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      Have you ever had an idea that you didn’t share with anyone because you thought they
         would think it was a bad idea, or would probably mock you, then coincidentally, someone
         comes up to you and suggests the very idea you tried in vain to keep to yourself?
         That event, in a nutshell was how this collection of essays were eventually published
         into my now 5 volume collection of essays – books in my continuing series I’ve titled
         —The Progressive Revolution, Volume 5—111 essays including an exhaustive legal and historical, philosophical and jurisprudence
         analysis on the Progressive god of the Supreme Court, Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes,
         appointed to SCOTUS by America’s first ‘Progressive’ President Theodore Roosevelt
         in 1902, and severed almost 30 years to 1932. Volume 5 is based on my firsthand, personal
         observations over 35 years to find ideological justice inside a rigged system and
         existentially corrupt societal institutions that benefit Progressives over Conservatives
         or Nationalists. 
      

      
      My dear friend, Leonard McCoy, is a Professor of Political Science at Armstrong State
         University, who is the person of whom I allude to here as my original Muse, my inspiration. I paid homage to the intellectual contributions of Professor Leonard
         McCoy in positively affecting my cognitive worldview in a previous essay, Letter to Generation Y— “He is also an emergent scholar, a brilliant critical thinker and one of the most
         dispassionate, logical-minded men I’ve ever met. During my short tenure at Savannah
         State University (2008-09) Professor McCoy and I put on eight symposiums and participated
         in about four or five others.”[1]   It was this man who singularly urged me in November 2008 to arrange the essays
         I was writing at that time twice a week for WND.com into a book; an idea that I had
         two years earlier, but Fear, Failure, and fear of failure kept me locked inside my
         invisible prison; fear prevented me from fulfilling my destiny. It was he, Professor
         Leonard McCoy that also suggested that I arrange the articles in a topical fashion
         divided according to the primary discipline which the individual articles were about.
         
      

      
      In hindsight I am compelled to admit that Professor McCoy’s social, moral, and intellectual
         support of me has truly helped me to do things I would never even have thought to
         achieve on my own. Without Lenny’s steadfast encouragement, wisdom, and transcendent
         academic skills, I doubt that this 5-volume series on The Progressive Revolution would have ever come to fruition. Lenny is definitely a glass-half-full person as
         opposed to myself where oftentimes love to linger longingly in the bed of despair,
         however, just when I begin to get comfortable in self-loathing and self-pity, Lenny
         comes over and lovingly kicks my bed over, tenderly disrupts my comfort zone and says
         in essence, “Let’s get to work!” 
      

      
      Exceeding gratitude to Justice Clarence Thomas to whom I have dedicated volumes I,
         II, III, and IV (vol. V is dedicated to presidential candidate Donald J. Trump). Justice
         Thomas is a dear friend and intellectual mentor of mine whom although I’ve never met
         before personally, nor spoken to other than by letter, nevertheless I feel like I’ve
         known the man for a lifetime. In a word, he is also my Muse. Justice Clarence Thomas
         has been a true inspiration to me since 1988 when I first arrived at Harvard University
         as a graduate student in history and law, along with fellow student and a future U.S.
         president, Barack Hussein Obama (of whom I have no direct memory of), but undoubtedly
         played basketball with (since intramural basketball league at Harvard was a very popular
         outlet for us overworked students at the time). It was at Harvard where I officially become a conservative although I trace my conservative foundations back to my earliest
         writings in my undergraduate school newspaper at DePauw University in January and
         February 1983 (see essays, Birth of a Conservative Intellectual, Parts I & II). 
      

      
      It was Justice Clarence Thomas’s essential law writing, The Higher Law Background of the Privileges and Immunities Clause of the Fourteenth
            Amendment, an opus he developed from his notable Speech to the Federalist Society for Law and
         Policy Studies, University of Virginia School of Law (March 5, 1988), which he later
         published in a Harvard Law and Policy Review article in 1989.[2] This singular work of conservative, Natural Law jurisprudence was truly an epiphany
         experience for me and both animated and developed my legal worldview from that point
         to what it is today. Studying that article at the law library at Harvard Law School
         solidified my emergent conservative philosophy and forever set me on the intellectual
         path of reestablishing “Natural Law” which is the original intent of the constitutional
         Framers, the original jurisprudence of the Supreme Court of the United States and
         all derivative courts, and the only foundational rule of law and proper constitutional
         jurisprudence in all American law and policy, politics and economics. Nevertheless,
         it is my sincere view that the overwhelming majority of those in Congress (over 50%
         are lawyers), most presidents (including our current one, President Barack Obama),
         five out of nine members of the current Supreme Court and other courts, as well as
         the overwhelming majority (perhaps 95% or more) of university and law professors do
         not, and have never given any validity to the original intent of the constitution
         Framers which is Natural Law as being anything other than an historical relic of the
         past lacking in the words of former Vice President Al Gore, “no controlling legal
         authority.”
      

      
      Returning to Clarence Thomas’ article, here is a passage from that opus which affected
         me in a profound way and set me on the road to solidifying my Natural Law, conservative
         jurisprudence worldview based on the original intent of the constitutional Framers:
      

      
         The best defense of limited government . . . is the higher law political philosophy
            of the Founding Fathers. . . . [N]atural rights and higher law arguments are the best
            defense of liberty and of limited government. Moreover, without recourse to higher
            law, we abandon our best defense of judicial review—a judiciary active in defending
            the Constitution, but judicious in its restraint and moderation.[3]   
         

         
         * * *

         
         It is nowhere clearer than in the field of jurisprudence how distant the Court and
            the political branches remain from an understanding of the principles of equality
            and liberty that make us one nation.[4]  
         

      

      According to Justice Thomas the Privileges and Immunities Clause is the correct constitutional
         jurisprudence for determining fundamental rights. Jurists on the political Left fear
         Thomas’s fundamental rights view for two general reasons: (1) Because a redistribution
         of fundamental rights jurisprudence to the history and text of the Privileges and
         Immunities Clause in and of itself does not sufficiently disclose the Founders’ original
         intent of fundamental rights, and (2) Because progressive legal scholars and judges
         believe that Justice Thomas must further explain why his fundamental rights jurisprudence
         offers a better alternative to the substantive due process approaches he classifies
         as dominant in the Supreme Court today.[5]   
      

      
      Thus, while the progressive Left, who are often venal, reactionary critics of Justice
         Thomas, appear to be right that those who advanced the cause of the Privileges or
         Immunities Clause understood it to require the States to respect certain fundamental
         rights, an appeal to the history and text of the Clause, without more, cannot achieve
         Justice Thomas’s stated goal of providing a “guiding principle” to distinguish fundamental
         from nonfundamental rights, I am convinced that their analysis of the Left is short-sighted
         and fails to sufficiently take into consideration that the paradigm they are using
         is the Progressive jurisprudence—Positive Law, extant in American jurisprudence since
         circa 1900 but especially since the end of the 40 year Lochner Era (1897-1937), after
         which these benign legal “theories” became shackles on the fundamental freedoms and
         liberties of the people at the apotheosis of what historians called FDR’s “New Deal”
         (1933-45) which is the Old Socialism of Germany’s Otto von Bismarck (1871-90) which
         took hold throughout Europe particularly after the Bolshevik Revolution (1917). 
      

      
      However, Justice Thomas’s Fundamental Rights or Higher Law jurisprudence isn’t considered
         a relevant jurisprudence or seriously debated under America’s dominant Positive Law
         legal philosophy similar to the humanist Age of Enlightenment (1600-1800) whereby
         God and conventional religion was marginalized and Man was viewed as the center of
         all things. Law under the Progressive Left mandates a strict, uncompromising separation
         of legality and morality, however, standing in stark contrast to this Groupthink by
         the Left is Thomas’ fundamental rights jurisprudence which is solely reliant on the
         original jurisprudence demonstrative in the earliest Supreme Court cases and the controlling
         philosophy which was the original intent of the constitutional Framers—Natural Law—the
         integration of law and morality. In this article Justice Thomas calls Natural Law
         “higher law” or “natural rights” but historically, philosophically, and legally the
         terms are essentially synonymous, therefore, I will use the phrase ‘Natural Law’ throughout
         this book.
      

      
      In 1991, during my first year in law school and also during the time of Clarence Thomas’
         infamous Supreme Court Confirmation Hearings before the Senate Judiciary Committee
         where his judicial record and legal philosophy were perverted, and disparaged by partisan
         Democrats on the committee like Senators Joe Biden and Ted Kennedy, as well as by
         progressives, socialists, Black activist groups, and the largely White liberal media
         who has historically gotten a pass on being racist demagogues whenever a Black conservative
         like Clarence Thomas came in public view because they “made it” without the aid of
         Democrat socialist slavery programs. Whites on the Left find this an existential threat
         to be eradicated by any means necessary. The inconspicuous topic of ideological and
         intellectual racism is addressed in detail in my law review manuscript, Nigger Manifesto: Ideological Racism Inside the Academy (Vol. 4, Chapters 12-14). This long-awaited biographical work has recently been published
         (received, April 2016) by prestigious Colombian law journal, Criterio Jurídico (Vol. 15, No. 1, 2015), which is associated with the Pontifical Xavierian University
         founded in 1623 (13 years before the establishment of Harvard in 1636, America’s first
         college). A reoccurring abnormality in our political discourse is when otherwise nice,
         normal, gregarious, rational White progressives or ‘liberals’ become unhinged lunatics
         on the rare occasion that a Black conservative comes into the public spotlight like
         Reconstruction-era Black legislators, Frederick Douglass, Booker T. Washington, Allen
         West, Clarence Thomas, therefore, I’ve called this sociological phenomenon, the “Clarence
         Thomas Effect.” 
      

      
      Like many rational Americans I was outraged by the merciless slandering of this conservative
         legal scholar by America, a man of unimpeachable character and moral resolve. Equally
         affronting to me was the fact that virtually no one came to his defense. The Case
         of Clarence Thomas had the most revelatory and profound impact on my life other than
         my conversion to Christianity (August 8, 1976). The Senate Judiciary Hearings on the
         nomination of Clarence Thomas was truly a defining, epiphany event that solidified
         my emergent legal and philosophical worldview which during my Harvard Year (1988-89)
         was only 5 years old having become a conservative Reagan Republican in Dec. 1982 during
         my senior year of college at DePauw University.[6]   Justice Thomas’ resolute intellectual, philosophical and moral support has cemented
         a life-long bond between this judicial colossus and myself which exists to this day.
         
      

      
      Throughout this work in Vol. 3 essays like—The singular Supreme Court qualification, Four Horsemen of the Apocalypse, Part 2,
            and Natural Law or nihilism? and Vol. 4 essays including — The Four horsemen and Obamacare, Justice Clarence Thomas vs. Jeffrey Toobin, John
            Roberts’ cocktail party, Nigger Manifesto (the latter is a biographic essay as well as a law review manuscript found in Vol.
         4, Chaps. 12-15); both works detail my Sisyphus-like efforts since I become a conservative
         in 1982 to be accepted by my scholarly peers inside the Academy; to find ideological
         justice in America. Furthermore, in numerous other works are references either directly
         or indirectly inspired by the natural law jurisprudence of Justice Thomas including
         the controlling legal philosophy of these latest two volumes. In these essays I endeavored
         to pay homage to this brilliant legal mind whom I consider a jurist of the highest
         order and one of the truly great legal minds to have ever had the honor to sit on
         the Supreme Court of the United States. 
      

      
      On this point Jeffrey Toobin, a senior legal analyst for CNN and longstanding critic
         of Justice Thomas after 20 years of magnificent judicial opinions was literally forced
         to admit what conservative legal commentators as myself already knew years ago—that
         Justice Clarence Thomas was the “intellectual leader” of the Supreme Court whose uncompromising conservative jurisprudence
         rooted in a synthesis of law and morality, natural law and the original intent of
         the constitutional Framers, heroically brought the Court back from the abyss of naked
         judicial activism, welfare-state liberalism, progressivism, positive law and legislating
         from the bench of the Warren Court (1953-69) and to a lesser degree the Berger Court
         (1969-86). The SCOTUS ship has not been righted yet, however, America can thank the
         singularly brilliant legal mind of Justice Thomas (a man incidentally that rarely
         speaks from the bench in open Court) for setting the ship U.S. Supreme Court on the
         right course that the constitutional Framers mandated in 1790-91 at the ratification
         of the Bill of Rights. 
      

      
      In August, 2011 Toobin wrote a lengthy article on Justice Thomas in the New Yorker
         which was intended to be a severe criticism of Thomas’s alleged “conflict of interest”
         regarding Thomas’ politically active wife, Jeanne Thomas because he was offended at
         her criticisms of Obamacare. Toobin and other socialists, liberals and progressives
         have been demanding that Thomas recues himself from the upcoming Supreme Court case
         to determine the constitutionality of Obamacare, particularly the mandate that forces
         individuals to buy private health-care insurance. However, before he began his tortured
         diatribe against Thomas he surprised most legal observers by his open praise of the
         legal mind and jurisprudence of Justice Thomas writing: 
      

      
         [T]his year has . . . been, for him, a moment of triumph. In several of the most important
            areas of constitutional law, Thomas has emerged as an intellectual leader of the Supreme Court. Since the arrival of Chief Justice John G. Roberts, Jr., in 2005, and Justice Samuel
            A. Alito, Jr., in 2006, the Court has moved to the right when it comes to the free-speech
            rights of corporations, the rights of gun owners, and, potentially, the powers of
            the federal government; in each of these areas, the majority has followed where Thomas
            has been leading for a decade or more. Rarely has a Supreme Court Justice enjoyed
            such broad or significant vindication.[7]  
         

      

      CNN legal analyst, Jeffrey Toobin, quotes New York University law Professor Steve
         Calabresi, a co-founder of the Federalist Society: “Of the nine Justices presently
         on the Court, he is the one whose opinions I enjoy reading the most. They are very
         scholarly, with lots of historical sources, and his views are the most principled,
         even among the conservatives. He has staked out some bold positions, and then the
         Court has set out and moved in his direction,” says Calabresi.[8]   Ezra Greenberg, in an article in the American Thinker wrote regarding Toobin’s
         article in The New Yorker that, “The article is ostensibly about how Justice Thomas
         and his wife Virginia may succeed in shutting down Obamacare at the constitutional
         level. Walter Russell Mead and Rush Limbaugh have interpreted the piece as a warning
         to liberals that it is time to abandon the caricature of Thomas—who now poses a lethal
         threat to their political ends—as an unqualified intellectual lightweight.”[9]  
      

      
      I remember being a law student in the early 1990s that some of my law professors were
         teaching us students the conventional wisdom that just as the first Black member of
         the U.S. Supreme Court, Justice Thurgood Marshall, merely mimicked the judicial philosophy
         and opinions of his elder colleague and mentor, William Douglass, likewise Clarence
         Thomas “always” agreed with Scalia. This wasn’t true. However, some of our progressive
         professors were led astray by exactly who was influencing who? Greenberg adds clarity to this paradox writing, “Toobin also notes that Thomas,
         not Scalia (as is widely thought) has been the driving force propelling the Supreme
         Court to an originalist approach on a host of issues, including federalism, gun rights,
         and election speech.”[10]   To that list I would add Thomas’s most important is contribution a reemergence
         of natural law jurisprudence which was the original political philosophy and controlling
         jurisprudence of the Framers of the Constitution. Nevertheless, despite accurately
         and eloquently describing the vast positive influence of Justice Thomas on the Court,
         Toobin’s mind is hopelessly shackled in his liberal/progressive ideology which forces
         him to disparage the entire jurisprudence of originalism which is derivative of natural
         law and America’s Judeo-Christian traditions which in essence amounts to Toobin giving
         Justice Thomas a backhanded, grudging compliment. Toobin writes:
      

      
         Thomas’s approach to the Eighth Amendment underlines some of the problems with his
            approach to the Constitution, and with originalism generally. . . . notwithstanding
            Thomas’s enduring certainties, it is difficult to know what the framers would have
            thought of any given situation. . . . It is true, too, that the framers often disagreed
            profoundly with each other, making a single intent behind the Constitution even more
            difficult to discern, and the twenty-seven amendments (all with their own framers)
            created another overlay of complication. For all of Thomas’s conviction, originalism
            is just another kind of interpretation, revealing as much about Thomas as about the
            Constitution.[11]  
         

      

      In my opinion Toobin’s understanding of Justice Thomas’ critical role in the history
         of American constitutional law and jurisprudence is deeply flawed and cynical. Originalism,
         i.e., Higher Law, Natural Rights, or Natural Law, isn’t “just another kind of interpretation”
         but is based on the original intent of the constitutional Framers of which intellectual
         foundation is rooted in an inseparable synthesis of legality and morality. And not
         just any morality, but a specific morality historically associated with America’s
         Judeo-Christian traditions. 
      

      
      Furthermore, natural law is the original jurisprudence that was the singular judicial
         philosophy of the Supreme Court and most other courts from the origin of the Court
         in 1789 to the end of the so-called “Lochner Era” (1897-1937) which ended with FDR’s
         infamous “Court Packing Plan” (e.g., ‘Judicial Reorganization Act of 1937’) where
         two Justices (Owen Stone and Chief Justice Charles Evan Hughes) fearful of FDR adding
         six [6] more progressive jurists on the High Court who would agree to pervert the
         Constitution to force his welfare state policies upon the American people, began voting
         to uphold FDR’s Marxist/socialist “New Deal” programs in that infamous year of where
         the Left succeeded in rendering natural law and legitimate constitutional jurisprudence
         a deadletter—1937—from that point to today America is no longer a constitutional “Republic”
         but under what Jefferson called “the despotism of an oligarchy”[12]   – an existential constitutional crises created and perpetrated by the political
         Left and the Democrat Socialist Party since 1937: YEAR ONE of the Progressive Revolution—YEAR
         ONE of tyranny that killed the Founding Father’s original Natural Rights political
         philosophy and Natural Law judicial philosophy of the constitutional Framers. 
      

      
      To demonstrate how I bequeathed my Natural Law, Natural Rights worldview to the world
         through my son. Stone Washington (a history major and sophomore at Clemson University),
         published in volume 3 (Letter to Generation Y). Here is an excerpt from that essay:
      

      
         My son, Stone Washington, is [now 19 and has just finished his freshman year as a
            history major at George Mason University]. Since he was about 8 I’ve had him read
            the great works of literature and book summaries of the classics and write his own
            summary analyses of those works in addition to reading them to me, correcting his
            sentence structure, and most importantly making him defend his thesis and arguments.
            
         

         
         On July 14, [2012] Stone completed writing 100 essays from an anthology called, Book of Great Books: A Guide to 100 World Classics by W. John Camp (2000), which is 100 literary classics from the canon of Western
            civilization including writers like Homer, Plato, Machiavelli, Shakespeare, Voltaire,
            Goethe, Shelley, Dickens, Tolstoy, Dostoevsky, Melville, William James, James Joyce,
            Hemingway, Faulkner, George Orwell, Winston Churchill, Zora Neal Hurston, Maya Angelou,
            Toni Morrison and many, many more magnificent writers. 
         

         
         I wanted to teach my son that in order for anyone in the world to give a damn about
            his opinion he needed to first have an informed, rational and intelligent opinion. In order to have a coherent,
            logical opinion he needed to read (and re-read) the great books of Western civilization,
            to teach him to think on grandiose, sublime and transcendent ideas (i.e., ideas above
            himself). 
         

         
         To demonstrate how knowledge is power and character is destiny, a few months ago when
            Stone was in the eighth grade he was chosen to be part of a special writing group.
            When the essays were written and collected, the teacher [Ms. Currier] by chance chose
            Stone’s essay to read to the entire class and was stunned at his level of clarity,
            sentence structure and intellectual depth. She stated his writing was at the level
            of a 20-year-old, a college junior. 
         

         
         Overnight Stone’s reputation for writing and intellectualism spread across the school
            campus, including to the principal’s office. I told Stone in addition to the bad letters
            in his file for being repeatedly tardy and bullying that little boy (“Jimmy”) in the
            seventh grade, now you have a good paper in your permanent file to showcase your literary
            and philosophical side. Stone was visibly proud of this achievement, which made my
            fighting with him all that time in writing those 100 essays (772 days) worth every
            word, every sentence . . . every effort.[13] 
         

      

      My collective readership are the wind beneath my wings and have always pushed and
         prodded me to constantly revise and rethink my ideas; to never be satisfied with status
         quo, conventional wisdom or Groupthink; to ever improve with each subsequent article
         or in the words of my favorite Black conservative intellectual, Booker T. Washington
         (1856-1915), who famously wrote—Do what you can with what you have and never be satisfied, or in the words of the first Black president of Ghana, Kwame Nkrumah: Forward, Ever. Backward Never! 
      

      
      To Melanie Collinsworth (“The Liberty Chick”), who since January 2016 has been my
         new website administrator of my law and history blog: www.EllisWashingtonReport.com
         (founded February, 2011), for posting my weekly essays on these sites not only for
         me but my son Stone’s essays on Socrates Corner and of the writings and books by my recently deceased intellectual mentor who since
         1987 taught me the proper research, reading and writing techniques to become a historian—Professor
         Arthur Randolph LaBrew (1930-2015), in my opinion the greatest Black historian in
         the world and one of the greatest and most prolific historians and musicologists in
         the world.[14]   I call Professor LaBrew historian of the ‘Forgotten Man’ because virtually all
         of the tens of thousands of people he’s written about during his 65 years of historical
         research concern people and places, events and eras long forgotten by popular imagination
         and contemporary history.
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               Another example of revisionist history by the Democrat Party was the huge week-long
                     celebration on the Mall in Washington, D.C. (Aug. 22-28, 2013) celebrating the 50th
                     Anniversary of Dr. King’s “I Have a Dream” speech. Yet, despite hundreds of speeches
                     delivered on the stage to hundreds of thousands of people and millions of TV viewers,
                     there was not one conservative, not one Republican, not even one Abolitionist allowed
                     to speak on this auspicious occasion. Why?  
               

               Because the Democrat Socialist Party has hijacked history, hijacked the Civil Rights
                     movement in order to shamefully treat conservatives like Niggers—sub-humans whose
                     voices are unworthy to be heard or respected, thus our new website was created to
                     chronicle and expose the Left’s racialist hypocrisy, invidious discrimination and
                     ideological hatred against America’s Judeo-Christian traditions, Republicans, conservatives
                     and conservative ideas…  NiggerManisfesto.com

            

         

      

   
      Prologue

      
      
      
         [President Woodrow] Wilson’s view of politics could be summarized by the word, “statolatry,”
            or state worship . . . Wilson wrote approvingly in The State, “does now whatever experience
            permits or the times demand.”[1]   —Jonah Goldberg, Liberal Fascism

      

      My tenth book—The Progressive Revolution, Vol. 5 – (2014-15 writings)—was originally titled, “Statolatry and Progressivism.” I changed
         the initial title because I was afraid it sounded too esoteric and ambiguous. I wanted
         to be very clear here about my intent of this collection of original essays—to expose
         the historical significance and deconstruction that the Progressive Age or the Progressive
         Revolution (circa 1870—present) has continuously plagued American, European, and even global society
         under what the Nazis called its Weltanschauung (worldview). This opus Vol. 5 (2014-15 writings) follow previous volumes in this comprehensive
         collection of philosophical, literary, and historical essays—Vol. 1 (2008-09 writings);
         Vol. II (2010 writings); Vol. III (2010-11 writings), Vol. IV (2012-13 writings) which
         rather than being arranged chronologically by date, are organized topically according
         to their subject matter as well as the primary intellectual disciplines which they
         cover. While invariably there were some overlaps between the primary and secondary
         subject matter of each essay (many of the essays being cross-disciplinary or multi-disciplinary)
         nevertheless the intellectual disciplines have been categorized according to the dominant
         stream of thought I had for each opus at the time they were conceived. For example,
         an essay that has both law and political aspects will fall under the chapter on law
         if that stream of thought predominates in the essay and vice versa.
      

      
      This opus is written in a variety of styles from essays in the traditions of great
         essayists of the past like Plutarch (c. 46 AD – 120 AD), (father of the historical
         essay and biographical history), Montaigne (father of the psychological essay), Bacon,
         Franklin, Jefferson, Carlyle, C.K. Chesterton, C.S. Lewis, Allan Bloom, to present
         writers like: British historian Paul Johnson, Joel B. Pollak, Charles Krauthammer,
         Bill Bennett, John Hayward, Thomas Sowell, Walter Williams, Michael Savage, and one
         of my earliest intellectual mentors, John Whitehead (Founder of The Rutherford Institute),
         a very important guardian of our civil liberties according to the original intent
         of America’s Framers and for whose organization I clerked for under Attorney David
         Melton during my first year of law school (Dec. 1991-Aug. 1992). Other essays hearken
         back to antiquity and are conceived in the dialectical style of my favorite philosopher,
         Socrates (470-399 B.C.). The essays written as a dialogue I have euphemistically titled,
         “Symposium” after Plato’s opus by that same name which classically detailed the life,
         times, philosophy, struggles, and the eventual martyrdom of his beloved and iconic
         teacher, Socrates. He was forced by the Greek authorities to drink the poison hemlock
         for allegedly corrupting the morals of the youth because he taught them to think for
         themselves. The paradox of the greatest culture and society of the ancient world killing
         the greatest philosopher in history (Socrates) for teaching the youth not to be slaves
         to government injustice and to think for themselves reminds me of a famous quote by
         John Dewey, the father of public schools and public education: “Education is a responsibility
         that society must execute using techniques previously ignored as trivial, futile,
         or even condemned as positively evil.” 
      

      
      Other essays are in free-style and possess an improvisational manner in style, form
         and substance amounting to an extemporaneous intellectual discourse on a particular
         literary theme, while other essays are general news columns, iconoclastic articles,
         or opinion-editorials of a more general and topical nature. To borrow a musical genre
         from the classical masters, some of my essays follow polyphonic or counterpoint styles
         like theme and variations, the suite, the symphony, or prelude and fugue forms (after
         Johann Sebastian Bach) and the Baroque Period (1600-1750)—in literature and history
         it’s called the Enlightenment Age. Still other essays follow a deeper more complex
         subtleties of a leitmotiv, referring to a recurring musical or literary theme, associated with a particular person,
         place, or idea (after Richard Wagner’s music dramas) or an idée fixe, fixed idea (after Hector Berlioz’s tone poems) which emerged during the introspective,
         passionate, fantastic, and macabre world of the Romantic Period (1820-1900), my favorite
         period of music and literary history. One thing all of these assorted and diverse
         essays, articles and Socratic dialogues have in common besides the author is a specific
         intent not to merely be written for a specific time and place. These essays, although
         separate entities were originally conceived and designed as small parts of a greater
         whole, they were also originally written to be timeless, literary works for the Ages
         which would transcend the existential history, parochial politics transfixed by time,
         space, and current events despite the fact that many of the issues discussed have
         long since passed, yet the ideas and ideals represented in these volumes are timeless
         manifestations of people, lives, ideas, and motives which have endured through the
         Ages. 
      

      
      The idea, “liberalism fascism,” next to Progressive or Progressivism is the major
         theme of this work in addition to the subtitle of all 5 volumes to date which in part
         owes a debt of intellectual gratitude to National Review writer, Jonah Goldberg, who
         in his classic 2007 book, Liberal Fascism: The Secret History of the American Left, from Mussolini to the Politics
            of Meaning, writes “… [I]n many respects fascism not only is here [in America] but has been
         here for nearly a century. For what we call liberalism—the refurbished edifice of
         American Progressivism—is in fact a descendant and manifestation of fascism.[2]   My analysis of political liberalism and progressivism, socialism, communism is
         here synonymous with the phrase, ‘liberal fascism’ to maintain historical accuracy
         of the terms and to help the narrative flow throughout the text. The remainder of
         the book’s subtle … “History of Liberal Fascism through the Ages” is demonstrative
         of my historical approach in every essay of all five volumes. 
      

      
      In these various short essays covering 16 different subject areas is the common philosophical
         foundation of a Judeo-Christian worldview and natural law which integrates legality
         and morality and was the original intent of America’s constitutional Framers. It is
         these transcendent, timeless ideas and ideals which holds the entire book together.
         My chief inspiration came from National Review editor, Jonah Goldberg’s outstanding
         book, Liberal Fascism, who made this singular statement of truth regarding this political philosophy writing:
         “It is my argument that American liberalism is a totalitarian political religion.”[3]   Using this thesis statement in the manner that classical music composer Hector
         Berlioz used a particular melody as an idée fixed or in composer Richard Wagner’s usage of even fractional melodies as leitmotivs, therefore it is my intent in this opus to take Goldberg’s statement about American
         liberalism being a totalitarian political religion and proving it through a multiplicity
         of examples and deeds, rather than merely detailing various Leftist theories (although
         I do this also in much detail). 
      

      
      Thus, in virtually every essay in all 5 volumes of The Progressive Revolution, I am either critiquing liberalism, criticizing progressive politicians (including
         RINOs [e.g., Republicans in name only]), so-called “Conservatives”, Moderates, Green
         Party, Communists, Communist sympathizers, Socialists, Socialist sympathizers, Post-modernists,
         Leftist intellectuals, Libertarians, Marxist Academics, Positive Law judges, legislative/activist
         judges, liberal lawyers, evolution scientists (atheists) – even offering rebuttal
         to conventional thinking and people and society who espouse a progressive, liberal,
         socialist, or a post-modern worldview. Nevertheless, since the advent of Donald J.
         Trump as a Republican candidate for president (June 15, 2015), I have totally revised
         my worldview to forsake conservatism and embrace ‘America First’ NATIONALISM, which
         is the only political philosophy in modern times based exclusively on First Principles
         and Natural Rights sovereignty. (More on this epiphany experience later). 
      

      
      The ideas of the Socialist-Progressive Revolution contained in Volume 5 are not new,
         unique, nor especially creative, but history has repeatedly demonstrated that progressive
         politics are excessively destructive to culture and society. On this point it was
         Lord Acton who rightly said, “The central idea of Machiavelli is that the state power
         is not bound by the moral law. The law is not above the state, but below it.”[4]   That in a nutshell is what I mean by “statolatry” or state worship which I contend
         are ideas synonymous with liberalism, progressivism, socialism, Darwinism, and liberal
         fascism, damnable ideologies which are all merely variations on a failed, diabolical,
         existential Marxist theme, thus the subtitle seems even more apropos—“History of Liberal
         Fascism through the Ages,” to give greater emphasis of the historical foundations
         of this opus.
      

      
      While I do not intend to be polemical for arguments sake, nor take the simplistic
         approach popularized by “conservative” radio host Rush Limbaugh that Republicans can
         do no wrong unless they don’t follow the myopic, parochialisms of what Rush thinks
         is prudent public policy. In these volumes, I draw my line of argumentation out of
         classical, intellectual and philosophical traditions; particularly those paradigms
         in the dialectical manner of Socrates (Plato, Aristotle, St. Augustine, St. Thomas
         Aquinas, Locke, Montesquieu, Blackstone, etc.) This is not my first entre into this
         genre. Two earlier attempts using Socratic dialectical reasoning are in my books:
         Beyond the Veil: Essays in the Dialectical Style of Socrates (2000, 2004 [Revised ed.]) and The Progressive Revolution, Vols. I and II (2013). However, in these works only a small percentage of the essays
         are in Socratic dialogue style, nevertheless, Socratic logic, inductive/deductive
         reasoning, rationalism, anti-Gnosticism, first principles, natural law, natural rights,
         higher law, constitutionalism, conservatism, American exceptionalism, and Socrates
         enduring love for Veritas (truth) predominates throughout this opus.
      

      
      In these books I will endeavor to raise revelatory, profound and pivotal issues in
         creative, multi-dimensional formats borrowing heavily from the disciples of law literature,
         history, philosophy, etc. to systematically and scrupulously critique what I consider
         many of the inherent contradictions of liberalism and its related political philosophies—humanism,
         egalitarianism, secularism, Marxism progressivism, socialism, communism, Keynesianism,
         etc. On this point it was Justice Louis Brandeis, the first Jewish Justice of the
         Supreme Court, who famously said, “Sunlight is the best disinfectant.” Therefore using
         the Brandeis doctrine of openness, transparency and truth I will plumb the intellectual
         depths of ancillary related ideas that have sprung forth from magnificent writers
         of the classical liberal traditions of the Renaissance, the Reformation, the Age of
         Enlightenment, Romanticism, into modern times of the twentieth century post-Modernism
         and into the emergent new ideas of twenty first century neo-nihilism of devout (not
         radical) Islam presently plaguing the Middle East and the world and threatens to utterly
         destroy “Little Satan” (Israel) “Big Satan” (America) and establish a worldwide Islamic
         caliphate which will plunge the world into a new Dark Age. As a contemporary manifestation
         of this 1,000 year strategy look at the success and devastation a small group of Sunni
         Arabs calling themselves ISIS (Islamic State of Iraq and Syria) now is having in Iraq
         erasing 11 years of blood and treasure America has put in that country to remove Islamic
         fascism due in large part to the reckless foreign policy of President Barak Obama.
      

      
      Goldberg makes the following prescient statement which will serve as a leitmotiv throughout this opus: 
      

      
         The militarization of society and politics was considered simply the best available
            means toward this end. Call it what you like—progressivism, fascism, communism, or
            totalitarianism—the first true enterprise of this kind was established not in Russia
            or Italy or Germany but in the United States, and Woodrow Wilson was the twentieth
            century’s first fascist dictator.[5]  
         

      

      Here Goldberg succinctly summarizes political liberalism and progressivism and places
         it in its proper historical context with the chilling aphorism by Mussolini he made
         in a 1927 speech—“Everything in the State, nothing outside the State, nothing against
         the State”[6]; a virtual unified field theory for leftist politics whereby the classical liberalism
         of Adam Smith, Montesquieu, Blackstone, Locke, whose ideas and writings of politics
         and philosophy were of critical importance to America’s Constitutional Framers of
         the eighteenth century, as well as America’s Founding Fathers, legendary men like—Washington,
         Ames, Adams, Franklin, Madison, Jefferson, Mason, Adams, Witherspoon, have in every
         respect into these three historical precursor epic: 1) Liberalism has morphed and
         devolved first into the continuation of the anti-Christian genocide of the French
         Revolution (1789-99) and 2) Liberalism has morphed into progressivism of the early
         1860s and 70s which has its most demonstrative incarnation in the world’s first welfare
         State of Germany’s Otto von Bismarck (1871-90), which 3) evolved into the 1870s-early
         1900s the full-blown liberal fascism of Woodrow Wilson (1913-21) of whom Goldberg
         dubbed “the world’s first fascist dictator.” However, I believe that republican] Theodore
         Roosevelt was actually the first Progressive U.S. president. In this historical sense
         if it can be logically argued that Theodore Roosevelt ushered in the Age of the Imperial
         Presidency then that line has essentially been unbroken ideological line of progressive
         presidents except for these three presidents—Warren Harding (1921-23), Calvin Coolidge
         (1923-28) and Ronald Reagan (1981-89). 
      

      
      Remember President Obama’s traitorous promise to Russian President Medvedev made at
         the March 26, 2012 Nuclear Arms Treaty Conference in Seoul, South Korea: Obama: “This is my last election. After my election [Nov. 6, 2012] I’ll have more flexibility.”
            Medvedev: “I understand. I will transmit this information to Vladimir [Putin].

      
      America, the greatest nation in the history of the world, has for decades been mired
         in the abyss of this grand, existential Marxist welfare state of which Winston Churchill,
         whose nation was almost annihilated by the fascism of the Hitler-Mussolini Axis, prophesied
         in the early 1930s that, “Socialism is a philosophy of failure, the creed of ignorance, and the gospel of envy,
            its inherent virtue is the equal sharing of misery.”
      

      
      Goldberg continues his historical discourse on liberalism and its comprehensive and
         deconstructive devastation into every aspect of culture and society, to its irrevocable
         roots- the evolution theory of Charles Darwin:
      

      
         The progressives were the real social Darwinists as we think of the term today—though
            they reserved the term for their enemies . . . They believed in eugenics. They were
            imperialists. They were convinced that the state could, through planning and pressure,
            create a pure race, a society of new men. They were openly and proudly hostile to
            individualism. Religion was a political tool, while politics was the true religion.
            The progressives viewed the traditional system of constitutional checks and balances
            as an outdated impediment to progress because such horse-and-buggy institutions were
            a barrier to their own ambitions. Dogmatic attachment to constitutions, democratic
            practices, and antiquated laws was the enemy of progress shared the same intellectual
            heroes and quoted the same philosophers.[7]  
         

      

      Of course most universities in America (or anywhere else for that matter) will not
         teach you this anti-consensus view of history and the indelible connection between
         social Darwinism—imperialism—individualism—anti-Christianity—totalitarianism—fascism
         and liberalism, because to do so would delegitimize the so-called “liberal arts education”
         where the Left enjoys a virtual monopoly as professors, university presidents and
         deans which extends to this day. Which is a major reason I wrote my law review manuscript,
         Nigger Manifesto: Ideological Racism inside the Academy (see Vol. 4, Chaps. 12-14). If the invisible veil of liberal fascism were removed
         from American culture and society this true enlightenment would cause cognitive dissonance
         in minds of the multitudes of young, impressionable college students whose Leftist
         professors for decades urged them to abandon the “dead morality” of their parents,
         to discard the entirety of the moral and intellectual worldview historians used to
         refer as America’s Judeo-Christian traditions. Nevertheless, this entrenched, intractable
         and omnipresent zeitgeist of Social Darwinism and Darwinian evolution if one has an open mind of history, will
         clearly understand how this evil, perverted philosophy has essentially permeated and
         deconstructed every aspect of culture and society, especially law, politics and religion.
         
      

      
      What I ubiquitously refer to as the “Democrat Socialist Party,” progressives, socialists,
         and liberals who have controlled the mainstream media and the public education and
         the academy since the creation of the National Education Association (NEA) in 1857,
         have made an art form out of controlling the dialogue by using classical Freudian
         techniques of displacement, transference, and psychological projection, a psychosis
         and defense mechanism whereby one ascribes to ones enemies ideas and beliefs that
         you yourself practice or believe to be true but are too afraid and duplicitous to
         admit. (Recall the Goldberg quote above regarding social Darwinism: “The progressives
         were the real social Darwinists as we think of the term today—though they reserved
         the term for their enemies . . .”). With ruthless Gestapo efficiency liberals and
         progressives controlled the language via the media, education, the academy, Hollywood
         through Orwellian Groupthink and Newspeak, the latter which is what Goldstein says
         it is as demonstrated in this well-known passage from George Orwell’s famous dystopian
         novel, 1984 first published in 1948, three years after the end of World War II which supposedly
         led to the final destruction of Mussolini’s fascist Italy, Hirohito’s autocratic Japan
         and Hitler’s Nazi/Socialist Germany:
      

      
         But what was strange was that although Goldstein was hated and despised by everybody,
            although every day and a thousand times a day, on platforms, on the telescreen, in
            newspapers, in books, his theories were refuted, smashed, ridiculed, held up to the
            general gaze for the pitiful rubbish that they were, in spite of all this, his influence
            never seemed to grow less. Always there were fresh dupes waiting to be seduced by him.[8]  
         

      

      In a tribute essay to University of Chicago Classics and Philosophy Professor Allan
         Bloom (1930–1992), a great but essentially forgotten American philosopher, classist,
         and historian who started a reformation in the late 1980s arguing that the leftist
         academy had lost its moral authority as the intellectual arbiters of society by almost
         universally embracing liberalism, Darwinism (atheism), moral relativism, legal positivism,
         among other pseudo-intellectual philosophies, which since the 1960s have greatly contributed
         to an existential loss of faith where students who used to look to their teachers
         and professors as protectors of the collected wisdom of the ages since the 1960s view
         them now as the father of public education John Dewey famously characterized teachers—“…
         agents of change” which 100 years of history and Leftist revolutions has demonstrated
         means, “… activist agents of socialist change.” Professor Bloom, like the ancient
         prophets of the Old Testament declared that the academy needed to return to teaching
         the classics which they all had essentially neglected for decades. Inspired by Bloom’s
         1987 classic, The Closing of the American Mind, in a 2011 essay I wrote these lines: 
      

      
         If Lenin boasted, “Give me four years to teach the children and the seed I have sown
            will never be uprooted,” then the 100 years the academy has incessantly labored to
            deconstruct the canon of Western civilization and replace it with an existential progressive
            revolution, a Marxist zeitgeist, Social Darwinism, Nietzschean nihilism and relativism—from
            the 1880s to the publication of his book in 1987—makes professor Bloom a truly heroic
            figure of Homeric proportions for even attempting to uproot the evil seeds this diabolical
            trinity had planted in American intellectual life and worldwide. [9]  
         

      

      Therefore, the Left, primarily through the media, the academy, and Stalinist public
         school system since the advent of Social Darwinism not as Bloom lamented in the 1960s,
         but historically since the 1860s have characterized Republicans (particularly conservatives)
         with such enduring epithets as the “philosophy of hate,” “hatemongers,” “radicals,”
         “fascists,” “Nazis” “censors,” “right-wing fanatics” and all the other scandalous
         epithets. In other words the Progressive Revolution has existed longer than 50 + years
         Professor Bloom and most mainstream conservative writers contend. The universal, diabolical
         impact of the Progressive Revolution against society has been warring since the 1860s.
         On this point, a cursory reading of America history and American intellectual politics
         sets our current battle of ideas at the publication of Charles Darwin’s The Origin of Species (1859), but more particularly, his follow-up to that book, The Descent of Man (1871). Up to modern times there is an unmistakable connection between Progressives
         and Darwinism in all of its permutations (i.e., Social Darwinism, evolution, imperialism,
         individualism, anti-Christianity, totalitarianism, Marxism, socialism, Trotskyism,
         positivism, naturalism and fascism), which as I stated many times before are the primary
         foundations of modern liberalism. 
      

      
      On this historical point law professor, Herbert Hovenkamp, in his law review article,
         The Mind and Heart of Progressive Legal Thought, wrote these important lines about the much-disputed actual starting point of the
         Progressive Era:
      

      
         The beginning and end of Progressive legal thought are difficult to locate, but dates
            and events help place ideas in context. For the beginning I suggest 1871, or the publication
            date of Charles Darwin’s The Descent of Man, which linked the human species to the theory of evolution. For the end the year
            that comes to mind is 1960, the publication date of Ronald Coase’s The Problem of Social Cost, the text that re-invigorated the law’s renewed interest in the “unregulated” market.
            But there are alternative choices: James M. Landis’s Report on Regulatory Agencies to the President Elect in 1960 has become a symbol of our loss of faith in the Progressive vision of government
            regulation. The critique of democratic process made by Kenneth Arrow in the late fifties
            and sixties, and of James Buchanan and Gordon Tullock in 1962 did much the same for
            political decision making generally. Although these documents differed substantially
            from one another, each worked to convince us that government process is unstable or
            incoherent, or that regulation will not find the public interest, but is more likely
            to be captured by special interest groups. Each of these critiques represents a sharp
            turn from the essentially republican vision of government that dominated Progressive
            legal thought, to a more classical view emphasizing the efficiency and robustness
            of private markets, and the many imperfections of public processes.[10]  
         

      

      I would agree with Hovenkamp compelling historical analysis regarding the 1871 date
         as year one of the progressive revolution, but also the year democratic socialism
         and the welfare state which as state policy first occurred in Germany under Otto von
         Bismarck (1871-90) who created the modern welfare state by building upon a tradition
         of welfare programs established in Prussia and Saxony in the 1840s. Otto von Bismarck,
         prime minister of Prussia (a hero of Hitler and the Nazis) originated the welfare
         state in actual German policies particularly from 1871 to 1878 and established a radical
         secularization policy as a pretext to destroy the influence of the Roman Catholic
         Church on society. At its foundation liberal fascism is of necessity anti-religious
         and anti-intellectual thus facilitating state socialism first starting in Germany
         and quickly spread throughout Europe, America and the world where it plagues society
         to this day.[11]   
      

      
       I differ substantively  with Hovenkamp and most consensus liberal historians like
         Charles Beard, Carl Becker, and Richard Hofstadter in that I don’t view the Progressive
         Age as a singular movement occupying a specific period of time, but an existential,
         perpetual revolution (like the French Revolution) which since the early 1870s in Bismarkian
         Germany continues in one form or another to this day manifested in the openly progressive
         and socialist policies of President Barack Hussein Obama. I contend that progressivism
         (like communism and Neo-Nazism) simply went underground during periods of conservative
         politics in American history like the 1920s under Warren, Coolidge and Hoover (the
         early years) and the Reagan Revolution (1981-2007) give or take a couple of years,
         until the progressive, George W. Bush killed the Reagan Revolution with his Wall Street
         collapse of 2007. As America through the Obama administration bussing in illegal immigrants
         to become perpetual welfare recipients (and Democrat Socialist Party voters) and the
         world burns particularly in the Middle East as Obama’s nihilist campaign policy of
         winning a defeat in Iraq at all costs to bolster his nitwitted claim that Afghanistan
         was the “good war” be assured that fascism of all ideologies will spread across the
         world like the Bubonic plague of the 14th century. Therefore, nobody can rationally
         argue against the fact that under President Barack Obama a new age of Progressivism
         has been aggressively enacted throughout the world by purposely destabilizing and
         deconstructing all of America’s sacred Judeo-Christian traditions and institutions,
         thus purposely weakening from within America as a nation. I realize that if this historical
         understanding of Obama is true that he will go down in history as the biggest traitor
         in American history since Benedict Arnold, yet the central meaning of fascism as historian
         Professor Robert O. Paxton states repeatedly in his excellent book, The Anatomy of Fascism (2004), is predicated on action and deeds not theory, beyond the abstract to the concrete.[12]   Action and deeds of fascism is also the central meaning of my essay in Vol. 4—Democrat Socialists’ Long March through the Institutions.
      

      
      Another aspect of progressivism I explore in this book is liberalism’s willful blind
         spot towards evil (except if the person is a conservative or Christian) which has
         lead historically to their irrational devotion to dictators and embrace of totalitarian
         policy initiatives (at least until they go “too far”). This worldview violates people’s
         fundamental rights (or what Justice Clarence Thomas calls “fundamental rights jurisprudence”)
         as a wall against totalitarianism, fascist coercion, socialist control, and arbitrary
         punishment of enemies of the Left (i.e., the IRS/Lois Lerner scandal during the Obama
         administration where the IRS targeted and unfairly audited conservative, Jewish, Christian
         and tea party groups and prevented them from obtaining their 501(C) (4) status). Historically,
         liberals, socialists, fascists, radicals and progressives of all stripes beginning
         with Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson and effecting such a diverse group of progressive
         intellectuals as Irish playwright George Bernard Shaw, W.E.B. Du Bois, Herbert Croly,
         Theodore Roosevelt, Walter Lippmann, Oliver Wendell Holmes, Charles Beard, Richard
         Hofstadter, Margaret Sanger, and many others, revered and coveted the power of fascist,
         totalitarian dictators like Lenin, Stalin, Hitler and especially Mussolini. 
      

      
      These influential American intellectuals on the left maintained a religious-like devotion
         that the State could, through planning and pressure, create a Utopia, a pure race,
         a society of new men. Nietzsche called this end, Ubermenchen (Superman), aristocracy paradigm, Will to Power, atheism and moral relativism. As a point of contemporary constitutional law professor
         Jonathan Turley, a leftist academic who voted for Obama has testified before several
         Senate and Congressional Committees regarding President Obama’s repeated violations
         of the Separation of Powers doctrine and used the term “Uber-President” (Super President) as a term of derision regarding Professor Turley’s contention
         that Obama’s numerous executive decrees which ignore Congress as the lawmaking branch
         is both unconstitutional and totalitarian.[13]   Of course the apotheosis of Nietzsche was concurrently manifested in 1933 as Hitler
         secured absolute power as Germany’s Führer under National Socialism (Nazism) and his
         Third Reich. Ironically Hitler learned firsthand about fascism and its force of will
         over the people in the political policies America’s first and second socialist dictators—Woodrow
         Wilson, but particularly Franklin Delano Roosevelt and his “New Deal.” Regarding the
         dystopia 1920s and 30s that ushered in a new and grotesque era of savagery and genocide,
         Professor Bloom wrote: 
      

      
         But the Weimar Republic, so attractive in its left-wing version to Americans, also
            contained intelligent persons, who were attracted, at least in the beginning, to fascism,
            for reasons very like those motivating the Left ideologues, reflections on autonomy
            and value creation. Once one plunges into the abyss, there is no assurance whatsoever
            that equality, democracy or socialism will be found on the other side. At very best,
            self-determination is indeterminate. . . . Both [Heidegger and Nietzsche] helped to
            constitute that ambiguous Weimar atmosphere in which liberals looked like simpletons
            and anything was possible for people who sang of the joy of the knife in cabarets.[14]  
         

      

      Historically, progressives were openly hostile to individualism and American exceptionalism.
         The apotheosis of liberalism in America reached its zenith in the societal collapse
         of the early 1960s where Democrats, particularly after the death of JFK on November
         22, 1963, fully mastered the political techniques of community organization, coalition
         building of desperate, radical elements of society—ethnics, homosexuals, Blacks, feminists,
         anarchists, communists, academics, unionists, artists, leftist intellectuals, working-class
         Catholics, etc., which came to its inevitable apotheosis under disastrous failure
         of presidential candidate Walter Mondale in 1972. These diverse groups essentially
         made up the liberal Democratic Party even to this day and they did not go away, but
         like good Machiavellians, adopted their amoral tactics of the end justifies the means
         by hiding their true intentions and going underground. The irony of putting together
         this coalition is that those each group were courted to join the Democrat coalition
         because of their differences, liberals hate individuals and love to balkanize us into
         warring factions that they can then exploit for their own acquisition of political
         power. 
      

      
      The transcendent guarantees of the Declaration of Independence: “. . . Life, Liberty
         and the pursuit of Happiness,” are meaningless rhetoric to most progressives to today.
         (When was the last time you saw liberals express any real patriotism in public?) To
         the liberal mind we are not individuals created in the image of God, but faceless,
         warring groups (Blacks, Jews, gays, Hispanics, Indians, Asians, elderly, poor, rich,
         middle-class, etc.) this makes their Alinsky ‘divide-and-conquer’ strategies that
         much more effective regarding of historical or public policy failures of the past.
         To Progressive mind We the People are proletariat cogs in the vast machinery of the
         Leviathan State, manipulated like rats chasing cheese through a maze for the “general
         welfare” or the “greater good” by self-appointed progressive elites . . . nothing
         more!
      

      
      History has spoken and it is now beyond any rational argument that since the end of
         the Age of Enlightenment (1600-1800) with the culmination of humanist’s World War
         against Christianity and religion called the French Revolution (1789-99) led directly
         to the advent of modern liberalism and later progressivism, socialism, fascism, and
         other philosophies of the Left. This is why the Left is always at war against religion,
         particularly America’s Judeo-Christian traditions of intellectual thought, therefore
         the Left is hellbent to wage what Trotsky called the “perpetual revolution” a continuous,
         existential war against religion and Christianity. That’s why historically, especially
         since the French Revolution liberals, socialists and communists that make up the Left
         have made it their holy Credo to make religion illegal or impotent in the marketplace
         of ideas at every opportunity (especially during the Christmas season). 
      

      
      Karl Marx, a conspicuous atheist, Satanist, and the father of communism and socialism
         in modern times, called religion “the opiate of the people.” Now that ‘medical’ marijuana
         has been legalized in 19 states and the District of Columbia, the Left may have to
         get a new polemical metaphor to disparage religion, but I jest. Many political historians
         credit George Soros’s money, influence and his vast media empire to be largely responsible
         for electing an inconspicuous senator from Illinois who voted “present” 130 times;
         a Marxist professor who taught social nihilism tactics of Saul Alinsky, whose first
         memoir was ghostwritten by Bill Ayers, co-founder of the terrorist group Weather Underground,
         as president of the United States in November 2008. Indeed, President Obama is singularly
         the triumph of the Progressive Revolution.
      

      
      Liberal and progressive pressure groups like the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU),
         founded in 1930 by the communist and communist sympathizer Roger Baldwin, Planned
         Parenthood, a radical abortion rights group founded by the racist, Darwinist and eugenicist,
         Margaret Sanger, NAACP, a Black civil rights group founded in 1909 by a group of White
         and Black progressives including the famous Black intellectual W.E.B. Du Bois, a Harvard-trained
         scholar who openly disdained the lower classes of Blacks and like most progressive
         intellectuals of his era, openly praised Hitler’s Nazism as a paradigm for America
         to follow even as late as Obama’s Chicagoland comrade, Nation of Islam leader, Minister
         Louis Farrakhan, called “Hitler a very great man for Germany” in a March 1984 speech.
         
      

      
      History has borne out time and time again that Marxists, progressives and liberals
         have always had a love affair for fascist governments abroad as well as at home beginning
         with the Woodrow Wilson administration (1913-21) who among other things immediately
         fired all Black federal workers, imprisoned thousands who protested World War I and
         pushed the Sixteenth Amendment which created the Federal Reserve Act, a federal income
         tax and the Federal Reserve and the Seventeenth Amendment which caused many contemporary
         political historians to dub “1913-The Worst Year Ever!” Wilson’s fascism predated
         Lenin’s Bolshevik revolution by 4 years (1917) and Mussolini’s fascist revolution
         by 9 years (1922) which is why Goldberg rightly states “Woodrow Wilson was the twentieth
         century’s first fascist dictator.” Other well-respected progressives of the early
         1900s who had sympathetic views towards fascist governments included: Theodore Roosevelt,
         Franklin Roosevelt, Norman Thomas, the head of the American Socialist Party, Rexford
         Guy Tugwell, an important member of FDR’s braintrust, Walter Lippmann, Herbert Croly,
         John Dewey, and Supreme Court Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr. Each of these progressives
         as well as legions of progressive and liberal pressure groups (most recently Occupy Wall Street [OWS] and the George Soros funded Black radical group, Black Live Matter) from their
         beginnings have had a covert and overt hatred of free market capitalism, traditional
         religion, and fanatically believe that liberalism is the only legitimate religion
         of the left that is allowed full expression in what Holmes called the “marketplace
         of ideas.” Goldberg characterized these sentiments this way: It is my argument that American liberalism is a totalitarian political religion.
      

      
      America having endured eight years of yet another establishment Republican President
         George Bush (2001-2009) where such socialist, anti-conservative polices as printing
         money to spend trillions of dollars led to TARP I, and under President Obama, led
         to TARP II, bailouts (i.e., government welfare) of Wall Street investment banks, the
         mortgage industry, and big-cities across America in bankruptcy, without even making
         the pretense of constitutional legitimacy. Bush-43 even had the gall to admit, “You
         have to destroy capitalism in order to save it.”[15]   Bush-43, perhaps unwittingly, seems to make Lenin’s tactics to destroy capitalism
         seem prophetic: “The proletariat needs state power, the centralized organization of
         force, the organization of violence for the purpose of crushing the resistance of
         the exploiters.”[16]  
      

      
      Starting with President Woodrow Wilson in 1913, but continuing with renewed vigor
         under FDR in the 1930s and 40s, Goldberg said of the progressive movement of the late
         nineteenth, early twentieth century that: 
      

      
         The progressives viewed the traditional system of constitutional checks and balances
            as an outdated impediment to progress because such horse-and-buggy institutions were
            a barrier to their own ambitions. Dogmatic attachment to constitutions, democratic
            practices, and antiquated laws was the enemy of progress shared the same intellectual
            heroes and quoted the same philosophers.[17]  
         

      

      We see the apotheosis of liberal fascism in modern times with contemporary American
         presidents, including such openly liberal and progressive presidents as—Theodore Roosevelt,
         Woodrow Wilson, Hoover, FDR, Truman, Eisenhower, LBJ, Nixon, Ford, Carter, Bush-41,
         Clinton, Bush-43[18]   and Barack Obama, that the age of neo-Marxism, anti-constitutionalism and judicial
         activism has fully manifested itself in all its dictatorial glory that very few commentators
         on TV or radio or in print rarely refer to the blackletter text of the Constitution
         either as a point of debate or to bolster one’s argument or criticism against the
         president, Congress and the Courts when they overtly deviate from the original intent
         of the Constitution’s Framers. In modern parlance it’s simply not good manners to
         quote from the Constitution when discussing the Constitution or even to publically
         show George Washington or religious symbolism.[19]   To American’s traditional guardians of the Constitution (e.g., judges, lawyers,
         law academics, politicians, think tanks), the Constitution has tragically become an
         existential deadletter… an irrelevant, outdated document to be ignored or manipulated
         for the “greater good” of society. 
      

      
      Goldberg concludes his analysis of liberalism and liberal fascism with these words:
         “Dogmatic attachment to constitutions, democratic practices, and antiquated laws was
         the enemy of progress shared the same intellectual heroes and quoted the same philosophers.”[20]   This brings to mind a persistent observation I and others like Justices Clarence
         Thomas and Antonin Scalia and many conservative intellectuals, Ann Coulter, Mark Levin,
         Michael Savage and Laura Ingraham have made about liberals and liberal fascism for
         years: Liberals hate the Constitution because it reminds them too much of the Biblical
         precepts of the Judeo-Christian tradition and natural law which originated it. What
         I mean is that for anyone who has even a cursory understanding of the Constitution
         and the history of how America became a Republic, one cannot ignore the fact that
         Christianity was an inseparable concept in the foundation of the Constitution which
         is why George Washington, the father of the American Revolution famously said that
         “It is impossible to rightly govern any nation without God and the Bible.” John Adams,
         our second president, famously said, “Our Constitution    was made only for a moral and religious people. It is wholly inadequate to the government of any other.” 
      

      
      Democrat Socialists, Progressives and Liberals aren’t stupid; they know the obvious
         Christian history of America and therefore have since 1859, the advent of Charles
         Darwin’s theory of evolution endeavored to obfuscate and rewrite history by writing
         out every aspect of America’s Judeo-Christian heritage and replace it with a venal,
         uncompromising militant evolution atheism, Marxism, socialism, liberal, and progressivism.
         Tragically, since Progressives are the gatekeepers of all of America’s institutions,
         they have been very successful at what Obama called “fundamentally transforming America”
         into a European-style socialist state or ‘U.S.S.A.’— e.g., United Socialist States
         of America.
      

      
      What Goldberg alludes to with language like, “Dogmatic attachment to constitutions,
         democratic practices, and antiquated laws,” is precisely what I mean by liberals 150
         year war against Christianity. If they can destroy or render impotent the presuppositions
         of Christianity and the Constitution, what do you have left? A socialist state in
         the manner of what Woodrow Wilson, FDR, LBJ and now Obama are assiduously trying to
         resurrect since Reagan’ counter socialist revolution (1981-89). One primary technique
         to pulling America away from its moral roots is to destroy the idea that the Constitution
         as the supreme law of the land. Since nature abhors a vacuum, if liberals are successful
         at achieving replacing the Constitution and the rule of law with let’s say, emotions,
         feeling, which Leftists ubiquitously call, “compassion” and “Social Justice,” then
         the zeitgeist of the Progressive Revolution will fill the void including the socialist
         engineers, activist/legislative judges, Marxists academics, United Nation bureaucrats
         and Democratic Socialist Party apparatchiks. 
      

      
      Indeed, it was the Chief Justice Charles Evans Hughes, a progressive jurist who also
         ran for president of the United States in 1916 (loosing narrowly to Woodrow Wilson)
         who infamously said: “The constitution is what the judges say it is.”[21]   For a sitting Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court to write these sentiments,
         to think these sentiments and viewing his judicial oeuvre to act on these sentiments
         is not tantamount to treason. Chief Justice Hughes is a traitor! Justice Hughes might
         as well have added the unspoken sentiment . . . and the Constitution and the Framers of the Constitution be damned! This has been the original intent of the progressive revolution and the majority
         of intellectuals, judges, lawyers, academics and politicians on the left since the
         1870s, and tragically the Age of Progressivism and continues to plague society and
         undermine America’s Republic under President Barack Obama to this day.
      

      
      Once the constitutional Framers and natural law is summarily ignored, deconstructed
         or perverted by Congress and the courts, socialism (which has morphed in progressivism)
         is virtually instantaneous then concepts like freedom, liberty, free market economy,
         capitalism, freedom of religion, the press and assembly will be anachronistic relics
         of a long-dead era of the past as liberals will treat conservatives, Republicans,
         independents, Jews, Christians and all those who give credence to the original intent
         of the constitution’s Framers in the words of Goldberg will be considered, “the enemy
         of progress… [because] fascists and progressives shared the same intellectual heroes
         and quoted the same philosophers.”[22]  
      

      
      WND.com CEO Joseph Farah, once wrote, “Government is not your friend; it is the enemy
         of freedom. Government is not Santa Claus; it is the Grinch. Government is not your
         servant; it tends, all too often, to be our master. Government seldom helps people;
         it often enslaves them.”[23]   Farah is absolutely right, but due to the Stalinist public education in America
         over the past 150 years, fewer Americans have the historical understanding or intellectual
         capacity to realize these self-evident truths through deductive reasoning.
      

      
      Indeed, Sir Winston Churchill, former Prime Minister of England, echoed similar sentiments
         as Hitler’s dreaded Nazi’s unleashed their blitzkrieg (lightning war) across Europe
         in World War II, said that “Socialism [liberalism] is a philosophy of failure, the
         creed of ignorance, and the gospel of envy, its inherent virtue is the equal sharing
         of misery.”[24]   Another great English Prime Minister, Margaret Thatcher rightfully said, “The cry
         for freedom dwells within the heart of each person and is divinely inspired.” Would
         to God that President Barack Obama would heed the wise words of these conservative
         intellectuals, but he won’t for his allegiance is toward a more sinister and diabolical
         lineage of political leaders—not the laudable intellectual traditions of Natural Law
         and Natural Rights philosophy—St. Augustine, St. Thomas Aquinas, Montesquieu, Blackstone,
         Burke, Locke, Washington, Madison, Jefferson, but the Progressive’s political genealogy
         follows the more ignoble and damnable ideas of Hobbes, Descartes, Voltaire, Rousseau,
         Napoleon, Marx, Darwin, Wilson, Margaret Sanger, Mussolini, Hitler, FDR, LBJ, Harold
         Laski, Saul Alinsky, Laurence Tribe, Cass Sunstein, William Ayers and Bernadine Dohrn
         . . . culminating in the apotheosis of Barack Hussein Obama.
      

      
      As you are reading the articles, essays and Socratic dialogues of this book remember
         two profound quotes for the Ages from my favorite Founding Father and third president,
         Thomas Jefferson—1) A government big enough to give you everything you want is strong
         enough to take away everything you have, and 2) “In questions of power, then, let
         no more be heard of confidence in man, but   bind him down from mischief by the chains
         of the Constitution.” Any politician who comes to you in the name of the ‘general
         welfare’, ‘compassion’, ‘equality under the law’ the Left means not true and equitable
         equality of access, as the Founding Fathers and the late great Judge Robert Bork meant
         it, but as LBJ meant it when speaking of his “Great Society”—“equality of results.”
         
      

      
      History has repeatedly demonstrated that the only way to make everyone equal to everyone
         else is through the pitiless brute force of the Leviathan State taking from Group
         A and redistributing it to Groups B, C, D, etc… Besides those poison pills that socialists
         offer We the People perhaps the most deadly pill of all offered in modern times—“Social
         Justice” which takes all of the moral, religious, ethical and legal gains that MLK
         and the Civil Rights movement valiantly fought and died for and conflates their blood
         and treasure of my forefathers to equate them to perversions like “same-sex” marriage.
         While this analogy works well (for he untutored), yet this reasoning is deeply flawed
         and perverted. With every question, declaration or argument put forth by the Socialist-Progressives,
         ask yourself – Cui bono? (To whose benefit?) 
      

      
      It is not a sin to be Asian, Jewish or Black, but it is a sin before God and the Bible
         and under every ethical law and statute written before the advent of this new Leftist
         zeitgeist for two men to get married as it is for two women to marry. Therefore, he who speaks
         of Social Justice today on the Left does so to deceive and to purposely destroy and
         deconstruct your faith in the rule of law, natural law, and the Constitution all of
         which they have utter contempt for. Beware for those demagogues are not bringing you
         equality, liberty and fraternity but a Trojan Horse whose contents contains a variety
         of slave chains for your writs, slave chains for your ankles, and most tragically
         slave chains for your mind so you will forget history and denigrate the magnificent
         legacy of a Republic given to us by our constitutional Framers. Founding Father Benjamin
         Franklin, in answering a lady who queried at the end of the Constitutional Convention,
         September 17, 1787, “What have you done for us, Dr. Franklin?” in an atypical sardonic
         tone Franklin famously retorted, “Madam, We have given you a Republic, if you can
         keep it.” In other words, the constitutional Framers have given U.S. a Republic if
         we don’t muck it up! (But tragically we did).
      

      
      I am humbled and honored to have lived in America, this once great Republic for 54
         years now (I was born 6 weeks after President Barack Obama and attended Harvard with
         him for one year [1988-89], yet I have no distinct memory of this man). Every day
         I make it a habit to listen to the transcendent music of Johann Sebastian Bach (1685-1750),
         for when I listen to magisterial music of this genius I always feel like a better
         person on the other side.
      

      
      The Age of Trumphalism

      
      June 15, 2015 marked a major landmark in the history of American politics, for it
         was on that beautiful summer day that the reality TV icon and self-described “blue
         collar billionaire”, Donald J. Trump like the Greek god of antiquity, Prometheus,
         ascended down the elevator of his iconic
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