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What does “family owned & operated” really mean? For the Clark family, it 
means getting up early for 45 years to work in their own community, and 

choosing to invest in the Inland Empire. In a time when Wall Street is trying to 
run Main Street, Clark’s Nutrition still believes that family owned and 

operated businesses are the backbone of the American dream, and feels 
privileged to help families live healthier and happier lives. 



COVER Photo: Steve Debenport/Getty Images, Designed by Joseph W. Kelly

17

27

23

33 37

Departments

 5 Letters to the Editor

 7 Inside Track

 9 QuickQuotes

 35 The Goodness of America

 40 Exercising the Right

 41 Correction, Please!

10

Vol. 35, No. 8 April 22, 2019

Cover story

  CLIMATE

 10 Climate Change: It’s (Not That) Complicated
by Ed Hiserodt and Rebecca Terrell — Calling all environmental 
superheroes! The answer to climate catastrophe may be simpler 
than you think. Read on! 

Features

  CLIMATE

 17 Trump Climate Panel Attacked 
by Alex Newman — Trump wants a scientific review of global-
warming claims. Though reviews are typically done before government 
spends money, climate alarmists are demanding he stop. Why?

  ECONOMY

 23 Trump’s Budget Priorities
by Charles Scaliger — If you were hoping that President Trump 
would seek to balance the budget, you’ll be disappointed. 

  CULTURE

 27 The War on the Cross
by John Eidsmoe — Both history and court precedence say crosses 
should remain on public land.

  BOOK REVIEW

 33 Spies Who Helped Win Our Independence
by Steve Byas — George Washington put spies to use, saving both 
the revolution and himself.

  HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE

 37 End of the World?
by Gary Benoit — Claims ring saying that human-caused climate 
change will soon make the Earth unlivable, but other similar claims 
have been made in the recent past that have turned out to be false. 

  THE LAST WORD

 44 The Death Lobby Shows Its Fangs
by William F. Jasper

AP
 Im

ag
es

Th
e 

N
ew

 A
m

er
ic

AN

AP
 Im

ag
es

Ph
ot

o:
 S

te
ve

 D
eb

en
po

rt/
G

et
ty

 Im
ag

es
AP

 Im
ag

es



SPACE AVAILABLE
5,640 square ft.

Call 239-677-7441 or Email dennyfog@aol.com
Cleveland Ave. (Rt. 41) • Ft. Myers, Florida • Stamra Inc.

TrailWinds 
p l a z a

mailto:dennyfog@aol.com


Keeping Kids  
in Public Schools
Regarding the March 18, 2019 letter to 
the editor “Separating Christianity and 
Public Schools?”, while Wisconsin may 
be home to the thus-far peerless New 
AmericAN magazine, it also suffers from 
a heavy dose of leftist radicalism. The 
author, a teacher, advocated sacrificing 
other people’s kids to a system intention-
ally dedicated to the demolition of the 
Christian faith. Parents get to pay for this 
privilege. The main purpose of the human-
ist, government-school grinder is to first 
obliterate the Christian worldview and 
shear kids off at the knees spiritually via 
relentless propaganda and indoctrination, 
two words perhaps currently overused but 
more-than-adequate descriptors of today’s 
post-modern miseducation. The author ad-
vised Christian parents to continue to sen-
tence their kids to government school due 
to the Great Commission, but this needs to 
be tempered with the Bible’s admonition 
to “flee from evil.”

Atheist “educator” Richard Rorty wrote 
that Christian students who attend govern-
ment schools must submit to a personal 
psychiatric realignment because they 
enter as “bigoted, homophobic, religious 
fundamentalists [but] will leave college 
with views more like our [his] own.... The 
fundamentalist parents of our fundamen-
talist students think the entire ‘American 
liberal establishment’ is engaged in a con-
spiracy. The parents have a point.... So we 
are going to go right on trying to discredit 
you in the eyes of your children.” 

Rorty appealed to Nazi ideology and 
methodology to justify his view that “stu-
dents are lucky to find themselves under 
the benevolent Herrschaft [domination] of 
people like me, and have escaped the grip 
of their frightening, vicious, dangerous 
parents.” Rorty likens himself to “the Nazi 
teachers who made their students read Der 
Sturmer; the only difference is I serve a 
better cause.” The athe-
ist should be taken at 
his word. 

As a retired teach-
er, I know the point a 
sage made when he 
observed that if the 
parent and taxpayer 
saw what really goes 

on at school today, a revolution would fol-
low the next day. I witnessed thousands of 
high-school students whose reading com-
prehension was several years below grade 
level, as well as being unable to add single-
digit numbers without using a cellphone. 
All this for in excess of $100,000 per kid. 

A moral worldview is indispensable to 
develop the intellect. The old and outdat-
ed 3 R’s have been destroyed, and in the 
vacuum have predictably appeared racism, 
revolution, reproduction, resexualization, 
revisionism, and recidivism, to name a 
scant few.  

mike GoodpAster
Washougal, Washington

I appreciate Ms. Hansen’s position and 
opinions regarding the Christian remain-
ing engaged in the world. However, I 
would like to kindly remind readers that 
being in the world, but not of the world, 
does not require us to risk our children to 
the care of an increasingly anti-Christian 
educational system. 

I believe that Gallup and other statisti-
cians have proven that our “church-fam-
ily” writ large is sadly and statistically 
similar to the unbelieving world in most 
of the alarming measures of morality in 
America today. Premarital sex, abortion 
opinion, gay-marriage opinion, and more, 
demonstrate that our children increasingly 
think like unbelieving children. 

The fact is that bad company corrupts 
good morals, and it always will. Addition-
ally, the American education system as a 
whole is no longer simply non-Christian, 
but it is anti-Christian, and boastful of that. 

I believe the Christian family and our 
country are better served by our raising 
our children free of the secular human-
ist dogmas that dominate public educa-
tion today. Subsequently plugging more 
grounded Christian adults into positions 
of cultural influence, seems the better op-
tion to myself. 

eJm JeNseN
Arlington, Texas

Printed in the U.S.A. • ISSN 0885-6540
P.O. Box 8040 • Appleton, WI 54912
920-749-3784 • 920-749-3785 (fax)

www.thenewamerican.com
editorial@thenewamerican.com

Rates are $49 per year (Canada, add $9; 
foreign, add $27) Copyright ©2019 by 
American Opinion Publishing, Inc. Periodicals 
postage paid at Appleton, WI and additional 
mailing offices. Postmaster: Send any address 
changes to The New AmericAN, P.O. Box 8040, 
Appleton, WI 54912.

The New AmericAN is 
published twice monthly 
by American Opinion 
Publishing Inc., a wholly 

owned subsidiary of The John Birch Society.

Publisher & Editor 
Gary Benoit

Senior Editor 
William F. Jasper

Managing Editor 
Kurt Williamsen

Web Editor 
John T. Larabell

Foreign Correspondent 
Alex Newman

Contributors 
Bob Adelmann • Dennis Behreandt 

Steve Byas • Raven Clabough 
Selwyn Duke • Brian Farmer  

Christian Gomez • Larry Greenley 
Gregory A. Hession, J.D. 

Ed Hiserodt • William P. Hoar  
R. Cort Kirkwood • Patrick Krey, J.D.  

Warren Mass • John F. McManus  
James Murphy • Dr. Duke Pesta  

Llewellyn H. Rockwell, Jr. 
C. Mitchell Shaw • Michael Tennant 

Rebecca Terrell • Fr. James Thornton 
Laurence M. Vance • Joe Wolverton II, J.D. 

Creative Director 
Joseph W. Kelly

Senior Graphic Designer 
Katie Bradley

Research 
Bonnie M. Gillis

Chief Strategy Officer  
Bill Hahn 

Advertising/Circulation Manager 
Julie DuFrane 

Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today!

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

EXTRA COPIES AVAILABLE
Additional copies of this issue of the 

New AmericAN are available at quantity-
discount prices. To place your order, visit 
www.shopjbs.org or see the card between 
pages 34-35.

➧

TrailWinds 
p l a z a

5

http://www.thenewamerican.com
mailto:editorial@thenewamerican.com
http://www.shopjbs.org


REGISTERED & COMMERCIAL 

HEREFORDS
Range Bulls, Replacement Females, Stocker & Feeder Cattle

(one or a truckload)

A Fifth Generation Ranching Family
 Engaged In Accenting The Hereford Influence

“This is a republic, not a democracy — Let’s keep it that way!”

Box 99
Laurier, WA 99146
Len: 509/684-4380
(Summer phone)

The McIrvin Family
Len & Pat McIrvin

Bill & Roberta McIrvin
Justin & Kaleigh Hedrick

646 Lake Rd.
Burbank, WA 99323

Len: 509/545-5676
(Winter phone & address)

Diamond
M

Ranch



According to a teacher and a mother who wrote letters to conser-
vative columnist Rod Dreher, which were posted online March 
1, parents and school officials encourage transgender behavior 
among children.

The two stated that “transgender” kids are often mentally ill 
and routinely disappear from the school roster when parents fi-
nally call in the skull doctors. In fact, the anonymous teacher 
observed that “trans” kids are in “desperately bad shape.”

One student was “moody and unstable, and was withdrawn 
from school for mental health reasons in the middle of the year.” 
Another wore buttons “declaring preferred pronouns.” The “but-
ton-wearer mysteriously wasn’t in our school anymore at the start 
of the next year. I asked her friends about it, but they could only 
shrug. Nobody ever heard from her again.”

This year, the teacher has “a young man who has *fully* tran-
sitioned physically to a female, and who also (surprise!) has a 
host of major mental health problems.” He is “a doped-up basket 
case so dysfunctional that he has to be removed from an incred-
ibly tolerant, liberal school where he was literally celebrated for 
being a ‘she.’”

How tolerant is “incredibly tolerant?” A Christian boy apolo-
gized for using the wrong pronoun on a “trans” classmate.

The teacher rightly concluded that the “trans” kids are “clearly 
suffering from massive mental and emotional problems” and “all 
their pronouns and transitioning do nothing to heal that.”

A concerned mother who read the teacher’s missive divulged 

that five percent of the students at her daughter’s former school 
claim they are the opposite sex. Parents and teachers have “nor-
malized” and encouraged the mental illness and support hor-
mones and surgery. And some of the “trans” students “looked 
nothing like the sex they pretended to be. One boy looked exactly 
like a boy, yet went by a feminine girl’s name and became hostile 
if anyone ‘misgendered’ him. These kids all presented differently, 
but what they all had in common were signs of autism and mental 
health issues.”

Notes From Teacher, Parent: “Trans” Kids Are Mentally Ill 

Utah’s Governor Gary Herbert signed his approval on March 25 
to a bill that banned abortion in his state after 18 weeks of gesta-
tion. The new law replaces a previous law that banned abortion 
after 22 weeks of gestation. Considering that many abortionists 
stopped doing the procedure at 21 weeks, being careful not to run 

afoul of that law, this means, in effect, that Utah abortionists will 
most likely restrict their procedures to before 17 weeks.

Abortion is becoming an increasingly contentious issue in 
the states. Some states, such as Utah and Mississippi (which 
last year passed a 15-week abortion law only to see a federal 
judge nix it), are moving to further restrict the grisly practice. 
Other states, such as New York, have gone in the other direc-
tion, allowing abortions to be performed at the very latest stages 
in pregnancy. Virginia Governor Ralph Northam recently de-
fended a bill in his state that would have even allowed the death 
of a child born after a failed abortion. “When we talk about 
third-trimester abortions,” Northam explained, “these are done 
with the consent of obviously the mother, with the consent of 
the physicians, more than one physician, by the way.”

Along with the fight over the confirmation of Brett Kavanaugh 
to the Supreme Court, which the Left fought so strongly out of 
fear that Justice Kavanaugh would provide the margin needed to 
reverse the notorious Roe v. Wade decision, which claimed state 
laws restricting abortion were somehow “unconstitutional,” these 
new laws indicate that the abortion issue is coming to a head.

Hopefully, the day will come when the scourge of abortion is 
illegal across the nation. Until then, laws such as the one passed 
recently in Utah will continue to save millions who otherwise 
would have been aborted.

Utah Bans Abortions After 18 Weeks Gestation 
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Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) carefully 
crafted a trap for Democrats supporting the Green New Deal by 
bringing to the floor a procedural vote on March 26 that would 
have allowed the legislation to move forward. Said McConnell 
the day before: “The American people will see. They’ll see which 
senators are so fully committed to radical left-wing ideology that 
they can’t even vote ‘no’ on self-inflicted economic ruin that 
would take a sledgehammer to America’s middle class.”

As he anticipated, few of them voted against it. Moreover, even 
cosponsors of the legislation, including Senators Edward Markey 
(D-Mass.) and Kirsten Gillibrand (D-N.Y.), joined 41 others who 

voted “present” (with four joining the Republicans who voted 
unanimously to end the discussion before it even got started). 
Markey called the vote a “sham,” while Gillibrand called it “a po-
litical stunt.” House Minority Leader Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.) 
called the vote “a mockery,” a “political act,” and a “political 
stunt.” The vote was 57-0.

Schumer added, “What’s the point of [this vote] other than 
showing how hypocritical this act is?” without realizing that that 
is precisely what the lopsided rejection of Representative Alex-
andria Ocasio-Cortez’s radical proposal revealed: Those in favor 
of AOC’s plan (many of them running for their party’s nomina-
tion for president in 2020 and making it part of their platforms) 
refused to vote for it, covering themselves with glory by voting 
“present” instead.

Three Democrats and one Independent — Senators Joe Man-
chin (D-W.V.), Doug Jones (D-Ala.), Kyrsten Sinema (D-Ariz.), 
and Angus King (I-Maine) — joined the Republicans in rejecting 
moving ahead with consideration of the bill.

The Green New Deal is, as McConnell expressed, a “Democrat 
effort to re-brand all the far-left wish list [that originated] with the 
most radical, farthest-left members of the new House Democrat 
majority.”

Senator Roy Blunt, a Republican from Missouri, called the 
Democrats out for their hypocrisy: “I’ve never seen a bill spon-
sored by a dozen people who don’t want to vote for it!”

Senate Says “No Deal” on Green New Deal 

Special Counsel Robert Mueller has concluded — finally, after 
two years — his probe into whether President Donald Trump or 
any member of his campaign team colluded with Russia during 
the 2016 presidential campaign. Millions of Americans believe 
the investigation was politically driven, doing great damage to 
the country itself, and in the process destroying the lives of in-
nocent Americans in what Trump has called a “witch hunt.”

One of those persecuted by Mueller during the seemingly nev-
er-ending investigation — Jerome Corsi, a best-selling author 
and noted political commentator — has opted to continue his 
legal fight against Mueller and his fellow prosecutors, with a bar 
complaint and a $350 million lawsuit.

“They have to pay for this,” Corsi told the Washington Exam-
iner on March 25.

The Special Counsel’s office offered Corsi a plea deal in No-
vember — for him to plead guilty to lying to investigators about 
having a desire to contact WikiLeaks’ Julian Assange during the 
presidential campaign of 2016. Corsi has explained that during a 
visit to Italy in 2016, he came to the conclusion that Assange had 
damaging e-mails of John Podesta, Hillary Clinton’s campaign 
chairman, and that Assange would release them just before the 
November election.

“I figured it out myself, nobody told me,” Corsi told the Wash-
ington Examiner, but Mueller’s prosecutorial team did not be-
lieve him, and therefore insisted that he was lying. Corsi said they 

thought it was “impossible” that he had just “deduced” what was 
going to happen. But Corsi is a 72-year-old experienced observer 
of inside politics, and as his recent best-seller Killing the Deep 
State demonstrates, he has vast knowledge of the workings of the 
elitists who have been largely running the U.S. government for 
decades, regardless of who is president. 

“I think the fact they didn’t indict me shows I’m right in the 
case,” Corsi said. “They need to pay for this. They ruined my life 
for several months and caused me monetary damages. I currently 
have no job and no monthly income. I have to reconstruct my life. 
This was a political prosecution.” n

Corsi Vows to Make Mueller Pay, Alleging Prosecutorial Misconduct 
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GOP Senator Doesn’t Back Trump’s Call for National Emergency
“I can’t vote to give the president the power to spend money that hasn’t 
been appropriated by Congress. If we take away those checks and bal-
ances, it’s a dangerous thing.”
Obviously concerned about President Trump’s declaration of a national 
emergency because of illegal immigration, Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) 
isn’t against building a wall, but is against trampling on the Constitution 
to get funds to build one.

He Just Missed Boarding the  
Ill-fated Ethiopian Plane That Crashed

“When I got there, boarding had closed and I was demanding to get in too. But they didn’t allow it.”
Businessman Antonis Mavropoulos arrived two minutes after the doors closed to Ethiopian Flight 302, 
which he was supposed to board. It had backed away from the gate. He later learned that the plane had 
crashed, and 149 passengers plus eight crew members had perished. He now considers March 10, the 
date of the tragedy, his “lucky day.”

As President Trump Often Stated, It Really Was a “Witch Hunt”
“The Mueller investigation employed 19 lawyers and 40 FBI agents. It 
took two years. It issued 2,800 subpoenas. It executed 500 search war-
rants. It interviewed 500 witnesses. And it failed to indict a single mem-
ber of Trump’s campaign for collusion with Russia to influence the 2016 
election.”
In his commentary about the findings of the Mueller investigation, col-
umnist Patrick Buchanan pointed to all of the effort expended and the 
resulting exoneration of Donald Trump and his colleagues. It could be 
added that the $35 million expended would have been better spent build-
ing a wall to block entry of illegal immigrants.

Refugees From Syria Became Victims of Terrorism in New Zealand
“They escaped death and torture in Syria then came to New Zealand only to be killed here.”
Some who perished in the New Zealand rampage that killed 50 persons had recently fled to their new 
country. Ali Akil, an official of a group known as Syrian Solidarity New Zealand, lamented their fate.

Last ISIS Village Falls, but Caliphate Still Exists
“But we cannot say that ISIS is finished. It is true that they are finished on the ground as a standing 
army. But the ISIS threat remains around the globe.”
Syrian Democratic Forces spokesman Kino Gabriel announced the anti-ISIS campaign’s success. 
But he simultaneously warned that ISIS remains a terrorist threat willing to murder foes anywhere 
on Earth.

President’s Proposed Budget Establishes a Record
“Given the important budget hurdles we face this year that will require 
bipartisan and responsible solutions, the president’s budget is a derelic-
tion of duty.”
Seeking $4.75 trillion for the coming fiscal year, President Trump faces 
opposition from House Budget Committee Chairman John Yarmuth (D-
Ky.), who believes the requested amount is irresponsibly high.

Paper Mill Closes, Then Reopens and Spreads Joy to Workers
“No one is shocked when a paper mill closes anymore. The shocking 
comes when one reopens.”
The town of Combined Locks, Wisconsin, recently saw its 128-year-old 

paper mill close. Midwest Paper Group’s president, Kyle Putzstuck, bought the shuttered factory. He 
did so because of the rising demand for cardboard to ship packages everywhere by Amazon and other 
online retailers. The reopened factory brought great joy to the community. n

— compiled by JohN F. mcmANus
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by Ed Hiserodt and Rebecca Terrell

Are you one of the millions of 
young Americans genuinely wor-
ried about the fate of this planet 

because of climate change? Have you 
been stirred by fresh-faced idealist Alex-
andria Ocasio-Cortez and her demands for 
the United States to stop producing car-
bon dioxide? Do you believe that if drastic 
measures are not taken, mankind will de-

stroy Mother Earth? If so, this article is for 
you. Because even though climate change 
may seem like a gargantuan problem, we 
believe there is a real and surprisingly sim-
ple solution. Let’s start by taking a look at 
some common beliefs.

Belief #1: 
Most scientists agree that humans are 
causing catastrophic global warming.

You have probably heard talking heads 

on the news mentioning a “97-percent 
consensus” among scientists that human 
activity causes global warming. Plenty of 
movie stars and politicians agree. Anyone 
who doesn’t believe is basically a Nean-
derthal who shops at Walmart. “The sci-
ence is settled,” they say.

But did you ever wonder where they get 
the number 97? The answer may surprise 
you.

At least six studies supposedly docu-

Calling all environmental superheroes! The answer to climate catastrophe may be 
simpler than you think. Read on! 

Photo: Steve Debenport/Getty Images
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ment the 97-percent consensus. We’ll use 
the two most referenced as examples. The 
first was in 2009, when Peter Doran and 
Maggie Zimmerman from the University 
of Illinois at Chicago sent a survey about 
global warming to more than 10,000 
earth scientists from many backgrounds 
— geology, geochemistry, etc. Doran and 
Zimmerman heard back from only 3,146 
of them. Out of the respondents, 77 iden-
tified themselves specifically as “climate 
scientists.” Seventy-five of those agreed 
humans are causing catastrophic global 
warming. Ask Siri what 75 divided by 77 
is, and she’ll tell you 97.4 percent. And 
that, my friends, is where our “97-percent 
consensus” was born.

Feeling cheated? You’re not alone. But 
wait — there’s more!

Dr. John Cook of Australia’s Univer-
sity of Queensland led another review of 
nearly 12,000 scientific papers on climate 
change written between 1991 and 2011. 
Since that’s a lot of papers to review, Dr. 
Cook asked for help. He used his outra-
geously biased blog, Skeptical Scientist, 
to recruit what he called “citizen science 
volunteers,” who inspected the papers 
for him even though they were politi-
cally motivated activists who were not 
required to provide proof of scientific 
credentials. Cook actually wrote before 
the research began, “It’s essential that the 
public understands that there’s a scien-
tific consensus on AGW [anthropogenic 
(man-made) global warming],” proving 
that he wasn’t out to discover truth but 
to promote a skewed agenda. Not sur-
prisingly, the volunteer analysis found 
a 97.1-percent consensus that humans 
have caused at least half Earth’s warm-
ing since 1950.

After Cook published those findings, 
real scientists stepped up. They examined 
the same 11,944 papers and found only 41 
of them explicitly blaming humans. Quite 
a jump from 97.1 to 0.3 percent! Not even 
one paper subscribed to an idea of man-
made global-warming catastrophe. The 
researchers, led by Dr. David Legates, 
wrote in Science and Education, “It is 
astonishing that any journal could have 
published a paper claiming a 97% consen-
sus when … the true consensus was well 
below 1%.”

Similar stories of deceit can be told of 
the other so-called research arriving at a 

97-percent consensus. But if that isn’t the 
magic number sorting believers from un-
believers, is there anything more realistic?

Delegates at the 2014 American Meteo-
rological Society convention (weathermen 
and climatologists) voted on the question 
“Is global warming caused mostly by 
human activity?” Fifty-two percent agreed 
it was — barely more than half and a far 
cry from 97 percent. And even that vote 
likely suffered from bias, considering 
most of the voters work for organizations 
that receive climate-change funding from 
government and media. Regardless, there 
were only 1,821 votes cast — hardly a 
representative sample of all scientists in 
the world.

A better sample is online at www.pe-
titionproject.org, hosted by the Oregon 
Institute of Science and Medicine. More 
than 31,000 scientists and engineers have 
signed on to this petition to Congress:

We urge the United States govern-
ment to reject the global warming 
agreement that was written in Kyoto, 
Japan in December 1997, and any 
other similar proposals. The proposed 
limits on greenhouse gases would 
harm the environment, hinder the 
advance of science and technology, 
and damage the health and welfare of 
mankind. There is no convincing sci-
entific evidence that human release 
of carbon dioxide, methane or other 
greenhouse gases is causing or will, 
in the foreseeable future, cause cata-
strophic heating of the Earth’s atmo-
sphere and disruption of the Earth’s 
climate. Moreover, there is substan-
tial scientific evidence that increases 
in atmospheric carbon dioxide pro-
duce many beneficial effects upon 
the natural plant and animal environ-
ments of the Earth.

Britt Griswold/NASA/flickr

Big picture: Unlike land-based thermometers, satellites measure temperatures over the entire 
Earth, from the surface to the limits of the troposphere, providing data to actually assess the 
amount of climate change — for the first time.

www.TheNewAmerican.com 11

The U.S. National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
(NASA) maintains a temperature record that goes 
back to 1880, the year Thomas Edison founded his 
electric company and five years before the world’s first 
skyscraper — a 10-story building in Chicago — was 
completed.
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Possibly the best point to remember about 
any scientific consensus was made by the 
late doctor, scientist, and best-selling au-
thor Michael Crichton: “Historically, the 
claim of consensus has been the first ref-
uge of scoundrels; it is a way to avoid de-
bate by claiming that the matter is settled.”

Belief #2: 
Earth is getting warmer at a dangerous 
rate that is accelerating out of control.

The tough thing about figuring out how 
warm Earth is getting is: Where do you 
stick the thermometer? The U.S. National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration 
(NASA) maintains a temperature record 
that goes back to 1880, the year Thomas 
Edison founded his electric company and 
five years before the world’s first skyscrap-
er — a 10-story building in Chicago — was 
completed. Just as we have bigger and bet-
ter skyscrapers now, and electricity even in 
the developing world, today we have better 
and more widespread methods of collect-
ing temperature data. Orbiting satellites, 
technologically advanced ocean buoys, and 
highly sophisticated land-based monitoring 
stations weren’t around until our modern 
age. Monitoring in Asia and the Southern 
Hemisphere was virtually non-existent until 
recent years. And in 1880, you also would 
not have experienced the urban heat island 
effect (modern cities are always warmer 
than rural areas because the buildings and 
pavement radiate heat). But for the sake of 
argument, let’s just assume the NASA data 
is an apples-to-apples comparison of each 
of the past 140 years.

If so, temperatures were an average of 
0.99° Celsius (1.8° Fahrenheit) lower in 
1880 than they are now. So, yes, Earth has 
warmed. But here’s something you might 
be asking: Is 0.99°C (1.8°F) over almost 
140 years that big a deal? Great question!

We need a practical example to answer 
it. Washington, D.C., is about 200 miles 
southwest of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
and averages 1.5°C (2.7°F) higher than 
the City of Brotherly Love. So the rise 
in temps since 1880 doesn’t have nearly 
the effect of moving from Philly to D.C. 
Ironically, the climate-change arm of the 
United Nations, the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), says 
that if temps continue to rise to 1.5°C 
post-1880, it will be the end of life as we 
know it.

The odd thing is there have been many 
times in Earth’s history that we’ve been 
much warmer than we are now, and much 
colder, too. The Roman Optimum hap-
pened about 2,000 years ago, when Jesus 
walked the Earth. We know from both 
historical records and scientific analysis 
of sediments and ice cores that conditions 
then were significantly warmer, making it 
possible for all those Caesars to spread the 
Roman Empire across Europe and the Mid-
dle East. Next came the bitter cold of the 
Dark Ages, rife with famine and pestilence. 
What a relief when the Medieval Warm Pe-
riod entered the scene about 1,000 years 
ago. Though not as warm as the Roman 
Optimum, people still basked in temps a 
full 1.1°C (2°F) higher than today. It was 
a time when the alpine tree line was much 
higher than it is today, Vikings thrived on 
corn and barley in Greenland, and wheat 
and oat crops flourished in latitudes of 
Norway much farther north than can sus-
tain those crops today, which can’t happen 
now because of colder temperatures. 

By the mid-1400s, all the green in 
Greenland was gone, and the Vikings fled 
south. The Little Ice Age had gripped the 
globe with frigid fingers, causing regular 
crop failures and ensuing famine. Things 
got so cold that Londoners had fairs on 
the frozen River Thames, and during one 

winter even paraded an elephant across 
the solid sheet of ice!

Around the end of the American Civil 
War, we began to thaw. No longer would 
the Arkansas River freeze to the point 
that horse-drawn carriages could cross 
in winter. Up north glaciers began melt-
ing, but would you believe what’s pop-
ping up from underneath these retreating 
ice rivers? Remains of forests, abandoned 
settlements, weapons, and artifacts — all 
evidence of once-prosperous civilizations 
in areas completely uninhabitable today.

If we do warm now, it is likely a good 
thing for which we should be eternally 
grateful. Regardless, the warming certainly 
would not be outside the limits of natural 
fluctuations in temperature and climate.

Belief #3: 
Rising sea levels are threatening destruc-
tion of coastlines and starvation/displace-
ment of millions of people.

Walk school hallways and you will find 
art with a consistent theme: Go Green 
and Save the Planet. A common picture is 
the Statue of Liberty with water up to her 
armpits and a little tear in her eye because 
evil humans have left her with soggy feet. 
Consistent with the propaganda, fear of 
sea-level rise is a great concern of many 
students.
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Overstated: For sea level to reach the level indicated by climate-alarmist propaganda, it would 
take 27,900 years at the present rate of one foot per century.
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Is sea level rising? There are so many 
variables at play when it comes to measur-
ing sea level, the most accurate answer is 
“probably.” If that sounds frustratingly ob-
scure, consider that in some places it is ris-
ing while in others it is falling. For example, 
tidal gauges on Japan’s eastern shore record 
a drop in mean sea level, while those on the 
west log an increase. The varying sea lev-
els are likely due to subduction, where one 
tectonic plate on the ocean floor overlaps 
another. Subduction causes the land to rise 
in certain places and fall in others, giving 
the appearance of sea level change.

Subsidence is another sea-level con-
founder. A sinkhole is a small and extreme 
example. But usually it happens gradually 
— an underground aquifer (water-bearing 
rock) caves in or sinks. A portion of New 
Zealand’s eastern coastline had been grad-
ually sinking by a few millimeters per year 
— making it appear that sea level was ris-
ing — until a 2016 earthquake raised the 
area by nearly five feet.

That is an example of displacement, 
when earthquakes and underwater volca-

noes push land upward. That’s how we got 
Hawaii. Water is simply displaced, caus-
ing sea-level decline at the site and sea-
level rise elsewhere. Isostasy also causes 
an apparent decrease in sea level. It relates 
to the rebound in a land mass after loss of 
its glacial burden, a common phenomenon 
since the last ice age.

Sea level is obviously a tricky subject. 
Let’s look at the most likely scenario of 
the next 80 years, a period in which doom-
sayers predict a possible rise of 23 feet 
— slightly taller than the average giraffe. 
Regardless of cause, actual readings from 
about 1,200 tide gauges in U.S. coastal cit-
ies predict a rise of between 4.7 and 11 
inches in the next century. Moreover, since 
1830, when tide gauges first came into use, 
they have recorded no acceleration in the 

rate of rise, meaning this estimate is likely 
very accurate. By 2100, we’re looking at 
seas rising less than one foot — nothing 
close to 23 feet.

However, scientists believe sea levels 
were likely much higher in ages past. Re-
searchers at the University of Copenhagen 
discovered remains of a boreal forest in 
Greenland under more than a mile of ice. 
They told LiveScience: “The global ocean 
was probably between three and six feet 
higher during that time compared to current 
levels.” Though many variables may have 
been in play to cause that, we can be certain 
it had nothing to do with the Industrial Age.

Belief #4: 
A very small amount of warming will 
cause the polar ice caps to melt, flooding 
much of the world.

It is certainly frightening to read this, 
from the U.S. Weather Bureau’s consul at 
Norway:

Reports from fishermen, seal hunters 
and explorers who sail the seas about 
Spitzbergen [an island 12 degrees 
south of the North Pole — ed.] and 
the eastern Arctic, all point to a radi-
cal change in climate conditions, and 
hitherto unheard-of high tempera-
tures. In fact, so little ice has never 
before been noted…. Many old land-
marks are so changed as to be un-
recognizable. Where formerly great 
masses of ice were found, there are 
now often accumulations of earth and 
stones. At many points where gla-
ciers formerly extended far into the 
sea they have entirely disappeared.

Two things make that quote less fright-
ening. First, it was written in November 
1922. Second, the government official 
who wrote it was elated with the changes. 
He raved that the area’s flora and fauna 
were thriving as never before and that “the 
warmth of the waters makes it probable 
that the favorable ice conditions will con-
tinue for some time.”

Mean Sea Level at Neah Bay, WA, USA  (NOAA 9443090, 823-001, PSMSL 385)
9443090 Neah Bay, WA, USA         -1.71 +/- 0.30 mm/yr9443090 Neah Bay, yy WA, USA         -1.71 +/- 0.30 mm/yrWW
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Mean Sea Level at Key West, FL, USA  (NOAA 8724580, 940-071, PSMSL 188)
8724580 Key West, FL, USA         +2.39 +/- 0.15 mm/yr8724580 Key West, FL, USA         +2.39 +/- 0.15 mm/yr
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Which do we believe? Tide gauges in Florida and Washington show dramatically different slopes. 
Note the green line denoting the CO2 level during the measurement period.
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Yes, Earth has warmed. But here’s something you might 
be asking: Is 0.99°C (1.8°F) over almost 140 years that 
big a deal? Great question!



You may be wondering what all that 
melted ice did to sea levels. As to the polar 
ice, North Pole ice is sea ice, and when 
that melts, it doesn’t change sea level at 
all, any more than does ice floating in a 
glass of water cause overflow as it melts. 
As to land ice, keep in mind that scientists 
have estimated that a melted land ice sheet 
measuring 2,500 square miles and 1,000 
feet thick would raise sea levels up to 
one-quarter inch. (Glacier National Park 
is only 1,583 square miles.) The South 
Pole is mostly land ice, but the highest 
recorded temperature in Antarctica’s sum-
mer is -7.8°C (18°F). Raise that by two 
or even 10 degrees, and it’s still frozen. 
When you see huge chunks of it dramati-
cally cracking and crashing into the ocean 
— a process known as calving — it is not 
melting. It calves because the ice gets so 
thick it can’t support its own weight.

Belief #5: 
Polar bears are dangerously close to ex-
tinction because of melting Arctic ice.

This scare began in 2006, when De-
partment of Interior (DOI) biologists re-

ported an alarming number of polar bears 
drowned because global warming melted 
all their ice. Their study landed the fuzzy 
fur ball on the Endangered Species list in 
2008. But four years later the DOI charged 
lead researcher Charles Monnett with mul-
tiple counts of wrongdoing, including in-
tentional omission and use of false data to 
conclude that polar bears are endangered. 
Regardless, the media darling kept its 
endangered status, to the delight of tree-
hugging activists.

By the way, ever wonder why they’re 
called “tree huggers” and not “bear hug-
gers”? Here’s the reason: Polar bears are 
some of the most ferocious animals on 
Earth and one of the few that hunt other 
animals, including humans, for sport. The 
people who have to live with them are 
genuinely frightened by their rising num-
bers. “Since early December, a group of 
52 polar bears have terrorized the Russian 
village of Belushaya Guba,” notes the 
Polar Bear Science blog. “The aggressive-
ness of some of the bears, their boldness 
in entering local buildings and fearless-
ness in the face of the usual deterrents has 

caused the local government to call a state 
of emergency.” Environmentalists claim 
the bears’ dwindling habitat is forcing 
them to forage for food in towns, but the 
Financial Post reports the recent spate of 
polar bear invasions and attacks across the 
Arctic involves fat, well-fed animals who 
are experiencing a “bear baby boom.”

“We as Inuit have always been aware of 
the high number of polar bears,” Elisapee 
Aglukka told CBC News. Her grandson 
was mauled to death last year by a polar 
bear near their home in Nunavut, Cana-
da. “Some of them won’t even run away 
when people shoot to scare them off.” She 
blames government interference for the 
skyrocketing populations. “It’s still very 
difficult for me to talk about losing loved 
ones this way,” she said through tears. “It 
hurts when animal rights activists try to 
protect polar bears from being hunted, 
rather than protecting human safety.”

A new book, The Polar Bear Catastro-
phe That Never Happened, by Dr. Susan 
Crockford, anthropologist at Canada’s 
University of Victoria, tells the full story. 
Years of research conclude: “Polar bear 
numbers could easily exceed 40,000, up 
from a low point of 10,000 or fewer in the 
1960s,” when overhunting — not global 
warming — was the culprit.

Belief #6: 
Scientists agree the sun has no effect on 
global warming.

It is true that some scientists agree the 
sun plays no role — particularly those 
with a political agenda. They base their 
reasoning on solid fact: The sun’s inso-
lation (fancy word for sunshine) doesn’t 
vary much in intensity. Small deviations 
in the amount of solar radiation that reach-
es Earth are certainly not going to affect 
global temperature.

However, not all solar emissions behave 
the same way. In recent years, scientists 
have investigated the fascinating link be-
tween global temperatures and sunspots. It 
seems that the more sunspots we have, the 
warmer Earth gets.

Henrick Svensmark, a physicist with 
the Danish National Space Center in Co-
penhagen, first put all the pieces together. 
He observed that Earth is constantly bom-
barded by cosmic rays from outside our 
solar system, which help form clouds in 
our atmosphere. The clouds reflect sun-
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Ecological tale: The supposed plight of the polar bear — running contrary to the record-high 
population of bears — has been a rallying cry for climate alarmists. One should remember that 
the bears have been around for over 350,000 years, many periods of which were much warmer 
than today.
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Is sea level rising? There are so many variables at play 
when it comes to measuring sea level, the most accurate 
answer is “probably.”



light back into space, leading to cooler 
surface temperatures.

But that only happens when there are 
few or no sunspots. An active sun causes 
a solar wind that blocks the cosmic rays 
from entering Earth’s atmosphere. (If 
you’d like to observe the effect of solar 
wind, view a comet through your handy 
telescope. Solar wind is what keeps the tail 
of the comet pointing away from the sun.) 
Fewer cosmic rays mean fewer clouds and 
higher temperatures.

While climate alarmists quibble with 
Svensmark’s conclusions, the effect of 
sunspots is based on a long observational 
record. Astronomers discovered sunspots 
around 800 B.C., and we’ve known for a 
long time about the sun’s cycle, when its 
magnetic poles flip and its activity fluc-
tuates from quiet to turbulent. Typically, 
between 40,000 to 50,000 sunspots occur 
in a 25-year period. However, in the late 
1600s there were fewer than 50 in a 27-
year stretch. This dearth of sunspots oc-
curred during the Maunder Minimum 
— named after 19th-century husband 
and wife astronomers Edward and Annie 
Maunder. Interestingly, the Maunder 
Minimum coincides with the height of the 
Little Ice Age. Other periods of low sun-
spot activity — the Sporer Minimum, the 
Dalton Minimum, and the Homeric Mini-
mum — each correspond with similar pe-
riods of lower-than-average temperatures. 
Conversely, the years 1100 to 1250 A.D. 
are called the Medieval Maximum, a pe-
riod of high solar activity that relates to 
the Medieval Warm Period.

Another phenomenon regarding cos-
mic ray activity may be of interest. As 
our solar system passes through the spi-
ral arms of the Milky Way galaxy, cosmic 
radiation increases as we approach other 
stars. Under the cosmic-ray theory, this 
would cause more cloud formation on 
Earth and thus cooler temperatures. No-
tably, passage through the spiral arms oc-
curs on 145,000-year cycles, coinciding 
with our planet’s onset of ice ages.

Those who claim the sun has no effect 
on climate are ignoring the obvious. In-
terestingly, this February there were zero 
sunspots, and last summer lacked a single 
sunspot for 32 of 33 days. Many climate 
physicists predict that the sun’s current 
inactivity is likely to cause a decrease in 
temperature for the next few years.

Belief #7: 
Forecasts predict a major increase in 
global temperatures by the year 2100.

That is absolutely true. Computer mod-
els on which UN’s IPCC bases its dire 
predictions and climate policies do indeed 
forecast certain doom. But as physicist 
and Nobel prize winner Niels Bohr once 
quipped: “Prediction is very difficult, es-
pecially about the future.” And tempera-
ture predictions have proved notoriously 
inaccurate. 

Poor IPCC! Mother Nature hasn’t man-
aged to keep pace with its computer mod-
els. Every year, what she dishes out is far 
below what UN bureaucrats predicted.

Drs. Roy Spencer and John Christy, 
professors of atmospheric science at the 
University of Alabama in Huntsville, 
handle the data from NASA’s temperature 
monitoring satellites and regularly report 
their findings to Congress. The graph on 
page 16 compares the drastically high 
predictions of 102 “climate models” to 
the actual temperature data as observed 
by satellites and weather balloons. The 
blue line is satellite measurements, and 
the green is weather balloon data. Inter-
estingly, the latter three are completely 
independent but in close agreement.

Keep in mind, too, that in terms of cli-
mate, the 40-year period from 1979 (when 
satellite measuring began, which is why the 
graph begins that year) until 2019 is a mere 
blip on the radar of thousand-year fluctua-
tions in temperature, weather, and all the 
other variables that make up climate.

The happy ending to this story is that 
even climate modelers admitted, “We 
Were Wrong.” They conceded in Nature 
Geoscience in 2017 that their computer 
models were “on the hot side” in predict-
ing more rapid temperature increases than 
had actually occurred. Fancy that. Isn’t it 
wonderful when the truth actually “outs”?

Belief #8: 
Gargantuan human outputs of carbon di-
oxide (CO2) are causing catastrophic cli-
mate change.

If you’ve ever seen Al Gore’s 2006 
documentary An Inconvenient Truth, 
you probably remember him on a man-
lift beside a huge graph showing fluc-
tuations in CO2 and temperature over 
the past 600,000 years. The lines of the 
graph track Earth’s historic temperature 
and CO2 levels. The lines move together 
with frightening similarity and appear to 
indicate that CO2 plays a major role in 

www.TheNewAmerican.com 15

Sunblock: Illustrated above is the process by which solar activity affects Earth’s temperatures. An 
active sun blocks cloud-forming cosmic rays, allowing more solar energy to reach the Earth. The 
opposite happens during periods of low solar activity.
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driving temperatures — until you notice 
that the red CO2 line consistently lags be-
hind the blue temperature line, by about 
800 years. The graph actually illustrates 
the opposite of Gore’s doomsday inter-
pretation: CO2 levels in the atmosphere 
follow temperature changes; they don’t 
cause temperature changes.

In fact, many scientists agree that rising 
temperatures drive up levels of greenhouse 
gases (GHG), not the other way around. 
And history supports that theory. Remem-
ber the Roman and Medieval Warm Pe-
riods? They were hotter than our modern 
age but had lower-than-modern levels of 
atmospheric CO2.

Adding to that major hole in global-
warming theory is the fact that CO2 is a 
minor greenhouse gas — in both quantity 
and effect. 

Catastrophic climate-change theory 
states that greenhouse gases such as CO2 
cause Earth’s surface to be warmer than 
it would be without them and — ignoring 
evidence to the contrary, as we’ll see — 
assumes that increasing GHGs will cause 
temperatures to skyrocket. The U.S. En-
vironmental Protection Agency therefore 
classifies some of them as pollutants. Car-
bon dioxide is the second most abundant 
greenhouse gas after water vapor, which 
incidentally is not labeled a pollutant.

Carbon dioxide makes up 0.04 percent 
of our atmosphere, and is a small frac-
tion of the atmosphere compared to water 
vapor. But most CO2 is from natural sourc-
es such as respiration, volcanic eruptions, 
and decomposition. A very small amount 
— only 3.5 percent of the 0.04 percent 
total — comes from human sources. So 
even if we humans doubled our contribu-
tion to seven percent, CO2 as a whole in 
the atmosphere would only rise from .04 
to .041 percent, a statistically insignificant 
increase.

Here’s another twist: The more CO2 
in the atmosphere, the weaker its mar-
ginal ability to trap heat. Geologist and 
New York Times best-selling author H. 
Leighton Steward explains on his blog, 
PlantsNeedCO2.org, “At low concentra-
tions, CO2 does exert a significant warm-
ing of the lower atmosphere. But as the 
absorption bands in which CO2 captures 
this rising heat begin to get saturated, CO2 
can capture less and less heat.” In other 
words, CO2 absorbs solar energy from 
only certain segments of the radiation/
light spectrum. Since almost all the radia-
tion in those bands is already absorbed by 
the CO2 in the atmosphere, additional CO2 
has very little effect on global warming. 
The effect of additional CO2 is like put-
ting on blankets when the temperature is 

cool: Having one good blanket does a lot 
to keep you toasty warm, but additional 
blankets contribute very meager warming 
benefits. In fact, historic data reveals much 
higher-than-current levels of atmospheric 
CO2 during both ice ages and warm peri-
ods, leading Steward to point out, “These 
real world observations lead us to believe 
that Earth is not very sensitive to CO2 and 
that many other factors have a stronger in-
fluence in climate.”

Let’s not forget what we all learned in 
fifth-grade science class about the impor-
tance of CO2 to plant growth. Greenpeace 
co-founder Dr. Patrick Moore stated in 
2015: “We are witnessing the greening of 
the earth as higher levels of CO2 … pro-
mote increased growth of plants around 
the world. What could be wrong with that, 
as forests and agricultural crops become 
more productive?”

The Solution: 
Spread the truth.

Not only has Representative Ocasio-
Cortez claimed that we are headed for 
climate-change catastrophe if the United 
States doesn’t stop producing CO2 within 
10 years, but every Democrat running 
for the 2020 presidential nomination is 
onboard with her. Reasonable estimates 
say the “Green New Deal” they back will 
cost more than all the money existing in 
the world today. This poses an important 
question: Are these people responding to 
real dangers, or are they merely politi-
cal opportunists cashing in on unfounded 
fears of global warming? You now know 
the answer.

With the knowledge that CO2 is decid-
edly not pollution, that there is no evidence 
of an impending climate catastrophe, and 
that Americans have real problems that 
need solving, we also know we need to 
stop the opportunists from exploiting ig-
norance. The solution is simple. We need 
clear-headed, honest people such as you 
to spread the word that man-made climate 
change is quite possibly the biggest hoax 
in history. Don’t shrink from defending 
the truth; don’t be afraid of being unpopu-
lar or ridiculed. Educate yourself and oth-
ers, engage in debates, and write letters 
to the editor and your representatives in 
Congress. In the end, the truth will out — 
whether before national financial catastro-
phe or after. n

Tropical Atmospheric Temperature (TAT) Trends for 1979-2016
Climate Models vs. Observations

Theory: Average of 102 Climate Model Simulations

Observations:
Satellites (3) 
Balloons (4)
Reanalyses (3)
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Overstated part deux: Climate models have predicted approximately twice the temperature 
rise that actually occurred over the past 35 years when compared to both satellite and weather-
balloon readings.
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Trump wants a scientific review of global-warming claims. Though reviews are typically 
done before government spends money, climate alarmists are demanding he stop. Why?

Trump Climate Panel ATTACKED

by Alex Newman

When documents emerged show-
ing that the Trump administra-
tion was preparing to create 

a committee to review federal “climate 
science,” alarmists became apoplectic, 
claiming the panel would be entirely com-
posed of “climate deniers,” despite only 
one person’s name being released. The 
climate lobby’s hysteria over President 
Donald Trump and “global warming,” al-
ready thought to be at dangerous levels, 
went up another notch to unprecedented 
new heights. A coalition of globalist na-
tional security professionals, mostly from 
the Obama administration, even claimed 
reviewing the science would be a threat 
to “national security.” Two Cabinet sec-
retaries from the Obama administration, 
former Secretary of State John Kerry and 
former Secretary of Defense Chuck Hagel, 
joined in. 

And considering the panel’s implica-
tions, it is easy to see why — their whole 
“New World Order,” as they call it, is rid-
ing on the hypothesis that the gas exhaled 
by humans is “pollution.” But a powerful 

truth-seeking coalition is rallying around 
the administration’s effort to clear the air. 

The collective freak-out over Trump’s 
proposed Presidential Committee on Cli-
mate Security (PCCS) highlights the fact 
that the hysteria surrounding the man-made 
global-warming hypothesis is unscientific, 
experts said. And according to skeptical 
scientists, it proves the need for the com-
mittee and suggests that the whole “climate 
science” edifice must be re-examined by 
competent, credible experts who have no 
vested interest in the outcome. 

Indeed, more than a few scientists and 
experts noted that if the science on “cli-
mate change” were truly settled, then 
Democrats, tax-funded climate alarmists, 
and the establishment media would all be 
celebrating a new committee to confirm 
their conclusion. Instead, the shrieking 
over Trump’s plan to investigate the mat-
ter strongly suggests something very fishy 
is going on, critics argued. There is a good 
chance that even more ClimateGate-style 
fraud could be revealed.

The clamor over this proposal first 
broke out in late February. That is when 
documents emerged showing that the 

White House was planning a committee 
of federal scientists. Their job: re-examine 
widely disputed conclusions on climate 
change released by government bodies in 
recent years, and advise the president on 
the issue. The documents, first reported 
by the Washington Post, showed that the 
planned PCCS would be organized under 
the National Security Council.

Despite the feverish reactions, the com-
mittee would be a purely advisory body. Its 
primary task would be “to advise the Presi-
dent on scientific understanding of today’s 
climate, how the climate might change in 
the future under natural and human influ-
ences, and how a changing climate could 
affect the security of the United States,” 
the documents show, adding that existing 
“scientific and national security judgments 
have not undergone a rigorous independent 
and adversarial scientific peer review to ex-
amine the certainties and uncertainties of 
climate science, as well as implications for 
national security.”

Especially problematic to the man-
made global-warming theorists was the 
prestigious scientist selected to lead the 
committee, Princeton University physicist 
and national security advisor on emerging 
technologies Dr. William Happer. Happer 
is a widely respected scientist who hap-
pens to disagree with the increasingly dis-
credited hypothesis that man’s emissions 
of CO2 — a small fraction of one percent 
of all the greenhouse gases in the atmo-
sphere — control the climate.

“CO2 will be good for the Earth,” Hap-
per told the New AmericAN magazine at 
a 2016 climate conference in Phoenix that 
brought together leading scientists and ex-
perts in various fields to expose the lies 
and alarmism (where this reporter was a 
speaker). “If you look at geological his-
tory, CO2 levels are unusually low right 
now, it’s very seldom that they’ve been 
this low. Many plants are not growing as 
good as they could if they had more CO2, 
so CO2 by itself will be very good for the 
Earth — more will be a good thing.” 
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Lead scientist: Dr. William Happer of Princeton University, who told The New AmericAN that more 
CO2 is good for the Earth, would lead the proposed Presidential Committee on Climate Security.
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In an on-camera interview from G. 
Edward Griffin’s Freedom Force Interna-
tional conference on climate change, Dr. 
Happer also said it was “pretty clear that 
we’re not going to see dangerous climate 
change” as a result of human CO2 emis-
sions. “If nothing else, the Earth has al-
ready done this experiment many times, 
because in the geological past CO2 levels 
have been four times, five times, even 
higher than today, and life flourished all 
over the Earth and in the oceans too,” he 
said, adding that climate models have pre-
dicted drastically more warming than has 
been observed in the real world and that 
the alarmist movement was “vicious” in 
attacking those who disagree. “So it’s non-
sense; [CO2 is] not a pollutant.” 

Alarmist Freak-out
After news of the committee broke, anti-
Trump climate alarmists in the media took 
their cue. Much of the faux outrage and 
vitriol from the establishment was sim-
ply outlandish. CNN, for example, could 
barely contain its disdain, running a col-
umn blasting the climate panel as “a waste 
of time and money.” Vox, meanwhile, 
warned that Happer has “bizarre, back-
ward views about climate science.” 

Democrats in the House of Representa-
tives sent a furious letter to the president 
making all sorts of wild demands and 
claims. A group of a dozen or so Demo-
crat senators went even further, calling the 
committee “dangerous.” “Climate change 
is widely acknowledged to be a global 
threat, and enabling climate skeptics to un-
dermine the views of our nation’s scientific 
leaders on this critical issue is dangerously 
misguided for both our national and eco-
nomic security,” they wrote, claiming that 
Happer “denies” the “overwhelming body 
of scientific evidence on the topic.” 

But in reality, as this magazine and many 
other sources have documented, the alleged 
science upon which the man-made global-

warming hysteria is based is highly suspect 
at best. Self-styled “climate scientists” 
have been repeatedly exposed in unethical 
behavior, including hiding and manipulat-
ing data that contradicts their hypothesis. 
And for decades the predictions of the 
alarmist movement have been remarkably 
wrong about virtually everything. From 
the man-made global-cooling claims of the 
1970s and ’80s saying that the Arctic ice 
cap needed to be melted and that a global 
government should be set up, to the man-
made warming theories of recent decades 
demanding global government and predict-
ing melting ice caps and warmer winters, 
reality keeps debunking the alarmism. 

Even former members of the UN Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC) — the body often cited as proof 
that the “science is settled” — have blown 
the whistle on massive fraud, only to be 
ignored or demonized by alarmists. the 
New AmericAN magazine recently inter-
viewed former UN IPCC sea-level review-

er Dr. Nils-Axel Morner, who resigned 
and became a whistleblower after the UN 
body refused to correct easily discredited 
misinformation on sea levels and other 
matters despite his bringing it to their at-
tention. “There is no rapid sea-level rise 
going on today, and there will not be,” he 
explained, citing observable data and his 
more than 50 years of research in the field. 
In fact, he warned of a looming cooling 
period: “On the contrary, if anything hap-
pens, the sea will go down a little.”

The Implications Are Massive
The debate over climate and the totalitar-
ian solutions being proposed to solve the 
climate problems have been raging for 
decades. But with the man-made warming 
hypothesis imploding, the battle is com-
ing to a head. Independent physicist John 
Droz, who is working with a network of 
concerned scientists against the corruption 
of science, argued that the 30-year battle 
has reached a pivotal juncture with the 
proposed committee. If it succeeds, skep-
tics may win. If it fails, alarmists may win. 
And now, say sources, under tremendous 
pressure from the establishment media, 
the Democrat Party, Deep State swamp 
creatures, and even a handful of fringe 
“Republicans in Name Only” (RINOs), 
the administration is re-considering the 
committee and its mission.

In commentary about the ongoing up-

The coalition supporting President Trump’s proposed climate committee includes dozens of 
influential organizations, such as Heartland Institute, Heritage Action, Competitive Enterprise 
Institute, and more, along with scientists and experts.
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More than a few scientists and experts noted that if 
the science on “climate change” were truly settled, 
then Democrats, tax-funded climate alarmists, and the 
establishment media would all be celebrating a new 
committee to confirm their conclusion.
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roar, Droz noted the absurdity of claim-
ing a new committee would be a waste of 
money when the price tag for “climate” 
schemes is in the tens of trillions of dol-
lars. “If the U.S. was about to spend an 
enormous amount of money, would you 
say that an investigation costing one-bil-
lionth(!) of the expenditure, would be a 
waste of money?” Droz asked, calling it 
the “$64 trillion question.” “That’s what 
we are talking about here.” He also refuted 
the “waste of time” objection, noting that 
Trump has already made clear that without 
new facts, he does not intend to do any-
thing consequential on the climate front.

As for the objection that the “science is 
settled,” Droz again highlighted the absur-
dity and unscientific nature of the claim. 
The issue of whether man’s CO2 emissions 
are driving dangerous warming or climate 
changes has not been resolved, he said. A 
genuine scientific assessment would require 
four components: It should be comprehen-
sive, objective, transparent, and empirical. 
“There has never been a scientific assess-
ment of the Global Warming issue, any-
where on the planet,” Droz observed, add-
ing that the UN IPCC’s assessment reports 
failed on at least three of the four criteria.

Droz then debunked the false claim that 
97 percent of the world’s scientists agree 
with the man-made warming hypothesis. 
“Fact one: there never has been a survey 
of the world’s 2+ million scientists on 
anything,” he wrote. “Fact two: There 
may indeed be a majority of certain sub-
sets of scientists that hold an opinion about 
Global Warming. However, none of them 
has done a genuine scientific analysis of 
the Global Warming matter. Fact three: 
Science is never determined by a vote. Do 
you think that Einstein’s Theory of Rela-
tivity was accepted due to a poll — or be-
cause of scientific proof ?”

Support Is Growing
Other prominent scientists agreed that the 
committee was sorely needed. Writing on 
the Daily Caller, climatologist Patrick Mi-
chaels said it was “about time” that a com-
mittee examined existing climate science. 
“And it’s about time that the truly sloppy, 
shoddy science that the previous adminis-
tration used be shown in the light of truth,” 
said Michaels, who wrote seven books on 
climate, served as the Virginia State Cli-
matologist and president of the American 

Association of State Climatologists, and 
was a research professor of environmental 
sciences at University of Virginia. “Let’s 
shine the light of truth on the notion that 
a temperature change equivalent to driving 
from Washington to Richmond is throwing 
the world into geopolitical chaos.”

Similarly, in a column for Townhall.
com, climate skeptic Paul Driessen, who 
has degrees in geology and field ecology, 
derided the opposition to Trump’s com-
mittee. “For years, you Democrats, en-
vironmentalists, Deep State bureaucrats, 
government-grant-dependent scientists, 
news and social media have colluded to 
censor and silence man-made climate 
chaos skeptics, and stifle any debate,” he 
said, noting that the “Climate Industrial 
Complex” was now a $2-trillion-per-year 
global behemoth. “All of you have huge 
financial, reputational and power stakes 
in this.”

Driessen explained that the climate 
alarmists hope to wrap up their “kanga-
roo court proceedings” without the other 
side being heard or being allowed to pre-
sent evidence and cross-examine alarmist 
experts. “If your evidence is so solid and 
unimpeachable, you should be more than 
happy to lay it on the table, subject it to 
scrutiny, question our experts, and let us 
question yours — extensively and merci-
lessly,” he argued, calling the alarmists’ 
agenda un-American, totalitarian, anti-
science, and more. “After all, the future of 

our planet is at stake — or so you claim. 
The future of our country certainly is.”

The ecologist-turned-attorney, author of 
the book Eco-Imperialism: Green Power, 
Black Death, offered some blunt advice 
to the president on this issue. “Mr. Trump: 
Please stand up to these Climate Totalitar-
ians who want to destroy our nation, in the 
name of saving the planet from climate di-
sasters that exist only in computer models, 
Hollywood movies, and self-serving as-
sertions from the Climate Industrial Com-
plex,” Driessen suggested. “Appoint your 
Presidential Committee on Climate Science 
right now. And may the best science win.”

James Taylor, senior fellow for envi-
ronment and energy policy at the non-
profit Heartland Institute, said an inclusive 
climate-change panel is “exactly what we 
need to get as close to the truth as we can” 
on global warming. “Up to now, the pan-
els put together by the federal government 
have been nothing more than a gathering of 
prominent alarmists rattling off activist talk-
ing points,” he told the New AmericAN. As 
an example, he noted that one of the lead 
authors of the widely ridiculed National 
Climate Assessment, released just before 
the latest UN global-warming summit, rep-
resented the alarmist Union of Concerned 
Scientists. “Clearly, a climate assessment 
written by the Union of Concerned Scien-
tists is not credible,” Taylor said.

An objective review would no doubt re-
veal many such flaws, conflicts of interest, 

Skeptic: While on the campaign trail and subsequently, President Trump repeatedly mocked the 
man-made global-warming hypothesis, even calling it a “hoax” to benefit the Communist Chinese. 
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and more. “Alarmists fear and are vigorous-
ly objecting to President Trump appointing 
a science panel because they know an ob-
jective review of the science will poke gap-
ing holes in the alarmist storyline,” he said. 
“But the proposed science panel is not about 
one side or another winning the debate, it is 
about discovering scientific truth by critical 
inquiry rather than political bullying.”

At American Thinker, David Archibald, 
who has lectured on climate science in 
Senate and House hearing rooms, argued 
that Dr. Happer’s committee could set 
the world free from the one-world-order 
plotting totalitarians behind the warming 
hypothesis. “At the moment, the Marxist 
plotters bang on about the 97 percent sci-
entific consensus on global warming,” he 
wrote. “They have created a sealed edifice 
of lies and have maintained it assiduously. 
After Dr. Happer’s report is released, the 
mantra of ‘Are you denying the science?’ 
will be turned on its head. Global warm-
ing has been a state-sponsored religion, 
with its priesthood funded from the pub-

lic purse to the tune of $2.5 billion a year 
in the U.S. alone. The priests of that cult 
will be plucked off the public teat, and the 
memory of what they preached will fade.”

Writing for the environmentalist Com-
mittee for a Constructive Tomorrow 
(CFACT), Dr. David Wojick ridiculed 
one of the pseudo-scientific claims made 
to undo the committee. In his insightful 
piece, Dr. Wojick pointed out that much of 
the hysteria over the examination of the cli-
mate hysteria is based on a critical fallacy: 
the notion that climate alarmism is the same 
thing as climate science. “This is wildly 
stupid,” he said. “It just shows that science 
news outlets like the Science Mag and E&E 
News have no real concept of what is actu-
ally going on, namely a serious scientific 
debate. It is no wonder then, that their read-
ers also do not know what is going on. Even 
worse, this alarmist fallacy occurs in many 
other news outlet articles as well.”

The difference really is crucial. “Both 
alarmism and skepticism are based on cli-
mate science, but neither is the whole of 

climate change science, much less climate 
science, not even close,” noted Wojick, 
who has worked for Carnegie Mellon 
University, the U.S. Office of Naval Re-
search, the Naval Research Lab, and the 
U.S. Department of Energy. “A quick 
search reveals that the scientific literature 
contains over 2 million articles that refer 
to ‘climate change.’ Alarmism and skepti-
cism are differing claims about what this 
vast body of research adds up to. They are 
not that body itself, so it is wildly wrong 
to equate either view with climate science. 
The assessment of science is different 
from the science being assessed.”

Massive Coalition  
Forms to Back Trump
As the debate escalated, and the impli-
cations of it came into focus, a massive 
coalition of environmental organizations, 
activists, scientists, experts, and think-
tank leaders signed a letter to Trump sup-
porting the committee and Dr. Happer. 
The coalition supporting Trump and a re-
examination of government “climate sci-
ence” called for an independent scientific 
review of claims in federal climate reports 
to help set the record straight once and for 
all. Analysts said the process could help 
establish the credibility of government cli-
mate science — or the lack thereof.

The coalition letter, signed by almost 
40 leading policy organizations and over 
100 prominent leaders and scientists, ar-
gues that an independent review of federal 
global-warming reports is “long overdue.” 
“Serious problems and shortcomings have 
been raised repeatedly in the past by high-
ly-qualified scientists only to be ignored 
or dismissed by the federal agencies in 
charge of producing the reports,” the lead-
ers and organizations explained. Indeed, in 
multiple cases, federal bureaucracies such 
as the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) and the U.S. De-
partment of Energy have been accused of 
fraudulently manipulating data and find-
ings to support their conclusions.

“Among major issues that have been 
raised and that we hope the committee will 
scrutinize: the models used have assumed 
climate sensitivities to CO2 concentrations 
significantly higher than recent research 
warrants; the models used have predicted 
much more warming than has actually oc-
curred; predictions of the negative impacts 

Statistics made for radio and TV? Just in time for the 2018 UN Climate Conference in Poland, 
federal warming theorists who were employed during the Obama administration released an 
alarmist climate report promoting the hypothesis that CO2 is dangerous pollution.
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A genuine scientific assessment would require four 
components: It should be comprehensive, objective, 
transparent, and empirical. “There has never been a 
scientific assessment of the Global Warming issue, 
anywhere on the planet,” Droz observed.
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of global warming have been made based 
on implausible high-end emissions scenar-
ios; the positive impacts of warming have 
been ignored or minimized; and surface 
temperature data sets have been manipu-
lated to show more rapid warming than has 
actually occurred,” the signatories wrote.

The highly unscientific nature of the 
claims — many of which cannot be test-
ed or falsified — also casts doubt on the 
alarmist findings contained in federal cli-
mate reports. “An underlying issue that 
we hope the commission will also address 
is the fact that so many of the scientific 
claims made in these reports and by many 
climate scientists are not falsifiable, that 
is, they cannot be tested by the scientific 
method,” explained the letter. 

Perhaps the most alarming element of the 
whole saga is that this supposed science is 
serving as the pretext for trillions of dollars 
in government spending, as well as unprec-
edented empowerment of international bu-
reaucracies such as the UN and its agencies. 
The man-made global-warming hypothesis 
also underpins drastic policy changes that 
restrict individual liberty and free markets. 
These harm everyone, and especially the 
world’s poorest people, for nebulous alleged 
benefits. As such, the science must be thor-
oughly reviewed, and it must be completely 
transparent, the coalition said. 

“The conclusions and predictions made 
by these reports are the basis for proposed 
energy policies that could cost trillions of 

dollars in less than a decade and tens of 
trillions of dollars over several decades,” 
the letter explained. “Given the magnitude 
of the potential costs involved, we think 
that taking the insular processes of official, 
consensus science on trust, as has been the 
case for the past three decades, is negligent 
and imprudent. In contrast, major engineer-
ing projects are regularly subjected to the 
most rigorous and exhaustive adversarial 
review. We suggest that climate science 
requires at least the same level of scrutiny 
as the engineering employed in building a 
bridge or a new airplane.”

Among the lead organizations involved 
in gathering signatures for the letter was 
the nonprofit Heartland Institute, a lead-
ing scientific think tank on climate issues. 
The group, which has organized climate 
conferences and helps put together the 
Nongovernmental International Panel on 
Climate Change and its flagship “Climate 
Change Reconsidered” reports examining 
the scientific literature, recently released 
a policy brief highlighting the national se-
curity threat to America posed by alarmist-
inspired energy restrictions. Also playing 
a lead role was the Competitive Enterprise 
Institute. Both organizations, which focus 
on the environment, helped gather signa-
tures and support.

“An unbiased, independent examina-
tion of the science of climate change by 
an official government body is long over-
due,” said former Congressman Tim Huel-

skamp, Ph.D., president of the Heartland 
Institute. “It’s only necessary because 
government bureaucrats have put ideolo-
gy above science and excluded the wealth 
of data and research that undermines their 
narrative that human activity is the main 
driver of catastrophic climate change.” 

Other organizations involved include 
Heritage Action, FreedomWorks, Ameri-
can Energy Alliance, Citizens Against 
Government Waste, Committee for a 
Constructive Tomorrow, Climate Depot, 
60 Plus Association, Science and Environ-
mental Policy Project, Institute for Energy 
Research, Center for the Study of Carbon 
Dioxide and Global Change, International 
Climate Science Coalition, Eagle Forum, 
Americans for Limited Government, En-
ergy and Environment Legal Institute, 
Cornwall Alliance for the Stewardship of 
Creation, American Commitment, His-
panic Leadership Fund, Alliance for Wise 
Energy Decisions, and many more. 

On the Brink
The tax-funded climate-alarmism lobby is 
in a panic. And it seems they have good 
reason to be terrified: After all the many 
scandals, such as Climategate and the 
more recent NOAA data suppression, it 
has become clear that the alarmism is not 
based on science at all. In reality, what 
drives the incessant claims that man’s in-
significant CO2 emissions lead to climate 
change is the fact that business models, 
globalism, taxpayer largess, and demands 
for ever-greater and more intrusive gov-
ernment all depend on the alarmism.

Trump, who has ridiculed the man-
made warming hypothesis as a “hoax,” is 
under massive pressure to surrender. For 
those who value real science, though, it is 
imperative that the alleged science under-
pinning alarmism be reviewed by indepen-
dent experts. Supporters of the effort urge 
everyone to contact the White House at 
202-456-1111 or through the White House 
Internet address (www.whitehouse.gov/
contact) to encourage the president to act. 

In the end, if the science were truly 
settled, the warming “cult,” as leading 
scientists refer to the alarmist movement, 
would have nothing to fear from a scien-
tific review. Queen Gertrude put it very 
well in Shakespeare’s Hamlet: “The lady 
doth protest too much, methinks.” Clearly 
the alarmists have something to hide. n
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How did the water get so high without human emissions? Standing by a sea-level mark from the 
1700s, Dr. Nils-Axel Morner, who served as sea-level reviewer for the UN IPCC, told TNA that seas 
are not rising globally — and that they may fall. 
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by Charles Scaliger

With the accustomed fanfare, the 
Trump administration released 
on March 11 its budget pro-

posal for fiscal year 2020. Such budget 
proposals are little more than window-
dressing, since it is Congress and not the 
White House that has authority under the 
Constitution to appropriate public funds. 
Such budgets are usually ignored by the 
denizens of Capitol Hill, especially when 
— as is now the case — the House of Rep-
resentatives is controlled by the opposing 
party. Moreover, it has become the practice 
over the last dec ade or so to operate with-
out any sort of budgetary restraint what-
soever, Congress preferring to lurch from 
one debt-ceiling crisis to another without 
the limits of an agreed-upon budget.

Nevertheless, such budgets, however 
statutorily irrelevant, are useful bellweth-
ers for getting a sense of fiscal priorities. 
It’s a safe assumption that a congressional 
or presidential budgetary proposal will rep-
resent the absolute minimum that govern-
ment is prepared to spend, and that actual 
expenditures — as well as the deficits they 
will generate — will far exceed those con-
templated. This is because, for several gen-
erations and across party lines, government 
expenditures have been largely allocated to 
programs not authorized by the legal docu-
ment that once set limits on federal govern-
ment power and cost: the U.S. Constitution. 
Such irresponsible spending is the reason 
for the heavy burden of taxes Americans 
now bear — taxes that are routinely wasted 
on pie-in-the-sky government programs 
that benefit few besides the overpaid bu-
reaucrats who administer them, or that are 
shoveled into the unappeasable maw of the 
national debt, for which interest payments 
alone now consume hundreds of billions of 
taxpayer dollars every year.

President Trump, in the introduction 
to his 2020 budget proposal, expresses a 

desire for significant cost-cutting. “This 
year,” writes the president, “I have asked 
most executive departments and agencies 
to cut their budgets by at least 5 percent,” 
laudable sentiments allegedly reflected 
throughout the budget. But that same in-
troduction outlines a series of ambitious 
budget proposals to research childhood 
cancers, defeat HIV/AIDS, and confront 
the opioid epidemic — noble objectives 
all, but, like so much of modern Big Gov-
ernment, of very dubious constitutional-
ity. Moreover, the budget introduction 
seeks to “invest in America’s students and 
workers” by creating a “loan risk-sharing 
program” for educational institutions and 
by expanding eligibility for the federal 
government-subsidized Pell Grant pro-
gram. Pledging also to support working 
families, the Trump budget also “includes 
a one-time, mandatory investment of $1 

billion for a competitive fund aimed at 
supporting underserved populations and 
stimulating employer investments in child 
care for working families” and will also 
“provide paid parental leave to help work-
ing parents.” These, be it noted, are merely 
broad-brush statements in the brief intro-
duction to the budget; as with Washington 
budgets since time immemorial, the devil 
is always to be found in the details.

Trump’s budget has the reassuring label 
of “Cutting the Red Tape: Unleashing Eco-
nomic Freedom.” Under this heading, on 
page 13, the Trump administration touts 
its recent regulatory reforms: In 2018, the 
document claims, 12 regulations were re-
moved for every one new one created, al-
legedly resulting in a savings of $23 billion. 
Overall, the Trump administration claims 
to have eliminated $33 billion in regulatory 
costs during its first two years in office. If 

AP Images

Budget blitz: Copies of President Trump’s 2020 budget proposal roll off the presses. Although 
such budget proposals have no legal force, they send a message to Congress about what the 
president’s fiscal priorities are likely to be when Congress starts spending money.
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If you were hoping that President Trump would seek to balance the budget and cut 
unconstitutional spending (eliminating socialism as he goes), you’ll be disappointed. 
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true, these achievements are real successes 
— but they are only half of the recipe for 
good government. Not only must regula-
tions be scaled back, costs must be drasti-
cally reduced. And it is with cost reduction 
that the Trump administration, alongside 
Congress, is continuing the legacy of fiscal 
irresponsibility that has gotten America into 
a quagmire of debt and economic hardship.

For the Department of Agriculture, the 
Trump budget contemplates the usual 
multibillion-dollar baubles to a wide range 
of special interests, including $5.8 billion 
for participants in the Special Supplemen-
tal Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, 
and Children, $3 billion for loans to im-
prove rural community infrastructure, and 
$1.2 billion for the Agricultural Research 
Service. In all, the budget requests $20.8 
billion for the USDA, a 15-percent de-
crease from last year’s budget, but a for-
midable figure nonetheless.

The Department of Commerce, by con-
trast, will enjoy a nine-percent budget 
increase, to $12.2 billion, if the Trump 
administration has its way. Those funds 
will include $688 million to the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology 
to pay for research in areas of high tech, 
such as quantum computing, artificial in-
telligence, and microelectronics. However 
worthy such research might be, the Con-

stitution does not countenance the use of 
federal funds to subsidize science.

The Department of Education — a 
department with no constitutional legiti-
macy whatsoever — will have its budget 
cut by 10 percent, but will still be the 
beneficiary of a whopping $64 billion in 
taxpayer funds. Among the larger-ticket 
items on the Department of Education’s 
budget are $15.9 billion in Title I grant 
monies to public schools serving low-
income areas, $1.4 billion for Impact 
Aid programs (for schools on military 
bases and Indian lands), $13.2 billion 
for Individuals with Disabilities Educa-
tion Act formula and discretionary grant 
programs, $1.8 billion in Student Aid 
Administration at Federal Student Aid, 
and $1.3 billion for Career and Technical 
Education state grants. Besides these, the 
government will continue to spend bil-
lions of dollars on the traditional array of 
student-loan subsidies and grant money 
— not one dollar of which passes con-
stitutional muster. Since its creation by 
President Carter, the Department of Edu-
cation, far from succumbing to repeated 
calls for its long-overdue closure, has 
mushroomed into one of the most waste-
ful of all federal government agencies. 
The current administration continues that 
almost-four-decade tradition, even while 

trumpeting cosmetic reductions in a few 
of the more egregious programs.

Another department of very dubious 
constitutionality, the Department of Health 
and Human Services, will see its funding 
cut by 12 percent under the Trump propos-
al, but will still enjoy $87.1 billion worth 
of budgetary largess. Prominent among its 
allocations are several billion to combat 
the opioid epidemic, including $1.5 bil-
lion for State Opioid Response grants and 
$1 billion for opioid and pain research at 
the National Institutes of Health, $33 bil-
lion for epidemiological research, and $6.1 
billion to the onerous FDA, whose bureau-
cratic exactions have hindered the progress 
of the food production and pharmaceutical 
sectors for decades. The Trump budget 
also pledges to “strengthen” and “protect” 
the Medicare program, one of the federal 
government’s largest and most wasteful 
socialist boondoggles, which has been re-
sponsible for many of the distortions and 
inefficiencies in our healthcare system that 
President Trump has inveighed against. 
Seeking to rid the country of the socialist 
monstrosity of ObamaCare while propping 
up much of the creaky socialist bureaucracy 
that incentivized it is a typically Washingto-
nian exercise in political grotesquerie.

The Department of Labor is having its 
budget cut by more than nine percent, at 
least on paper. Yet the Trump administra-
tion has still managed to find $10.9 billion 
worth of mostly frivolous activities for 
this bloated bureaucracy, activities that, 
by any constitutional or free market stan-
dard, should be left to market forces or to 
state and local governments. Among these 
activities are continuing to spend taxpayer 
dollars to train (or re-train) American work-
ers in skills that will allegedly make them 
more competitive in the global economy, 
maintaining the Obama-era Job Corps 
for disadvantaged youth, “modernizing” 
the federal government’s unemployment 
safety net (including the Unemployment 
Insurance and Trade Adjustment Assistance 
programs) and continuing the Occupational 
Safety and Health Administration, which 
for decades has been driving businesses 
into receivership over often-trivial viola-
tions of federal government-imposed health 
and safety codes.

For the Department of State and “other 
international programs,” the Trump bud-
get requests $40 billion (alongside $1.6 
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Schooling Congress: Education Secretary Betsy DeVos presides over an entire department that 
has no constitutional legitimacy whatsoever, yet continues the nearly four-decades-long tradition 
of pleading for funding to continue the federal makeover of the American education system.
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billion for international programs housed 
at the Department of the Treasury). All of 
which prompts the question: Why does 
the federal government have any “inter-
national programs” at all? If false federal 
philanthropy masquerading as domestic 
programs is, in the main, blatantly uncon-
stitutional, how much more so programs 
that, under any pretext whatsoever, dole 
out American taxpayer dollars to foreign 
governments, NGOs, or citizens? One 
case in point: The Trump budget propos-
al requests $1.6 billion to be allocated 
to Multilateral Development Banks, in-
cluding the International Bank for Recon-
struction and Development, a subsidiary 
of the UN’s World Bank. These banks 
loan money to poor countries to help 
with infrastructure development. That 
President Trump, whose anti-interven-
tionist campaign rhetoric helped propel 
him to the White House, would counte-
nance federal government giveaways of 
taxpayer money to international entities 
such as the World Bank is an insult to 
the Americanist constituency that elected 
him. That the Trump budget would ex-
pend significant ink on the maintenance 
of USAID (the agency primarily respon-
sible for the issuance of foreign aid) is 
indicative of the degree to which this ad-
ministration — like all others that have 

preceded it for at least the last 70 years 
— is held hostage by the internationalist 
establishment. To be sure, the language 
of the Trump budget proposal outlines ef-
forts to make these agencies more cost-
effective. But USAID ought to be abol-
ished, not reformed. And the same can 
be said of the World Bank and its many 
subsidiaries, which the United States ef-
fectively props up by being its primary 
shareholder.

Anyone daring to hope that the Trump 
administration would bring welcome re-
lief to hard-pressed American taxpayers 
by abolishing the odious Internal Revenue 
Service is in for a nasty surprise. Not only 
does the Trump budget continue to fund 
the IRS, it does so at levels virtually un-
changed from the previous administration. 
Indeed, the entire Department of the Trea-
sury is suffering only a minuscule overall 
budgetary cutback (around one percent), 
with a proposed $12.7 billion piece of the 
budget pie. As for the IRS, to which most 
of the Treasury Department’s budget funds 
are allocated:

The Budget proposes $11.5 billion in 
base funding for IRS to ensure that 
IRS can fulfill its core tax filing sea-
son responsibilities, continue critical 
IT modernization efforts, and provide 

acceptable levels of taxpayer service. 
The Budget also proposes legislation 
enabling additional funding for new 
and continuing investments to expand 
and strengthen tax enforcement…. 
The Budget also includes several pro-
posals to ensure that taxpayers com-
ply with their obligations and that tax 
refunds are only paid to those who 
are eligible, including: improving 
oversight of paid tax preparers; giv-
ing IRS the authority to correct more 
errors on tax returns before refunds 
are issued; requiring a valid Social 
Security Number for work in order to 
claim certain tax credits; and increas-
ing wage and information reporting.

Translation: We’re going to make the IRS 
even more aggressive and ruthlessly effi-
cient in collecting America’s already bur-
densome income taxes. 

Other than the major departments, the 
executive branch also includes a number of 
gargantuan regulatory agencies — agencies 
whose task is to sustain an unconstitutional 
regulatory regime perpetrated by unelected 
bureaucrats. These agencies in effect do the 
bidding of political elites who cannot enact 
their reforms legislatively. One of these or-
ganizations is the execrable Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), whose nearly 
five-decade track record of stifling private-
sector initiative in the name of the environ-
ment is unlikely to be challenged by the 
Trump administration. In requesting $6.1 
billion for the EPA in fiscal 2020, Presi-
dent Trump is all but assuring that the EPA 
will continue its crusade against American 
private enterprise for the foreseeable fu-
ture. Under the usual rubric of enhancing 
emissions standards, protecting the nation’s 
waterways, cleaning up toxic waste sites, 
and so forth, the Trump budget contem-
plates an EPA that will continue to carry 
out the agenda of Rachel Carson, Ralph 
Nader, and other environmental extrem-
ists to make America safer for endangered 
pupfish and flies, while doing everything 
it can to prevent further industrialization 
or use of the nation’s natural resources at 
anything approaching rational levels of 
consumption.

The Small Business Administration 
(SBA) has long been a favorite of Repub-
licans, because it purports to enlist the 
assets of the federal government to pro-

Budgetary baloney: Senator Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.), one of President Trump’s fiercest opponents 
in the Senate, criticizes the president’s budget proposal, accusing the president of “breaking 
promises.” Senator Schumer is hardly above reproach; in his decades in Washington, he has helped 
centralize federal power — with the astronomical levels of spending and debt that it has produced.
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mote small businesses and capital forma-
tion. However laudable this (or any other) 
stated goal of any federal agency may be 
(who, after all, opposes more small busi-
nesses or, for that matter, a cleaner envi-
ronment or safer schools?), it must always 
be remembered that such tasks are not to 
be borne by the federal government be-
cause the Constitution does not authorize 
them. So it is with the SBA, one of the 
few federal entities to enjoy a budgetary 
increase in the Trump proposal: Although 
the $820 million requested is earmarked 
for the likes of “assist[ing] U.S. small 
business owners in accessing affordable 
capital to start, build, and grow their 
businesses,” “promot[ing] investment 
in the nation’s newest enterprises,” and 
“strengthen[ing] support to entrepreneurs 
in emerging markets,” all of these will be 
administered by federal entities, with the 
usual red tape, inefficiency, and political 
bias. The stimulation of business startups 
could be undertaken by state or local gov-
ernment where deemed appropriate, or — 
better still — left to the magisterial “invis-
ible hand” of the free market.

While most federal departments and 
other entities would experience budget-
ary cutbacks under the Trump plan, the 
overall cost of government would con-
tinue to rise, to the tune of $1 trillion-plus 
annual deficits for the next three years, 
to be followed by a gradual lessening of 
deficits throughout the rest of the 2020s. 
If this tune sounds familiar, it’s because it 
is indistinguishable in principle from the 
budgetary priorities of President Trump’s 
two predecessors, both of whom (with full 
complicity of Congress) saw fit to run up 
vertiginous near-term deficits and debts, 
while promising fiscal restraint in decades 
to come. Thus Trump envisages a deficit 
of “only” $202 billion in 2029 — but defi-
cits in the neighborhood of $1 trillion in 
both 2022 and 2023.

In fairness to President Trump, many 
budgets of unconstitutional departments 
and agencies will be slashed, if anything 
resembling the Trump proposal carries the 
day. But “cuts” of the order of a few per-
cent annually are mere window dressing. 
Even if a Democrat-controlled Congress 
were to approve such cuts (and it won’t), 
they are not enough to reverse the course 
of the ship of state, which has very nearly 
run aground on the shoals of bankruptcy. 

Before long, a new administration will be 
in power, and whatever political will to 
“drain the swamp” that Donald Trump has 
brought to official Washington will be lost. 

Why is there so little interest in Wash-
ington in restoring limited constitutional 
government? Because too many of the 
powerful and well-connected benefit by 
the system in place. It’s a well-worn cli-
ché, but true nonetheless: The special in-
terests and their political myrmidons have 
no more concern for the long-term damage 
their policies are doing — to the economy, 
to the rule of law, to American traditional 
culture — than do parasites whose depre-
dations will eventually kill the very host 
on which they depend. Thus every spe-
cial interest, every dependent on federal 
giveaways, every employee of the bloated 
federal system, will argue vigorously in 
defense of “their” program, be it a crop 
subsidy, a loan subsidy, a research grant, 
or a regulatory agency protecting some 
important cause, because their livelihoods 
depend on it. The largest of all such pro-
grams, the unconstitutional Social Secu-
rity program, is the costliest and most inef-
ficient of them all, yet so sacrosanct is this 
program that — having literally entangled 
every American in its trans-generation-
al web — it is not even included in the 
budget. It is an “entitlement,” and every 
American ever compelled to pay into the 
Social Security system expects — not un-
reasonably — to be recompensed at retire-
ment. No politician dares advocate for the 

reform or abolition of Social Security, the 
so-called “Third Rail” of American poli-
tics, because of this expectation.

In varying degrees, this is the case with 
all government programs. All of them are 
regarded as “entitlements” by the special 
interests they apply to, and their repeal 
portrayed as a moral outrage.

But none of the popular indignation or po-
litical posturing can alter the stark fact that 
America can no longer afford the luxury of 
playing fast and loose with constitutional 
limits on government power. With the of-
ficial national debt adding $1 trillion every 
18 months or so, we are fast approaching 
the brink of the same fiscal cliff over which 
the likes of Argentina, Zimbabwe, Weimar 
Germany, and many other modern countries 
have already careened. 

As with so many of America’s political 
and economic problems, the solution to 
runaway government spending and debt 
is to be found in the hallowed pages of 
our Republic’s founding document, the 
U.S. Constitution. It has been estimated 
that, were the federal government to be 
restored to its approximate constitution-
ally approved dimensions, the size of the 
federal budget would shrink by as much as 
80 percent. Such a reduction would be re-
form indeed — and one that would speed-
ily remedy America’s debt crisis. But it 
will only come about if the political will is 
strong enough. And that will happen only 
when the American voting public loudly 
and steadfastly demands it. n
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Burning the Benjamins: The Social Security program, treated as an “off-budget” item under 
the deceptive rules of Washington accounting, is countless trillions of dollars in the hole. This 
program is deemed untouchable by Washington elites, and will continue to waste billions every 
year. It will keep going until it can’t — until politicians are forced to confront reality.
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by John Eidsmoe

As the guns fell silent after World 
War I in 1918, 49 families in 
Prince George’s County, Mary-

land, grieved the loss of their sons. But 
visiting their sons’ graves was difficult be-
cause they rested in cemeteries overseas. 

In 1925 the American Legion and the 
Gold Star families commemorated their 
loved ones by dedicating a 40-foot memori-
al in Bladensburg, Maryland. The memorial 
was in the shape of a cross, with the Ameri-
can Legion’s star emblem in the center and 
the words “Valor,” “Endurance,” “Cour-
age,” and “Devotion” on the four sides of 
the base.

The servicemen’s names are embla-
zoned on the cross. Most were farmers 
and laborers in their teens or twenties; 
one was a college chemistry instructor; 
and another was a well-known surgeon. 
The oldest (age 51) was Gunner Henry L. 
Hulbert, who served over 20 years in the 
Marine Corps, and had been awarded the 
Medal of Honor for his service in Samoa. 
In the summer of 1918, as General John 
J. Pe rshing arrived at an American en-
campment on the Marne River to bestow 
medals for heroism, he asked why Hulbert 
appeared before him soaking wet. Hulbert 
answered that he had been on the other 
side of the river and, not wanting to be late 
for the general, swam across.

At least two were African-Americans. 
John Henry Seaburn enlisted at age 16, 
died in battle from gunshot wounds, and 

was initially buried in a French military 
cemetery. He was later interred at Arling-
ton National Cemetery, in 1921. His niece, 
Alvergia E. Guyton, donated his letters 
and military records to the Prince George’s 
African American Museum and Cultural 
Center. Now in her 80s and living in a 
nursing home, Guyton is disturbed that 
the memorial may be dismantled. “I’m 
shocked they would even think about that. 
It’s been there all my life.”

The monument stood undisturbed until 
2015, when the American Humanist Asso-
ciation demanded its removal as an uncon-
stitutional establishment of religion.

In 2015, Federal District Judge Deborah 
K. Chasanow ruled that the Bladensburg 
cross may remain because it has a secular 
purpose, does not have the primary effect 
of advancing or inhibiting religion, and 
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John Eidsmoe, a retired Air Force judge advocate, 
is senior counsel for the Foundation for Moral Law.

The U.S. Supreme Court has now heard a case about the constitutionality of crosses on 
public land. Both history and court precedence say the cross should remain.
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does not constitute excessive government 
entanglement with religion.

But in October 2017, the Fourth Cir-
cuit U.S. Court of Appeals voted 2-1 to 
reverse Judge Chasanow’s ruling and 
held that the cross does violate the First 
Amendment. The American Legion and 
others filed a petition for writ of certio-
rari with the U.S. Supreme Court, and in 
November 2018 the High Court agreed to 
hear the case. 

This is encouraging because the court 
accepts less than one percent of all ap-
peals. But what will the court do with this 
case? Oral arguments before the court took 
place on February 27, and a decision is 
expected before the end of June. As Jus-
tice Brett Kavanaugh has replaced swing 
Justice Anthony Kennedy on the court, the 
decision it reaches could indicate whether 
the court is ready to move in a new direc-
tion on Establishment Clause cases.

Embodied in the First Amendment 
of the Constitution, the Establishment 
Clause states that Congress shall make 
no law “respecting an establishment of 
religion.” The intent was not to remove 
religion from the public square, but to 
prevent Congress from establishing a 
state-sponsored church along the lines 
of the Church of England. Over time, 
however, the Supreme Court began mak-
ing parts of the Bill of Rights, including 
the Establishment Clause, applicable to 
the states through a legal theory called 
the “Incorporation Doctrine,” which 
incorporates the Bill of Rights into the 
14th Amendment. Also, the court has ex-
panded the definition of “an establish-
ment of religion” way beyond that of a 
state-sponsored church. By the 1960s, 
for example, the court had claimed that 
official prayers in public schools consti-
tuted the establishment of religion and 
therefore were unconstitutional. Step by 
step, the court has imposed “the separa-
tion of church and state,” even though 
that phrase is nowhere found in the 
  Constitution.

Since 1971, the court has sometimes an-
alyzed the so-called Establishment Clause 
using the three-prong test of Lemon v. 
Kurtzman, which asks whether the prac-
tice in question (1) has a secular purpose, 
(2) has a primary purpose that neither ad-
vances nor inhibits religion, and (3) does 
not involve excessive entanglement of 

government with religion. If the practice 
fails any of these three tests, it is struck 
down as an establishment of religion.

But other cases suggest that the Lemon 
test is not appropriate for cases such as the 
Bladensburg cross. 

In Marsh v. Chambers (1983), the Su-
preme Court upheld the Nebraska Legis-
lature’s practice of opening each day with 
a prayer by a chaplain paid by the state. 
Noting that legislative chaplains and leg-
islative prayers were a common practice 
in the American colonies and in the states 
after independence, that the Continental 
Congress had prayers, and that Congress 
itself in 1789 instituted congressional 
chaplains, the court held that “historical 
evidence sheds light not only on what 
the draftsmen intended the Establish-
ment Clause to mean, but also on how 
they thought that Clause applied to the 
practice authorized by the First Congress 
— their actions reveal their intent.” The 
court concluded: 

In light of the unambiguous and 
unbroken history of more than 200 
years, there can be no doubt that the 
practice of opening legislative ses-
sions with prayer has become part of 
the fabric of our society.

Like legislative chaplains and legislative 
prayer, the public display of crosses and 
other arguably religious symbols is an 
unbroken tradition that predates the First 
Amendment, and nothing in the language 
or history of the First Amendment evinces 
any intent to alter or abolish that tradition. 
Let’s examine the history of that tradition.

Display of the Cross  
in American History 
During the Age of Discovery, the planting 
of a cross was associated with discovery 
and claims of ownership. As the historian 
Dr. B.A. Hinsdale explained, 

A cross reared on an island or coast 
would be evidence that it had been vis-
ited and appropriated by a Christian 
navigator.... John Cabot raised on the 
shore of North America crosses sur-
mounted by the flag of England and 
the banner of St. Mark, and Cartier 
raised crosses crowned with the fleur 
de lis on the shores of the Gulf and 
River St. Lawrence. St. Lusson stood 
near a cross at the Sault Ste. Marie 
when he took possession of the Great 
Lakes in the name of the redoubtable 
monarch, Louis XIV of France, as 
did La Salle when, at the mouth of 

Now in the hands of the justices: The Supreme Court has now heard arguments for and against 
the Bladensburg cross remaining on public land. A ruling is expected by June. Here the niece of 
one of the soldiers commemorated by the cross speaks on the fate of the cross.
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the Mississippi, he took possession, 
in the same name, of the vast region 
that the Mississippi drains.

According to his Journal, when Christo-
pher Columbus first landed on what was 
probably Watling Island on October 12, 
1492, he planted a cross and took pos-
session of the new land for the king and 
queen of Spain. On the rest of his jour-
ney and subsequent voyages, he planted a 
cross on every land he discovered.

When Hernando Cortés landed at Vera 
Cruz (True Cross) on April 22, 1519, he 
planted a cross and claimed the territory 
for Spain. Hernando de Soto did the same 
upon crossing the Mississippi River in 
1541. In 1853, Congress commissioned 
William Henry Powell to paint Discov-
ery of the Mississippi by De Soto. The 
painting depicts de Soto, his officers and 
soldiers, and Native Americans, and the 
raising of a large wooden cross. The paint-
ing was placed in the Capitol Rotunda in 
1855, where it remains today.

As noted above, French and English 
explorers also planted crosses. As George 
Bancroft notes in History of the United 
States (1853), Jacques Cartier, exploring 
what is now eastern Canada, “gathered 
of the Indians some indistinct account of 
the countries now contained in the north 
of Vermont and New York. Rejoining his 
ships, the winter, rendered frightful by the 
ravages of the scurvy, was passed where 
they were anchored. At the approach of 
spring, a cross was solemnly erected upon 
land, and on it a shield was suspended 
which bore the arms of France and an in-
scription, declaring Francis to be the right-
ful king of these newfound regions.”

The Colonists
The planting of the cross continued among 
the early colonists. Jamestown settler and 
early Colonial Virginia Governor George 
Percy described the first landing at James-
town in 1607:

The foure and twentieth day [of May] 
wee set up a Crosse at the head of 
this River, naming it Kings River, 
where we proclaimed James King of 
England to have the most right unto 
it. When wee had finished and set up 
our Crosse, we shipt our men and 
made for James Fort.

In 1935, the National Society Daugh-
ters of the American Colonists erected a 
granite cross on Cape Henry in memory 
of the wooden cross erected by the colo-
nists. In the early days, the Jamestown 
colony flew the flag of England, a red St. 
George’s Cross on a white background; 
this was replaced by the Union Jack, 
which combined the English flag’s St. 
George’s Cross with the Scottish flag’s 
diagonal white St. Andrew’s Cross on a 
blue background and the Irish flag’s red 
saltire (diagonal or St. Andrew’s cross) 
on a white background, symbolizing the 
union of Great Britain.

In 1634, when Leonard Calvert, the 
first proprietary governor of Maryland, 
sailed into the Potomac River, a cross 
was planted on an island and the coun-
try claimed for Christ and for England. 
The Calvert family used two banners, one 
with the black and white design of Cal-
vert’s father and the other with red and 
white crosses from his mother’s family. 
Only the former was officially used in 
colonial days, but in 1904 the State of 
Maryland adopted a flag that incorporat-
ed both designs. Today Maryland’s flag 
features red and white crosses in its lower 
left and upper right quadrants.

Many of the colonies flew flags with 
cross designs. The Colony of New Swe-

den (1638-1655) flew the Swedish Naval 
Ensign, a gold cross on a blue field. 
Others flew the Union Jack or variants 
thereof, which combined the St. George’s 
Cross, the St. Andrew’s Cross, and the 
St. Patrick Saltire. The Russian Naval 
Ensign, a blue St. Andrew’s Cross on 
a white field, flew over the Russian Ft. 
Ross in California 1812-1841. Crosses 
were less common in Colonial New Eng-
land because the Puritans associated the 
cross with graven images, but the New 
England Ensign in use 1693-1711 had a 
red cross on a white field in the upper left 
corner. When Governor Edmund Andros 
temporarily united Massachusetts Bay, 
New Hampshire, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, New Haven, and New York into 
the Dominion of New England in 1687, 
he adopted a flag with a burgundy cross 
on a white background and a crown in 
the center.

The Americans 
The tradition of crosses in public places 
continued into the 1800s and beyond. 

The French missionary Father Jacques 
Marquette and the French Canadian ex-
plorer Louis Joliet traveled to the Great 
Lakes region to convert Native Ameri-
cans to Christianity and to find a river to 
the Pacific Ocean, Marquette died near 
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Fighting against erasing religion: Many Americans have died for such rights as the freedom 
of religion, in opposition to being silenced under atheist rule. And freedom of religion was the 
reason most of the first settlers came here.
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Ludington, Michigan, on May 18, 1675, 
and in 1955 a cross was erected on the 
place where he is believed to have died.

In 1830, the Slovenian “snowshoe 
priest” Father Frederic Baraga came to 
northern Minnesota to minister to the 
Ottawa and Ojibwe tribes. Grateful for 
safe passage across Lake Superior, Fa-
ther (later Bishop) Baraga erected a small 
wooden cross at the mouth of the Cross 
River, later replaced by a granite cross and 
plaque, which still stands near Schroeder, 
Minnesota.

In an amicus brief to the Supreme Court 
submitted on behalf of the Foundation 
for Moral Law, this author cites 32 other 
crosses erected in public places in the 
19th, 20th, and 21st centuries. These may 
be viewed in public parks and public cem-
eteries, and in front of public buildings. 
The brief, complete with full citations, 
may be found on the foundation’s web-
site, www.morallaw.org. And these public 
crosses are only a sampling of those that 
may be found across the nation. 

And the tradition continues. The Try-
lon of Freedom Monument outside the E. 
Barrett Prettyman United States Court-
house in Washington, D.C., depicts, at 
the top of the southwest side, religious 
liberty symbolized by a cross and the Ten 
Commandments.

Under the Marsh v. Chambers analy-
sis, as amplified by Van Orden v. Perry 
(2005) and Greece v. Galloway (2014), 
the long, uninterrupted tradition of cross-
es in public places must be considered in 
determining the meaning of the Establish-
ment Clause. As Judge Kennedy wrote in 
Greece, “The Establishment Clause must 
be interpreted ‘by reference to historical 
practices and understandings.’” The pub-
lic display of crosses was a common prac-
tice long before and long after 1789, and 
nothing in the language or history of the 
First Amendment indicates any intent to 
change that practice.

The Cross and the Military 
The Fourth Circuit’s appendix shows the 
cross as a small symbol on gravestones 
in Arlington National Cemetery. How-
ever, the court’s depiction is misleading. 
Although most of the graves have simple 
crosses carved into the headstone, the 
cemetery also contains much larger cross-
es, especially among the older graves. As 

this author can attest from leading tours 
of Arlington Cemetery, these include the 
Argonne Cross, erected “in memory of our 
men in France 1917-1918” (13 feet tall), 
the “Cross of Sacrifice” behind the Tomb 
of the Unknowns, the Canadian Cross of 
Sacrifice (24 feet tall), the Spanish-Amer-
ican War Nurses Monument (Maltese 
cross), and others. The more limited use 
of crosses is a later restriction impelled 
by the need for uniformity with the cem-
etery’s growth.

And crosses are more prominent in 
U.S. military cemeteries overseas. Ac-
cording to the official website of the 
American Battle Monuments Commis-
sion, which created and maintains the 
overseas military cemeteries, 

Each grave site for the World War 
I and World War II cemeteries is 
marked by a headstone of pristine 
white marble. Headstones of those of 
the Jewish faith are tapered marble 
shafts surmounted by a Star of David. 
Stylized marble Latin crosses mark 
all others.

Although these cemeteries are located 
overseas, the land is given in perpetuity 
for the use of the U.S. government and is 

operated by the American Battle Monu-
ments Commission. Accordingly, the Es-
tablishment Clause is no less applicable to 
these cemeteries than to those within the 
United States.

Nor are crosses unique to American 
military cemeteries. To promote unifor-
mity in British Commonwealth military 
cemeteries, the Imperial War Graves Com-
mission (now the Commonwealth War 
Graves Commission) determined that all 
but the smallest cemetery would have one 
prominent cross, to be called the Cross of 
Sacrifice.

On June 12, 1925 Canadian Prime 
Minister William Lyon Mackenzie King 
requested that a Cross of Sacrifice be 
erected at Arlington National Cemetery in 
Virginia to memorialize Americans who 
died in World War I while serving in the 
Canadian armed forces. President Calvin 
Coolidge approved the request, and the 
Cross of Sacrifice was dedicated at Ar-
lington on Armistice Day, 1927.

Military Medals 
Except for the Congressional Medal of 
Honor, the highest award a member of 
the U.S. Army can receive is the Distin-
guished Service Cross — a gold cross 
with an eagle on the front that is given 
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Not upholding the Constitution: Though the American Humanist Society wants this cross taken 
down under the auspices of the First Amendment, nothing in U.S. history suggests that the 
Founding Fathers wanted to take religion from the public sphere.
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“for extreme gallantry and risk of life 
in actual combat with an armed enemy 
force.” The Distinguished Service Cross 
is the equivalent of the United States Air 
Force Cross, the Navy Cross (for Navy 
and Marine personnel), and the Coast 
Guard Cross. The cross emblem recog-
nizes the willingness to risk one’s life 
to save the lives of others or to advance 
the military mission. This willingness to 
sacrifice is commonly set forth in the ci-
tation that accompanies the medal. The 
cross, a fitting symbol of such heroism 
and self-sacrifice, is used by other self-
less organizations such as the Interna-
tional Committee of the Red Cross and 
many local fire departments.

The reason is self-evident: As General 
Douglas MacArthur said in his Farewell 
Address at West Point: “The soldier, above 
all other men, is required to practice the 
greatest act of religious training — sacri-
fice.” And Jesus said, “Greater love hath 
no man than this, that he lay down his life 
for his friends.” (John 15:13) The military 
cross appropriately recognizes that the sac-
rifice of the soldier for others on the battle-
field is in some sense a reflection of the 
sacrifice of Jesus for others on the cross.

The military medals of other countries 
also display a cross. The British Common-
wealth nations award the Victoria Cross 
and the George Cross. Germany awards 
the Bundeswehr Cross of Honor for Valor 
for “an act of gallantry in the face of ex-
ceptional danger to life and limb while 
demonstrating staying power and serenity 
in order to fulfill the military mission in 
an ethically sound way.” Military medals 
in Russia were frequently in the shape of 
crosses (the St. Catherine Medal, the St. 
George Medal, the St. Vladimir Medal, 
and others). Cross-shaped medals were 
eliminated and suppressed by the com-
munist regime after 1918, but since 1991 
the Russian Federation has resumed is-
suing cross-shaped medals to its military 
heroes. 

France awards its bravest soldiers the 
Croix de Guerre (Cross of War), Sweden 
the Grand Cross of the Order of the Sword, 
Norway the King Haakon VII Freedom 
Cross (aka Cross of Liberty), and Poland 
the Order of the Military Cross and the 
Cross of Merit with Swords (Gold, Sil-
ver, and Bronze). Other military forces 
throughout the Western world award simi-
lar cross-shaped medals. 

Respect for the Dead 
Utterly missing from the Fourth Circuit’s 
analysis of the Bladensburg cross is con-
sideration of the memory of the deceased 
veterans and the rights and sensibilities 
of their families and descendants.

The court should respect the memory 
of those for whom this monument was 
dedicated over 90 years ago, as well as 
the rights and sensibilities of those who 
planned it, contributed to support it, and 
dedicated it to their loved ones. Such con-
sideration is utterly absent from the Fourth 
Circuit’s analysis. But as the Supreme 
Court recognized in Salazar v. Buono 
(2010, plurality opinion), “A Latin cross 
is not merely a reaffirmation of Christian 
beliefs. It is a symbol often used to honor 
and respect those whose heroic acts, noble 
contributions, and patient striving help se-
cure an honored place in history for this 
Nation and its people.” 

The War on History —  
A War on Dissent
Ironically, the cross, which has inspired 
Americans since the planting of the 
Jamestown Cross in 1607, is now the most 
censored symbol in America.

The war on the cross must be viewed in 
light of the war on historical monuments 
in general. Remember Winston Smith of 
the Ministry of Truth in George Orwell’s 
classic 1984:

If the Party could thrust its hand into 
the past and say of this or that event, 
it never happened — that, surely, was 
more terrifying than mere torture and 
death? … And if all others accepted 
the lie which the Party imposed — if 
all records told the same tale — then 
the lie passed into history and be-
came truth. “Who controls the past,” 
ran the Party slogan, “controls the 
future: who controls the present con-
trols the past.”

Ultimately, the war on monuments is not 
only a war on history; it is a war on dis-
sent. Monuments — especially those that 
honor heroes or causes currently out of 
vogue — stand as a stark reminder to the 
current orthodoxy that there was once a 
time when people thought and acted dif-
ferently. 

And that time may come again. n

AP Images

Distinguished Service Cross: As has been tradition in America, as well as other countries, 
soldiers receive a medal with a cross on it for risking their lives for others. This is because such 
behavior reflects the highest levels of Christian charity. 
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WHO HELPED WIN  
OUR INDEPENDENCE

George Washington discovered the necessity of well-placed spies, and then put them to use, 
saving both the revolution and himself.

by Steve Byas 

George Washington’s Secret Six: The 
Spies Who Saved America, by Brian 
Kilmeade and Don Yaeger, New York: 
Sentinel, 2014, 236 pages, softcover. To 
order the book, see page 1.

Six spies who were enlisted in the 
“Culper” spy ring as desired by 
George Washington — a Quaker 

merchant, a tavern keeper, a longshore-
man, a Long Island bachelor, a coffee-
house owner, and a mysterious woman — 
may have saved the infant United States’ 
war for independence from the mighty 
British Empire.

And Washington did not even know 
all their names, the operation was such 
a well-kept secret. In fact, one of the six 
— the woman known simply as Agent 
355 — is still not known, while another 
member of the ring’s identity was not dis-
covered until 1929. Benjamin Tallmadge 
formed what was known as the Culper 

Ring, and it included a man who ran both 
a coffeehouse and a loyalist newspaper 
(James Rivington). Rivington’s intelli-
gence, gathered in interviews with British 
officers, was critical to the winning of the 
Battle of Yorktown. 

Other members of the ring were Rob-
ert Townsend, Abraham Woodhull, Aus-
tin Roe, and Caleb Brewster. While their 
names are largely unrecognized today, 
without them it is doubtful that America 
could have successfully seceded from the 
British Empire. And they signed on after 
the hanging of the misfortunate Nathan 
Hale, in which the British sent a clear 
message: You spy, you die. Among the 
group’s successes was the uncovering of 
the plot by British spy John Andre to turn 
Benedict Arnold — who intended to sur-
render both Fort West Point and General 
George Washington to the British. 

Why Spy?
Washington first recognized the need for 
reliable intelligence in the aftermath of the 
disastrous loss of New York. The British, 
with their own spy network, had learned 
that Jamaica Pass was guarded by only 
five men, and this led to Washington’s 
army being trapped in Brooklyn Heights. 
Only a stroke of luck (Washington gave 
the credit to the providential hand of God) 
in the form of a thick fog allowed the Con-
tinental Army to escape the trap. 

After beating a retreat into Pennsylva-
nia, and placing the Delaware River be-
tween his army and the Redcoats, Wash-
ington wrote to one of his brothers, using 
the ominous words, “I think the game is 
pretty near up.” But John Honeyman, one 
of America’s spies who was not in the 
Culper group, was able to convince Hes-
sian Colonel Johann Rall at Trenton that 
the Americans were disheartened and un-
able to mount an attack. This disinforma-
tion caused the German soldiers to throw a 
big party on Christmas night, contributing 
to Washington’s victory at Trenton after 

the daring crossing of the Delaware River 
on Christmas Night.

Washington picked Tallmadge to lead 
the Culper spy ring, but the names of the 
others in the group were kept secret even 
from the commander-in-chief. Tallmadge 
had been a classmate of Hale at Yale, 
where they both were actors in the col-
lege’s theater group. Now, Tallmadge had 
a role to play on a far more serious stage.

One of his agents, Caleb Brewster, 
passed on valuable information about 
the Redcoats on Long Island. “Genl. Er-
skine [quartermaster general of the Brit-
ish Army] remains yet at Southampton,” 
Brewster wrote. “He has been reinforced 
to the number of 2500. They have three 
redoubts at South and East Hampton and 
are heaving up works at Canoe Place at 
a narrow pass before you get into South 
Hampton. They are building a number of 
flat bottom boats.… Col. Simcoe [of the 
Queen’s Raiders] remains at Oyster Bay 
with 300 Foot and Light Horse.”

Spy James Rivington was publisher of 
the pro-British Royal Gazette. His cover 
was so deep that the Sons of Liberty hung 
him in effigy during the war, believing the 
ruse that he was a Tory. Rivington was 
the employer of another member of the 
ring, Robert Townsend, who worked in 
Rivington’s coffeehouse, which was often 
frequented by British officers, who were 
sometimes too loose with their tongues. 
Townsend’s code name was Culper, Jr. 
His real identity was not known until 
1929, when Long Island historian Morton 
Pennypack matched the handwriting of 
Culper, Jr. with Townsend.

One British officer who often visited 
the coffeehouse was John Andre. Andre 
was the chief intelligence officer for Brit-
ish General Henry Clinton, and during a 
stay in Philadelphia, he became friends 
with Peggy Shippen, a teenage beauty and 
daughter of a well-known Loyalist fam-
ily, which turned out to be quite important 
when she later married Benedict Arnold.
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In 1770, following the Bos-
ton Massacre, Arnold was de-
voutly anti-British, expressing 
anger not only at the British, but 
also at what he considered too-
mild a response from his fellow 
countrymen: “Are the Ameri-
cans all asleep and tamely giv-
ing up their glorious liberties or, 
are they all turned philosophers, 
that, they don’t take immediate 
vengeance?”

But during the war, General 
Arnold came to Philadelphia, 
after Andre and the British had 
vacated the city, and the widow-
er took a liking to young Peggy 
Shippen, despite the 20-year 
difference in their ages. Their 
marriage, and Peggy’s existing friendship 
with Andre, no doubt helped in connecting 
Arnold with this key British agent.

Several factors went into Arnold’s 
eventually becoming a turncoat, but his 
wife’s Tory influence surely played a huge 
role. Too, Arnold had come to believe the 
American cause was lost, and he was also 
deeply in debt. Flipping to the British side 
not only could solve his financial difficul-
ties, it would no doubt please the second 
Mrs. Arnold. 

Tripped Trap
But his plans were undone. Authors 
Kilmeade and Yaeger contend that the 
mysterious spy woman — Agent 355 
— and agents Woodhull and Townsend 
picked up some valuable information that 
something was up with Fort West Point, of 
which Arnold had been given command, 
and that she was able to obtain this infor-
mation by working her way into Andre’s 
inner circle. Exactly how this information 
was obtained is still a mystery, which is 
often the way of espionage.

But regardless of how the information 
was obtained, it was passed on to Tall-
madge, who struggled to connect the dots 
of his various pieces of intelligence. 

After Tallmadge reviewed some curious 
letters, including a note from General Ar-
nold to British spy Andre (who was cap-
tured while going by the code name of An-
derson), his suspicions seemed confirmed: 
Arnold had turned traitor. 

Tallmadge knew Washington was set 
to spend the night at Fort West Point with 

Arnold, and Tallmadge was alarmed, 
suspecting a major betrayal was at hand. 
But Washington was already riding to-
ward Fort West Point on Sunday before 
Tallmadge could alert him of Arnold’s 
perfidy, September 24, 1780. (The 
original plan was for the commander-
in-chief to be there on Saturday, which 
would have potentially placed him in 
the clutches of the British, owing to Ar-
nold’s perfidy). 

But Colonial knowledge of the plan 
inadvertently foiled the betrayal anyway. 
Tallmadge had informed an American of-
ficer, Lt. Colonel John Jameson, that Ar-
nold’s loyalty to the American cause was 
now in question. Jameson could not be-
lieve that Benedict Arnold was a traitor, 
and he wrote a letter to Arnold, warning 
him that Anderson/Andre was a Loyalist 
agent (which, of course, Arnold knew all 
about), alerting the great traitor that his 
plot had been discovered. 

Shortly after Washington’s trusted aide 
Alexander Hamilton, who was sent ahead 
to prepare Arnold for Washington’s arriv-
al, arrived at the fort, Jameson’s letter ar-
rived, though, obviously, Arnold did not 
share the letter’s contents with Hamilton.

To Hamilton’s puzzlement, Arnold 
left abruptly, leaving behind his wife and 
their baby, Edward, at the fort. When 
Washington arrived not long after, he 
was surprised that Arnold was not there 
to greet him. 

Washington soon learned the truth 
— Arnold had abandoned the American 
cause, and gone over to the British side. 

Had Arnold been successful in 
surrendering the fort without a 
fight, and the American’s com-
mander-in-chief along with it, 
it is likely the American cause 
would have been ruined. 

Soon afterward, Washington 
received a message from Arnold 
asking him to allow his wife and 
son to come to him. Washington 
graciously allowed Mrs. Arnold 
and the baby to join the traitor. 
As it was, Arnold had not only 
betrayed the American cause, he 
had failed to deliver anything of 
value to the British.

Washington’s Secret Six had 
saved the American Revolution.

While sticking close to 
the known history of the Culper Ring, 
Kilmeade and Yaeger present the story in 
an entertaining way, building tension at 
times, almost as though one is reading a 
mystery novel. They also provide some 
details of how the ring operated. While 
invisible ink had long been a useful de-
vice of spies, the American spy network 
had been able to obtain ink that was more 
difficult for the British to discover. In 
addition to the ink, the spies used code 
numbers written in between the lines in 
innocent-looking books. 

The authors include a map, explaining 
how Robert Townsend and James Riving-
ton gathered information in Manhattan. 
Then, Austin Roe and Abraham Woodhull 
would receive that intelligence in Manhat-
tan and make, as the authors put it, “the 
dangerous journey to Setauket, where they 
would meet Caleb Brewster in a cove off 
Long Island Sound.”

At this point, Brewster and his men 
would row across the sound between or 
around British ships to Connecticut (safe-
ly in Patriot control), where they handed 
off the letters to Tallmadge. Finally, Tall-
madge would then have the information 
couriered to Washington. On average, the 
process took about two weeks.

Certainly, the brave men of the Con-
tinental Army and those in the militias 
deserve all the credit they have been af-
forded in the history books for their role in 
securing our country’s independence, but 
the story of these spies also deserves to be 
heralded. This book does an excellent job 
in telling that story. n
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Kilmeade
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Love Letters From Dogs 
Seven-year-old Emma Mertens of Hart-
land, Wisconsin, Emma received a devas-
tating diagnosis, and so people all over the 
country are doing their best to cheer her up. 

Little Emma is an avid dog lover, so 
when a family friend posted on social 
media that Emma was diagnosed on Janu-
ary 23 with an aggressive and very rare 
type of tumor called diffuse intrinsic 
pontine glioma (DIPG), she asked social-
media users to send Emma letters and dog 
photos. The response has been incredible.  

Initially, about a dozen friends sent pic-
tures of their dogs to Emma, but the social-
media post was shared over and over, and 
before long, Emma received 100,000 dog 
love letters, her father Geoff told the Mil-
waukee Journal Sentinel.  

In fact, the response was so overwhelm-
ing that the family had to set up a new post 
office box and an e-mail address. “I’ve 
stopped counting, but we were at 20 differ-
ent countries at one point and every state,” 
Geoff told the news outlet. “We’ve gotten 
pictures from Australia, Venezuela, Japan, 
Italy, Russia — and actually a lot from Scot-
land and the Netherlands for some reason.” 

One letter features a dog wearing a 
bow tie with a note that reads, “Hi Emma, 
my name is Parker. We live in Woodland, 
California. It’s raining buckets here right 
now! Our Mom told us what a brave and 
feisty girl you are ... and we appreciate 
those amazing qualities!! We are sending 
you oodles of kisses and hugs. Children 
are one of our favorite things and we think 
you are one in a million!!!!” 

Another features a very adorable golden 
retriever named Max from Ohio, who tells 
Emma, “My family will be thinking and 
praying for you.”  

According to Emma’s father, the mes-
sages have been a major source of com-
fort for the little girl. “You should see 
her smile or giggle,” Geoff told the Mil-
waukee Journal Sentinel. “When a dog is 
doing something silly, she just lights up.”  

Eventually, Emma and her family were 
so overwhelmed by the letters pouring in 
that they had to set up a Facebook page 
for people to post messages to Emma with 
photos of their dogs.  

“We’re getting about 2,800 e-mails 

each hour and mail by the truckload,” said 
Geoff. “I think that says a lot about dog 
lovers, that they want to take care of more 
than just themselves.” 

In addition to the amazing outreach 
from strangers all over the world, a Go-
FundMe campaign has been set up for Em-
ma’s family to help pay medical expenses 
and provide income while Emma’s mother 
stops working to care for her daughter. 
With a goal of $100,000, the page raised 
$128,000 by the middle of March, in just 
about one month.  

Emma and her family are touched by 
the show of support from total strangers. 
Appearing on Good Morning America, 
Geoff remarked, “To see so many people 
take a few minutes out of their day to put a 
smile on her face is overwhelming.”  

Amazingly, the family still has no idea 
who posted the initial message. 

Batman Plays Dolls Too 
Corporal C.B. Fleming is a police officer 
in South Hill, Virginia, who was captured 
on video in a very vulnerable position: 
lying on the ground and playing dolls with 
the local neighborhood kids.  

Fleming was called for an emergency at 
Iesha Roper-Boswell’s house in response to 
a suspected gas leak on February 14. The 
residence was determined to be safe, and 
Fleming struck up a conversation with Rop-
er-Boswell. She mentioned that her daugh-
ter, niece, and neighborhood friend were 
outside and were afraid of police officers.  

Naturally, Roper-Boswell was very sur-
prised when she later glanced outside and 
saw Fleming lying on the ground with the 
children and playing dolls. The children, 
she said, appeared to be happy to have an-
other playmate.  

She decided to capture a brief video of 
the heartwarming scene and uploaded it to 
Facebook. It’s been shared over 180,000 
times.

But while Roper-Boswell was moved 
by what she saw, the encounter with the 
children came naturally to Fleming. A fa-
ther of four biological and two adopted 
children, Fleming said it was his goal to 
be a positive part of his community. “It’s 
something I’ve always tried to do,” Flem-

ing told WTVR of his interaction with the 
children. “When I got into this job, I knew 
there was something different, other than 
just writing tickets and being the bad per-
son all the time. I figured if I could be that 
bright spot in someone’s day then that’s all 
that mattered.” 

Roper-Boswell says that Fleming is 
“amazing” and “awesome.” The children 
trust him and know to call him directly if 
ever they feel unsafe. They refer to him 
as Batman.  

Teacher Sets  
Great Example  
When kindergarten teacher Shannon 
Grimm of Willis, Texas, learned that her 
student was being bullied over a haircut 
that she received, the teacher wanted to 
make her feel better.  

Grimm noticed that five-year-old Pris-
cilla Perez had become increasingly quiet 
and sad, prompting Grimm to approach 
her to find out what was wrong. She 
learned that the students were making fun 
of Priscilla because her new haircut made 
her “look like a boy.” Priscilla even began 
wearing a hat to class and refused to take 
it off.  

Grimm felt awful for Priscilla and want-
ed to do something to help, and what she 
did went above and beyond the call of duty 
for a teacher. She cut off her very long 
hair, to give herself a haircut that matched 
Priscilla’s. When she returned to school 
following winter break, the students were 
astonished by her transformation.  

“I told them, ‘I think I look beautiful. 
Don’t you think I do?’” Grimm told Today 
Style. “I had to show them boys have long 
hair like girls and girls have short hair like 
boys.” 

Grimm even bought several matching 
bows so that she and Priscilla could wear 
matching ribbons to class every day.  

For Grimm, the decision to cut her hair 
was a difficult one, but she knew it was 
something she “had to do.”  

Grimm told Today that Priscilla’s con-
fidence improved dramatically following 
Grimm’s haircut. n

— rAveN clAbouGh

35www.TheNewAmerican.com

THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA

http://www.TheNewAmerican.com


Roger Given, 
MBA, CPA
Financial Advisor*

* Securities offered through H.D. Vest Investment 
ServicesSM, Member SIPC. Advisory Services 
 offered through H.D. Vest Advisory ServicesSM, 
6333 North State Highway 161, Fourth Floor,  
Irving, TX 75038, (972) 870-6000

Given & Associates, CPAs, PC is not a registered 
broker/dealer or independent investment advisory firm.

2015 Bluffside Terrace
Colorado Springs, CO 80919

(888) 822-4430
roger@givenassoc.com

THE HONEST 
COMPANY

Fast Service: 
Usually Within 

60 Minutes!

FREE ESTIMATES

•  Water Heaters
• Faucets
• Toilets
•  Garbage Disposals

• Re-pipes
• Gas Lines
•  Replace Water Lines

•  Kitchen Sink Drains
• Laundry Drains
•  Tub/Shower Drains
•  Main Sewer Drains

• Sink Drains
• Roof Vents
• Roof Drains

Serving the greater San Francisco Bay Area since 1993. 

Call Today! ☎ (800) 280-6594

Fully Insured
License # 694771

PLUMBING REPAIRS

SEWER & DRAIN CLEANING

Allstate Plumbing Inc.

KEEP 
AMERICA 
INDEPENDENT!
The John Birch Society has been equipping leaders 
like you to expose the Deep State globalist agenda for 
60 years. We have derailed key strategic objectives by 
working in concert across the country, getting the right 
information to the right people at the right time.

No organization is more feared by the Deep State than 
The John Birch Society. With your help we can hit critical 
mass, defeat the globalists, and “Drain the Swamp!”

TAKE ACTION!
There’s never been a more critical time to join our epic struggle  
to preserve American freedom and independence.  
Visit JBS.org or call 1-800-342-6491 to learn more, apply for membership, 
and contact your local coordinator to get involved.

mailto:roger@givenassoc.com
http://JBS.org


Claims ring saying that human-caused climate change 
will soon make the Earth unlivable, but other similar 
claims have been made in the recent past that have 
turned out to be false.

End of the World?

by Gary Benoit

“M illennials and people and you 
know Gen Z and all these 
folks that come after us are 

looking up, and we’re like, ‘The world is 
going to end in 12 years if we don’t address 
climate change, and your biggest issue is 
— your biggest issue is how are we gonna 
pay for it?’” This rhetorical — some would 
say hysterical — question was posed by 
Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez 
(D-N.Y.) during an interview at a January 
21 event in New York City honoring Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr.

Taking her at her word, the 29-year-old 
lawmaker really believes that anthropo-
genic (man-made) global warming will 
destroy our planet by the time she reaches 
middle age, unless drastic measures are 
immediately undertaken to head off the 

impending disaster. That, of course, is 
why she is frantically imploring America 
to buy into her “Green New Deal” without 
fretting about the cost. AOC’s “deal” calls 
for a “10-year national mobilization” ef-
fort to (among other drastic actions) meet 
“100 percent of the power demand in the 
United States through clean, renewable, 
and zero-emission energy sources” — 
meaning zero percent from oil or natural 
gas. It also requires “upgrading all existing 
buildings in the United States” to maxi-
mize their energy efficiency.

No one could credibly accuse AOC of 
not thinking big. “Like this is the war,” she 
said in her January 21 interview. “This is 
our World War II.”

AOC believes that she and her fellow 
“millennials ... and you know Gen Z” un-
derstand the urgency of launching an all-
out mobilization effort to combat climate 

change. They get it — but the older gen-
erations, not so much. After all, they will 
inherit the mess older Americans leave be-
hind. “I’m 29 and I know that this is going 
to be the world that we’re going to have to 
deal with — that we’re going to have to 
live in,” the esteemed representative said 
at a New York Hall of Science event on 
February 22. “And with all due respect 
to my colleagues, but especially in like 
the Republican Party, it’s like you’re not 
going to have to live with this problem. 
You’re just, I’m sorry.”

There is no doubt that millions of mil-
lennials and Generation Z-ers honestly 
believe that an environmental doomsday 
is fast approaching. Yet how many of them 
realize that dire “end of the world” predic-
tions have been around for a long time, 
and have been given a lot of credibility 
and widely circulated, long before the mil-
lennials, let alone post-millennials, were 
even born? Very few, to be sure. In fact, 
it is reasonable to ask if AOC knows this 
herself. AOC may feel “sorry” for point-
ing out that aging Republicans are “not 
going to have to live with” what she per-
ceives to be catastrophic climate-change, 
but she should feel sorry for her lacking 
the understanding that both witnessing 
and studying the past can bring.

An Earth Day in the Life
This writer was in high school during 
the original Earth Day, which was held 
on April 22, 1970, more than 19 years 
prior to Ocasio-Cortez’ birth. During the 
buildup to that big event, I received from 
my biology teacher a copy of The Envi-
ronmental Handbook: Prepared for the 
First National Environmental Teach-in, 
as “Earth Day” was then called. Published 
by Ballantine Books and edited by Gar-
rett de Bell, the Handbook was comprised 
of a collection of essays warning against 
environmental devastation and served as 
an Earth Day manifesto. “1970’s — THE 
LAST CHANCE FOR A FUTURE THAT 
MAKES ECOLOGICAL SENSE,” the 
Handbook blasted on its back cover. In-
side, a prologue claimed: “At most we 
have a decade to deal with some of the 
problems. In many cases we have already 
damaged the environment beyond repair.”

The book foretold the fall of man be-
cause of man’s devastating effect on the 
environment through deforestation, over-
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Older and wiser? The “Let Me Grow Up!” message on the back of the little girl shown here was 
representative of just how little time many believed we had left when they observed the original 
Earth Day on or around April 22, 1970. This photo shows an Earth Day event in Philadelphia.
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grazing, pesticide use, land overuse, air and 
water pollution, overpopulation, and more.

“At most … a decade”? Those words 
were published in January of 1970. But 
a decade is two years less than we now 
have left according to AOC and her fel-
low alarmists as of the beginning of 2019, 
almost half a century later.

Nor was this warning unique for the 
time period. In 1969, Dr. Paul Ehrlich, 
a biology professor at prestigious Stan-
ford University, wrote an article in the 
September issue of Ramparts entitled 
“ECO-CATASTROPHE!” In this ar-
ticle, an editor’s note explains, Ehrlich 
“predicts what our world will be like 
in ten years if the present course of en-
vironmental destruction is allowed to 
continue.” In his scary scenario, Ehrlich 
forecast “the end of the ocean.” “By 
September, 1979,” he wrote, “all impor-
tant animal life in the sea was extinct. 
Large areas of coastline had to be evacu-
ated, as windrows of dead fish created a 
monumental stench.”

“But,” Ehrlich added in what may now 
be recognized by all as a fanciful story, 
“stench was the least of man’s problems. 
Japan and China were faced with almost 
instant starvation from a total loss of sea-
food on which they were so dependent. 
Both blamed Russia for their situation and 

demanded immediate mass shipments of 
food. Russia had none to send.”

Ehrlich completed his 1969 essay by 
claiming: “Man is not only running out 
of food, he is also destroying the life sup-
port systems of the Spaceship Earth. The 
situation was recently summarized very 
succinctly: ‘It is the top of the ninth in-
ning. Man, always a threat at the plate, has 
been hitting Nature hard. It is important to 
remember, however, that NATURE BATS 
LAST.’” (Emphasis in original.) Ehrlich’s 
scenario got plenty of game time during 
the buildup to Earth Day 1970, since it was 
one of the articles included in The Envi-
ronmental Handbook.

Doom Dished Up
Before and after the first Earth Day, as is 
the case today, doomsayers warned about 
the perils of climate change, though back 
then the fear was that man’s pollution 
would usher in a new ice age as opposed to 
global warming. They also warned about 
other environmental threats, including 
overpopulation and the depletion of natu-
ral resources. Let’s take a look at some of 
the alarmist predictions “experts” have 
made about these three concerns in par-
ticular at various points in time.

Overpopulation: We begin our brief 
survey with the issue of overpopulation, 

since Ehrlich and other eco-alarmists 
reason that the Earth is a “spaceship” 
with limited resources, and more people 
means more depletion of resources, as 
well as more environmental devastation. 
As Paul Ehrlich put it in his 1968 book 
The Population Bomb: “Too many cars, 
too many factories, too much detergent, 
too much pesticide, multiplying contrails, 
inadequate sewage treatment plants, too 
little water, too much carbon dioxide — 
all can be traced easily to too many peo-
ple.” (Emphasis in original.) Ehrlich’s 
Population Bomb turned out to be a best-
seller so far as sales were concerned, but 
a bust regarding his failed forecasting. In 
his 1968 book, he wrote: “The battle to 
feed all of humanity is over. In the 1970’s 
the world will undergo famines — hun-
dreds of millions of people are going to 
starve to death in spite of any crash pro-
grams embarked upon now. At this late 
date nothing can prevent a substantial in-
crease in the world death rate, although 
many lives could be saved through dra-
matic programs to ‘stretch’ the carrying 
capacity of the earth by increasing food 
production. But these programs will only 
provide a stay of execution unless they 
are accompanied by determined and suc-
cessful efforts at population control.”

Ehrlich defined population control as 
“the conscious regulation of the numbers 
of human beings to meet the needs, not 
just of individual families, but of society 
as a whole.” He called abortion “a highly 
effective weapon in the armory of popula-
tion control.” 

Another biologist, Garrett Hardin of 
the University of California at Santa Bar-
bara, warned in an article published in the 
December 13, 1968 issue of Science and 
later incorporated into The Environmental 
Handbook, “No technical solution can res-
cue us from the misery of overpopulation. 
Freedom to breed will bring ruin to all.” 
Handbook editor de Bell recommended 
not merely halting population growth but 
reducing the Earth’s “current three and a 
half billion people to something less than 
one billion people.”

Climate change: Newsweek warned in its 
April 28, 1975 edition: “There are ominous 
signs that the earth’s weather patterns have 
begun to change dramatically and that these 
changes may portend a drastic decline in 
food production…. The drop in food output 
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Failed forecast: In 1977, President Jimmy Carter ominously warned in a nationally televised 
address that “we could use up all the proven reserves of oil in the entire world by the end of 
the next decade.”
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could begin quite soon, perhaps only ten 
years from now.” But the “ominous signs” 
Newsweek was reporting were supposedly 
early effects of global cooling, not global 
warming. In an article entitled “The Cool-
ing World,” Newsweek noted: “After three 
quarters of a century of extraordinarily mild 
conditions, the earth’s climate seems to be 
cooling down,” adding that meteorologists 
“are almost unanimous in the view that the 
trend will reduce agricultural productivity 
for the rest of the century. If the climate 
change is as profound as some of the pes-
simists fear, the resulting famines could be 
catastrophic.”

The global-cooling scare of the 1970s 
has long since been replaced by the global-
warming scare. On June 29, 1989, just a 
few months before AOC’s birth on Octo-
ber 13 of that year, the Associated Press 
reported in a story entitled “U.N. Predicts 
Disaster if Global Warming Not Checked”:

A senior U.N. environmental official 
says entire nations could be wiped off 
the face of the Earth by rising sea lev-
els if the global warming trend is not 
reversed by the year 2000.

Coastal flooding and crop failures 
would create an exodus of “eco-ref-
ugees,” threatening political chaos, 
said Noel Brown, director of the New 
York office of the U.N. Environment 
Program, or UNEP.

He said governments have a 10-
year window of opportunity to solve 
the greenhouse effect before it goes 
beyond human control.

Depletion of resources: On April 18, 1977, 
President Jimmy Carter gave a major en-
ergy address in which he claimed that “we 
are now running out of gas and oil” and 
that “we could use up all the proven re-
serves of oil in the entire world by the end 
of the next decade” — that is, the end of 
the 1980s. 

At the time, many “experts” believed 
that the United States had passed “peak 
oil” production in 1970. But after a dec-
ades-long decline, U.S. oil production 
has rebounded spectacularly. In fact, as 
the New AmericAN recently reported, 
the United States is expected to “surpass 
Saudi Arabia later this year in exports of 
oil, natural gas liquids, and other petro-
leum products, such as gasoline” — a dra-

matic turn of events that few could have 
imagined in the 1970s when our country 
was dangerously dependent on foreign oil 
for our energy needs.

Oil was not the only resource that 
would supposedly be depleted long be-
fore today as a consequence of consump-
tion combined with growing population. 
Meteorologist Anthony Watts, founder 
and editor of the popular climate website 
WattsUpWithThat.com, assembled a large 
number of embarrassing forecasts in his 
2013 article “Great Moments in Failed 
Predictions.” Regarding “exhaustion of 
resources,” Watts noted:

• In 1865, Stanley Jevons (one of the 
most recognized 19th century econo-
mists) predicted that England would 
run out of coal by 1900, and that 
England’s factories would grind to a 
standstill….
• In 1939 the US Department of the 
Interior said that American oil sup-
plies would last only another 13 
years.
• [A] 1944 federal government re-
view predicted that by now the US 
would have exhausted its reserves of 
21 of 41 commodities it examined. 
Among them were tin, nickel, zinc, 
lead and manganese.

Watts also pointed to the Club of Rome’s 
1972 Limits to Growth report, which used 
computer simulation to project when finite 
resources would be depleted as a result of 
growing population and consumption. 
As summarized by Watts, the study “pro-
jected the world would run out of gold by 
1981, mercury and silver by 1985, tin by 
1987, zinc by 1990, petroleum by 1992, 
and copper, lead and natural gas by 1993. 
It also stated that the world had only 33-49 
years of aluminum resources left, which 
means we should run out sometime be-
tween 2005-2021.”

* * *
Admittedly, the failure of past predictions 
of eco-catastrophe does not necessarily 
mean that current or future predictions will 
fail as badly. But knowledge of these fail-
ures should at least cause AOC and her fel-
low Chicken Littles to take a deep breath 
and ask themselves: “Should we really 
radically transform America via the ‘Green 
New Deal,’ regardless of the cost, based on 
the assumption that the world will end in 
12 years if we don’t?” There is plenty of 
evidence showing that man-made climate 
change is a non-problem, and we encourage 
anyone concerned about climate change to 
take a hard look before proclaiming the end 
is near. (See, for example, the cover story 
in this issue.) n
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New face, old scares: Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez has claimed that “the world is 
going to end in 12 years if we don’t address climate change.” But such predictions of imminent 
doom were issued decades before she was even born. 
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Houston Shootout  
With an AK-47
The British Daily Mail reported on Janu-
ary 22 about a shootout in Houston that 
showed that a firearm can make all the 
difference when it comes to evening the 
odds, which were lopsided indeed — five 
to one.  The story involved a 20-year-old 
homeowner who was the victim of a home 
invasion wherein two of the miscreants, 
wearing ski masks, forced their way into 
his house in the early hours of the morn-
ing. The homeowner had expensive jew-
elry at the house, and the suspects made 
it clear that they were there to rob him of 
it. The situation quickly turned violent 
when the homeowner said he would re-
trieve the jewelry but instead grabbed a 
“fully-loaded AK-47” and started firing at 
the suspects, who returned fire. (The com-
mercially available AK-47 semi-automatic 
rifle is similar to the AR-15 in that it is a 
rapid fire rifle that is extremely useful in a 
high pressure self-defense situation.)

The suspects and the homeowner ex-
changed gunfire, resulting in a hail of 
bullets both inside and outside the house 
as the suspects fled to a getaway vehicle 
parked outside. Other suspects were al-
ready in the getaway vehicle when their 
accomplices came fleeing from the house 
with guns blazing, as they traded shots 
with the homeowner. The homeowner 
apparently was the better shot; he sus-
tained no injuries in the shooting, but the 
suspects certainly did. One injured sus-
pect collapsed outside the house and was 
later pronounced dead. The getaway ve-
hicle drove off, but did not get far before 
crashing into a pole. Authorities respond-
ing to the 911 call discovered the dead 
body of a suspect in the crashed SUV. 
A third injured suspect, who fled from 
the SUV, collapsed nearby, where his 
body was found by responding officers. 
The two remaining suspects were seri-
ously injured and taken to a medical 
facility for treatment. The homeowner 
later confirmed that he knew some of 
the deceased suspects, once they were 
unmasked. Houston Police Department 
homicide detective Travis Miller told 
the news, “The homeowner it appears … 

defended himself…. We have multiple, 
multiple shell casings from several dif-
ferent types of guns.” 

Uproar in Alaska
The Associated Press reported on March 15 
about an incident that illustrates how quick 
leftists are to smear people when they dis-
agree with them, and this particular smear 
job had to do with gun rights. Marti Busca-
glia, executive director of the Alaska Com-
mission for Human Rights, saw a bumper 
sticker on the back of a truck in the parking 
lot outside the commission’s building that 
she considered “hate speech.” The stick-
er that got her worked up had the words 
“Black Rifles Matter” written on it with a 
silhouette of a black long gun. Buscaglia 
immediately took it upon herself to lead a 
crusade against the truck’s owner. 

Buscaglia wrote a note on her business 
card, which she placed on the windshield 
under one of the wiper blades, that instruct-
ed the driver to not park his truck in the lot 
anymore. Buscaglia did not just stop there, 
though, and she proceeded to e-mail the 
owner of the building to complain about 
the truck and demand that the truck owner 
be banned from the property and not be al-
lowed to conduct business there anymore. 
Going even one step further, Buscaglia also 
posted an image of the bumper sticker to 
the state’s Human Rights Commission offi-
cial Facebook page and asked the rhetorical 
question, “In what world is this OK?” The 
question wasn’t meant to be answered, and 
instead was simply Buscaglia’s way of fur-
ther maligning both the sticker owner and 
anyone who dared to defend it.

But this is Alaska, and not some college 
campus where crybaby progressives get 
the final say, so the story didn’t end with 
Buscaglia’s unwarranted attack. Instead 
the truck’s owner, Brent Linegar, who 
has his own plumbing and heating com-
pany and was performing work at the site, 
made his own social-media post wherein 
he asked friends to explain to him this 
woman’s outrage. Linegar was shocked 
by the woman’s behavior, especially the 
posting on the state commission’s official 
Facebook page that used a state-run ac-
count to unfairly smear him as a racist. 

Linegar has the same sticker on many 
of his trucks and says they’re about gun 
safety and “Second Amendment aware-
ness.” “I was like, man, I can’t let that 
slide,” Linegar told the Associated Press. 
Linegar posted the picture of the Human 
Rights Commissioner’s note on social 
media, and supporters of both him and 
the Second Amendment rallied to his de-
fense. The Facebook page for the Human 
Rights Commission was inundated with 
comments from his supporters, which led 
to Buscaglia’s original post being taken 
down. Linegar was outraged by the reck-
less actions of the high-ranking state of-
ficial, who seemed all too willing to slan-
der a private citizen and business owner 
who employs multiple employees. “To be 
blasted on Facebook, that myself or any 
of my employees are racist, coming from 
that commission specifically is extremely 
concerning…. We feed 12 families out of 
this company,” Linegard told Alaskan 
news station KTUU.

Buscaglia tried to defend her initial 
actions, and her rationale gives us a 
good insight into the totalitarian mind-
set of leftists who view dissenting opin-
ions as amorphous “hate.” “I think the 
line between being protected by the First 
Amendment and hate speech is very 
fine…. And frankly [referring to the 
bumper sticker] I wasn’t sure which one 
this was,” Buscaglia told the Associated 
Press. So she admits to being confused 
by the sticker, with its comedic aspects 
going over her head, yet she rushed to 
publicly condemn the vehicle’s owner as 
a racist and immediately sought to cause 
harm to both him and his business.

We can take comfort, though, in that 
it appears Buscaglia might be the one 
facing a comeuppance over her actions, 
as Alaska Governor Mike Dunleavy has 
called for an investigation into the com-
mission’s handling of the incident. The 
governor’s office released a statement 
that the Alaska Department of Law is 
actively investigating the post made 
by the Alaska State Commission for 
Human Rights Facebook page to ascer-
tain whether her actions broke any state 
laws. n

— pAtrick krey
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Climate, Children,  
& Coercion
Item: Time, in its print issue for April 1, 
carries an article entitled “How the Green 
New Deal Is Forcing Politicians to Finally 
Address Climate Change.” The GND, ac-
cording to the magazine, is “equal parts 
policy proposal and battle cry,” and it 
calls for the United States “to launch a 
broad ‘mobilization’ to decarbonize the 
economy while tackling a slew of other 
social ills.” 

Prominent left-wing politicians have 
fallen over each other to back the GND. 
As Time puts it: “Nearly every Democratic 
candidate for the 2020 presidential nomi-
nation has endorsed the Green New Deal. 
Washington Governor Jay Inslee entered 
the race on a climate-themed campaign — 
something unthinkable just a few years ago, 
when Hillary Clinton and Donald Trump 
didn’t field a single question about climate 
change in their presidential debates.”
Item: Governor Jay Inslee, noted The 
Guardian (U.K.) for March 18, “speaks of 
[climate change] as an imminent threat to 
the US and the world…. ‘We have exactly 
one chance left to defeat climate change — 
and that’s during the next administration,’ 
he told a [New Hampshire] crowd…. ‘And 

when you have one chance at survival, we 
ought to take it.’” 
Item: CNN, among the networks report-
ing on March 15, commented: “Children 
in 100 countries around the world are 
walking out of classrooms today to protest 
inaction on climate change. They say the 
governments are failing future generations 
by not cutting emissions and failing to get 
global warming under control.”

A CNN reporter highlighted a California 
seventh-grade activist who was protesting 
about global warming once a week in New 
York outside the United Nations head-
quarters, and promoted her demands for a 
“complete overhaul of the world’s biggest 
economy” to combat global warming.

CBS This Morning co-host Gayle King 
promoted the planned protests “in more 
than 130 U.S. cities and about 90 coun-
tries worldwide.” 

Vox for March 14 summarized multiple 
accounts, describing how “Greta Thun-
berg, a 16-year-old climate activist from 
Sweden, has inspired kids in more than 
112 countries to skip school.” Said Vox: 
“Thunberg, who has Asperger syndrome 
and was nominated Thursday for a Nobel 
Peace Prize by three Norwegian lawmak-
ers, has managed to both channel and el-
evate the frustration and fear many young 

people feel about policymakers’ reticence 
to take climate change really seriously.”
CorreCtIon: It is not a coincidence 
that children’s marches against “climate 
change,” with radical activists manipu-
lating youths, have been occurring at the 
same time as a push in the United States 
to lower the voting age to 16 for federal 
elections. In the words of House Speaker 
Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.), “I think it’s re-
ally important to capture kids when they 
are in high school when they are inter-
ested in all of this, when they are learning 
about government.” Capture their minds, 
indeed.

So how are these inexperienced youths 
obtaining their environmental wisdom? 
All too much comes from government 
schools and green propaganda originat-
ing from left-wing sources. We taxpayers 
are actually paying for most of it. Ana-
lyst David Wojick, Ph.D., an independent 
analyst with the Washington D.C.-based 
Committee for a Constructive Tomorrow 
(CFACT), asks rhetorically: 

As our children skip school to chant 
climate alarmist slogans, you may 
wonder “Where do they get this 
stuff?” Of course they get some of it 
from their teachers, but these teach-
ers get a lot of it via the U.S. Federal 
Government.

The sad fact is that a number of 
federal agencies either maintain or 
fund websites that specifically exist 
to push alarmist teaching materials. 
In many cases these alarmist materi-
als are also federally funded.

He offers a long list of such sources. One 
includes various games and videos for 
young children from a NASA website 
called “Climate Kids.” Writes Dr. Wojick, 
“Here is part of the green message: ‘Some 
of the ways you can help may have to wait 
until you are a little older — like choos-
ing an energy-efficient car, installing solar 
panels on the roof of your house, or choos-
ing a green career.’”

The alarmists say here is our coming 
brave new world: America will be virtu-
ally 100-percent dependent on renewables 

Campaign of fear: Washington Governor Jay Inslee is campaigning for president almost solely 
on stopping climate change, saying the Earth cannot have one more president who refuses to 
stop CO2 releases.
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in a decade. This, despite the fact that (ac-
cording to 2017 figures of the U.S. En-
ergy Information Administration) renew-
able energy sources now account for just 
around 11 percent of total U.S. energy 
consumption, after decades of govern-
ment subsidies to promote them.

Also keep in mind that the Green New 
Deal is about more than lowering emis-
sion percentages. The GND offered by 
Pied Piper Representative Alexandria 
Ocasio-Cortez (D-N.Y.) — with ver-
sions being echoed by so many would-
be Democrat presidents — seemingly 
promises an eco-heaven on Earth. As 
summarized by Chris Edwards of the 
Cato Institute, it will 

push the nation to reach zero green-
house gases, upgrade all buildings, 
generate all power with zero emis-
sions, overhaul transportation, and 
generate “massive growth” in clean 
manufacturing. It would supposedly 
provide all people education, train-
ing, a good job, high-quality health 
care, affordable and safe housing, 
economic security, clean water, clean 
air, healthy and affordable food, and 
access to nature.

It would do all this with spending, 
regulations, and government “owner-
ship stakes.”

The plan’s promoters don’t like to talk 
about expenditures, in large part because 
this panacea can supposedly be covered by 
simply printing more money (the linchpin 
of Modern Money Theory). On the other 
hand, a columnist for the Wall Street Jour-
nal has pointed out that this “plan to so-
cialize and reorganize much of the U.S. 
economy” really would not be free, with “a 
cost that by one estimate could approach 
$100 trillion in the first decade.”

It’s a socialist grab bag, salted with 
“social justice,” including a demand to 
“promote justice and equity by stopping 
current, preventing future, and repairing 
historic oppression of indigenous commu-
nities, communities of color, migrant com-
munities, deindustrialized communities.”

With such a magic potion available, 

it’s surprising these verdant New Dealers 
didn’t mandate an antidote for the heart-
break of psoriasis.

The socialist GND, with its “10-year 
national mobilization” goal, is arguably 
twice as presumptuous as the Five-Year 
Plans in the USSR, which failed to achieve 
their goals every five years. 

The greenies say this immense power 
play is necessary because, well, otherwise, 
there will be worldwide catastrophe. True 
enough, we did read that in the paper not 
long ago — so it must be true. Here’s the 
word, via the Associated Press — sourced 
through the United Nations, which gives it 
a universal imprimatur:

A senior U.N. environmental official 
says entire nations could be wiped off 
the face of the Earth by rising sea lev-
els if the global warming trend is not 
reversed by the year [xxxx].

Coastal flooding and crop failures 
would create an exodus of “eco-ref-
ugees,” threatening political chaos, 
said Noel Brown, director of the New 
York office of the U.N. Environment 
Program, or UNEP.

He said governments have a 10-
year window of opportunity to solve 
the greenhouse effect before it goes 
beyond human control.

As the warming melts polar ice-

caps, ocean levels will rise by up to 
three feet, enough to cover the Mal-
dives and other flat island nations, 
Brown told The Associated Press in 
an interview on Wednesday.

Coastal regions will be inundated; 
one-sixth of Bangladesh could be 
flooded, displacing a fourth of its 90 
million people. A fifth of Egypt’s ar-
able land in the Nile Delta would be 
flooded, cutting off its food supply, 
according to a joint UNEP and U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency 
study....

Shifting climate patterns would 
bring back 1930s Dust Bowl condi-
tions to Canadian and U.S. wheat-
lands, while the Soviet Union could 
reap bumper crops if it adapts its ag-
riculture in time, according to a study 
by UNEP and the International Insti-
tute for Applied Systems Analysis.

Perhaps you noticed that odd “xxxx” in 
the above first quoted sentence. (We did 
alter that to add suspense). That mention 
of the Soviet Union might have given you 
a clue about the age of the wire-service 
dispatch. Here’s the kicker: The date on 
the apocalyptic AP account was June 29, 
1989. The augured “xxxx” deadline was 
set at the year 2000 — so millions of us 
must be under water by now.
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Playing to their passions: On March 15, thousands of kids from around the world skipped 
school to protest a lack of climate action. Youth are the conduit through which leftists hope to 
advance their agenda of using climate change to fasten socialism on the country and the world. 
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Actually, this is one of the countless 
(and feckless) prognostications asserting 
that “the world is ending” that have been 
disseminated over the years by greenster 
doomsayers.

Short-term models have their uses. But 
pretending that we can know the state of the 
world in, say, 100 years — with specifics 
and hard numbers based on current tech-
nology — does not make for a particularly 
good guess. 

Not long ago, this writer was rereading 
a work by the estimable Michael Crichton. 
Among his many books is State of Fear, 
which has a copyright date of 2004 and was 
blasted by the New York Times in January 
2005 because it tore holes in the establish-
ment’s global-warming scare. The late 
Crichton was more than a very successful 
fiction writer; he was also a screenwriter 
and film director and producer. He gradu-
ated summa cum laude from Harvard Col-
lege, received his M.D. from Harvard Med-
ical School, and was a postdoctoral fellow 
at the Salk Institute for Biological Studies. 
Crichton taught courses in anthropology at 
Cambridge University and writing at MIT.

In Crichton’s remarks on January 17, 
2003 at the California Institute of Tech-
nology, he also disparaged the very long-
term computer models so favored by eco-
radicals. These days, he said, large-scale 
computer models were generating their 

own data. “No longer are models judged 
by how well they reproduce data from the 
real world — increasingly, models pro-
vide the data. As if they were themselves 
a reality.”

In that lecture, Crichton speculated 
about how people in, say, New York in 
1900 might worry about horse pollution 
a century later. Yet, as he said, within a 
few years, “nobody rode horses except 
for sport.” Moreover, in 2000, “France 
was getting 80% its power from an energy 
source that was unknown in 1900. Germa-
ny, Switzerland, Belgium and Japan were 
getting more than 30% from this source, 
unknown in 1900”:

Remember, people in 1900 didn’t 
know what an atom was. They didn’t 
know its structure. They also didn’t 
know what a radio was, or an airport, 
or a movie, or a television, or a com-
puter, or a cell phone, or a jet, an an-
tibiotic, a rocket, a satellite, an MRI, 
ICU, IUD, IBM, IRA, ERA, EEG, 
EPA, IRS, DOD, PCP, HTML, inter-
net, interferon, instant replay, remote 
sensing, remote control, speed dialing, 
gene therapy, gene splicing, genes, 
spot welding, heat-seeking, bipolar, 
prozac, leotards, lap dancing, email, 
tape recorder, CDs, airbags, plastic ex-
plosive, plastic, robots, cars, liposuc-

tion, transduction, superconduction, 
dish antennas, step aerobics, smooth-
ies, twelve-step, ultrasound, nylon, 
rayon, teflon, fiber optics, carpal tun-
nel, laser surgery, laparoscopy, corneal 
transplant, kidney transplant, AIDS. 

None of this would have meant 
anything to a person in the year 1900. 
They wouldn’t know what you are 
talking about.

Today, much as Crichton pointed out al-
most two decades ago, we are trying to 
create national policy based on the pre-
sumed state of the world of 2100. The 
long-term models, he noted, “just carry 
the present into the future. They’re bound 
to be wrong. Everybody who gives a mo-
ment’s thought knows it.”

Well, perhaps not everybody. Many 
folks, in Washington and elsewhere, 
apparently don’t have two significant 
thoughts to rub together.

What if we really did inflict the United 
States with the Green New Deal? Well, as 
pointed out by Nicolas Loris, a fellow in 
energy and environmental policy at the 
Heritage Foundation, this country could 
cut its carbon dioxide “100 percent and 
it would not make a difference in abating 
global warming.” In a February analysis, 
Loris continued: 

[If one uses the same] climate sensi-
tivity (the warming effect of a dou-
bling of carbon dioxide emissions) as 
the U.N.’s Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change assumes in its 
modeling, the world would be only 
0.137 degree Celsius cooler by 2100. 
Even if we assumed every other in-
dustrialized country would be equal-
ly on board, this would merely avert 
warming by 0.278 degree Celsius by 
the turn of the century.

We’re not fretting all that much about 
the minutiae of life in 2100. Is that short-
sighted? Maybe. After all, we hear that 
there are a lot of fortune-tellers who are 
getting out of the business: It seems the 
future isn’t what it used to be. n
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The Death Lobby 
is flexing its 
muscle, show-

ing its fangs, and spray-
ing its venom. Planned 
Parenthood (PP) and 
its culture-of-death al-
lies are frothing-at-the-
mouth furious over a 
small, independent film 
that is ripping away the 
mask from the mon-
strous abortion industry 
that has slaughtered at least 61 million babies since 1973, the 
year of the U.S. Supreme Court’s infamous Roe v. Wade decision.

Unplanned, the true-life story of Abby Johnson, a former 
Planned Parenthood “rock star” who is now a staunch pro-life 
advocate, is doing the unthinkable: It’s rocking PP’s multi-bil-
lion-dollar baby-disposal applecart. For the Death Lobby, this is 
not only unthinkable; it’s unforgivable. The abortion behemoth 
has rallied its formidable forces in the media, academia, Hol-
lywood, and the Democratic Party. They have tried to crush the 
movie with the same cold-blooded malevolence and audacity 
with which they crush the skulls of unborn babies who stub-
bornly resist their suction machines. 

As we have reported in our online articles, the first blow was 
to get the Motion Picture Association of America (MPAA) to 
give the film an “R” rating. The intent was to scare off many pro-
family viewers and make it impossible for girls under the age of 
17 — a big cohort of Planned Parenthood’s targeted “clientele” 
— to view the film. There is no profanity, nudity, pornography, 
promiscuity, or gratuitous violence in the movie. The only vio-
lence depicted is the very real, lethal violence of surgical and 
chemical abortions. As Judie Brown, president of the American 
Life League, commented, “The irony is that a teenager as young 
as 13 can get an abortion without her parents’ consent, but can-
not see a movie about abortion unless she is over 17.”

Next, the pro-abortion Fake News television networks black-
balled the film, refusing even to accept paid advertisements. 
Yes, the same networks that have become a cloaca maxima of 
filth and degeneracy claimed that they could not accept ads for 
Unplanned because of the “sensitive nature” of the subject. 
Twitter suspended the film’s account twice — claiming after 
the first incident that it was an accident —in an attempt to stifle 
its social-media promotion. 

Media reviewers tried to kill the movie by either ignoring it 
completely or savaging it with ridicule. The “review” by Nick 
Schager at The Daily Beast provides a taste of the vitriol that is 
being served up for the heroic film. Entitled “‘Unplanned’: In-
side the Controversial (and Completely Bonkers) Anti-Abortion 
Movie,” the Schager piece carries the following subtitle: “This 
gory, R-rated anti-abortion film paints Planned Parenthood as 

a powerful, bloodthirsty 
terrorist organization. 
It’s even crazier than it 
sounds.”

U n p l a n n e d ,  h e 
charges, “is the cin-
ematic equivalent of an 
anti-abortion pamphlet 
peddled by one of those 
holier-than-thou creeps 
who lurk outside clinics, 
reciting biblical quotes 
in order to terrorize 

(often young) women looking for much-needed reproductive 
health care.”

“Propaganda doesn’t come more putrid than Unplanned,” 
Schager writes, “which is the perfect way to spend a Friday 
or Saturday night if you’re a die-hard right-to-lifer who views 
Planned Parenthood as a scourge upon the face of the Earth. 
Smacking you upside the head with its message for 110 god-
awful minutes via every cornball cliché in the (not-so-good) 
Christian-movie book, it’s a leaden, self-righteous and wholly 
rancid affair, designed only to preach to its choir by maligning 
the non-profit organization.”

Maligning the “non-profit” organization? Planned Parent-
hood’s latest annual report, released this past January, proudly 
informs us that in 2018 the organization’s killing centers ex-
ecuted 322,757 babies — a new record number — while racking 
up a profit of nearly $250 million on a record cash flow of $1.66 
billion. Of that blood money, $563 million came from taxpay-
ers. Which is a painful reminder that even with Republicans 
controlling the White House and both houses of Congress, the 
faithless and feckless GOP leadership could not muster the cour-
age to cut the taxpayer umbilical cord to the PP killing machine. 
They found excuses to dillydally, frittering away two years of 
an historic opportunity. Now, with the Pelosi/Ocasio-Cortez 
Democrats in control of the House, we face a new roadblock to 
the efforts to end the 46-year mass-murdering spree against our 
youngest and most helpless citizens. 

But their war plans didn’t plan on Unplanned. Despite all 
the hostile blocking measures of the MPAA and the media, 
Unplanned was the fourth-most popular film in theaters when 
it opened, doubling box-office expectations its opening week-
end of March 29-31, taking in $6.4 million while being shown 
on 1,059 screens. It set new box-office and attendance records 
for independent and faith-based films and expanded to 1,700 
screens for its second week of showings.

It will take more than a movie to end the slaughter. It will take 
much prayer and sacrifice, as well as unrelenting civic educa-
tion and action. But Unplanned’s triumphs demonstrate that the 
war for the soul of America is far from over. It continues to rage 
across many battlefields. n
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