race everything; Those outside the race nothing. That
group would be labeled white supremacists and castigated on every news station 24 hours a day, seven days a
week. Yet when a minority group does it everything’s fine. Why is that? It’s because the official policy of our
government is multiculturalism (which means it’s actually anti-white). Anyway, according to the spin masters
on the NCLR’s Q&A page the name La Raza isn’t really racist or exclusive at all. They say:

http://www.discoverthenetworks.org/viewSubCategory.asp?id=1748
http://palestinianmissionuk.com/gallery/?p=798
http://www.nclr.org/about-us/
http://www.discoverthenetworks.org/printgroupProfile.asp?grpid=153
http://www.nclr.org/about-us/faqs/
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“The term ‘La Raza’ has its origins in early 20th century Latin American literature
and translates into English most closely as ‘the people’ or, according to some
scholars, ‘the Hispanic people of the New World. The term was coined by
Mexican scholar José Vasconcelos to reflect the fact that the people of Latin
America are a mixture of many of the world’s races, cultures, and religions. Some
people have mistranslated ‘La Raza’ to mean ‘the race’, implying that it is a
term meant to exclude others. In fact, the full term coined by Vasconcelos, ‘la
raza cósmica’, meaning ‘the cosmic people’, was developed to reflect not purity
but the mixture inherent in the Hispanic people. This is an inclusive concept,
meaning that Hispanics share with all other peoples of the world a common
heritage and destiny.”

According to them, any anger or fear over the title is unwarranted because it’s an “inclusive” term that means
Hispanics view themselves as plain old ordinary folks who share a common heritage and destiny with all
people—even the thieving gringo’s. Isn’t that nice? Doesn’t it make you feel warm and fuzzy? In a book called
“Aztlan: Essays on the Chicano Homeland” two professors at the New Mexico Highlands University named
Guillermo Lux and Maurilio Vigil reveal that this whole idea is hogwash. According to them:

“The concept of La Raza can be traced to the ideas and writings of Jose
Vasconcelos, the Mexican theorist who developed the theory of la raza cosmica
(the cosmic or super race) at least partially as a minority reaction to the Nordic
notions of racial superiority. [He] developed a systematic theory which argued
that climatic and geographic conditions and mixture of Spanish and Indian races
created a superior race. The concept of La Raza connotes that the mestizo is a
distinct race and not Caucasian, as is technically the case.”

So it turns out the word cosmic doesn’t mean common at all. It means superior—as in they’re better than
everyone else. (You didn’t expect a racist liberation movement to be honest did you?) Not only is racial
superiority the underlying concept of La Raza, it was developed as a reaction against Anglo-Saxon supremacy.
According to Allen Wall, a writer for the VDARE web site who read Vasconcelos’ work, the man was a racist
Utopian who hated whites and wanted to create a Latin American (not just mexican) super-race through the
selective breeding of blacks, indians, asians and whites. As he discussed the need for this race to be physically
beautiful and intelligent in his book, his politically incorrect view of Blacks was exposed. He wrote:

“The low types of the species will be absorbed by the superior type. In this way
the Negro, for example, can be redeemed and, little by little, through voluntary
extinction, the ugliest stocks will be less prolific, and the better specimens will
yield to the more beautiful. The inferior races, when educated, will be less
prolific [ie; have less children] and the better specimens will ascend in a scale of
ethnic improvement...and in a few decades of aesthetic eugenics the Negro
can disappear...”  Link

Wow! I’m sure this guy never saw himself as being racist, since everything he was doing was for the good of
mankind (just like Stalin and Hitler). Can you imagine what Al Sharpton and the rest of the Black Community
would say (and do) if a white American intellectual published a plan to produce a master race that called for
Blacks to be redeemed from their “ugliness” through “aesthetic eugenics” which would eventually cause them
to “disappear”? How would CNN, MSNBC, and all the rest of the liberal media react if a former Secretary of
Education planned to create a super race that required the “voluntary extinction” of all American Blacks? Do
you think Eric Holder would open a federal investigation over it?

http://www.worldcat.org/title/aztlan-essays-on-the-chicano-homeland/oclc/24358391
http://www.vdare.com/
http://www.vdare.com/articles/memo-from-middle-america-formerly-known-as-memo-from-mexico-by-allan-wall-21
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Contrary to what NCLR people say, the term LaRaza is anti-American and racist to its very core and they know
it. Yet they hypocritically scream “racist” at anyone who opposes America’s new open borders/blanket amnesty
policy.  Someone needs to stand up and boldly proclaim that it’s not racist to want to protect one’s own country
or culture or language. It’s not white supremacy that makes people expect the U.S. government to obey its own
immigration laws. Only criminals and traitors want to see mass immigration and open borders. 

Most Americans are not anti-immigration racists. They’re against illegal immigration and the slow-motion
destruction of our culture. They can’t understand why the government of the United States refuses to protect its
own borders and it citizens. 

It’s not our intention to impugn all Mexican Americans. Many of them have chosen to integrate and they have
contributed greatly to the nation. They’re patriotic and they don’t like what’s going on any more than white
Americans do. Even some of those who are involved with NCLR are unaware of it’s true agenda and are simply
receiving financial and educational help from them. Unfortunately, none of this changes the fact that tens of
thousands of mexicans have been coming here every year for the sole purpose of reclaiming territory they believe
was stolen from them.

Brian Kelly, a former assistant professor and contributor to the Conservative Action Alerts web site has written
a book on the current immigration crises entitled “No Amnesty! No Way!”. In the first chapter of the book he
gives the following quotes on the issue of immigration from a very famous American:

“The foreign-born population...must be an Americanized population. No other
kind can fight the battles of America either in war or peace.”

“[An immigrant group] must talk the language of its native-born fellow-citizens,
it must possess American citizenship and American ideals. It must stand firm by
its oath of allegiance in word and deed and must show that in very fact it has
renounced allegiance to every prince, potentate, or foreign government.

“[An immigrant group] must be maintained on an American standard of living
so as to prevent labor disturbances in important plants and at critical times. None
of these objects can be secured as long as we have immigrant colonies, ghettos,
and immigrant sections, and above all they cannot be assured so long as we
consider the immigrant only as an industrial asset.”

“The men who do not become Americans and nothing else are hyphenated
Americans; and there ought to be no room for them in this country. The man
who calls himself an American citizen and who yet shows by his actions that he
is primarily the citizen of a foreign land, plays a thoroughly mischievous part in
the life of our body politic. He has no place here; and the sooner he returns to the
land to which he feels his real heart-allegiance, the better it will be for every good
American. There is no such thing as a hyphenated American who is a good
American.”

“We should insist that if the immigrant who comes here does in good faith
become an American and assimilates himself to us, he shall be treated on
an exact equality with every one else, for it is an outrage to discriminate
against any such man because of creed or birth-place or origin. But this is
predicated upon the man's becoming in very fact an American and nothing but
an American. If he tries to keep segregated with men of his own origin and
separated from the rest of America, then he isn't doing his part as an American.

http://bookhawkers.com/products/noamnestynoway
https://www.facebook.com/conservativeactionalerts/info?tab=page_info
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There can be no divided allegiance here...We have room for but one language
here, and that is the English language, for we intend to see that the crucible turns
our people out as Americans, of American nationality, and not as dwellers in
a polyglot boarding-house; and we have room for but one soul loyalty, and that
is loyalty to the American people.”

“Every immigrant who comes here should be required within five years to learn
English or to leave the country...English should be the only language taught or
used in the public schools.” 

“We can have no 50-50 allegiance in this country. Either a man is an American
and nothing else, or he is not an American at all.”  Link

The man who spoke those words was Theodore Roosevelt, the 26  President of the Unitedth

States (and a Republican). If he were alive today he would be denounced and persecuted
by everyone. This shows exactly how far left America has been taken by it’s traitorous
leaders (both Democratic and Republican) since the early 1900's. Mr. Roosevelt’s ideology
was America first, especially in domestic matters and unlike today’s political cowards who
have sold the country out to the Globalists, he believed those who came to live here should
be loyal to the people and the nation. 

Such a demand has nothing to do with European imperialism or racism or white supremacy. It’s simple common
sense. In order to become a citizen, legal immigrants have always had to take an “Oath of Allegiance”.
Immigrants who have taken that oath, but then turn around and support groups who hate the citizens of the
country and are actively seeking to conquer a large chunk of its territory are traitors. They should have their
citizenship revoked immediately and be escorted to the nearest border (or what’s left of it) and booted out. 

This is not an issue of maintaining an affinity to one’s original culture or traditions. Many loyal Americans still
value the traditions or history of their mother lands. Nor is it an issue of agreeing or not agreeing with one’s
government or its policies. It’s an issue of treason against the nation and people. La Raza’s first loyalty is not
to America or its people but to Mexico and its people. Moreover it works on behalf of Mexico, which is still a
foreign power, to reconquer the Southwest. For more information about the Mexican invasion of America, you
can start by going here, here, and here.

Michael Brown & Ferguson

Another ethnos that’s rising up against the nation is African
Americans. The latest manifestation of this battle is being played out
in Ferguson, Missouri, where an unarmed black teenager named
Michael Brown was killed by a white police officer named Darren
Wilson. Initial witness reports, which are now highly suspect, said that
Brown was trying to surrender when officer Wilson shot him. That
incident unleashed a fresh wave of anti-American and anti-white hatred
all over the country under the guise of seeking “justice” for Mr. Brown.

Within hours of the shooting, black residents of Ferguson were marching in the streets, demanding the arrest of
Wilson. By the next evening, violent groups of black youth were looting and destroying the businesses of the
town. These would be the same black youth who are now threatening to burn down more shops if the ones they
originally destroyed are not immediately re-opened. Of course the media had a field day with the story because
as we all know, the greatest injustice in the world—and in all of human history!—is the way young Blacks are

https://www.truthorfiction.com/roosevelt-immigration/
http://www.stopthenorthamericanunion.com/InsanityReigns.html
http://www.thesocialcontract.com/artman2/publish/tsc1101/art
http://www.stopthenorthamericanunion.com/Subversion.html
http://www.thegatewaypundit.com/2014/08/ferguson-protesters-rebuild-our-quiktrip-or-there-will-be-hell-to-pay-video/
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unfairly targeted (and often executed) by racist white cops in America. The protestors had no idea what actually
happened the day of the shooting but that doesn’t matter. They believe Michael Brown was executed by a white
cop and that’s the end of the story. Nothing anyone says and no amount of evidence to the contrary will ever
change their minds because it’s what they want to believe. Whenever a black person is arrested or killed by a
white cop it’s automatically viewed as “racism”. Many Blacks in this country, especially the youth, see
themselves as perpetual victims and such a view naturally produces the following mind-set:

Whites attack Blacks = White oppression and racism.
Blacks attack Whites = They got what they deserved.

Many find it easy to forgive the anti-white attitude so many Blacks have because after all, their forefathers were
once slaves and we all know slavery is the unpardonable sin—unless it’s being practiced by non-whites of course
(see here and here). Again, it’s easy to understand why black communities defend their young men, even when
they know they’re criminals. But who can explain the rationale behind white liberals doing the same thing? 

Who can explain why a white female column writer for the Los Angeles Times named Robin
Abcarian—who would most likely be raped and possibly murdered if she walked through a
black neighborhood alone at night—defends these same black youth? Five days after Michael
Brown was killed she wrote the following column: Why Are The Police Bothering So Many
Young Black Men In The First Place? The not-so-subtle point was that innocent, unarmed
Blacks are being unjustly harassed by the police simply because they’re black. I’m sure she
believes she’s fighting for a just cause (racial equality and all that) but the truth is, she’s being
used by race hustlers, politicians and black nationalists, many of whom are Communists.

She begins by quoting Rand Paul, a man who many conservatives support but who is just another political hack
who would say anything to get elected. Mr. Paul wrote an article for the New York Times that focused on the
militarization of local police but he began by pandering to perpetually aggrieved Blacks, saying:

“The shooting of 18-year-old Michael Brown is an awful tragedy that continues
to send shockwaves through the community of Ferguson, Missouri and across
the nation. If I had been told to get out of the street as a teenager, there would
have been a distinct possibility that I might have smarted off. But, I wouldn’t
have expected to be shot. The outrage in Ferguson is understandable, though
there is never an excuse for rioting or looting. There is a legitimate role for the
police to keep the peace, but there should be a difference between a police
response and a military response.”

So Michael Brown was killed because he “smarted off” to a cop? That certainly fits the narrative coming out of
Ferguson doesn’t it? And there’s “no excuse” for black mobs rioting and destroying their own town just because
a cop killed an unarmed black youth but we understand why they’re doing it, don’t we? The youth of any
community would do the same thing. Ms. Abcarian liked that statement so much she used it as the lead in her
opinion piece. Further on in that same article Mr. Paul says:

“Anyone who thinks that race does not still, even if inadvertently, skew the
application of criminal justice in this country is just not paying close enough
attention. Our prisons are full of black and brown men and women who are
serving inappropriately long and harsh sentences for non-violent mistakes in
their youth.”

http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/f-news/2692041/posts
http://www.frontpagemag.com/fpm/183852/islamic-slavery-and-racism-daniel-greenfield
http://www.latimes.com/local/abcarian/la-me-ra-police-stop-black-men-20140814-colum
http://www.latimes.com/local/abcarian/la-me-ra-police-stop-black-men-20140814-colum
http://time.com/3111474/rand-paul-ferguson-police/
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According to him, the black and brown races are still being oppressed by whites and the proof is the fact that
America’s prisons are full of non-whites serving “inappropriately long” sentences for “mistakes” (not crimes)
they committed in their youth. The mistakes he is referring to is the possession of marijuana and other drugs.
Most white Americans who read these kinds of statements are so politically ignorant and brainwashed they
probably agree with him. They have no idea he’s propagating the same liberal nonsense that’s being taught on
every college campus and in most public schools right now. Yes sir, they don’t call the senator from Kentucky
“Rand Pandering Paul” for nothing! 

Jason Riley, a black member of The Wall Street Journal Editorial Board did an interview with The Examiner
back in July in which he refuted Paul’s misinformation. He said:

“Liberals maintain we still have a racist justice system. The facts do not bare that
out on incarceration rates. Blacks are about 13 percent of the population, but 37
percent of the incarceration rate. If you could snap your fingers and send home
all drug offenders, blacks would still make up about 37 percent. It is not the
drug laws driving the incarceration rate, it is the justice. Burglary, battery, assault,
all kinds of white collar crimes, theft, you name it. Blacks are over-represented
in all those categories. I have a problem with the conservative outreach to
lessen the laws and pander to the black voters. That sort of pandering annoys
me to no end. People like Rand Paul think this is way to have black outreach. It’s
a false narrative to say it’s the criminal justice system driving this. By the way, the
black incarceration rate was less in 1960 than today. Was there less racism in
1960 than today?”

According to this conservative, Paul’s claim that race “skews” the application of justice is liberal hogwash. The
facts show that most blacks are in prison because they committed serious crimes, not because they made the
mistake smoking a joint when they were teenagers. One statistic you’ll never hear Mr. Paul quote in his speeches
is that blacks are seven times more likely to commit murder than whites. Another one you’ll never hear him
mentioning is that 90% of all race crime victims in this country are white.

Considering these facts, the answer to Ms. Abcarian’s question should be obvious. The police are bothering
young black men because many of them are criminals, as was the case with Michael Brown. Contrary to the
narrative coming from the left-wing media and the race-hustlers in Ferguson, Michael Brown was not an
innocent teenager and he wasn’t shot because he smarted off to a cop. We now know that he was a violent
criminal and his “smarting off” consisted of attacking Darren Wilson and trying to take his weapon. If the poor
innocent teenager had gotten Wilson’s gun it would be a white cop who’s dead right now and you can be sure
there would be no protests in Furguson tonight!

I’m sure the correlation between the high crime rate among young blacks and the fact that police bother them
has never occurred to Ms. Abcarian and if it ever does, she’ll probably tell herself if they are criminals, it’s only
because the white man still oppresses them. Actually, there would be some truth to that argument because blacks
really are being oppressed by whites—white liberals that is. Liberals indoctrinate them with communist ideology
and perpetual “victim-hood” through a propagandized version of America’s shameful history of slavery. I use
the term “propagandized” because propaganda isn’t restricted to outright lies or revisionist history. It’s easy to
take historical truths or events and present them factually, but in a way that makes them propaganda.

What’s happening in Ferguson is more about black rage against America’s white institutions and authority than
it is about a black teenager getting shot. If black teenagers getting shot was enough to trigger this kind of reaction
every city with a large black population would be in ruins by now because black youths kill each other all the

http://www.examiner.com/article/an-interview-with-jason-riley-his-new-bestseller-please-stop-helping-us
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time. While it’s not within the scope of this writing to present an in-depth study of black radicalization in
America, we do need to look at a few historical highlights before we can understand the deep-seated hatred that
so many young blacks have not only for white people, but for America itself.

In the 1960's, a group of  leftists who characterized the United States as being racist to it’s rotten core, rose to
prominence and eventually became the leaders of the Civil Rights Movement. In the name of “social justice”
(now called racial equality) they pledged to defend blacks from whites. Their view of America was that from
its very beginnings it was racist and the only thing that could rectify its moral injustices would be to revolt
against its (white) traditions, values and institutions. Among the more notable figures at this time were Stokely
Carmichael, H. Rap Brown, Huey Newton, Bobby Seale and Malcolm X. They preached Black Power, racial
hatred, and violent revolution against a white America.

Black Liberation Theology

In a related development around that same time, an ideology called “Black
Liberation Theology” started to be popularized by a man named Rev. James Cone.
Mr. Cone’s views gave a certain degree of legitimacy to the radical Black Power
movement. He promoted a black Jesus who wanted to lead his disciples in
rebellion against white oppression. Kathy Shaidle, a Canadian author and blogger
exposes his views in one of her articles. She quotes Cone as saying:

“This country was founded for whites, and everything that has happened in it has
emerged from the white perspective...what we need is the destruction of
whiteness, which is the source of human misery in the world.”

What is “whiteness”? Whiteness is white culture, language, religion (Biblical Christianity), political structures,
military and economic strength, and in the end, people. According to Mr. Cone, whiteness is the source of all
the misery in the world. Indeed, he said that since white society is the Antichrist and the white church is
thoroughly racist, there was a desperate need for a black theology whose sole purpose was applying the freeing
power of the gospel to black people under white oppression. 

In his now infamous book—Black Theology and Black Power—he said all white men are responsible for white
oppression and that whiteness (as revealed in the history of America) is the expression of everything that’s
wrong with mankind. In other words, whiteness is a symbol of man’s depravity. As a remedy for this he
advanced the concept of a deity that sided with blacks. Again, Mrs. Shaidle quotes Cone as saying:

“Black theology refuses to accept a God who is not identified totally with the
goals of the Black community. If God is not for us and against White people,
then he is a murderer and we had better kill him. The task of Black theology is
to kill [all] gods who do not belong to the Black community...Black theology will
accept only the love of God which participates in the destruction of the white
enemy.”

Robert Chapman, a retired U.S. intelligence officer who was concerned about the questionable background of
Barack Obama, wrote an article describing the Marxist roots of Liberation Theology, which is an attempt to
interpret Scripture politically, through the lense of economic injustice. It’s answer to this injustice is the
redistribution of wealth. According to Mr. Chapman, Dr. Cone came from this kind of a political and theological
background but he changed the narrative from economic injustice to racial injustice. Then he provided some
interesting quotes from Cone’s writings:

http://www.fivefeetoffury.com/
http://archive.frontpagemag.com/readArticle.aspx?ARTID=30508
http://fundamentaloption.blogspot.com/2008/10/black-theology-of-liberation-guest.html
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“It is evident, therefore, that this book [the Bible] is written primarily for the
black community, not for whites. Whites may read it and to some degree render
an intellectual analysis of it, but an authentic understanding is dependent of the
blackness of their existence in the world. There will be no peace in America
until whites begin to hate their whiteness, asking from the depths of their
being: How can we become black?”

“My style of doing theology was influenced more by Malcolm X than by Martin
Luther King.”

“If Jesus Christ is white and not black, he is an oppressor, and we must kill him.
The appearance of black theology means that the black community is now ready
to do something about the white Jesus, so that he cannot get in the way of our
revolution.”

“The definition of Christ as black means that he represents the complete
opposite of the values of white culture.”

“One of the tenets of black theology is that every American is responsible for
the plight of the blacks.”

Most whites in this country do not realize a large part of the American Black Community has been radicalized
by people like James Cone to the point where they despise this nation and everything it stands for. They have
been brainwashed by Communist stooges and are now convinced that America was founded by white racists,
for white racists, and that the only hope blacks have is to burn it down and start over. 

Most of today’s black youth (and many adults too) are not interested in justice or reparations or equality. They
want revenge. They want a complete role reversal. They want to see America’s white culture replaced by a black
culture and its white power structures replaced by black power structures. They want white Americans to come
to the place where they “hate their own whiteness” so much they desire from the “depths of their being” to
become black. 

Critical Race Theory

Just as Black Liberation Theology sprung from Liberation Theology and both of them are rooted in Marxism,
so Critical Race Theory sprung out of a Marxist discipline called Critical Theory, and it’s designed to create a
permanent state of war between blacks and whites. Critical Theory is a political and legal discipline that provides
a means of endless “criticism” and legal challenges to American capitalism and our legal system. Of course, the
goal is to destroy these things from within and create a Marxist Utopia in their place. 

Out of this ideological background sprung the concept of Critical Race Theory, which
is just another way of attacking the same systems and for the same purpose. A
“professor” named Derrick Bell popularized it. The general idea is that American
society has always been divided racially between white oppressors and black victims,
much the same way Marxism frames the oppressor-victim analogy along class lines.
According to Professor Bell, since America is racist to its core, its legal structures are
really invalid.
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Very few Americans had ever heard of Dr. Bell and they had no idea what he taught until Andrew Breitbart and
his associates started publicizing the fact that the soon-to-be “first black president” was Professor Bell’s student
at Harvard. They also began publicizing the fact that Bell was a racist Marxist who hated America and that
Obama enthusiastically (and publicly) endorsed his so-called work. 

Breitbart and others started publishing names, dates, and places that revealed Obama was in fact a racist Chicago
thug who also hates America. One of the things they published was a video of Obama marching in protest on
behalf of Bell when he was a student. News organizations immediately started running interference for Obama.
The Communist News Network (CNN) interviewed one of Breitbart’s associates and argued that he was mis-
interpreting Bell’s theory. Dennis Prager explained the whole situation on one of his shows. Just for clarity, let’s
let the UCLA School of Public Affairs web page define Bells ideas. It says Critical Race Theory:

“...recognizes that racism is ingrained in the fabric and system of the
American society. The individual racist need not exist to note that institutional
racism is pervasive in the dominant culture. This is the analytical lense that
CRT uses in examining existing power structures. CRT identifies that these
power structures are based on white privilege and white supremacy, which
perpetuates the marginalization of people of color.”

Notice the assumption this definition is based on. It’s assumed that racism is “ingrained” in American society.
They don’t try to prove this is the case; they just “recognize” it. That assumption then becomes the “analytical
lense” that’s used to examine the power structures of America and those structures are then “identified” as being
hopelessly based on white privilege. Got that?

First they assume all American institutions are racist. Then they examine those institutions based on that
assumption in order to discover. . .what? How racist they are? Sorry but that’s not analytical investigation; that’s
circular reasoning. However, it sounds professional and it produces a need for groups like the NAACP,
Affirmative Action, BET and a host of others that will fight the never ending battle against white racism.

Since America was established by racists, for racists, and continues to be racist, all white men bear the guilt not
only of slavery but of all the injustices suffered by blacks right up to the present moment. The name of this debt
is “white privilege” and it will only be “paid in full” when America is no longer a “white” nation. However,
payments on the debt can (and must) be made in the form of racial preferences. A 2002 article in the Guardian,
written by a black columnist entitled Of Course All White People Are Racist defines white privilege as:

“...a combination of prejudice and power. And sadly prejudice is a deeply
ingrained human trait. Globally, white people are the dominant group, and in
politics, economics, the media and all aspects of society, this power is used
every day. It starts from the top and filters down to white people everywhere,
regardless of their individual economic situation...

It is naive to believe that the long history of racial distortion - which goes back to
the days of slavery and colonialism - has not had a lasting effect on the
individual subconscious. We receive these messages virtually from birth,
and as children’s thought processes develop, they build up into a bank of
subliminal stereotypes... White people need to accept that, no matter how many
anti-racist demos they've marched on, they inevitably make assumptions,
however subconscious, which are influenced by a racist society and which
help to form their views and opinions.”

http://www.breitbart.com/video/2012/03/07/obama%20video%20harvard/
http://www.breitbart.com/video/2012/03/19/prager-schools-soledad-over-failed-critical-race-theory-segment/
https://spacrs.wordpress.com/what-is-critical-race-theory/
http://www.theguardian.com/society/2002/jul/03/raceintheuk.commen
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Whites have been ingrained with racism from birth. Even white liberals who preach “white privilege” and march
in Black Power rallies are racists. Try as they may, they just can’t stop being racists because they were raised
by racist parents in a racist society—they are subconsciously racist.

At present, most of those who are screaming “white privilege” are only calling for the elimination of America’s
white institutions, cultural and power structures. But in the end they’ll be calling for the elimination of white
Americans because the institutions, the culture, and the power structures they despise came from white people.
If white privilege is part of the very DNA of all whites (which makes them guilty of all the evils in the world),
then regardless of how liberal or pro-black some of them may be, the only way to permanently cleanse the world
of white supremacy is to eliminate them.

If you think such statements are an exaggeration or hyperbole you haven’t been paying attention to what’s going
on in this nation. The Facebook entry below didn’t come from a theologian like Dr. James Cone or a philosopher
like Professor Derrick Bell. It came from a young black woman who is representative of millions of young blacks
in this country, particularly those living in black-majority cities.

  

The Democratic Plantation

Another historical reality we need to understand is that in the 1960's, Democrats created a plan to put blacks on
a new type of plantation. Today the Democratic Party presents itself as the party that cares about the poor, and
especially blacks, but it’s a lie. It’s the party of slavery, racism and more recently, Communism. It was born
defending slavery and it threatened secession if slavery were ever challenged. In 1840, the first national
convention of the party adopted a platform. Point number 7 says:

“Resolved, That congress has no power, under the constitution, to interfere with
or control the domestic institutions of the several states, and that such states are
the sole and proper judges of everything appertaining to their own affairs, not
prohibited by the constitution; that all efforts by abolitionists or others, made
to induce congress to interfere with questions of slavery, or to take incipient steps
in relation thereto, are calculated to lead to the most alarming and dangerous
consequences, and that all such efforts have an inevitable tendency to diminish
the happiness of the people, and endanger the stability and permanency of the
union, and ought not to be countenanced by any friend to our political
institutions.”  Link

http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=29572
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The Republican Party was formed 4 years later and one of its main purposes was to oppose slavery. It’s first
President, Abraham Lincoln responded to the South’s secession with a war that freed the slaves. After his
murder, the Republican Congress, over the objections of the Democratic minority, amended the Constitution
regarding slavery. The 13   Amendment abolished slavery; the 14  Amendment made freed slaves equal to allth th

citizens legally; and the 15  Amendment guaranteed the right to vote for freed slaves.th

Southern Democrats spent the next 100 years trying to keep freed slaves down with segregation laws, poll taxes
to deny the right to vote, and lynching to enforce the social order. The KKK was formed by a Democrat and
more than a few Democrat congressmen became members. The same language contained in the 1840 platform
was used in the Democratic platforms of 1844, 1848, 1852 and 1856. In 1860, their commitment to slavery took
an even harsher tone as a reaction against Republican efforts to fully liberate blacks.

In 1850, under pressure from Southern Democrats, Congress passed “The Fugitive Slave Law”, which stated that
since slaves were the personal property of their masters, runaway slaves must be returned to their owners. The
law required all law enforcement officers to assist in the recapture of runaway slaves or risk a fine of $1,000.
Today that would be $100,000. Some of the Northern States began passing laws to evade the federal law. In their
1860 convention, Democrats responded to these efforts by adopting a new plank (Plank #6) which read:

“Resolved, That the enactments of the State Legislatures to defeat the faithful
execution of the Fugitive Slave Law, are hostile in character, subversive of the
Constitution, and revolutionary in their effect.”  Link

History shows that from the very beginning of its existence the Democratic Party supported slavery and after
the slaves were free, they connived to keep them down economically and socially. The fact that so many people
are ignorant of this, and that blacks continue to vote overwhelmingly (over 90%) Democrat is a testimony to the
ability of liberals to lie and deceive the public.  

Fast forward to 1963. Lyndon B. Johnson became President after the assassination of John F. Kennedy. By this
time the Civil Rights Movement was in full swing and blacks were starting to enjoy more individual freedom
as well as more political clout. Mr. Johnson understood the consequences (for the Democratic Party) of an
educated and emancipated black population. He knew the more freedom they enjoyed, the more they would tend
to vote Republican. So he instituted a new form of slavery and called it the “Great Society”. Journalist Ronald
Kessler, in his book, “Inside the White House”, quotes Johnson as saying:

“I’ll have those niggers voting Democratic for the next 200 years...These
Negroes, they’re getting pretty uppity these days and that’s a problem for us
since they’ve got something now they never had before, the political pull to
back up their uppityness. Now we’ve got to do something about this. We’ve got
to give them a little something, just enough to quiet them down [but] not enough
to make a difference”

Decades later, Johnson’s comments seem almost prophetic—and frightening. They’re prophetic because
Democrats have successfully re-enslaved a large part of the black population by providing them with programs
that make them increasingly dependent on the Federal Government. They know that low-income people will
keep voting Democrat because they don’t want to lose the little they have. That’s what Johnson meant when he
said Democrats needed to give blacks enough to “quiet them down” but “not enough to make a (economic)
difference”.

http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=29577
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They’re frightening because even though Johnson’s “Great Society” locked in the black vote (seemingly
forever), today many blacks are angry and frustrated and an ever-increasing number of them, particularly the
youth, are beginning to take revenge on their white oppressors. Unfortunately however, they’re not taking
revenge on the white plantation owners (ie; government) or black plantation overseers like Jessie Jackson, Al
Sharpton, et al. Instead, they’re attacking random white individuals all across the nation and the media is doing
all it can to hide what’s happening.

Angry Youth, Angry Music

Once you reject the cultural norms of American society you will naturally start creating your own, and some of
them might not be good. Music has always been an expression of a group’s culture and the music of today’s
radicalized black youth is called “Gansta Rap”. It started off in the 90's as a genre called “Hip Hop” but it didn’t
take long for it to degenerate in the kind of filthy garbage you hear today.

When it comes to this kind of violent and openly racist music, the double standard of Liberals is hypocritical to
the point of insanity. This isn’t just a problem in America. In Europe you can be arrested and face serious fines
(and even prison) for simply uttering the word nigger, let alone calling for their death. Yet notice the lyrics of
the following song, which is not the exception but the rule. Remember too that this is what Ms. Abcarian’s
“innocent” young black men are filling their minds with 24/7.

 
"We're having thoughts of overthrowing the government...the brothers and sisters
threw their fists in the air...it's open season on crackers, you know; the morgue
will be full of Caucasian John Doe's...I make the Riot sh** look like a fairy
tale...oh my god, Allah, have mercy; I'm killing them devils because they're not
worthy to walk the earth with the original black man; they must be forgetting; it's
time for Armageddon, and I won't rest until they're all dead"

“Goin Bananas"; Da Lench Mob, Planet of da Apes
1994, Priority Records

The dissemination of this so-called “music” is encouraged and promoted by some of the largest multi-billion
dollar communication conglomerates in the world. The lyrics of this song reveal exactly what kind of “justice”
many young blacks, including those in Ferguson, are after. They want payback. They want revenge. 

“Oh, but it’s just music” people like Ms. Abcarian will say. “They don’t really mean it; they’re just using violent
rhetoric to sell CD’s”. Really? Tell that to the families of those who have been murdered by young blacks simply
because they were white. Tell that to the young black men who are roaming the streets in large gangs, seeking
justice for all the white oppression they have been subjected to. And while you’re at it Ms. Abcarian, you also
might want to inform them that they’re mis-interpreting the messages of all those songs because the lyrics are
just rhetoric and the performers don’t really mean it!

Aside from the question of whether or not black youths are influenced to act upon the lyrics they listen to, there’s
the issue of the hypocrisy that’s practiced by liberals who are quick to defend songs like this, but who would
have a seizure if a white artist penned similar lyrics and it ended up being published. The performer would be
excoriated by every major news outlet until they publically apologized and pulled the song; and even that
wouldn’t be enough. They would then be sued by every black activist group in the country. Yet black song
writers and performers can regularly call for the genocide of whites and nobody blinks an eye. Not only that;
these songs are being published and promoted by white-owned companies! Below are a few examples of the
lyrics these kinds of songs contain. Most of this so-called music is filled with profanity and hard-core sexual
language but the examples below only have to do with killing whites and they have been edited. 
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As you read them, remember the term “devil” is always a reference to whites and “Armageddon” is the final
battle when blacks get their “justice”. Also, ask yourself what kind of person your teenager would be if he/she
listened to a white version of this day and night?

"Kill the white people; we gonna make them hurt; kill the white people; but buy
my record first; ha, ha, ha". 1

"Niggas in the church say: kill whitey all night long...the white man is the
devil...the CRIPS and Bloods are soldiers I'm recruiting with no dispute; drive-by
shooting on this white genetic mutant...let's go and kill some
rednecks...Menace Clan ain't afraid...the homies think I'm crazy because I shot
a white baby; I said; I said: kill whitey all night long”. 2  

"Devils fear this brand new ****...I bleed them next time I see them...I pray on
these devils...look what it has come to; who you gonna run to when we get to
mobbing...filling his body up with lead, yah; cracker in my way; slitting, slit his
throat; watch his body shake; watch his body shake; that's how we do it in the
******* [San Francisco] Bay...sitting on the dock of the dirty with my AK".  3

"These devils make me sick; kill them all in the daytime, broad ******daylight;
12 o'clock, grab the Glock; why wait for night". 4

"Devil, to gangbanging there's a positive side and the positive side is
this—sooner than later the brothers will come to Islam—and they will be the
soldiers for the war; what war, you ask; Armageddon; ha, ha, ha, ha, ha". 5

"A fight, a fight, a nigger and a white, if the nigger don't win then we all jump
in...smoking [murdering] all [of] America's white boys". 6

"I pledge allegiance to only the black...black, you had best prepare for the
coming of war...look at you devil; now you're sweating; I'm telling you: you can't
run from the hand of Armageddon”. 7

"I kill a devil right now...I say kill whitey all nightey long...I stabbed a *******
Jew with a steeple...I would kill a cracker for nothing, just for the **** of
it...Menace Clan kill a cracker; jack 'em even quicker...catch that devil slipping;
blow his ******* brains out”.  8

"Squeeze your nostrils tight and gag your mouth with a Bud Light; peace to all
the blacks...The Terrorists kicking political rough **** and we won't quit until the
other man's throat slit from one ear to the other".  9  

Unfortunately the radicalization of America’s black youth (and many black adults) is a done deal. The dynamite
has been set and the only thing left to do is light the fuse. That fuse has been lit several times. It was lit when
George Zimmerman shot Trayvon Martin and it’s been lit again in Ferguson, Missouri. Whether or not the events
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Ferguson lead to a full blown race war remains to be seen. If it doesn’t, you can be sure white liberals and black
race hustlers will keep lighting it until they get the explosion they want. You don’t have to wait till a full blown
race war breaks out in the country to realize what’s happening. A little research will show that a low level war
has already begun. The number of black on white crime increases every year and they have literally skyrocketed
since Obama took office.

Those who are interested in learning the truth the media refuses to report can start by
reading Colin Flaherty’s book, “White Girl Bleed A Lot”, which exposes the epidemic of
black on white crime that’s happening right now. 

A PDF version can be downloaded from my web site if you don’t want to buy the book.
Link

URL:  www.zionstrumpet.org/Book_1.pdf     

Slavery Propaganda

One of the most insidious lies that has been pushed on Americans for generations is the idea that slavery is an
18  Century phenomena, invented by white Europeans wherein blacks were its primary target, and that Americath

has been the worst offender, being a cesspool of white racism from the beginning. This kind of propaganda is
used as a psychological club to destroy any loyalty whites might have towards their own race, history or culture.
It’s used to intimidate them until they bow down to the agenda of multiculturalists who are trying to expunge
every semblance and memory of the true character of America (as it was originally founded) and turn it into a
communist hell hole of warring, third world groups—all of which hate whites and Christianity. 

This is why the same people who constantly push white guilt turn around and encourage ethnic pride (and
cultural separation) among blacks, hispanics, asians, muslims, et al. By continually rehearsing the sufferings of
blacks under slavery, white Americans, especially college students, are made to feel that their ancestors were
cruel, morally retarded and evil, even those who had no slaves and fought against slavery in the Civil War.

This is not the time or place for an in-depth study of the true history of slavery but we need to understand a few
historical basics regarding the subject. First of all, slavery was not an 18  Century invention; nor was it ath

particularly European institution. It has been in existence from the beginning of civilization. 

People of virtually every race engaged in slavery on every inhabited continent and the people they enslaved were
also of all races. A million white Europeans were enslaved by black North Africans between 1500 and 1800 but
you’ll never see that in America’s history books. Also, Europeans enslaved other Europeans for centuries before
they turned their attention to Africa. In the United States, slave-holding was not confined to whites alone.
American Indians and free blacks owned thousands of slaves. 

In short, slavery is neither distinctively Western or racist. However, what is uniquely Western is the abolition
of slavery, not just on this continent but all over the world. That’s right. Some of the very things liberals despise
the most, things they claim are the source of all the evil in the world, were actually important factors in the
abolition of slavery world wide. One of them was conservative businessmen and devout religious leaders, who
in today’s political vernacular would be referred to as the “religious right”. Another one is the grand-daddy of
all evils (according to liberals)—Western Imperialism. Though the West was certainly guilty of partaking of
slavery and the trafficking of slaves, at a certain point it did something no other empire in history had ever done;
it abolished the institution. 

http://www.amazon.com/White-Girl-Bleed-Lot-Violence/d
http://www.zionstrumpet.org/Book_1.pdf
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London abolished slavery in the British Isles in 1772 and within the empire in 1833. Moreover, Briton’s Royal
Navy spent millions of pounds and sacrificed thousands of lives enforcing those laws. Another bit of history
you’ll not find taught is that after France and Britain outlawed slavery in their own territories, African chiefs who
had grown fat on the slave trade sent protest delegations to Paris and London to get the new laws rescinded.
Apparently they hadn’t yet developed a principled opposition to the enslavement of their own people.

Slavery in America was evil, just like all slavery is wherever it’s practiced and many slaves suffered terribly
during that time; but the institution itself was not motivated by white racism. Like all slavery, it was motivated
by economics—slave labor is free labor. Southern plantation owners didn’t just decide that since they hated
black-skinned people they would send ships over to Africa and bring them back as slaves! As a matter of fact,
the first slaves in the American Colonies were white Europeans. David Risselada, a Slavic American who ran
a blog called “The Radical Conservative” wrote the following in a 2013 article:

“Earlier this past year, The Public Department of Instruction in Wisconsin jumped
on board the ‘white privilege, white male’ choo choo train, teaching their students
that it is unfair to be privileged with white skin...Most of this white privilege
education stems of course from the history of black slavery and black oppression
throughout the 18th, 19th and early 20th centuries. 

In fact I have written many articles detailing the facts about the Democrat Party’s
involvement in suppressing civil rights legislation, creating the Klu Klux Klan and
implementing Jim Crow laws after decades of successful integration...I could
go further by pointing out that Woodrow Wilson, known for being Americas first
fascist president was the one responsible for re-segregating what had
already been desegregated. 

The unfortunate reality here is that we have all been lied to concerning slavery
in America. I am not suggesting that blacks were not slaves, they were; however,
they were viewed by the slave owners to be more valuable than the other slaves.
[the ones that arrived on American shores nearly a century before any Africans
had, which were from Eastern Europe]. 

The word slave actually originates from the word slav, which is a term that used
to be used to describe whites from Eastern Europe. Do you think that the
professors at the University of Wisconsin, who are trying to convince your
children to believe in critical race theory, will ever teach them that? 

While history typically teaches us that black slaves were beaten, chained,
murdered and raped by their evil white slave masters, it turns out that white
slaves were enjoying some of these same privileges long before the black
slaves arrived, as early as the 16th century even. In fact nearly half of all first
arrivals to American shores were white slaves. 

Whites that were born into slavery were made into slaves just the same as
blacks, and they remained enslaved for the duration of their entire life span, even
when blacks were able to purchase their freedom. It was not uncommon to see
black slave owners...

Many of these white slaves were also brought over from Australia, which of
course was an exile of sorts for Britain’s criminals. The Walthom act of 1723
brought nearly 100,000 white slaves from Australia to American shores. Even
before the voyage to the new world the poor working class of England often
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found themselves and their children being kidnaped and sold into slavery. In fact
the origins of the word ‘kidnap’ dates back to these times and refers to children
being sold into slavery. Historically speaking these white slaves were generally
referred to as indentured servants. If any academic discussion arises about white
slaves they are sure to be referred to in this manner. The term indentured servant
only serves to minimize the fact that whites were America’s first slaves and
they were treated just as horribly... 

Can you imagine the possible ramifications of today’s social welfare policies if
these truths were to be exposed in public education? The democrats would
lose all power as blacks in America, having been taught the truth, not only
about white slavery but their own amazing contributions to the shaping of this
country, would truly be empowered. 

White privilege is a part of something larger called Critical Race Theory which
seeks to accuse innocent Americans for being racist for everything they do
because our society supports discriminatory practices. What about those of us
who have Eastern European ancestry? What special rights and privileges do we
get to demand from the government?”  Link

It’s not my intention to minimize the evils of slavery or the suffering blacks experienced during those times but
we need to understand that people who hate this country have been using slavery as an excuse to condemn all
whites and everything about America. They’re also using it to intimidate whites until they hate their own
whiteness and accept a multicultural agenda that’s designed to destroy the nation. 

Some blacks who understand what’s happening have been speaking out. Such a man is Thomas Sowell, a
conservative who wrote a very insightful article back in 1993 called “Multicultural Instruction”. He said:

“No one seems interested in the epic story of how this curse [slavery] that
covered the globe and endured for thousands of years was finally gotten rid of
by the West—not only in Western societies but in other societies conquered,
controlled, or pressured by the West. The resistance put up by Africans, Asians
and Arabs was monumental in defense of slavery, and lasted for more than a
century. 

Only the overwhelming military power of the West enabled it to prevail on this
issue, and only the moral outrage of Western peoples kept their government's
feet to the fire politically to maintain the pressure against slavery around the
world. Of course, this is not the kind of story that appeals to the multiculturalists.
If it had been the other way around—if Asian or African imperialists had stamped
out slavery in Europe—it would still be celebrated in story and song on campuses
across America.”

The unfortunate reality is that most of today’s political leaders and a very large percentage of the population of
this country hates the America that was founded by George Washington and his contemporaries. And if you’ve
been paying any attention to the anti-American garbage that’s being taught in “Common Core” it’s easy to
predict that 95% of today’s children will end up hating it too. Some people hate it because they hate morality
and Christianity, and America was established on a foundation of Christian morality. Some hate it because they
are Socialists who love tyranny, and America was established as a Representative Republic. Some hate it because
they’re Marxists who hate Capitalism, even though Capitalism is what made America an economic power-house
for many years. 

http://radicalconservativerisso.blogspot.com/2013/12/white-privilegewhite-slavedavid.html
http://www.unz.org/Pub/AmSpectator-1993apr-00047?View=PDF
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Others hate it because they believe we stole Aztlan from them. Some hate it because they hate “infidels” and all
things un-Islamic. And some hate it because their forefathers were slaves and they refuse to forgive. It’s too late
to undo the radicalization that has taken place among blacks in America, but people should know that at one
time, even former slaves had an appreciation for this country:

"Think about it: we went into slavery pagans; we came out Christians. We went
into slavery pieces of property; we came out American citizens. We went into
slavery with chains clanking about our wrists; we came out with the American
ballot in our hands. Notwithstanding the cruelty and moral wrong of slavery, we
are in a stronger and more hopeful condition, materially, intellectually, morally
and religiously, than is true of an equal number of black people in any other
portion of the globe."  Link

Booker T. Washington, Up From Slavery

Institutionalized Racism

Over the past several years there’s been a drastic increase in black on white hate crimes. Maybe one reason for
this increase is because blacks realize the top law enforcement official of the United States has given them the
green light to attack. In 2009, in a testimony before a Senate judiciary committee about new “hate crimes”
legislation that was passed, Mr. Holder admitted the bill elevates blacks and gays to special legal status but
would not protect “white people” or “Christian ministers”. He said the bill was written to protect “those who
have been historically oppressed and targeted because of skin color or sexual orientation”. 

This explains many of the DOJ’s controversial decisions, starting with its refusal to prosecute the Black Panthers
for their voter intimidation in the 2008 election; right up to the present as it refuses to investigate hundreds of
cases of the “knockout” game as hate crimes because they are being committed against whites (by blacks) and
whites have not been “historically oppressed and targeted because of skin color”. In eyes of Eric Holder, Barack
Obama, Jesse Jackson Al Sharpton, and all the rest of them, whites can never be the victims of hate crimes
because they have always been (and continue to be) the oppressors. Of course the first time a white man
participated in the knockout game against a black man, he was charged with a hate crime.

David Horowitz, a conservative writer and speaker who was raised a communist, knows
exactly what’s going on when it comes to anti-white racism in America. He says inside every
liberal is a totalitarian screaming to get out. Maybe that’s because liberals are Marxists, and
one of the basic doctrines of Carl Marx was that politics is war conducted by other means.
This is why the left is so vicious and they try to destroy the opposition. This is also why, when
they finally gain control of a country multitudes of people die. Mr. Horowitz has written many
articles about anti-white racism in America. Below are a few quotes:

“The fact is that it is not okay in America to hate blacks; but it is okay in our
politically correct culture to hate white people. Entire academic departments
and college curricula are based on this idea. White people are the oppressors of
minority communities and cultures. That is Americas true legacy. There is even
an academic field of ‘whiteness studies’ to parallel black studies and women’s
studies. But the parallel is an inverted one. Blacks are celebrated in black studies
and women are championed in women’s studies, but whiteness studies (notice
how the adjective has been modified) are devoted to the subject of how whites
construct the idea of race to enable them to oppress others...Under the
influence of the left, our universities have become purveyors of racial poisons,
but the rest of the country cannot notice this, because the targets of the hatred,
whites, are not politically correct victims.  Link

http://www.exodusbooks.com/up-from-slavery/washington/2142/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YOABBn5Tnm0
http://archive.frontpagemag.com/Printable.aspx?ArtId=24303
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The same epidemic of politically correct, anti-white attitudes pervades local
governments and law enforcement authorities... Why should these facts surprise
anyone, when everyone knows that it is politically correct to hate white
people in America? Hatred of whites is a well-developed intellectual doctrine at
our nation's most prestigious universities and law schools - whole faculties are
devoted to it. Hatred of whites is widely taught in our nation's schools, where
they are portrayed as history's racists and oppressors. It is inscribed in our
nation's laws, which provide racial privileges and racial protections for those
whose skin color is any shade but white. Meanwhile, the Democratic Party
campaigns to ensure that hate crimes are identified in the public mind
exclusively with straight white males.    Link   

“The left's war against ‘whiteness,’ and against America's democratic culture
in the 1990's is integrally connected to the Cold War that America fought against
the Marxist empire after World War II...The agendas of contemporary leftists are
merely updated versions of the ideas and agendas of the Marxist left that once
supported the Communist empire. The same radicals who launched the social
and political eruptions of the 1960's have now become the politically correct
faculties of American universities. With suitable cosmetic adjustments, the
theories, texts (and even leaders) of this left display a striking continuity with the
radicalism of thirty and sixty years ago. Their goal remains the destruction of
America's national identity, and, in particular, of the moral, political and
economic institutions that form its social foundation.  Link  

When a former communist tells you there’s a war on whites in this country you need to pay attention!
Radicalized Blacks are the foot soldiers. They’re the ones who are out in the streets, inflicting real physical
damage to white society. Liberal politicians, judges, lawyers, and college professors are the generals who are
directing the war. They have succeeded in institutionalizing anti-white attitudes and policies in the political
establishment, the media, and throughout American society. When people like Mr. Horowitz sound an alarm
about what’s going on they’re mocked and called white supremacists. 

The idea of “institutionalized” anti-white racism in particular is seen as a joke by almost everyone because
liberals have done their jobs well. They have everyone convinced that institutionalized racism is, and has always
been, directed only against minorities. While that may have been true at one time, it’s no longer the case. When
mass media corporations are actively seeking to hide the epidemic of black on white crime in America, while
at the same time emphasizing the few instances of white on black crime, that’s a prime example of blacks having
the power of an institution behind them.

When politicians are scared to say anything negative about blacks, or any minorities for matter, for fear of being
crucified by the media and the political establishment, but they are encouraged by that same media and political
establishment to preach white guilt and white privilege, that’s an example of blacks having the power of an
institution behind them.

When blacks can’t pass the test that’s required to become a police officer and they file a suit to have the test
changed (made easier) because they view it as racist, and an activist judge rules in their favor, that’s an example
of blacks having the power of an institution behind them.

When standard credentials for entering skilled positions in law, or higher education, or the medical profession
are viewed as racists (because so few blacks can qualify), and they’re “adjusted” (made easier) so blacks can
qualify, but they’re not adjusted for whites who also fail to qualify, that’s an example of blacks having the power
of an institution behind them.

http://archive.frontpagemag.com/Printable.aspx?ArtId=24413
http://archive.frontpagemag.com/Printable.aspx?ArtId=24316
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When local and state government positions are filled with blacks who are not qualified for those jobs, when state
contractors refuse to even interview whites because of affirmative action laws, that’s an example of blacks
having the power of an institution behind them.

When, as Mr. Horowitz observes, anti-white attitudes pervade local governments; when hatred of whites is a
well-developed intellectual doctrine at most of our nation’s universities and law schools; when whole faculties
are devoted to it; when hatred of whites is widely taught in our nation’s schools (where they are portrayed as
history’s greatest racists and oppressors); when white hatred is inscribed in our nation’s laws; when the media
is constantly pushing the white privilege narrative; then it’s a fact (not an opinion) that institutionalized anti-
white racism exists in this country.

Preparation For Slaughter

Since the 1950's the word “racist” has been the single most effective political tool among leftist politicians and
organizations. They’ve used it as a weapon to shut down all debate and send their political opponents running
for cover. In American culture it’s used to brainwash white Americans into hating their own nation, traditions,
history, and worst of all, themselves. 

Making people feel evil, backwards and less than human for opposing their “progressive” goals has been a
fundamental strategy of communists since the early days of the Revolution. As a matter of fact, some people
claim the term “racist” was coined by none other than Leon Trotsky, the founder and leader of the Red Army
because he used it in his book, “History Of The Russian Revolution”. 

Actually the word was used earlier in both France and Germany, but Trotsky was certainly one of the first to use
it as a weapon to silence political opponents. He used the term to describe those who were refusing to jump on
the new Utopia bandwagon. In his book, he called the Slavs of Eastern Russia “racists” and “Slavophiles”
because they wanted to stay true to their own people, culture, and way of life. In today’s America, whites are
the new Slavs. Every racial group that values its own people, culture and history is celebrated, encouraged, and
even financed by the government—except one. Whites who express any loyalty to, or pride in, their culture and
history are vilified as bigots and racists.

A while back I posted a news article about a professor named Noel Ignatiev, who was
retiring from Massachusetts College of Art and Design and on his last day he called
for the genocide of whites. Mr. Ignatiev is a Critical Race Theorist who runs a blog
magazine called “Race Traitor”, the slogan of which is: Treason to whiteness is
loyalty to humanity. After making that statement he gave an interview to a the
“Diversity Chronicle”. The interviewer’s name was Fernando. Below is a snippet:

“Fernando: I understand that a few people objected to your advice to your white
male students on your last day of teaching. Why do you think that is?

Ignatiev: I chalk it all up to white supremacist attitudes. The goal of destroying
the white race is simply so desirable, it boggles the mind trying to understand
how anyone could possibly object to it. Those who object to my advice, knowingly
or perhaps unknowingly, are themselves white supremacists. They wish to go
on oppressing and exploiting other races and maintaining their own privileged
positions of power. That is the conscious and sometimes subconscious
motivation of all of my critics. That is why they object to destroying the cancer
of humanity known as the white race. That ugly disease, which dares to call
itself a people and a culture.

http://www.amazon.com/History-Russian-Revolution-Leon-Trot
http://www.govtslaves.info/liberal-professor-calls-genocide-says-white-males-consider-suicide-sent-death-camp/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Noel_Ignatiev
https://diversitychronicle.wordpress.com/2013/11/18/progressive-professor-urges-white-male-students-to-commit-suicide-during-class/
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Fernando: All whites, or just white males should commit suicide?

Ignatiev: Obviously, all whites need to be destroyed, but why not start with
white males? They are behind most of history’s greatest atrocities. Besides,
some of the brothers like to [sleep with] white women. Eventually white women
can breed out, but my feeling is that if you are a white male, you should kill
yourself now. If you are a thoughtful person, with a social consciousness who
considers himself white, you will consider suicide. It’s the right thing to do.”

If whites are so evil, why should anyone believe a word this white guy says? Since he’s also a communist, and
all communists are pathological liars, that makes him even less trustworthy. Also, if whites should kill
themselves for the good of humanity, why doesn’t Mr. Ignateiv begin with himself? He could set a worthy
example for the rest of us! Obviously he doesn’t view himself as white.

The double-standard that exists in America would be mind-boggling if one didn’t realize the whole system has
been co-opted by communists. The vast majority of America’s colleges and universities are openly Marxist (and
totalitarian). They shut down conservative viewpoints every chance they get and they manifest a blatantly hostile
attitude toward anyone who even hints of anything positive concerning the white race. When questioned by a
white teenage girl about his anti-white hatred, Mr. Ignatiev gave the standard CRT response:

“We do not hate you or anyone else for the color of their skin. What we hate is
a system that confers privileges (and burdens) on people because of their color.
It is not fair skin that makes people white; it is fair skin in a certain kind of
society, one that attaches social importance to skin color. When we say we want
to abolish the white race, we do not mean we want to exterminate people with
fair skin. We mean that we want to do away with the social meaning of skin
color, thereby abolishing the white race as a social category. Consider this
parallel: To be against royalty does not mean wanting to kill the king. It means
wanting to do away with crowns, thrones, titles, and the privileges attached to
them. In our view, whiteness has a lot in common with royalty: they are both
social formations that carry unearned advantages”.  Link

Makes perfect sense, yes? 

The promoters of CRT don’t want to kill white people. They just want to do away with the privileges that are
associated with white skin. In theory then, if whites would just convert to blackness and turn their power
structures and legal systems over to non-whites—who no doubt would share them equally and in perfect
harmony in the new multicultural Utopia—we could be spared, right? 

Well, apparently there’s some confusion on that point. 

The Guardian article (quoted above; pg. 14) said racism is ingrained in whites so deeply that even liberals who
preach white privilege and march in Black Power rallies are subconsciously racist. This suggests there’s really
no hope for them. But the infamous Mr. Cone said there will be no peace in America until whites begin to hate
their whiteness and become black. The word “until” suggests that there might be some hope, at least for race-
traitors like Noel Ignateiv. Obviously Mr. Ignateiv thinks he has arrived at that blessed state of “blackness”, thus
he doesn’t see any need to kill himself. Unfortunately however, his mostly white, middle-class students aren’t
so lucky because to them he said:

http://racetraitor.org/
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“If you are a white male, you don’t deserve to live. You are a cancer, you’re
a disease, white males have never contributed anything positive to the world!
They only murder, exploit and oppress non-whites...Slavery, genocides against
aboriginal peoples and massive land confiscation, the inquisition, the holocaust,
white males are all to blame! You maintain your white male privilege only by
oppressing, discriminating against and enslaving others!”

Wait a minute. Didn’t he tell the girl who questioned him that when he and his CRT buddies talk about
abolishing the white race they don’t really mean every person with fair skin? Didn’t he say they just want to
abolish the meaning of skin color? Didn’t he say they just want to abolish whiteness “as a social category”? If
they’re only interested in abolishing white power structures and the social meaning of being white, why did he
tell his students they don’t deserve to live? Why didn’t he say their power structures don’t deserve to live, or
their privilege don’t deserve to live? When Mr. Fernando asked him if all whites should commit suicide or just
white males, his answer was that “all whites need to be destroyed” (Hello—that would be white people). 

People like Mr. Ignateiv are murderers (in their heart) because behind all the double talk and political spin is a
desire to see all (non-communist) whites dead. They’re also hypocrites because they all partake of America’s
white privilege. It’s communist white privilege that enables them to keep promoting white genocide without
being thrown into jail, where they belong. It’s communist white privilege that enabled Ignatiev to keep his job
in the first place and it was communist white privilege that let him retire with his pension intact.
   
What’s troubling about Mr. Ignatiev isn’t the fact that he’s free to spout his anti-white, anti-American treason
in a government funded college. What’s troubling is the fact that he received a standing ovation from his mostly
white, middle class (and apparently brain-dead) students! Did they even hear what he said? If so, how could they
applaud their own deaths? How could they applaud being called a “cancer,” a “disease” and “good for nothing”?

What happened at that collage is frightening because traitors like Ignatiev, along with Black Nationalists and
Chicano Liberationists, have every intention of carrying out his wishes just as soon as they’re powerful enough
to do so. When that day comes, many white college students will be cheering them on!

White’s and conservatives of all colors have no idea just how much they’re hated by Black and Chicano
nationalists and the white communists who run the government. Minorities in this nation have been so
conditioned to believe the white man is intentionally oppressing them that anti-white race-crimes have become
the accepted solution to the problem. 

The past few years have seen a shocking rise in black on white racial violence. Through flash mobs and the
knockout game, blacks have been systematically targeting white victims. Yet liberals would have us believe
these incidents are the justified result of years of institutionalized oppression by whites. They tell us the victims
of this horrible oppression can no longer control their anger. According to Eric “my people” Holder, the violent
actions of black teenagers towards a helpless old white man are justified because of the “historical oppression”
these teenagers have had to face. 

This is Critical Race Theory. This is Black Liberation Theology. This is the religion of multiculturalism and it’s
being propagated everywhere you turn. Once your eyes have been opened to it you won’t able get away from
it. With the constant barrage of white privilege, the DOJ’s refusal to prosecute black on white violence as hate
crimes, the imminent passing of amnesty, and the continuous assaults on traditional American values, the
intentions of the Left and their minority allies are (or should be) obvious. They are trying to dehumanize all
conservative opposition and setting the stage for mass murder. Unfortunately, Americans have been so dumbed
down they no longer realize that in times of peace, governments have murdered more people than the combined
deaths of all of mans wars. This is especially true of the twentieth century with the rise of Communism.
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Over one hundred million people were brutally murdered by Communist regimes in search of Utopia between
1900 and 2000. From Lenin and Stalin, to Mao Tse Tsung and Pol Pot in Cambodia, to the brutal regime of
North Korea, to the purge of Protestants in Latin America, the quest for Utopia (ie; the perfectly controlled
society) has been a bloody one and much of it has been at the hands of non-whites. 

Of course you’ll never hear Ignatiev and his fellow travelers rail against non-white totalitarianism because it
doesn’t fit their narrative. The kind of system they intend to establish in America is not the multicultural
nonsense they feed their gullible stooges. It’s the one being formed before our very eyes and once it’s been
completed, it will be controlled by mostly white Communist and Fascist globalists. Multiculturalism will be
quickly replaced with brute force and tyranny. Only at that point will the minorities in this country realize
they’ve been played like the fools they are.  

Bringing a society to the point where they willingly participate in the slaughter of their own countrymen is not
an overnight process. It takes a gradual conditioning of the population to get them to believe some people are
not as worthy of life as others. We are witnessing this gradual process unfold before our eyes. Greg Stanton of
“Genocide Watch” has identified an eight-stage process that generally occurs when conditioning people to
accept genocide. If you decide watch the video, see if you can tell where we’re at in this process. I’ll just mention
a few of them.

Classification: Classifying people into different groups and intentionally dividing them along political or
ideological lines is the first step. Once this is accomplished, stark contrasts can be made between them and those
differences can be used to incite hatred and create discontent. The job of community organizers like Sharpton,
Jackson, Obama, Holder, et al, are essential here because one group of people must be kept in a perpetually
agitated state against their oppressors.

Multiculturalism is also important because it’s used to convince minority groups they should reject the whole
idea of integrating and becoming “American”. This is why we now have the ever-present hyphenated American
who is encouraged by traitors to retain their own culture because it’s so much better than the American culture.
This ensures that the countries vast population has no common virtue in which they can unite. 

Symbolization: Symbolization is the process of attaching a negative symbol or name to the ideology of the
targeted group. Overt symbolization is when totalitarian regimes force different groups to wear external symbols
for identification, like the Germans did to the Jews. In America we don’t have overt symbolization (yet) but we
do have covert symbolization through “mental associations” and these are just as effective. It’s very easy for the
mass media to attach an idea or a belief to a targeted group and it happens every single day.

For instance, conservative Americans (regardless of race) have been classified as “potential terrorists” by the
government because of their willingness to defend their rights under the Constitution. Christians are symbolized
as backward and intolerant, much like ISIS terrorists. Gun owners are symbolized as murderers. If you’re white,
you’re symbolized as racist.

Dehumanization: It’s dehumanizing to be classified as a blight on society (ie; racist, bigot, un-American,
extremist, etc.) simply because you’re white (or conservative of any color). The propagation of “white privilege”
dehumanizes all whites in the country. It’s an effort to get the world see whites as narrow-minded, backward,
uncooperative, mean-spirited, and the root of all evil in the world. Think about the narrative concerning the
border crises. Obama brought children to the border specifically to dehumanize any opposition to his agenda.
The humanity of those who speak out against the current wave of illegal immigration is now being questioned.
Questions like—how can you conservatives be so mean? We’re a nation of immigrants, aren’t we? How can you
refuse to have compassion on children when even Glenn Beck is helping them?—are constantly being thrown
at those who are simply trying to preserve the nation..

http://wn.com/genocide_watch
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The war against whites and conservatives of any color has been kicked into high gear (in the political sphere).
The above news item is from September 18, 2014. Communists House Democrats are demanding that Rush
Limbaugh be immediately removed from the air because they (supposedly) were disgusted with his remarks
about the new sexual assault policies being instituted on college campuses across the country. Click Here to read
some background info on this issue.
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Of course his comments were taken out of context and spun to mean exactly the opposite of what he was trying
to say but that’s not the point. The point is, there has been a complete rejection of the principles of freedom of
speech enshrined in the American Constitution. If they could, Marxist Democrats would permanently silence
every dissenting voice in the country. This is because the spirit of Marxism is the spirit of tyranny and murder,
just as the spirit of Islam is the spirit of tyranny and murder. Marxist congressmen and senators have tried on
several occasions to criminalize conservative speech but so far there’s been enough resistence to stop them.
However, that resistence is getting weaker and weaker every year and one of these days they’ll succeed.

The Left continually demonstrates by their actions that they are exactly what they accuse conservatives of being.
It’s amazing that they have the gall to accuse anyone of anything. Their hypocrisy knows no limits. The same
people who (falsely) accused Mr. Limbaugh of  “advocating for the tolerance of sexual assault” had no problem
in 2007 when Richard Posner, a federal judge, suggested that the government should issue “rape licenses”!
That’s right. A CNS news article reported that in his book, Economic Analysis Of Law, Mr. Posner based his
opinion on a morally relative cost-benefit analysis, saying that for some men the right to rape a woman exceeds
the victim’s physical and emotional pain.

“But some rapists derive extra pleasure from the fact that the woman has not
consented. For these rapists, there is no market substitute...and it could be
argued therefore that, for them, rape is not a purely coercive transfer and should
not be punished if the pleasure to the rapist (as measured by what he would be
willing to pay – though not to the victim – for the right to rape) exceeds the
victim’s physical and emotional pain.” 

Behold the fruit of Moral Relativism!

A federal judge explicitly advocates “for the tolerance of sexual assault” and there’s no outcry from the Left.
There’s no call to silence him; no charge that he’s waging a war on women or supporting a “rape culture” on
college campuses. Tolerance of sexual assault seems to be fine as long as it’s coming from a fellow traveler. 

Don’t forget it was the Marxist Left that introduced sex education into America’s schools. It was the Left that
initiated, and continues to support, teaching 5 and 10 years how to have sex with both genders. It’s the Left that
has turned an entire generation of American children into sexual perverts who’s souls are damned; yet they feign
outrage when rape runs rampant at colleges! These people are hypocrites, liars, murderers, and traitors. Mr.
Ignatiev was partially correct when he said whites need to be destroyed because they’re behind most of history’s
greatest atrocities. White communists need to be destroyed. They should have been destroyed as soon as they
started infiltrating American society but most Americans just didn’t care.

Has anyone noticed how outrageous the rhetoric of left-wing
politicians has become in the last year? Nancy Pelosi recently
said if Republicans take the Senate in November, it will be the
“end of civilization”. A congressional candidate named J.T.
Smith compared Republicans to the terrorist group ISIS. Back
in May, Harry Reid said the Koch brothers are “one of the
main causes” of global warming! 

These people are criminally insane. The minute they gain
complete control over America they will start having their
opponents jailed and murdered, just like every communist
regime in history has done. Anyone who doubts this reality is
blind and foolish.

http://www.cnsnews.com/commentary/j-matt-barber/federal-judge-envisions-rape-license-right-rape
http://www.amazon.com/Economic-Analysis-Law-Richard-Posner/dp/0735563543
http://townhall.com/tipsheet/katiepavlich/2014/09/15/nancy-pelosi-warned-about-the-end-of-civilization-if-republicans-win-in-november-n1891959
http://clashdaily.com/2014/09/full-retard-democrat-compares-gop-isis/
http://clashdaily.com/2014/09/full-retard-democrat-compares-gop-isis/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/fact-checker/wp/2014/05/08/harry-reids-claim-that-the-koch-brothers-are-one-of-the-main-cause
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Those who know anything about Communism understand that Marxists view their opponents as mortal enemies
on a battlefield. Thus, they seek to destroy them any way they can. Not only are they at war with their political
opponents, they’re at war with the American system and culture. They’re not seeking the good of the people who
elected them. They’re seeking power over those people in order to control every aspect of their lives. 

Conservatives, on the other hand, do not normally see themselves as being at war with people. They’re not out
to destroy the person who holds progressive views and they certainly are not a war with the American system.
Historically they have sought to defend the system, including its rules of fairness, civility, and also its
inclusiveness. This is a noble attitude but it won’t cut it when fighting criminals who are protected by the system
and are using that immunity to destroy not only the system that protects them but the entire country.

One side fights with a ruthless, take-no-prisoners attitude that recognizes no rules and has a murderous hatred
not just towards the system itself, but towards every person who is not a Marxist. Its Modus Operandi is
deception, intimidation, bribery, blackmail, violence, and every other form of political warfare. The other side
tries to operate according to the system’s rules of fairness and pluralism. It’s committed to peaceful resolutions
of political conflicts, which at times demands compromise. Is it any wonder the Communists have won?

Patriots have been trying to warn America for over seventy five years that Communists have been infiltrating
every level of American society but most Americans—in their pride and arrogance—have ignored the warnings
and scoffed at them. Well, the games over. A communist overthrow of the United States has taken place, mostly
behind the scenes but soon the reality of it be manifested for all to see. 

The Beast Kingdom

What comes next? According to the Scripture, a final empire will emerge in the last days. It will be man’s last
attempt to establish a Utopia on this earth. It will also be the most evil and vicious empire in the history of this
planet. For those who have studied the history of empires that’s a frightening thought. Will America be part of
that empire? Frankly, I don’t know. If it is, it certainly won’t look anything like it does today. As we move into
the final hours of this age we need to understand that we will be facing a life and death struggle for our very
souls, as well as for our bodies. Whether America is completely destroyed, partially destroyed, or simply
transformed into a full blown communist police state, our “American” lives are quickly coming to an end.



-31-

It’s not within the scope of this article to do an in depth study on the final empire. Those who are interested in
studying further can view the following passages: Daniel 2:40-44; Daniel 7:7-10 & 19-22; Revelation 13:1-8;
and Revelation 17:7-8. In these passages, that empire is symbolized by (A) the feet and toes of a statue; (B) a
terrible beast that rises from the sea; and (C) another beast from the sea with a woman riding on it. Taken
together, they present a composite picture of the beast kingdom.

The first reference to this empire is in Daniel
chapter 2. Nebuchadnezzar, the king of Babylon
dreamt of a statue comprised of different metals.
He called on the prophet Daniel to interpret the
dream. Daniel interpreted the meaning of the
various metals. Almost everyone agrees about the
identity of the first three kingdoms; it’s the legs
of iron that presents a problem. 

Historically, scholars have identified the legs of
iron as the Roman Empire. However, the identity
of the feet and toes (iron and clay) has been a
problem. These have been viewed as either Papal
Rome, or a revived Roman empire that loosely
corresponds to the territory of Europe. 

The Historical Rome/Papal Rome view allows for a continuous kingdom, represented by the statue’s legs, feet
and toes. The Historical Rome/Revived Rome view requires a period of 1534 years (so far) between the legs and
the feet. This time frame is called a “prophetic gap”. In more recent times, Bible teachers have begun to view
the legs and feet as Islam. Like the Historical/Papal Rome view, the Islamic empire view seemingly eliminates
the need for a prophetic gap. But if the legs and feet represent Islam, there still needs to be a gap because there
were 790 years between the fall of Greece (168 B.C.) and the rise of Islam (633 A.D.). 

There were no gaps between Babylon, Persia, and Greece because each empire was immediately succeeded by
the next. Persia conquered Babylon and Greece conquered Persia. If Historical Rome was the fourth kingdom,
no gap is required with relation to Greece because Rome conquered Greece. However, a gap is still required if
the final empire is a European revival of the old Roman empire. The bottom line is that both the Islamic and the
Revived Rome view require a prophetic gap—though not of exactly the same nature.

Our purpose at this point is not to say which view we think is correct. Rather, we want to suggest something
about this kingdom that could be relevant to the subject of multiculturalism; but first we need to point out a few
basic observations. To begin, whatever kingdom the feet and toes represent, it will be in existence during the
last days, just before the return of the Lord because when referring to them, Daniel said “in the days of these
kings” God will “set up a kingdom” that will never be destroyed (vrs. 44).

This is one reason for the confusion over the identity of the iron empire. At some point after the fall of Greece,
a kingdom of iron came into existence and it seems that part of that empire will continue (in the feet and toes)
until the Lord’s return. In order to avoid (or perhaps provide an answer to) the question of whether the feet and
toes represent Papal Rome or a revived, secular, Roman kingdom centered in Europe, some scholars have put
forth the idea that the kingdom Daniel referred to was actually a spiritual kingdom. The idea is that Historical
Rome was the iron kingdom and that after his resurrection, Jesus established his kingdom in heaven. From that
point on, the heavenly kingdom would begin to grow until it eventually fills the whole earth. In this way, Rome
can be the kingdom of iron and it doesn’t have to extend (in any form) to the last days and the return of Christ.
According to this view, when the Roman Empire fell, that was the end of the iron kingdom.
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There are several problems with this view. First there’s the question of when the Roman Empire actually fell.
There were two part of that empire. The Western part (with Rome) fell in 476 AD. but the Eastern part didn’t
fall until 1453 AD. Second, why hasn’t the “spiritual” kingdom been manifested yet? Daniel said the “rock” that
was cut out of the mountain, which struck the statue, would become a mountain itself and fill the whole earth
(vrs. 34-35). It’s been 1538 years since Rome fell and 561 years since Constantinople fell. Does anyone see
Christ’s kingdom filling “the whole earth”? The only things I see filling the earth is famine, disease, destruction,
tyranny, war, religious delusion, and the most vile wickedness.

It’s true that Messiah’s kingdom is being built internally right now, in the hearts and lives of the saints. But
that’s not what Daniel said and it’s not what he meant. Whatever empire the feet and toes represent, it will be
alive and well when the Lord returns.

In chapter 7, Daniel has a vision of four beasts rising
from the sea. These beasts represent the same empires
as the statue. The appearance of the first three are a
little abnormal but they were still recognizable—a
lion with a set of wings; a leopard with four heads
and two sets of wings; and a bear with bones in it’s
mouth. However, the fourth beast was so different
and ferocious, Daniel was unable to describe it. He
could only describe parts of it. It had great iron teeth,
brass nails, and ten horns (vrs. 19-20). As Daniel was
watching the ten horns, a little horn sprang up from
among them and became very powerful. It rooted up
three of the original horns. It also made war on the
saints, and prevailed against them until the Ancient of
days came and put a stop to it (vrs. 20-23).

Like the ten toes of the statue, the ten horns (or kings) on this beast will be in existence when the Lord returns.
When you get to the book of Revelation, John describes a different type of beast with ten horns. It’s clear these
kings will be part of the final kingdom for they receive power for “one hour” with the beast (Rev. 17:12). Thus,
the picture the Scripture paints of the beast kingdom is pretty frightening. It will be different than all the empires
that went before it. It will be dreadful and terrible and devour everything that resists it. It will speak great (ie;
haughty, proud, boastful) things and blasphemies against God. It will destroy the people of God. It will be given
power over all nations and all the world will wonder (ie; follow in amazement) after it. 

Not only will the world willingly follow the beast, it will worship the beast because of its military power, for
they say, “who is able to make war with him”. This is a paradox because Daniel said the kingdom will be partly
strong and partly weak. All that military might, all that power of deception, is offset by some kind of inherent
weakness in its composition. According to Daniel, the weakness is the wet clay:

And whereas thou sawest the feet and toes, part of potters' clay, and part of iron, the
kingdom shall be divided; but there shall be in it of the strength of the iron, forasmuch
as thou sawest the iron mixed with miry clay. And as the toes of the feet were part of
iron, and part of clay, so the kingdom shall be partly strong, and partly broken. And
whereas thou sawest iron mixed with miry clay, they shall mingle themselves with the
seed of men: but they shall not cleave one to another, even as iron is not mixed with
clay.

Daniel 2:41-42
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The introduction of wet clay into the iron makes it partly strong and partly weak. Whatever kingdom the iron
legs represented, I thinks it’s fair to say the iron probably corresponds to military might, or at least the strength
of the rulers themselves, which was manifested through its military power.

The phrase “they shall mingle themselves with the seed of men” sounds pretty strange. The seed of men is
obviously a reference to the wet clay. The iron is the “they” in that passage and it tries to mix itself with the seed
of men. If you look this phrase up on the Internet, you’ll find that many people believe “they” is a reference to
demons, or aliens, or genetically modified human mutations. Some of this is coming from “Christian” writers
like Steve Quayle, Tom Horn, and others. Since this error seems to be spreading through the Christian
community quite rapidly, we need to lay it to rest once and for all.

It’s clear from Daniel’s overall interpretation of the statue that the gold, silver, brass, and iron (legs) are all
references to literal empires that are ruled by humans. It is unreasonable therefore, to interpret the gold, silver
and brass as representing human kings or power, but the iron as representing non-human kings or power. In
addition, it’s illogical to interpret the iron of the legs as human power, but then turn around and interpret that
same iron in the feet and toes as non-human power. The iron in the legs is the same iron that’s in the feet and
toes. The only difference is that it has been diluted and weakened by the introduction of wet clay. The fact that
so many Christians are falling for the idea that the “they” in that passage is a reference to non-humans shows
that they are under the influence of deceiving spirits. Below is the NET translation of that passage:

In that you were seeing feet and toes partly of wet clay and partly of iron, so this will
be a divided kingdom. Some of the strength of iron will be in it, for you saw iron mixed
with wet clay. In that the toes of the feet were partly of iron and partly of clay, the latter
stages of this kingdom will be partly strong and partly fragile. And in that you saw iron
mixed with wet clay, so people will be mixed with one another without adhering to one
another, just as iron does not mix with clay.

If this translation is correct, then one of the hallmarks of the final kingdom will be its attempt to mix various
ethnos (ie; people groups and nation-states) together and unify them through globalist ideologies, politics,
economics, and education (one example being Common Core), in order to make them obedient “global” citizens.
Everything you see happening right now—and I mean everything—is being used to produce a global kingdom
that will rule over a de-populated planet of brainwashed zombies (ie; compliant global citizens) who are the
equivalent of drones and worker bees. 

Remember Obama’s speech in Germany back in 2008, where he said he’s a proud “fellow citizen of the world”?
That’s the goal. That’s why he was picked by the powers behind the scene to be America’s president. Beneath
his hatred for the old America (which was mostly white and Christian); beneath his rejection of capitalism;
beneath his love for Islam; even beneath his own narcism and self-obsession is the knowledge that his job is to
move the American people as far as he can towards the goal of making them compliant world citizens. 

This is why everything he does is anti-American and weakens the country. This is why he has opened the border
to millions of diseased and criminally insane illegal’s. This is why he hates the U.S. Military. This is why he
hates veterans and patriots. This is why he seeks to criminalize Christianity, while at the same time elevating
homosexuals and minorities to special legal status. This is why he has filled his administration with Muslims
who are actively seeking to replace our form of government with 7  Century Sharia. His job is to destroy theth

old America with its white Judeo-Christian culture, its national borders, and its single language, and turn the
people into global citizens who are loyal to the world, not to America. He’s doing this through a combination
of deceptive brainwashing and force. Once you understand what he was hired to do, many things that have made
no sense will suddenly make perfect sense.

http://althouse.blogspot.com/2008/07/obama-talks-to-berlin-as-citizen-proud.html
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I believe that when it comes to the beast kingdom, what we’re dealing with is a global empire. This thing is a
lot bigger than just Europe, or America, or Asia, or Africa, or the Middle East. John said all the world will
wonder after the beast and that it would be given power over all kindreds, tongues, and nations. He also said the
beast (and the “woman”) will reign over the kings of the earth, not simply the kings over Europe, or the kings
over Asia, or the kings over the Middle East. 

For years, people have been sounding the alarm that Globalists have divided the world into ten regions. The
above map shows what the current division is. Whether or not this particular scenario plays out the way they
want it to, remains to be scene. Notice that America is part of Region#1. This is why there can be no border
between Mexico and the United States. By the way, this division originated from the “Club of Rome”. 

The border crises goes a lot deeper than letting hundreds of thousands of Latin Americans flood the country. It’s
about doing away with the border altogether. This is the plan and it will eventually happen, either peacefully
through political means, or by force and Martial Law. Whether people want to accept it or not, the fact is, there
are powerful people on this planet who have every intention of setting up a global empire that’s divided in such
a way that makes it easy for them to control, and they seem to have an affinity for the number ten.  
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Another example of the number ten is the United States
itself, which has been divided into ten regions. In an
article by David Bay of Cutting Edge Minstries, not only
are FEMA regions “administrative units” of the UN, they
actually have their own military structure and form of
government, which can be implemented within hours of
any type of crisis. Once the FEMA government has been
enacted, what’s left of the nation’s original form of
government will be gone forever.

Most people don’t realize that in 2010 Obama signed an
executive order creating a Counsel of Governors to
coordinate between federal and state agencies and
National Guard personnel. Would you like to take a
guess how many governors are on that counsel? That’s
right—ten. One for each region. Obama doesn’t even
really need FEMA because he can declare full Martial
Law any time he likes and rule the nation like the tyrant
that he is, as long as the military backs him. 

Now you know why he has fired and replaced over 200 high ranking military officers. He’s trying to get
everyone who has any power and is still loyal to the nation and its people out of his way. This is also why he’s
intentionally weakening the military while at the same time, creating a defacto (and illegal) civilian army from
every possible government agency that will be loyal to him because they don’t want to lose their jobs.

Even though the men and groups who are behind all of this have been using multiculturalism to advance their
agenda in American and European social spheres, in the end I believe it will make their empire partly weak
because it will produce tribalism in many places instead of globalism. You can see this problem right now in
America. Multiculturalism has been used to destroy the very fabric of the nation; yet radical mexicans and blacks
have never been able to form a real alliance against their common enemy. They fight each other as much as they
fight the crackers and the gringos. 

You can also see it in Europe. The “European Union” was designed to eventually become a border-less super
state, comprising most of Region #2. Multiculturalism was a major factor in establishing that Union. Yet today
there’s more resistence to the ultimate goal of the Union than there was the day it was formed. Britain is on the
verge of leaving it and Scotland nearly voted to succeed from Britain last week. The very tool that’s being used
to destroy the cohesiveness of Western societies seems to be causing some unwelcome side effects that are
hindering the goals of Globalists. Instead of becoming loyal global citizens, many groups are embracing
tribalism and seeking to become kings themselves. 

In Europe, multiculturalism has been a huge disaster because of Muslim immigrants. German Chancellor Angela
Merkel declared that in Germany, multiculturalism has “utterly failed.” Both Australia’s ex-prime minister (John
Howard) and Spain’s ex-prime minister (Jose Maria Aznar) reached the same conclusion. These leaders are all
committed globalists. They’re not abandoning the New World Order. They’re just acknowledging that one of
the tools they’ve been using is flawed. The alternative media is encouraged by all of this and sees it as a sign
that “the people” are finally starting to wake up and resist the New World Order. Don’t count on it.

I’m not a prophet and I don’t claim to be able to interpret future prophetic events, but to me, the phrase “...so
people will be mixed with one another without adhering to one another” sounds like it could be talking about
the failure of multiculturalism as a tool for advancing globalism. Other explanations are certainly possible and

http://www.cuttingedge.org/news/n1179.cfm
http://www.cuttingedge.org/news/n1179.cfm
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I try to keep an open mind. Whatever that phrase means, there’s no doubt that a global conspiracy not only
exists, but is well on its way to completion. There’s too much evidence to (honestly) deny it and besides, the
Scripture says such a system will be established in the last days and that’s all the proof I need.

The Scripture also says this government will have a murderous hatred for Christians. According to both Daniel
and John, it will declare war on Christians and will be in the process of defeating them when the Lord returns
(See: Dan.7:21-22 & Rev. 13:5-7). We already see this hatred being manifested in many parts of the world,
especially the Middle East, Africa, and North Korea. That same hatred is beginning to rise in America.

Unfortunately, the great American experiment is over. Its people have corrupted themselves and its foundations
have been destroyed. Most Americans don’t realize it’s over because the full manifestation of its destruction
hasn’t been seen yet, but soon it will be seen. Should we, as Christians, care that our nation has been destroyed?

Yes we should, for it was the hand of God that raised this nation up. It was the Spirit of God, working through
men who cared about freedom and liberty more than they did their own lives, that gave us a form of government
unlike any other in the history of this planet—one which gave its citizens the opportunity to govern themselves.
Daniel Webster called the founding of our nation and its constitution a “miracle”. He said:

“Hold on, my friends, to the Constitution and to the Republic for which it stands.
Miracles do not cluster and what has happened once in 6,000 years may not
happen again. Hold on to the Constitution, for if the American Constitution should
fail, there will be anarchy throughout the world.” 

My heart still weeps over the destruction of America, not because I’m afraid of losing my liberty, or my
“American” life-style, or even my own life, but because I love the Lord and it’s heartbreaking to see what
Americans have done with the gift and the opportunity God has given us. Like Esau of old, we have traded our
national birthright and heritage for the pottage of greed and pleasure. Mr. Webster was afraid this would happen.
That’s why he gave the admonition cited above. This is also why he said:

“There is no nation on earth powerful enough to accomplish our overthrow. Our
destruction, should it come at all, will be from another quarter. From the
inattention of the people to the concerns of their government, from their
carelessness and negligence. I must confess that I do apprehend some
danger. I fear that they may place too implicit a confidence in their public
servants and fail properly to scrutinize their conduct; that in this way they may be
made the dupes of designing men and become the instruments of their own
undoing.”

Friends, it wasn’t Socialism, Communism, Humanism, Globalism, or the greed and corruption of politicians that
destroyed our nation. It was the “inattention of the people to the concerns of their government” that destroyed
it. It was our “carelessness and negligence” that destroyed it. To be blunt, it was our selfishness. It’s too late to
save America now. Our hope must be in the coming of the Lord’s kingdom. Jesus said when we see the signs
of the last days coming to pass we should “look up” because our redemption is close (Lk. 21:28). Right now the
most important thing is to make sure we’re prepared to enter that kingdom when he returns to establish it.

Dan Mace
9/23/14



-37-

LYRIC NOTES

1. Apache, Apache Ain't Sh**, 1993, Tommy Boy Music, Time Warner, USA

2. "Kill Whitey"; Menace Clan, Da Hood, 1995, Rap-A-Lot Records, Noo Trybe Records, subsidiaries of what
was called Thorn EMI and now is called The EMI Group, United Kingdom.

3. "Heat--featuring Jet and Spice 1"; Paris, Unleashed, 1998, Unleashed Records, Whirling Records.

4. "Sweatin Bullets"; Brand Nubian, Everything Is Everything, 1994, Elektra Entertainment, Warner
Communications, Time Warner, USA.

5. "Enemy"; Ice Cube, Lethal Injection, 1993, Priority Records, Thorn EMI; now called The EMI Group, United
Kingdom

6. "Armageddon"; RBX, The RBX Files, 1995, Premeditated Records, Warner Brother Records, Time Warner,
USA.

7. "No Time"; RBX, The RBX Files, 1995, Premeditated Records, Warner Brother Records, Time Warner, USA.

8. "F*** a Record Deal"; Menace Clan, Da Hood, 1995, Rap-A-Lot Records, Noo Trybe Records, subsidiaries
of Thorn EMI; called The EMI Group since 1997, United Kingdom.

9. "Bomb Threat"; The Terrorists, Terror Strikes: Always Bizness Never Personal, 1991, Rap-A-Lot Records,
Priority Records, Thorn EMI, United Kingdom.

   




