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Those Nasty Dahlgren Papers
A clear  view into the Yankee-Marxist worldview


By Al Benson, Jr.


10 May 2008


Any who have studied the history of the War of Northern Aggression has, no doubt, heard of the infamous Dahlgren Papers.


The Dahlgren Papers are a set of orders found on the body of Colonel Ulric Dahlgren after he was killed in Judson (Kill-


Cavalry) Kilpatrick's bungled attempt at a raid on Richmond, Virginia in 1864, supposedly to attempt to free federal prisoners


of war. Writer Joseph Galloway labeled Kilpatrick's raid "poorly planned and badly executed," and said it was "A Moe, Larry,


and Curly kind of caper."


Whatever it was, Abraham Lincoln personally authorised it. The idea of a raid on the enemy's capitol during wartime is not a


particularly alarming one. Jubal Early tried it on Washington in 1864 and almost pulled it off, however, General Early did not


have in his coat pocket a set of orders instructing him to attempt to murder President Lincoln and his cabinet "on the spot."


Ulric Dahlgren had such a set of orders in his possession and therein lies the Yankee dilemma (and worldview).


When Dahlgren heard about Kilpatrick's planned raid on Richmond he got


permission to go along. It is not clear whether he was aware of Kilpatrick's


unsavoury reputation or not. Kilpatrick inherited the nickname "Kill-Cavalry"


from his own men, who, early on, realised he would not hesitate a second to


sacrifice their lives in needless cavalry charges if it would help enhance his


military reputation, and possibly his political aspirations later on. In his book


Kill-Cavalry, author Samuel J. Martin noted Kilpatrick's "flawed character, " and


Kilpatrick's intolerance toward anyone who dared disagree with him: if he could


not win a verbal argument, then "his fists continued the argument." Typical of


the Yankee mentality.


Martin said he seemed more "noticeable than notable." Part of his flawed


character showed itself in his attempts at inflating his own importance in


military reports. Martin said of him "By recording blatant falsehoods about his


performance in battle, Kilpatrick showed his raw greed for fame as a soldier."


He was also not overly cautious in the female company he kept, much of it of


rather low character; but then, that's another story. At any rate, the idea of the


raid on Richmond seems to have originated in the febrile brain of Judson


Kilpatrick. Dahlgren, although he also exhibited the tendencies of the Yankee


worldview, seems to have been personally honest and a brave soldier. Too bad


he had to team up with Kilpatrick. It cost him his life.


The object of the raid seems to have been the release of federal prisoners both in Richmond and at the Confederate prison


camp at Belle Isle on the James River. Dahlgren was made Kilpatrick's second-in-command and given a column of cavalry,


with which he was to enter Richmond and free all the Union prisoners he could. Joseph Galloway noted that Kilpatrick had


about 4000 cavalry for the raid and said "The next day Dahlgren split off, taking 460 men wide to the west, aiming to cross


the James River 25 miles above Richmond and push on the city's lightly defended southern portals. Kilpatrick was to strike at


the northern approaches while Dahlgren freed the prisoners."


The whole thing went awry from the start. It was February and the James


River was too high for a crossing, and Dahlgren ran into Confederate


militiamen. He tried to hook up with Kilpatrick, who had actually gotten as far


as Richmond's outer defenses. By that point, though, Confederate resistance


had begun to solidify and so the gallant Kilpatrick tucked tail and ran, leaving


Dahlgren to whatever fate he might encounter. During the attempt to fight


his way out of the Confederate net, Dahlgren was killed. When the fighting


was over, a 13-year-old member of the Confederate home guard, looking for


valuables among the dead, found what would become known as the Dahlgren


Papers on Dahlgren's body. The youngster turned these papers over to his


commanding officer, Captain Halbach, who was totally shocked when he


read:


We hope to release the prisoners at Belle Isle first &...we will cross the


James River into Richmond, destroying the bridges after us &


exhorting the released prisoners to destroy and burn the hateful City &


do not allow the Rebel Leader Davis and his traitorous crew to escape.


And the instructions to his troops, written on Cavalry Corps stationary were


even more to the point: "The City it must be destroyed and Jeff Davis and


Cabinet killed." Here Dahlgren gives us a perfect insight into the Yankee


worldview: kill what you cannot control; destroy your opposition any way you


can--the end justifies the means!


The Dahlgren Papers were passed along to Confederate leaders, photographed, and copies sent to the Yankee General Meade


with a letter from Robert E. Lee asking Meade if this sort of thing had now become the official policy of the North (it always


had been the unofficial policy). At that point there was a frantic scurrying of Yankee generals trying to "cover their sixes" as


the saying goes. Naturally, Kilpatrick, when called on the carpet, swore that the papers were Confederate forgeries and said he


never issued any such orders. General Meade, according to Virgil Carrington Jones in Eight Hours Before Richmond, wrote to
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his wife and said:


This was a pretty ugly piece of business, for in denying having authorized or approved 'the burning of Richmond', or killing Mr.


Davis and Cabinet, I necessarily threw odium on Dahlgren. I, however, enclosed a letter from Kilpatrick, in which the


authenticity of the papers was impugned; but I regret to say Kilpatrick's reputation, and collateral evidence in my possession,


rather go against this theory. However, I was determined my skirts should be clear, so I promptly disavowed having ever


authorized, sanctioned or approved of any act not required by military necessity, and in accordance with the usages of war.


That was quite a revelatory statement. You can read it a couple different ways. Officially the Yankee hierarchy denied it had


anything to do with the Dahlgren Papers, but knowing the Yankee (Marxist) worldview, one has to question that assertion.


Over the years since this episode, authors have written on both sides of the subject. Duane Schultz, writing in The Dahlgren


Affair, seemed sure the papers were Confederate forgeries. However, historian Stephen W. Sears, writing in the Summer 1999


issue of Columbiad, took issue with that contention and felt the papers were genuine—and possibly the brainchild of one


Edwin M. Stanton. Joseph Galloway observed that in November, 1865: "Lincoln's Secretary of War, Edwin Stanton, ordered


Francis Lieber, the keeper of captured Confederate records, to turn over everything relating to the raid. Lieber gave Stanton


the original papers and notebook found on Dahlgren's body, plus all relevant correspondence from the Confederate archives.


Historian James O. Hall searched widely for the missing papers and finally tracked them to Stanton. "Suspicion lingers," Hall


wrote, "that Stanton consigned them to the fireplace in his office." Remember, this was the same Stanton responsible for the


missing pages in John Wilkes Booth's diary. If only the ashes in Stanton's fireplace could be resurrected and given voice, what


tales they might tell!


For my part, I do not doubt that the Dahlgren Papers were genuine, because they so clearly reveal the Yankee (Marxist)


worldview: do whatever you have to do to your adversaries, no matter who or what gets killed or destroyed. After all you


have to break a lot of eggs to make an omelette—and the end does justify the means, no matter what.


 


Editor's Note: As may be expected, the Yankee historian, James M. McPherson, contests the genuineness of the Dahlgen


papers. Steven W. Sears, in a scholarly study, refutes McPherson and concludes that the papers were indeed real, and further,


that their subsequent publishing in the Richmond Examiner (1 April 1864) may well have contributed to John Wilkes Booth's


assassination of Lincoln. Read the paper by Sears here.


 


 


About the Author


Al Benson Jr.'s,  columns are found on many online journals such as The Sierra Times and The Patriotist, and The Fire Eater. Additionally,


Mr. Benson is editor of the Copperhead Chronicle and author of The Homeschool History Project,  a  study of the War of Southern


Independence.The Copperhead Chronicle is a quarterly newsletter written with a Christian, pro-Southern perspective.
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I Saw Davis There
For President Jefferson Davis


by Cole Kinney


1 April  2008


I saw Davis there by the old gravestone,


Varina by his side. Sarah, Sarah, when we


Were young and the Republic still one.


Do you remember the flowers? Those three


Roses of Natchez? You said you would keep


Them forever, and forever was a step away


From a life we never had, and a blessed sleep


Compared to the din, the dungeon, and the fray.


I saw Davis there reach for the purple flowers


And set them above on the white remembrance.


Varina with her hand on his, and the two hours


Spent cleaning and pacing. There was no semblance


Of the man himself, but the boy long gone


Wept for his first love till the tears came


No longer; till that which could not be undone


Was undone, and Sarah, Sarah, but a name.


Years later, an old man by the Biloxi sand,


He thought most of Varina, how she stood


There to let him grieve, and held his hand.


Though sinners sin yet, yet God is good.


 


 


 


About the Author


Cole Kinney was born in the Appalachians, in Talking Rock, Georgia, along Carter’s Lake. He attended the University of North Carolina,


Chapel Hill, where he earned his Master of Fine Arts and PhD in Philosophy.


He is best known for his seminal The Logic of Anonymity: The Yankee and John 17, as well as his work in ceramics and statuary. Several of


his classically themed angelic statues adorn the South, though their anonymity remains intact.


At an early age, Mr Kinney began studying the life of the Fire Eater, Roger Atkinson Pryor, and he eventually published Pryor Knowledge:


The Life of Roger Atkinson Pryor, Fire Eater , which became the standard on the subject.


Mr Kinney currently resides in Unknown, Georgia, with his wife,  Unknown, and their three children, Unknown, Unknown 2, and Unknown 3.
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Goodnight, President Davis
("Thus always  the .44 Mag")


By Mr Poe, Chief Psychopomp, The Fire Eater


15 May 2008


I flew, not but a few weeks ago (April 16th, to be precise) to Mississippi. To Biloxi, where Dixie meets the somber waters of


the Gulf. I traveled there not to admire the view, though it is quite bracing at that, but to stand where Jefferson Davis had


stood: on the porch at Beauvoir, and on the beachfront, where he and Varina must have held hands many a night to watch


the sun fall over God's Country.


Jefferson Davis is, to put it mildly, one of history's least understood men.


At the same time, he is also one of history's most important figures, and


not just for the presidency he held from 1861 to 1865, a presidency most


Yankee Court historians dismiss as "brief," or "insignificant." In those four


years, however, President Davis secured a place in the hearts of his fellow


countrymen (and I ain't talkin bout no Yankee America either). Certainly,


many disagreed with him politically, policy-wise, and personally, but to


understand how large an impact he made upon the Southern psyche (and


as a Psychopomp, I know a thing or two about such matters), you must


reflect on the funeral procession which translated his remains from New


Orleans (one of my old stompin grounds) to Richmond. The procession


was one of the largest ever held in America, North or South (and who cares about Northern processions anyway?).


When the train carrying his casket departed from New Orleans for Biloxi, children at Biloxi gathered to place flowers for 300


yards along the track. White rhodendrons. Over 20,000 folks gathered at City Hall in New Orleans to bid farewell to ol' Jeff


Davis. The Yankees, as might be expected, pretty much ignored the event.


Even though Davis had been a soldier in their army, and even though he


had been their Secretary of War from 1853 to 1855, the Yankee refused to


lower his candy-striper in honour of Davis. Which, if you think about it, is


just fine and dandy. Why would Davis want the candy-striper to honour his


funeral? The Stainless Banner was much more appropriate, if you ask me.


In Alabama, the Stars and Bars hung above his casket where he lay in


state in the supreme court headquarters. On the wall, written in


evergreens, were the words: "He suffered for us."


And that is why I flew to Biloxi. To pay homage to the man who, indeed,


suffered for us. To the man whom the Yankee Court historians would


tirelessly and breathlessly excoriate as a "traitor," even though two special


prosecutors warned them that Davis, whom they tortured in a dungeon at Fort Monroe for two years, could never be tried for


treason. Why? Because secession was not against the Constitution. (Try reading the 10th amendment.) In a way, over the


years, Davis has become a symbol more than a real man; a symbol of both defeat and victory. Victory?


Yea, verily. Richard Weaver wrote that after the War the Yankee was


surprised that Southerners did not exactly rue their Southern-ness. Indeed,


one of the ironies of the War is that the Southerner emerged from it with the


knowledge, as Weaver put it, that the War "had secured for him a great


consolation prize—the conviction that man for man he belonged to a superior


breed," a breed which could never be "reconstructed." If Southerners were


tragic victims, as Weaver claimed, they were also held in the arms of a God


the Yankee could never know, for the Yankee worshipped at the altar of


mercantilism and ceaseless industrialist progress; and their saviour was not


the Christ of Bethlehem, but the skeletal atheist of Illinois.


It was with this knowledge in mind that I came to Biloxi, as well as to give a


small gift to President Davis. I pattered about Beauvoir for a while (which is


admirably repaired after the recent storm there), stared at the porch and


tried to imagine Jeff and Varina sitting there in their rocking chairs of a


summer's night, and then headed down to the sand across the highway. When


Jefferson Davis lived at Beauvoir, the sand would have extended a good football


field or three farther into the South than it does now, what with erosion and


suchlike.


I went close to the water, removed the small picture of an equally small derringer


from my beak, and dug a hole for it there. After I placed the picture in the sand, I


uttered a prayer for Davis and for Dixie, turned one last time to look at the old


homestead, and then headed back home. As I flew over Beauvoir exactly at 10:15


PM on that April 16th, I sang aloud three small words, which I'm sure Davis would


have appreciated: "Sic Semper Tyrannis," which is Latin for "Thus always the .44


Magnum."
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Beavoir, home of President Jefferson Davis after 


the Yankee invasion of Dixie.


 


 


About the Author


Mr Poe was born in a graveyard in Hoyt, Oklahoma (then the Indian Territory) between two Confederate gravestones. Upon


reaching maturity, which is not really all that difficult for a raven (a week after all), Mr Poe migrated first  to Jekyll  Island,


Georgia, where he roamed from Savannah to Key West.


After brief stays in the Canary Islands, Antiqua, Guatemala, and Osceola, Missouri, Mr Poe settled in the Marshes of Glynn,


Georgia.


At an early age, Mr Poe began his lifelong study and love affair with Dixie, resolving never to eat Southern carrion, but only the Yankee variety (which, it turns


out, is found in abundance in Georgia).  Upon hearing of the Fire Eater and its mission to create contemporary Southern culture, Mr Poe "volunteered" for the


position of Fire Eater Psychopomp, which position he now holds because, as he put it,  "No one else could do it."


As is true of certain varieties of corvus corax, Mr Poe holds certain psychic abilities which, he claims, makes him the logical choice for Chief Psychopomp of the


Fire Eater.
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Visit the Beauvoir website.


Visit the Mississippi Division, SCV.


Read a short biography of Jefferson Davis.


Research: The Papers of Jefferson Davis.


 


"Having achieved your independence, having passed


through the confederation, you assented to the formation of


our present constitutional Union. You did not surrender your


state sovereignty. Your fathers had sacrificed too much to


claim as the reward of their trials that they should merely


have a change of masters."


Jefferson Davis' Speech at Boston


Faneuil Hall, October 11, 1858
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The "Lincoln for African-Americans Gift Set"


By Mary Godwin


10 May 2008


Thanks to the good folks at Heritage South Aggregated, black Americans now have a treasure to remember the 16th president


of the United States of America, Abraham Lincoln. In offering their new "Lincoln for African-Americans Gift Set," Heritage


South acknowledges the tremendous role which Lincoln played in the history of blacks in America. Granted, the Gift Set is a


bit unusual, in that its different parts are not exactly the standard fare; yet every bit of it is documented by the actual words


of Lincoln himself, and therefore, politically correct!


My advance-review copy of the Lincoln Gift Set included a large-size, frameable picture of Lincoln, a stirring collection of


famous (and not so famous) quotations by Lincoln, and even a set of antebellum Lincoln Logs.


The portrait of Lincoln, entitled Sic Semper Tyrannis, was admirably executed, showing the lamentable assassination of


Lincoln by John Wilkes Booth on 16 April 1865 at 10:15 PM (Eastern Standard Time). The picture comes with instructions on


how to frame it, or you can take it to your local framing store as well. I had mine framed, since I wanted it to look


aesthetically appealing on my wall at home.


The "Quotations by Abraham Lincoln" came attractively bound in leather, making it the ideal coffee-table book to entertain


your guests. The quotations found within it come each fully documented as to accuracy (perhaps to preclude the usual


"Lincoln-bashing" charge of the McPhersonites).


This first quotation is simply a list of the Native Americans mass executed by Abraham Lincoln on 26 December 1862 in


Minnesota. I was surprised to find out that Lincoln is the only president in history to order the mass execution of Native


Americans, but it turns out true, as the historian David Nichols, as well as Hank Cox, show in their books on the subject. The


names of the Sioux hung by Lincoln are even given in the Gift Set:


Te-he-hdo-ne-cha, Tazon (Plan-doo-ta), Wy-a-teh-to-wah, Hiw-


han-shoow-ko-yaz, Mwz-za-bonv-a-dis, Wah-pey-du-ta, Wa-he-


hud, Snas-ma-ni, Ta-te-mi-na, Rda-in-yaw-kna, Do-waw-sa, Ha-


pen, Shooos-ka-ska (White Dog), Toow-kew-e-cheh-tey-mano,


E-tay-hoo-tay, Am-da-cha, Hay-pee-dow (or Wamme-omau-ha-


tas), Mehpo-o-ko-na-ji, Henry Miloroo, Cheskay-dow (or


Cheskey-etay), Baptists Camplotes, Tah-ta-kay-gey, Ha-pinha-


pa, Hypolite Ango, Na-pay-Shue, Wa-kaw-taw-ka, Toow-kaw-ka-


yag-e-na-jiw, Ma-kat-e-na-jiw, Pa-zee-koo-tay-ma-na, Ta-tey-


hdo-dow, Wa-She-choow (or Toow-kaw-shkan-shkan-mano-


hay), A-e-cha-ga, Ha-taw-iw-koo, Chay-tow-hoow-ka, Chew-ka-


hda, Hda-hiw-hday, O-ya-tay-a-koo, Maz-hoo-way-wa, and Wo-


kew-yaw-na.


The list is signed at the end: “Abraham Lincoln, President of the United


States.”


It turns out that 67 more Native American Sioux died in Lincoln's


prisons, but, of course, Lincoln had that bothersome war to wage
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against other Native Americans, like the Choctaw and Cherokee of the


Confederate States of America, so I suppose you can't blame Lincoln for


any old mass execution which comes along.


(Source: Cox, Hank H. Lincoln and the Sioux Uprising of 1862. Cumberland: Nashville,


2005)


Another fascinating quotation in the "Quotations by Abraham Lincoln" book was this one, taken from a letter from Lincoln to


his Secretary of War from New York, William Henry Seward (whose name is on the famous "Emancipation Proclamation"):


"As to fugitive slaves...slave trade among the slave states, and whatever springs of necessity from the fact that


the institution is amongst us, I care but little...."


"I care but little" about the slave trade and fugitive slaves. I must admit, I was a bit taken back by this authentic Lincoln


quote. But then, I remembered that Lincoln was a big proponent of shipping all African-Americans back to Africa (part of the


"colonization effort," according to Jeffery Rogers Hummel's history book, "Emancipating Slaves, Enslaving Free Men).


(Source: Lincoln Abraham. “Letter to William Henry Seward, 1 February 1861.” Lincoln and His Circle, University of Rochester, Rare Books


and Special Collections, <library.rochester.edu.> 5 March 2008. )


Finally, a quotation documented by a black historian, Lerone Bennett, proved highly poignant:


Lincoln wasn’t quoting anybody when he denied before some fifteen thousand people at the sixth Lincoln-


Douglas debate that he wanted a “Nigger wife,”...nor was he quoting anyone when he told a crowd of some four


thousand White Illinois citizens at the last debate in Alton, Illinois, that he supported the notorious Fugitive


Slave Law although he personally had “no taste for running and catching niggers.”


At first, I was surprised by this quotation, but Bennett's book explained that Lincoln was a racist: “To say that [Lincoln] was a


racist is to understate the case and to divert attention from the fact that racism was the center and circumference of his being


and that one cannot say a single true word about him that is not informed by that fact.” Coming from an African-American, I


guess it made me breathe a little easier; it's always good to get one's historical facts straight.


(Source: Bennett, Lerone, Jr. Forced Into Glory: Abraham Lincoln’s White Dream. Chicago: Johnson Publishing Company, 1999. )


The Gift Set also comes with a delightful, old-fashioned set of...Lincoln logs! The perfect gift for the kids!


Lincoln Logs go back to the early 20th century, when John Lloyd Wright, son of architect Frank Lloyd Wright, brought out the


line of sturdy, interlocking logs in 1916. Wright claimed that the foundation of Ford's Theatre, which he saw while on vacation,


inspired the shape of his logs, an interesting fact which I had never heard before. The Gift Set's Lincoln Logs enable your kids


to build all sorts of different buildings, of course, not just the Kentucky (real "land of Lincoln"!) antebellum-style "Manse and


Slave Quarters" pictured here, which portrays the neighbourhood in which Lincoln grew up in Kentucky.


As a gift set which focuses attention on the real history of the relation between African-Americans and Lincoln, the Heritage


South's "Lincoln for African-Americans Gift Set" should provide every African-American with a true historical portrait of


Lincoln, while also providing a set of Lincoln memorabilia at the same time. Who could ask for more?
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Mary W. Godwin was born in Mobile, Alabama. She graduated from the University of Oklahoma with degrees in Journalism and Ceramics.


Mary currently resides in Gadsden, Alabama, with her husband, William, and their two children, Noccalula and Coosa. When not busy
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The Pavement of Good Intentions


By Donald L. Gilmore


10 May 2008


Currently, while I was writing on contract a book for a New York publisher tentatively titled “Eyewitness March Against Hitler,”


the subject of the German civilians who were ordered to bury the Jews who died in German concentration camps during World


War II came up. When Eisenhower ordered the German people to perform this task in 1945, many thought it the right and


proper thing to do, a sort of poetic justice for the Germans. From my perspective, in an attempt to analyze the events from


both an American and German perspective, I came to an entirely different conclusion.


In the spirit of fair play, I thought that while Germans were known for the anti-Semitism prevalent


in their country for many decades, if not for a century or more preceding World War II, surely most


people must realize that if the creation of the death camps had been decided by a public,


democratic vote of Germans, no death camps would have ever existed. The animosity for such


heinous treatment of an ethnic minority did not exist in Germany or Germans in the nineteenth


century. That is one of the reasons why the Nazis kept the mass exterminations publicly secret.


Clearly, the German populace knew of the exterminations, however, if not their scope. Those who


lived near the camps could smell what was going on, the stench of death. And ordinary Germans


worked in the camps, and that sort of secret could not have been kept from the German people.


That is true.


What is not considered, however, is that the German people could not have publicly protested the death camps without


becoming condemned with the Jews, the Gypsies, the sufferers of psychological and physical disabilities, and the thousands of


dissident Catholic priests who inhabited the camps and suffered the same vile fate as the Jews. Germany was a totalitarian


state, one where dissent was impossible short of incarceration or death. A similar totalitarian, socialist state existed under


Stalin for the Russians. In such environments, few people are willing to risk their lives, only a handful at most, a few


Schindlers, who are willing to place their lives at stake for a greater cause. But the multitude of people in any country, and


that includes you and me to be quite frank, are not made of this moral fiber and are not going to rise up against a tyranny


backed up with a second-to-none secret police like the Gestapo or KGB or an army of fanatics like the SS, i.e., the


Schutzstaffel, the elite military and police units of the Nazi party, who were carefully indoctrinated and fanatically devoted to


the policies of the Nazis (i.e., the National Socialist German Workers' Party).


Rather than casting the first stone at the German people, as we did after the end of World War II, it


would have been more profitable and enlightening for us to understand their situation. Today, we


need to contemplate how a country might fall under the sway of a dictator and how a dictator or


dominant government can gain control of an entire population of a country and maintain it.


Clearly, the first step is to control the armed forces of a nation and its police. That is what Hitler


did. Then, just as important, a dictator or dominant government must gain control of the mass


media of a nation, which in modern times has the power to indoctrinate a nation, to influence the


people of a country to think as it wishes it to. With an army and police powers at its disposal and


with the control of public thought, a dictatorship can perpetuate itself. Does any of this sound so


foreign to us, for example, the control of the public communications media? Do we have an


apparatus, a media infrastructure in modern Western nations capable of obtaining this sort of engineered mind control, Nazi-


like in its efficiency and thoroughness?


I think we do. It is manifested in what we call the “Political Correctness” movement, which is largely sustained by the


communications media in Western nations. It seems harmless enough, I admit, and when someone brings up the term, it


generally generates an uneasy smile among many of us, even those controlled by it. It seems so harmless to many. And yet,


if you violate one of its implicit strictures, the media-either newspapers, magazines, TV, or voices on the internet-will besiege


you with pervasive attacks on your credibility, honesty, integrity-and, oddly enough, your righteousness.


Political correctness hardly existed among Americans, English, Germans, or the French thirty years ago, but it exists today as


a powerful social force. Simply put, political correctness tells us how to act, think, believe, and feel, and it does so


automatically. We no longer have to think; someone is out there thinking for us. And they are thinking right, folks! You may


be thinking wrong, folks! And you had better be listening up!


Nick the Greek was one of the first public commentators to feel the sting of political correctness. He proposed, almost off the


top of his head, one time, that black athletes were so superior because they had been chosen and bred by their Southern


masters to have formidable strength and physiques. The “Greek” immediately was assaulted from all corners of the media and


lost his job almost instantly. He had violated one of the tenets of the new and growing movement called political correctness.


It was as if he had hollered “Nigger” at a black person on live TV, which would also be politically incorrect, if you happened to


be a white perpetrator. Was any scientific investigation conducted to discover whether there was anything to the Greek's spur


of the moment opinion? None whatever, that I know of. There didn't need to be. Nick was merely removed from his position


in disgrace, almost as if by a deus ex machina. From then on, we have seen the growing vigor and power of the political


correctness movement throughout American society. No one can call a spade a spade any longer. I mean no pun, incidentally.


I must protect myself, even as I write.


What I am saying is that the long tradition of freedom of speech in the United States has been placed in jeopardy—has been


in jeopardy for some time. We cannot say what we think any longer. We cannot attack our enemies, unless they are the


prescribed enemies, those sanctioned by the implicit tenets of the new political correctness movement.


I started this discussion by talking about Adolph Hitler and the socialist government of Nazi Germany. This was a government,


too, that had its own twisted brand of political correctness, with a socialist bent, as perhaps ours does, also. Books that did


not conform to the Nazi political correctness ideology were burned; paintings that did not comply with Nazi notions of political


correctness, even in relation to art, were burned or destroyed. Men and women who did not conform to Nazi notions of
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political correctness were gassed, shot, and executed without trial.


So in ending this little discussion, I think we should all be a little hesitant to get on the bandwagon of this new social


phenomenon, “Political Correctness,” because you can never be sure just where that wagon is headed.


You know, there is that old saying that the “Road to hell is paved with good intentions.” Perhaps we ought to think for


ourselves for a moment and contemplate where the proponents of political correctness are headed and where they are taking


us.
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The Puritans and Political Correctness


By MacDonald King Aston


10 May 2008


If evil was born of the 1960s, it came not from the rock music born of the South, but in the form of political correctness and


its child, multiculturalism. To oppose political correctness and multiculturalism is, by definition, to take the side of the right, if


by right one means tradition. There is no way out of this fact. Whatever political correctness and multiculturalism may be, they


are projects of the left, specifically from the first-wave of the sixties, the political redeemers (usually Northern), and the right


usually misses this point. The modern leftist politically correct and multicultural project has its roots, however, in historical


antecedents which long predated the sixties.


The importance of the sixties for the project is that the people forcing political correctness and multiculturalism upon us are the


religious descendants of the New Left of that decade. The same righteous fervor they exhibited in the sixties in a politico-


religious form is now the Hitlerian, goosestepping religiosity disguised in a cultural form.


The Sixties and the Puritans: Political Correctness


We are right back to the heart of Puritanism. The Puritans resolutely believed that they knew the truth of God’s Word. Having


failed in their religious errand in England, they migrated to New England where they could establish a strict theocracy. They


were not tolerant of religious freedom, to say the least, and they punished dissent ruthlessly, even by death. The left wants to


change you politically, to force you, by violence if necessary, to accept its political views whether you like it or not. The word


“force” is an unavoidable term in the discussion of political correctness, for political correctness is synonymous with forced


behavioral change. The words “political correctness” are therefore apt. The agenda is defined by the word “politically” and


executed through the cultural term “correctness.” It is an attempt to make you behave “correctly” by forcing you to believe a


given set of political propositions. It is raw politics pretending to act as a cultural debate. But it is not a debate. It is radical


politics. That it is political is seen in the definition: “political correctness: conformity to a belief that language and practices


which could offend political sensibilities should be eliminated.”


But what are “political sensibilities”?


Many people today use the words


“political correctness” with only a vague


understanding of what it means. Usually


they know they have said something


wrong, something socially unacceptable.


Saying the wrong thing in today’s


politically correct atmosphere can cost


you your job or have you expelled from


college, or worse.


If you don’t believe that the left controls


most of today’s American culture, try this


exercise (if you feel adventurous and


have prepared the bail you will need to


get out of jail.) Walk into any grocery


store in America, step up to the


customer-service counter, and ask the


clerk if the store has any food “especially


made for niggers, kikes, and chinks.” If


you have any sense at all, you will get


your bail money ready and hold out your


hands for the handcuffs which will soon


arrive. Of course, I am not arguing that


it is right to call people names. But there


is something else at work here, another


dynamic altogether. It is not, according


to the Leftist Canon, permitted to


denigrate “ethnic minorities.” Free speech? Oh, that doesn’t apply, because of the new and improved “hate crime” laws which


the clerk could easily cite against your “intimidation.” Now go into another grocery store if you dare and walk up to the


Customer Service clerk again. This time ask if the store has any food made “especially for rednecks, trailer trash, and white


trash.” I can guarantee you that no police will pull up outside the store, tires screeching. I can guarantee no offended


customers. I can guarantee no offended clerk. Why? Because the left’s agenda concerns the destruction of the dominant


culture, not the destruction of the various subcultures beneath it. To the left, it is perfectly acceptable to demean anyone who


descends from the white Europeans who settled America, fought for its freedom from Great Britain, and wrote its Constitution


(and who fought, once more, for freedom in 1861-1865).To understand why this phenomenon is what it is, you must first


understand political correctness and its concomitant effects.


What is political correctness? Political correctness is, at heart, a linguistic phenomenon. Political correctness is also a political


movement, subscribed to by a political faction—the left—intent upon forcing it upon our entire culture and society. It is an


ideological enemy of Western culture, bitterly opposed to both Christianity and the Western culture it produced. Political


correctness is a behavioural programme, an implementation of a socio-politico regime aimed at changing behaviour (through


force and threats of force). Political correctness is a revolutionary political agenda backed up by force of law and just plain


force. Millions of people forcing other millions of people to silence with politically correct speech and behaviour. “Hate crimes”


laws now include “intimidation,” including simply speaking words which might “offend” others. Say the wrong thing and go to


jail or lose your job. Millions of Americans are now forced to attend “diversity and tolerance” meetings by their employers—or


else. And the goal of these “diversity and tolerance” meetings is directed at changing the behaviour of the employees—whether
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they like it or not. The Puritans of the 17th century and their Yankee descendants would have been delighted.


The words “change management initiative” are often used to describe a corporation’s efforts to change its employees’ political


beliefs to conform with the corporate cultural beliefs, synonymous with leftist beliefs. Here is an example:


Equality training in the workplace is usually undertaken in an attempt to develop knowledge, skills, behaviours or


attitudes through learning experiences, which are carried out in a planned and systematic way in order to


achieve effective performance in an activity or range of activities, or to change a behaviour or range of


behaviours and thus to change or reinforce the culture of an organisation.


“To change a behaviour or range of behaviours.” That statement encapsulates the entire politically correct ideology. Like


Winston Smith in George Orwell’s 1984, we are all potentially guilty of “thoughtcrime.” And Big Brother is watching. In


legislation, in police cars, and with surveillance cameras. Political correctness is the alteration of language to redress real or


alleged injustices and discrimination or to avoid offense. The term most often appears in the form politically correct or PC, and


is generally used mockingly or disparagingly. “One stated aim of politically correct language is to prevent the exclusion or the


offending of people because of their differences or handicaps.” Note the primacy of language in this definition.


In real life, political correctness extends to nonverbal behaviour as well. For example, depending upon where you live in


America, if a man holds a door open for a woman out of courtesy, the woman can complain that the man is not being


“politically correct,” that he is not recognising her “gender equality,” that he is subtly “oppressing” her as a woman. (In other


parts of the land, a woman can attack a man who does not hold a door open for her, claiming he is “impolite.”) Nonetheless,


most of what we mean by political correctness concerns language in one way or another, and language always in relation to


forced behavioural change. For that reason, the old bugaboo of linguistics, the Sapir-Whorf hypothesis, comes back to haunt


its detractors. The Sapir-Whorf hypothesis is a linguistic theory; it states that language, in some way, influences thought. In


its “strong” form, the Sapir-Whorf hypothesis would account for political correctness by theorising, to take one example, that


racist language creates racist thought. This line of reasoning should sit well with the left, since it basically proposes what the


left wants: to force people to avoid offending other people.


A website distributing free "prewritten term papers," presumably so a student does not have to write an original one, offered


up this definition which shows the relation of political correctness to multiculturalism:


Political Correctness refers to matters of inclusive speech, advocacy of nonracist, nonageist, nonsexist


terminology, and insistence on affirmative action policies, avoidance of Eurocentrism as reflected in a


“traditional” canon of literature, acceptance of multiculturalism as a valued feature of American society, and


dismantling hierarchy as controlled by a white male power structure.


This last definition more accurately agrees with the position of many conservatives, who regard political correctness as an


attack upon the European roots of those who settled America in the 17th and 18th centuries. Such an attack, they reason, is


also an attack upon the traditional American culture and values derived from those settlers. They are correct. But political


correctness affects our schools in many different ways. Teachers are silenced. Texts are rewritten to satisfy politically correct


bias and sensitivity guidelines. Even as I write, a project is underway in Missouri to rewrite the history of the border war of the


1850s and 1860s, to tame it and turn it to the Yankee’s need to buttress his mythology. I have little doubt that the Missouri


project will succeed, given the necessity for propaganda to evince a foundation which supports its ends.


History


In its historical context, political correctness traces its lineage to those followers of Marx in the West (as opposed to the Soviet


Union), who, faced with the obvious shortcomings of Marx’s predictions about the future, melded his economic and historical


ideas with those of Sigmund Freud (1856-1939) and a mish-mash of philosophers from Aristotle to Hegel, to produce a set of


radical social theories. The most important of these “neo-Marxists” were those in the Frankfurt School (Institut für


Sozialforschung), an institute in Germany founded by Carl Grünberg in 1923 and allied with the University of Frankfurt. The


Frankfurt School included Max Horkheimer, who became its director in 1930, and who brought on board Marxist theorists such


as T. W. Adorno, Erich Fromm, Herbert Marcuse, and Walter Benjamin. These men combined various disciplines such as


sociology, philosophy, psychology, and economics, to critique popular culture, music, capitalist culture (and especially the role


of the individual within it), fascism, and authoritarianism. This synthetic approach was called “Critical Theory.” Critical Theory


selectively used some of Marx’s ideas for analyses of social relations under capitalism, while ignoring other parts of Marx’s


writings.


Members of the Frankfurt school were not in other words orthodox Marxists, but rather neo-


Marxist anti-capitalists with a profound distaste for the societies which embodied capitalism,


including Europe and the United States. The type of Marxism espoused by the members of the


Frankfurt School is often called Cultural Marxism, a synonym for political correctness. Cultural


Marxism is a term used to capture the close ties between the ideology of political correctness,


egalitarianism, and the ideology from which it came, Marxism. Patrick Buchanan, an enemy of


the left, uses the term Cultural Marxism in The Death of the West: “Political correctness is


cultural Marxism, a regime to punish dissent and to stigmatize social heresy as the Inquisition


punished religious heresy. Its trademark is intolerance.” Bill Lind, equally detested by the left, also identifies Cultural Marxism


with political correctness: “Political Correctness is Cultural Marxism. It is Marxism translated from economic into cultural


terms.” Lind traces political correctness back beyond the sixties: “It is an effort that goes back not to the 1960s and the


hippies and the peace movement, but back to World War I. If we compare the basic tenets of Political Correctness with


classical Marxism the parallels are very obvious.” I prefer the term neo-Marxism because it more accurately describes the


intellectual and political background of the concept, but Cultural Marxism is a valid description of the phenomenon.


Marxism itself is at its heart a theory, or theories, about radical egalitarianism, the belief in equal political, economic, social,


and civil rights for all people. Radical egalitarianism is a belief in a theory about human nature, namely that all human beings


are fundamentally equal. All well and good. But what does equal mean in this context?


There are two main definitions of equality as defined politically: equality of opportunity and equality of condition. Both


definitions use the metaphor of hierarchy. Equality of opportunity refers to a hierarchically ordered society where the hierarchy,


or class, is determined by merit rather than by some innate equality. In other words, the cream rises to the top. Society is


better served by recognising that some people are simply better at some things than others. Equality of condition is the


opposite, the notion that society—usually a centralised government—provides the conditions which promote equality among its


citisens. Equality of condition assumes for its goal equal results and for this reason is sometimes called “equality of results.”


The American philosopher and educator, Mortimer J. Adler, used the analogy of a race to describe the difference between


equality of opportunity and equality of condition. In a foot race, assuming that all racers start with equal circumstances to


allow them to win, racers come to the race with equality of condition, meaning that all racers start with the same conditions:


the length of the track, the heat of the day, and so forth. All the racers face the same conditions under which the race is run.


Some racers are faster than others, though. Some have more determination than others. At the biological level, not all the


racers are equal at all. If they were, there would never be a winner—just ties. In the end, the winner of the race takes


advantage of the inherent inequality among the racers. Indeed, a race assumes that one of the racers is unequal—he is faster


than the other racers. When awards are handed out at the finish, the medals—first place, second place, third place—represent


the inequality of conditions presupposed by the inequality of the racers’ abilities. Equality of opportunity, therefore, refers to


the notion that human beings are not innately equal in their results, but are equal, at least potentially, in their “starting gun”


conditions. The conditions being equal, equality of opportunity asserts that the first-place racer wins because of some







5/26/08 3:39 PMThe Puritans and Political Correctnes by MacDonald King Aston


Page 3 of 4http://www.fireeater.org/CONTENT3/PC_MKA08/pcMKA08.html


Cartoon courtesy of Cubanology.com


opportunity he has exploited, perhaps the fact that he is simply faster than the rest of the racers. Equality of condition, in


reverse, assumes that all racers start out and end up with the same conditions. Awarding medals based on unequal results—


first place, second place, third place—is an admission that all the racers do not end up with the same conditions—that some


racers are unequal to others in some respect.


The problem with both definitions lies in overlooking the underlying meaning of equality itself. Equality, whether physical,


intellectual, moral, or economic, among human beings simply does not exist. But it does exist as another one of the building


blocks of the Yankee Myth: the idea of innate equality or radical egalitarianism, which is tied to compulsory conformance to


societal conventions, as seen in the Puritans and developed in full by the Yankee. It doesn’t take much imagination to see the


effects of an egalitarian ideology at work today. The entire “diversity and tolerance” movement is built upon it and political


correctness is a direct fruit of it. But no ideology is more famous for is insistence upon radical egalitarianism than Marxism; it


was Marx who thought that capitalism denies to most what it gives to a few. Capitalism, according to Marx, does not provide


for equality of condition. All racers do not start out with the same conditions. Capitalists agree, but point out the virtue of


having the competition in the first place: a winner will be determined. Neo-Marxism as a leftist “improvement” upon historical


Marxism, is an attempt to bring about the dissolution of a culture—specifically European-based cultures like ours—by


redefining the culture from within rather than warring upon it from without. It is a “bottom-up” revolutionary tactic which


evolved from traditional, economic Marxism. But whereas Marx wanted to effect his revolution of the proletariat through


economic means, cultural Marxists, like the German,Herbert Marcuse, believed in a cultural revolution directed against the very


core of a given society (namely, the capitalist, Western societies, like the American Empire).


Marcuse was not only a member of the Frankfurt School, but a Marxist professor at Brandeis University (in the belly of the


Yankee Beast, Massachusetts), not to mention an intelligence officer for the US Government. Marcuse is important to this


discussion because he represents a connection between the conscious efforts to impose neo-Marxism on American culture and


the popular culture of the 1960s, especially the “New Left” radical student movement. In other words, Marcuse envisioned an


attack on the core values of American society which would lead to its disintegration, and he rode on the coattails of the sixties


radicals to help effect that disintegration. In An Essay on Liberation, Marcuse makes the linguistic connection between the


radical New Left and its attack upon “the Establishment,” when he writes that “in the most militant areas of protest, it


amounts to a methodical reversal of meaning.” In the black militancy of the sixties, Marcuse saw an even greater threat to the


Establishment through the “far more subversive universe of discourse” of the black militant movement. “Here,” he wrote, “is a


systematic linguistic rebellion,” in which blacks redefine “some of the most sublime and sublimated concepts of Western


civilization,” a rebellion that to him meant a cultural form of Marxist revolutionary thought and action. In a hint of the political


correctness to come, Marcuse also wrote, of black ghettos, that “while it is true that the white man is guilty, it is equally true


that white men are rebels and radicals.”


In One-Dimensional Man, Marcuse attacks the culture at


its root: the family. “Massive socialization begins at home


and arrests the development of consciousness and


conscience.” Because Western—and American—culture is


the agent of this “massive socialization,” Marcuse sees the


way to change the repressive culture through a


“redefinition of needs.” If, for example, people could be


weaned from television and other forms of “false fathers,”


they would be freed of their repressive needs and what


historical Marxism could not achieve would be finally


realised: “the disintegration of the system.” By “the


system,” Marcuse meant civilisation itself, and by


civilisation he meant culture, as he spelled out in Eros and


Civilization. Marcuse’s words perfectly describe the


outward form of political correctness, which despite its


insistence on “celebrating diversity,” prohibits the


underlying ideas of the ideology itself from open


expression (so much for “diversity”). As a neo-Marxist,


Marcuse grasped the main Marxist thesis (historical


materialism), but he went beyond it, recognizing that


much of Marx’s revelation had not come true. The


proletariat, for example, a Marxist word for “the


oppressed masses,” had not risen against their “masters”;


the Oppressive State had not faded away into the sunset


of political ideas. Marcuse, along with others, especially


his colleagues in the Frankfurt School, sought to extend


Marxist ideas to produce an explanation for the holes in


Marx’s theories (since there is no one Marxist theory). In


the Soviet Union, for example, the great Marxist dream


had crumbled to a totalitarian dust during Marcuse’s own


lifetime. What to do? Marcuse’s solution was to take the redemptive Messianic message of Marx’s “proletariat” and place it in


the hands of alienated minorities, radical students, hippies, Viet Cong guerrillas, and Black Power militants. Such groups, he


declared, could form liberating elites and destroy the managerial society. So reappeared the old Marxist–Hebraic (and Puritan)


pattern of redemption through struggle by a chosen people. In other words, radical minority groups could seek to destroy


Western civilisation from within by subverting the institutions which made up that civilisation. The new proletariat in Marcuse’s


eyes was made of feminists, radical students, homosexuals, revolutionaries, the asocial and disenfranchised. The weapons of


neo-Marxist’s like Marcuse were not the old ones, such as armed uprisings, printed pamphlets, and so forth. The new weapons


were hedonistic and more subtle than the old: sex, drugs, and rock-and-roll. Juvenal’s panis et circenses in short.


Marcuse and the other members of the Frankfurt School—not to mention the New Left on the campuses in the sixties—already


had a base upon which to build. Another voice had already put forth a more cogently dangerous form of the cultural Marxist


idea: Antonio Gramsci (1891-1937), an Italian politician and intellectual. Gramsci, having joined the Socialist Party in 1914,


left that organisation and founded the Italian Communist Party in 1921. He spent two years in the Soviet Union before


returning to head the Italian Communist Party in 1924. In 1926, Mussolini banned the party and threw Gramsci in prison for 11


years. Gramsci died at 46 upon release. Gramsci’s version of Marx’s theories of history and sociology was quite different than


Marx’s. Like other disillusioned Communists who had not seen the materialisation of the Great Proletarian Revolution—indeed,


the proletariat was busy becoming the Enemy; the mercantilist Puritan of New England had thwarted Marx—Gramsci sought


another answer to battle the Great Satan of Western Society. Gramsci came to believe one could destroy a society from


within, slowly over time, by attacking quietly but persistently its deepest values. He knew that he was up against the 2000-


year culture of Christianity and that to attack that culture he would have to use a revolutionary psychology (propaganda) to


break down the beliefs, traditions, values, and cultural habits of Western society. State socialism for Gramsci existed


potentially in the social life of the working class, and the Marxist state must be built from the culture of the people.


And how did Gramsci intend to proceed? What did he want? In short, he envisioned “a new proletarian culture (a civilisation)


totally different from the bourgeois one,” where “class distinctions will be shattered.” Gramsci was out to destroy Western


civilisation and he was not shy in admitting it. “What remains to be done?” he asked. “Nothing other than to destroy the


present form of civilization.” On the way to building his Marxist paradise, Gramsci saw the need for “a preparatory period


involving organizing and propaganda.”


It is this “preparatory period” which calls to mind the New Left of the sixties, for they could accurately be described not only as
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Marxists, but as Gramscians. Like Gramsci, they too were intent upon destroying Western civilisation, replacing it with Tom


Hayden’s “participatory democracy,” which is, once more, simply propagandese for “neo-Marxist state.” Thanks to the New Left


of the 1960s, we in America are now in that “preparatory period.”


The politically correct are simply the thought police who patrol the perimeters of that period. To this day, whatever “political


correctness” means, there is no doubt that to study it is to study “the New Left in middle age.” It is also to study the origins of


political correctness in the Puritans. A Time Magazine article called political correctness “busybodyness,” tracing it back to the


Puritans “who began it all.” The magazine put its finger on the ultimate cause: enforced conformism, the specialty of the


Puritan.
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