
Recently, a new campus pub-
lication appeared.  It calls it-
self “The Campus Vanguard.”  
It claims to be a student-run 
project, but it’s impossible to 
verify this claim because none 
of the several articles up on its 
webpage to date have names at-
tached to them, nor is there any 
information on the webpage 
about the editorial staff or oth-
ers directing it.  

A reasonable suspicion is that 
it is in fact largely or entirely 
faculty-driven, since the first 
announcement of the publica-
tion anywhere on campus was 
from a professor in the History 
Department to the faculty list-
serv, soliciting faculty involve-
ment in the project.  

It looks to be an angry left-
ist publication, to judge from 
its statement of purpose and its 
content.  The few pieces on the 
webpage so far consist of ranting 
‘poetry’ attacking the University 
as insufficiently Marxist (“Buck-
nell, when will you be intellec-
tual?...read Marx.  You might 

learn something”) and uncaring 
about its students (“Does Buck-
nell…care at all that its students 
are going hungry?”), in addition 
to expressing hostility toward 
other Bucknell students (“why 
is the library filled with gossip-
ing sorority girls?...all I see [in 
fraternity members] is self-cen-
tered toxicity…I envy nothing 
about you, nor does the world…
Please remember that you are a 
glaring stain on the dress shirt 
of society.  But at least you’re not 
alone in your soiled naivete.”).

We in the BUCC are staunch 
proponents and defenders of 
wide free expression, so we 
would not call for any effort to 
prevent these writers of this new 
publication from expressing 
their ideas, however bombas-

tic and empty of real substance 
they might be.  

What is somewhat more trou-
bling is that the Campus Van-
guard is being funded, at least 
in part, by a humanities grant to 
the University supposedly dedi-
cated to the support of research, 
courses, and other education-
al programs.  How does a ‘stu-
dent-led’ political publication fit 
that framework?  

When one looks at other ‘ed-
ucational’ programs supported 
materially by the humanities 

grant, one sees how consistent 
the Campus Vanguard is with 
much of the rest of what they 
are doing.  The main thing this 
grant has supported to date is 
a series of ‘teach-in courses,’ all 
of which are actually radical left 

politicizing exercises.  One such 
course was titled “Do You Think 
This World is F***ed Up?” and 
called on students to engage in 
“practical…[political] action” 
(for academic credit).  Another 
such course was titled “From 
#MeToo to #HereToo” and 
called students to “confront the 
way institutions like Bucknell 
address and redress issues of 
gender bias, inequality, and vio-
lence.”  It is not hard to see how 
much such courses are about 
academic education and how 
much they are about spreading 
a leftist political agenda.

It is a sad statement about 
much of the humanities on col-
lege campuses today that this 
kind of blatantly partisan polit-
ical activity is being defined as 
educational and receiving ma-
terial support from grants de-
signed to enhance scholarship 
and learning.  It shows exactly 
how far to the left American in-
stitutions of higher education 
have drifted, and how serious 
the issue of political bias of fac-
ulties and whole academic divi-
sions really has become.
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WHEN WAS AMERICA GREAT?
In a recent interview 

on MSNBC, Eric Holder, 
who was Attorney Gener-
al under President Obama, 
offered the following 
thoughts on our country:  
“I hear these things about 
‘Let’s make America great 
again’ and I think to myself, 
‘Exactly when did you think 
America was great’?  It cer-
tainly wasn’t when people 
were enslaved..[or] when 
women didn’t have the right 
to vote...[or] when the LGBT 
community was denied the 
rights to which it was enti-
tled…[This] takes us back to 
an American past that nev-
er really existed…Looking 
back…is inconsistent with 
who we are as Americans at 
our best.”

From my perspective as 
someone with nearly two 
decades experience teach-
ing courses on American 
society, culture, and his-
tory to undergraduates, 
Holder’s words rang too 
familiar.  I have heard stu-
dents say such things more 
than a few times over the 
years.  They often intone 
such phrases with exact-
ly the same blasé certainty 
Mr. Holder evinced in say-
ing them.  First year college 
kids with little experience 
of the world and limited 
knowledge of the past can 
of course be forgiven for 
holding to silly opinions 
that they have been force-
fed by adults.  These young 
people still have plenty of 
time to learn truer things.  
But Eric Holder is a former 
Attorney General of these 
United States of Ameri-
ca.  It is quite more telling 
to hear someone who has 
held real power in this so-
ciety reveal in this way the 
stunted view he has of his 
own country and the sim-
plistic level of his reasoning 
about what does and does 
not constitute national 
greatness.  

In fact, Holder intends 
a question other than the 
one he asks.  This is his real 
question:  When was Amer-

ica perfect?  There are un-
argued baseline premises 
beneath this question:  The 
only great country is the one 
that never actually exists, 
the utopian ideal country to 
which progressives direct us 
as the sternest moral imper-
ative.  Anyone who evinces 
even the slightest suspicion 
that such an ideal is unat-
tainable or even undesirable 
because of the radical as-
saults on human nature and 
the draconian restrictions 
on human liberty that will 
be required along the way 
to that perfect future is, at 
best, an obstacle in the way 
of progress.  To the peo-
ple who hold such ideas, 
American history is little 
more than a long chain of 
prejudice and depravities 
made bearable only by the 
presence, here and there, 

in that chain of a few mor-
al crusaders (like Holder 
himself) of much greater 
enlightenment than the 
rest of us who, struggling 
courageously against the 
deeply oppressive founding 
principles of the country, 
have forced us against our 
will toward the progressive 
light.

But this view of Ameri-
can history and the mean-
ing of the American project 
is not (yet) the only one.  
Others have a rather dif-
ferent perspective on this 
subject.    

My paternal grand-
mother was one of those 
others.  Her family came 
here from Hungary just 

before her birth.  She did 
not know any English un-
til she went off to the pub-
lic-school system in the 
early 1930s, and there she 
learned the language she 
taught her children, a lan-
guage she treasured all her 
life as the mother tongue 
of her country.  In her late 
teens, she saw young men 
her age go off to foreign 
lands to fight against total-
itarianism.  She saw young 
women her age, and indeed 
she became one of them, 
take on heavy new respon-
sibilities here at home while 
their fathers, brothers, and 
husbands were fighting and 
dying in Europe and Asia.  
She saw how her family 
of modest working-class 
means prospered compar-
atively here while relatives 
back in the old country 

faced hardships she had 
not even imagined.  These 
experiences fundamentally 
shaped her way of seeing 
this country and its histor-
ical legacy.  

Her parents’ home coun-
try fell when she was a 
teenager to fascism (the 
real thing, not the halluci-
natory ‘fascism’ these days 
constantly prophesied by 
college professors with 
#notmypresident stickers 
on their office doors), and 
she read with horror in the 
newspaper about what was 
happening to some other 
people her age not suffi-
ciently lucky to live where 
she lived.  She did not need 
to read books written by 

radical historians to un-
derstand that the coun-
try she took as her own 
was imperfect.  She knew 
of the situation of blacks 
through the words of her 
black co-workers at the de-
partment store where she 
labored on the sales floor.  
She also knew members of 
her own ethnic community 
who had been the targets 
of prejudice in professional 
and personal settings.  She 
lived through the Depres-
sion, so she knew econom-
ic privation of an intensity 
that Eric Holder, the mid-
dle-class product of tony 
Stuyvesant High School 
in New York City and Co-
lumbia University and Law 
School, has only encoun-
tered in books.  

Yet her view of America 
was quite different from 

Mr. Holder’s.  Truth be 
told, it was also far more 
philosophically and histor-
ically sophisticated and re-
alistic than his.  She under-
stood that the greatness of 
her country was not com-
promised by its imperfec-
tions, as she had learned in 
her religious tradition that 
no earthly society can at-
tain perfection, and thus it 
is a fool’s game to evaluate 
existing nations according 
to a measure unfit for their 
nature.  The words of the 
working-class black wom-
en with whom she worked, 
which she recounted to me 
often over the years, ex-
pressed an attitude indis-
tinguishable from her own, 

despite their very different 
backgrounds.  Notwith-
standing their demonstra-
ble grievances, they did not 
denigrate or reject their 
country.  They believed 
the most serious wrongs 
would inevitably have to 
change, for the majority 
of the country was made 
up of people of goodwill 
and principle and the na-
tion rested on a firm basis 
of right that, like a pow-
erful solvent, inexorably 
dissolved the most unjust 
practices.  These were wom-
en who were not hesitant to 
acknowledge the greatness 
of the foundation of their 
country, to be grateful for 
the clear advantages they 
enjoyed compared to most 
other people on the plan-
et, and to be hopeful that 
many of the problems they 
faced would eventually be 
melted away by the fire of 
individual right and justice.

That people like my 
grandmother and her black 
co-workers have become 
harder to find in contem-
porary America is some-
thing that seems clear to 
many today.  Now there is 
a seemingly endless supply 
of radical elites like Holder, 
somehow filled with bitter 
resentment despite their 
privileged histories and 
perpetually endeavoring 
to spread their sophomor-
ic utopian philosophies.  
Yet there are still Ameri-
cans who, because of their 
humbler backgrounds, un-
derstand how much worse 
things can always be.  They 
reflect on their country’s 
nature not by comparison 
to otherworldly models but 
by our historical willing-
ness to struggle long and 
hard, informed by the wise 
political and philosophical 
principles of our found-
ing documents, with those 
sufferings that can be al-
tered and to come to terms 
with the human inability 
to make the earth a Uto-
pia, which, after all, liter-

- Continued on A3 -

“the most serious wrongs would inevita-
bly have to change, for the majority of the 
country was made up of people of good-
will and principle and the nation rested 
on a firm basis of right that, like a power-
ful solvent, inexorably dissolved the most 
unjust practices.”

Alexander Riley
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ally means ‘No Place.’   The 
diminution in the numbers 
of these people, and the 
proliferation of those who 
believe what Eric Holder 
does, is itself an indication 
that something has been 
lost, and that we do have 
something to aspire to in 
recalling that more robust, 
healthier attitude.

When was America great, 
Mr. Holder?  At its birth.  
When, flaws notwithstand-
ing, it expressed reverber-
ating principles that have 
since attracted more people 
from around the world to 
come here than any other 

country in history.    
When was America 

great?  When it offered 
600,000 of its sons and the 
physical wealth and struc-
ture of many of its cities as 
an expiatory payment for 
the most serious of those 
flaws present at the found-
ing, and when, as Walt 
Whitman wrote, the Moth-
er of All cried to the earth 
“My dead absorb or South 
or North—my young men’s 
bodies absorb” that their 
lifeblood would pay the bill 
of our past misdeeds. 

When was America 
great?  It was great, Mr. 
Holder, when it sent its sol-
diers against authoritari-

anism and totalitarianism 
in two World Wars and 
ensured that the side of the 
democracies prevailed, at 
great human and material 
cost.  America was unde-
niably and almost ineffably 
great when all those young 
American men fell under 
German machine gun fire 
on the beaches of Norman-
dy, Mr. Holder, giving their 
lives for you and for me, 
before you or I were born.

When was America 
great, Mr. Holder?  When 
it forced the 20th century’s 
longest-lasting and most 
humanly destructive total-
itarianism, the Soviet com-
munist dictatorship, into 

dissolution and, as a result, 
set millions free from the 
bondage of that vast slave 
state and its brutal vassals.  

When was America 
great?  It was great when, 
50 years ago this summer, 
Neil Armstrong and Buzz 
Aldrin became the first hu-
mans to walk on the moon 
and planted our majestic 
flag on the lunar surface as 
testimony to our stunning 
accomplishment.  

My grandmother, who 
passed away nearly a de-
cade ago, would have had 
no trouble coming up with 
these and other examples 
of American greatness 
in our rich history.  That 

some people in high plac-
es believe what Mr. Hold-
er does about this country 
and that they deign to sit 
in judgment of past gener-
ations who accomplished 
feats Holder and his fel-
low utopian ideologues 
could never have accom-
plished demonstrates how 
mightily we have fallen 
away from the standard set 
by our grandparents and 
great-grandparents, the 
Americans who defeated 
the twin monstrosities of 
Nazism and Marxist-Le-
ninist communism.

- Continued from A2 -

A SERIOUS LOOK AT THE TRUMP 
PRESIDENCY, TWO YEARS IN

November 8, 2016, 
was a scary day for many 
in America. Why was it 
scary? It was scary because 
Donald Trump won the 
2016 Presidential Election 
against Hillary Clinton, 
and many felt like Amer-
ica was entering the dark 
ages. The results shocked 
the country and the world 
as this election was dubbed 
one of the greatest political 
upsets in modern history. 

Before proceeding, I 
want to make it clear that 
I did not vote for Donald 
Trump. I had many reser-
vations about his character, 
qualifications, and his rhet-
oric. Despite these reserva-
tions that I and millions of 
others shared, I think Don-
ald Trump has done a satis-
factory job. 

For starters, President 
Trump has surround-
ed himself with some of 
the best in the conserva-
tive world including but 
certainly not limited too: 
Nikki Haley (U.N. Ambas-
sador), Linda McMahon 
(Administrator of the Small 
Business Administration), 
Elaine Chao (Secretary of 
Transportation), Jim Mat-
tis (Secretary of Defense), 
Rick Perry (Secretary of 
Energy), Mike Pompeo 
(Secretary of State), Kirst-
jen Nielsen (Department 
of Homeland Security) and 

Sarah Huckabee Sanders 
(WH Press Secretary). They 
all come from well-estab-
lished backgrounds and are 
all devoted to serving the 
United States. These people 
are all patriots. 

Not only does Presi-
dent Trump have some of 
the best in his cabinet, the 
economy is also in the best 
shape that is has been in 
a very long time. Accord-
ing to a Forbes Report, the 
gross domestic product has 
increased since the election 
under President Trump. 
The stock market is also 
robust. The unemploy-

ment rate is getting lower 
and lower by the month, 
currently at fifty-year lows. 
Hourly wages for many are 
up in 2019. And corpora-
tions received some incen-
tive to compensate their 
employees with the tax cuts 
they earned in 2017. While 
some companies may have 
mismanaged their tax cuts, 
prominent companies have 
rewarded their employees 
by raising their minimum 

wage (Amazon, Walmart, 
Target), these companies 
have hired more employees 
and invested in their em-
ployees with added benefits 

(Walmart putting more 
money into college edu-
cation for their employ-
ees, Target increasing their 
minimum wage TWICE 
in a matter of months). 
Trump’s approach to eco-
nomics is working and 
deserves applause as more 
companies are expected to 
follow Amazon, Walmart, 
and Target. 

Critics might argue that 
Trump inherited all of his 

economic successes from 
his predecessor, Barack 
Obama. What these crit-
ics do not acknowledge 
is the harm that Barack 
Obama did to American 
businesses, and Trump 
has strived to make more 
business-friendly policy. 
With the Affordable Care 
Act, President Obama hurt 
small and struggling busi-
nesses in America, as they 
had to figure out how to 

provide health insurance to 
their employees. Addition-
ally, the Obama economy 
harmed corporations as 
they had fewer incentives to 
maximize their profit than 
they have under the Trump 
economy. The strength-
ening of American busi-
nesses by de-regulation is 
having profound effects on 
the economy. The individ-
ual is in better shape eco-
nomically under a Trump 
administration than in the 
Obama administration, 
as wages have been on the 
rise and the unemployment 
rate is on the decline for all 

Americans. 
Trump also restores 

the religious principles of 
America’s founding. He 
tapped into some of the 
most prominent names in 
Christianity to advise him. 
Names like Jerry Falwell Jr. 
(president of Liberty Uni-
versity), Michelle Bach-
mann (devout evangelical, 
former rep from Minne-
sota), and David Jeremiah 
(author, pastor, and tel-

evangelist). Surrounding 
himself with these people 
show his commitment to 
restoring religious free-
dom in America. Trump 
also nominated two Su-
preme Court Justices who 
are committed to uphold-
ing the religious principles 
that the founders intended. 
Trump reminds us that no 
American should have to 
compromise on their reli-
gious beliefs. 

Patriotism is on the de-
cline in America, and 
President Trump reminds 
Americans that this coun-
try is the greatest country 
to ever exist in world histo-
ry. It seems like more and 
more 

Americans do not realize 
that freedom in this world is 
a privilege, not a right. NFL 
players who kneel during 
the national anthem are 
the most disrespectful. It 
is shocking that these play-
ers dare to kneel as direct 
beneficiaries of everything 
that America has to offer. 
Trump rightfully calls NFL 
players unpatriotic as they 
kneel during the National 
Anthem. They take the ser-
vice of our people in com-
bat for granted and lack an 
understanding of history. 
During Trump’s tenure has 
featured a well-deserved 
restoration of American 
patriotism. 

Beyond patriotism, 

Mickey Arce

Patriotism is on the decline in America, 
and President Trump reminds Ameri-
cans that this country is the greatest 
country to ever exist in world history. 
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The issue surrounding il-
legal immigration into the 
United States, especially 
from the southern border, 
has called for massive re-
port on the part of the U.S. 
government. The recent 
declaration of the “crisis at 
the border” as a national 
emergency has sent many 
up in arms. The demo-
crats have been fighting 
President Trump with any 
and all means necessary, 
whether it be through the 
Mueller probe, or tax re-
turns. Either way, the is-
sue of illegal immigration 
cannot be ignored, and re-
quires a new approach to 
handle.

Just how bad is the cri-
sis? “As of January 2015, 
there were 12 million 
documented illegal im-
migrants residing in the 
United States” (U.S. De-

partment of Homeland 
Security). In other words, 
3.7% of the American pop-
ulation consists of illegal 
immigrants. Additional-
ly, Mexico has the largest 
population of undocu-

mented immigrants in the 
U.S. at 11.6 million people 
(Pew Research Center). 
That being said, the results 
are only going to continue 
to be worse given the pro-
cess the courts utilize for 
individuals/families seek-
ing asylum in the United 
States. 

Moreover, the Depart-
ment of U.S. Citizenship 

and Immigration Services 
explains two methods to 
obtaining asylum in the 
United States. Affirmative 
methods include being 
present in the United States 
and applying regardless of 

immigration status or how 
one arrived at the country. 
With that, immigrants are 
issued a court date, and 
are set free. This situation 
alone is the problem of the 
immigration crisis in the 
United States. Regardless 
of one’s opinion on how to 
go about fixing the prob-
lem of illegal immigra-
tion plaguing the United 

States, one thing is certain: 
illegal criminals should 
not be permitted to be set 
free into American society 
pending their court date. 
This issue alone enables 
undocumented criminals 

to fail to appear while on 
the run from law enforce-
ment agencies. According 
to the National Immi-
gration Forum, in July of 
2018 the U.S. Immigration 
Courts had 733,000 pend-
ing cases. In addition, as 
a new immigrant, the ex-
pected wait-time for an 
appearance was 721 days. 
These occurrences contin-

ue to grow in numbers giv-
en the crisis at the border, 
with no resolution in sight. 

The fact of the matter is 
that immigration will not 
stop. Regardless of the ap-
propriate measures that 
President Trump plans to 
impose on the southern 
border, the asylum process 
needs to be revised. Allow-
ing an immigrant over 700 
days to roam free through-
out the U.S. while waiting 
for their court date is ab-
surd, especially given the 
immigration influx crisis 
that the U.S. has encoun-
tered over the past two 
years. That being said, the 
President and Congress 
should work together to 
ensure that this process is 
resolved.

IMMIGRATION: THE ACHILLES’ HEEL OF AMERICA
Joseph D’Angelo

“‘As of January 2015, there were 12 million 
documented illegal immigrants residing in 

the United States’” 

This month marks the 
154th anniversary of the 
end of the American Civil 
War.

When Abraham Lin-
coln delivered the Gettys-
burg Address during that 
War at a battlefield not far 
south of Bucknell where 
Bucknell graduates indeed 
fought, he was, as well 
as President, an actor in 
arguably the great drama 
of American history.

His speech, in context at 
a cemetery on the scene of 
the decisive battle of the 
Civil War, where corpses 
were still being perma-
nently interred, had ele-
ments of both Edmund 
Burke’s terrible sublime 
and what Northrop Frye 
called the resurrectional 
“green world”—the con-
junction of worlds bring-
ing into question conven-
tional reality in a newly 
reborn synthesis.

What Lincoln did in 
that address was to link 
forever the Declaration of 
Independence’s statement 

that “All men are created 
equal…endowed by their 
Creator with certain un-
alienable rights” under 
“the laws of nature and of 
nature’s God” to the U.S. 
Constitution. The Address 
became one of the found-
ing documents of Ameri-
ca retroactively, and made 

Lincoln in effect one of our 
Founding Fathers.

It also capped the great 
rhetorical drama of the 
earlier Lincoln-Douglas 
debates over slavery, in 
which Lincoln before his 
presidency had argued for 
human rights as a given, 
and Douglas had argued 
for them as being deter-
mined by the majority of 

voters in arguing to pre-
serve slavery as part of 
expansion of American 
states across the continent.

Lincoln in the Gettys-
burg Address ended up 
synthesizing both posi-
tions. Government should 
be, he argued, of the peo-
ple (consisting of them as 

created equal by God), by 
the people (fashioned by 
them), and for the peo-
ple (given for their bene-
fit). In other words, rights 
were both given and fash-
ioned in this nation “un-
der God.” They should be 
dedicated to the propo-
sition of the Declaration 
that we are created beings 
all given certain rights, 

even as we need to work 
for them, as evidenced by 
how the very ground at 
Gettysburg had been dedi-
cated by the blood of those 
who had fallen there. This 
he said was a legacy of “our 
fathers” and in effect, giv-
en Lincoln’s increasingly 
mystical faith during the 

Civil War, “Our Father,” as 
attested in references both 
in the Declaration and in 
the Address to Creator, di-
vine Providence, and Su-
preme Judge.

Today, identity poli-
tics of all political stripes 
would claim to essentialize 
identity by race, ethnici-
ty, sexuality, and perhaps 
other categories. These are 

framed as both givens and 
choices. Yet the emphasis 
rests on individual inter-
sectionalities that empha-
size, as did Stephen Dou-
glass in defending slavery, 
the choices apart from the 
principles. Douglas’ argu-
ment ultimately served the 
purposes of a racial view of 
identity. Lincoln declared 
a larger vision of the coun-
try as a nation under God. 

Identity politics today 
finds its trajectory ulti-
mately against God and 
for choices of group iden-
tity that lack commitment 
to common “given” princi-
ples enunciated in Amer-
ican founding texts, from 
the Declaration to the Get-
tysburg Address, which 
like the Confederates it la-
bels as too restrictive. The 
majority should determine 
equal rights, not any given 
principles, it argues. But if 
the majority is wrong, it 
argues the majority should 
be over-ruled, even unto 
secession and revolution, 

THE GETTYSBURG ADDRESS AND 
AMERICAN IDENTITY

Alf Siewers

“Let us on all sides of the political 
spectrum reflect amid this frac-
tious division on Lincoln’s vision in 

the Gettysburg Address...”

- Continued On A5 -
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 A SERIOUS LOOK AT THE TRUMP PRESIDENCY CONT.

- Continued from A3 -

Trump has had moderate 
success globally. NATO 
allies do not pay their fair 
share, and it is essential that 
he continues to pressure al-
lies into paying their fair 
share as being members 
of the alliance. Withdraw-
ing from the Iran Nuclear 
Agreement was very wise 
on President Trump’s part. 
The deal never halted the 
creation of nuclear arms; it 
just slowed the rate of nu-
clear weapon creation while 
Iran received large sums of 
unmarked American tax-
payer money. Trump de-
parts from traditional GOP 
practices with his tariff 
policies (which might be 
hurting American indus-

tries). His aggressiveness 
towards Canada and Eu-
ropean powers is very un-
conventional as a conser-
vative. Embracing violent 
leaders such as Vladimir 
Putin and Kim Jong-Un 
should not be normalized 
by the GOP. These peo-
ple are associated with the 
death of Americans, to the 
deaths of journalists, and 
the murder of their fami-
ly members. These are not 
American allies, and they 
should never become our 
friends. Trump’s embrace 
of Vladimir Putin and Kim 
Jong-Un should be no lon-
ger. Any conservative who 
has called Trump out on 
this deserves praise for do-
ing so. 

On the other hand, Pres-

ident Trump’s rhetoric may 
be potentially dangerous 
for the country. It is es-
pecially interesting that 
Trump is only doubling 
down on his rhetoric given 
the upcoming Presiden-
tial election. Trump makes 
some disrespectful com-
ments against women (he 
called former White House 
aide, Omarosa a “dog” in 
a tweet), veterans(he said 
that John McCain was not 
a war hero because McCain 
was captured) political op-
position 

(Elizabeth Warren’s ra-
cially charged nickname 
“Pocahontas”) and those in 
the press (refers to them as 
the “enemy of the people”). 
Trump has not apologized 
to any of the people that he 

has disparaged over Twitter 
or in person, nor retracted 
any of his statements. This 
rhetoric makes it hard for 
any American to support 
his presidency and this 
should not be the case. Lib-
erals are quick to dismiss 
Trump supporters as rac-
ists, misogynists, white su-
premacists, or fascists. Lib-
erals do not take the time 
out of their day to under-
stand who a Trump sup-
porter is and this rhetoric 
does not make supporting 
Trump any easier. He also 
sets a bad example for his 
followers as some of them 
have allegedly have felt in-
spired to take on the polit-
ical press opposition using 
violence. 

The 2016 Presidential 

Election was a tumultuous 
time for many Americans, 
but at the end of the day, the 
American experiment still 
lives on. America is still the 
greatest country that has 
ever existed in the world. 
The institutions that the 
founding fathers put into 
place in the late 18th cen-
tury will allow the country 
to live on despite who is in 
the White House. Trump 
is not a perfect President, 
but he is trying his hardest 
to make America a better 
place for everyone for gen-
erations to come. 

When President Trump 
arose victorious in the 
2016 presidential election, 
many speculated it’s symp-
toms on American culture 
in the near future. In fact, 
most conservatives were 
relieved; they believed that 
his presidency would in-
centivize a decline in the 
toxic politically correct 
culture that is pervasive 
in modern day society and 
college campuses. Howev-
er, as we analyze this fore-
cast two years later, it is ev-

ident that this sadly is not 
the case. In fact, directly as 
a result of both the Trump 
presidency and Bernie 
Sanders’ presidential cam-
paign, socialist values and 
organizations have greatly 
increased in America. In 
fact, The Young Demo-
cratic Socialists of Amer-
ica nearly increased their 
presence by 300 percent 
in seven months since 
President Trump’s victo-
ry, opening an addition-
al thirty-five chapters on 
different college campus-

es throughout the United 
States. 

Moreover, these groups 
specifically target free 
speech and the core rights 
that the United States 
was founded upon. Rath-
er than serving as a hub 
for the exchange of ideas, 
college campuses have be-
come echo chambers of 
left-leaning ideas and ide-
als, regarding any different 
opinions as “hate speech.” 
Because most college pro-
fessors are liberal, stu-
dents do not learn from a 

wide range of non-biased 
perspectives. Instead, stu-
dents cultivate an ideology 
that is toxic to intellectual 
growth. It is unfortunate 
that rather than view-
ing America as an inher-
ently opportunistic and 
fair society, students are 
taught to view America 
as a place of racism and 
capitalist oppression. As 
Americans, we do have a 
duty to combat poverty. 
However, rather than con-
demning capitalism and 
our natural rights listed 

in Locke’s Social Contract, 
we should attribute issues 
present in a free market 
to a lack of competition. 
The true problem is a lack 
of business, not economic 
inequality. As explained 
in Pope Leo XIII’s Quod 
apostolici muneris, so-
cialism “assails the right 
of property sanctioned by 
natural law.”

THE DETERIORATION OF A LIBERAL ARTS 
EDUCATION

P. Manicott

as did the Confederate 
States.

Some have referred to 
the current tension be-
tween identity politics 
and the American con-
stitutional republic as a 
“cold civil war.” Let us on 
all sides of the political 
spectrum reflect amid this 
fractious division on Lin-
coln’s vision in the Get-
tysburg Address, and on 
the cause of freedom in a 
larger, trans-generation-

al, and more global sense 
of service to the univer-
sal but personal truth of 
God’s gift of human digni-
ty, resting on which justice 
takes on the larger sense of 
ensuring that everyone has 
the opportunity for such 
service. 

To those definitions of 
freedom and justice in 
America’s founding texts, 
Bucknellians at Gettysburg 
and many others sacrificed 
their all as Americans.

 THE GETTYSBURG ADDRESS CONT.

- Continued from A4 -

Photo: 

The 1910 Pennsylva-
nia Memorial on the Get-
tysburg Battlefield, view 
toward right rear corner 
with partial image of base. 
Source: Wikipeadia. 
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Photos of parading An-
tifa units early this year 
show the old Soviet flag 
on proud display, hammer, 
sickle, and all.

Similar things have hap-
pened in recent times at 
Bucknell, with faculty de-
fending the mass-butcher 
Lenin online, displaying 
Soviet symbolism on their 
office door, and using So-
viet imagery in the inau-
gural promotion of the 
campus Humanities Cen-
ter.

Yet when a Nazi swasti-
ka the size of a quarter was 
found on a tucked-away 
campus toilet stall, it was 
the cause for campus-wide 
alarm.

Let paradoxes roll down 
like the waters, and hypoc-
risy like an ever-flowing 
stream.

Promoting one form of 
hyper-deadly and hateful 
totalitarianism is taboo. 
Another is chic. The Good 
Lenin, Bad Stalin, model 
of 20th-century history, a 
wholly inaccurate assess-
ment, passes for historical 
depth, while contradicto-
rily embracing Uncle Joe 
as founder of Antifa (nev-
er mind that he started 
World War II through his 
alliance with Hitler).

The undead hatefulness 
of the Antifa movement, 
parading under the banner 

of social justice with the 
hammer and sickle tacked 
on, was best on display 
with all its self-contradic-
tions in the Russophobic 
Collusion and Obstruc-
tion Syndrome (diagnostic 
code: RCOS) that gripped 
the post-2016 Left and its 
media bullhorns.

Suddenly there was a 

non-communist Rus-
sian under every bed. The 
American-chic Left em-
braced the worst nation-
alist stereotypes of the 
anticommunist movement 
of the 1950s, taking aim 
broadly at a whole “for-
eign” people and culture 
in the process. Insensitive 
both to its own preten-
sions to diversity, equi-
ty, and inclusion and that 
“alien” culture’s history, 
the anti-Trump resistance 
claimed to act in the name 
of defending multicultur-
al “others” while targeting 
foreigners. The difference 
was that, as historically 
the Venona Code and the 
opening up of Soviet ar-
chives proved, there were 
many Soviet spies and 
traitors under many beds 
in the US, damaging U.S. 
national security on behalf 
of a totalitarian power. But 
there was no Russian col-
lusion in our time, as spe-
cial counsel Robert Muel-
ler’s investigation showed.

Some Bucknellians 
post-2016 engaged in ac-
companying Russophobia 
on- and off-campus, and 
then defended themselves 
self-righteously wrapped 
in the flag. But given their 
suspicions of American 
flags and America gener-
ally, it was not clear which 
flag they used: An inclusive 
rainbow flag sporting an 
eradicating hammer and 

sickle would have suited 
the fundamental contra-
dictions in their position.

Lo, then, suddenly, after 
the release of the Mueller 
report, facts rang uncom-
fortably amid the delu-
sional dreams: No Russian 
collusion.

Meanwhile, seeming-

ly undisturbed by history 
rather than ideology on 
our pastoral upscale cam-
pus, the Humanities Cen-
ter goes full speed ahead 
with plans for an academ-
ic year focused on “fascist 

studies,” which are likely 
to be Antifa but not Anti-
com. Members of the His-
tory Department roused 
themselves to protest al-
leged lack of balance in a 
campus symposium on the 
1960s this year, which in-
cluded a dissident conser-
vative voice on the Viet-
nam War they disliked, 
along with some Leftist 
speakers. Likewise, an 
overlapping group of fac-
ulty protested alleged lack 
of balance in an earlier 
symposium of three prom-
inent scholars on the cen-
tennial of the Bolshevik 
symposium (whose fruits 
appear in a forthcom-
ing book co-edited by my 
colleague Prof. Riley and 
yours truly). Should bal-
ance have been supplied 
there by pro-communist 
voices unaware of recent 
scholarship on Bolshevism 
(an ignorance celebrated 

on the faculty email list)? 
Or will there be Anticom 
with Antifa at the Human-
ities Center?

The whole collu-
s i on - an d - o b s t r u c t i on 
delusion was part of the 
unhinged response to the 
2016 election by progres-
sives who, proudly await-

ing the election-night 
victory of Hilary Clinton 
at the Brasserie Louis, 
could not be further re-
moved from the local yo-
kels whose cultures they 
vilify. The latter, at the 

downscale Republican 
election-night gathering at 
a local Veterans Hall, ex-
pected a Trump defeat. In-
stead, Pennsylvania turned 
red for the first time since 
Reagan’s presidency. Not 
Marxist-Leninist red, ei-
ther.

Tens of millions of dol-
lars were spent on a big 
nothing burger. But the 
greatest cost of mass col-
lusion-and-obstruction 
delusion is now billed to 
American national inter-
ests globally. Distracted 
by a largely fictionalized 
threat from post-commu-
nist Russia, and tied in 
knots by delusory scandal, 
America lost the chance 
for what many foreign-pol-
icy experts saw as a needed 
improved high-level stra-
tegic understanding with 
Russia as a counterweight 
to communist China. In-
stead, Russia comes out of 
Russiagate more friendly 
with China and less with 
the U.S., and the U.S. is 
more dangerously isolated 
on the global geopolitical 
heights.

China (still red but not 
in the Pennsylvania 2016 
sense) is much more clear-
ly an existential threat, un-
der a political party that 
is the same group that ran 
the most murderous re-
gime in history under its 
founder Mao. It is as if the 
Nazi Party lived on dom-
inant in Europe while we 
engaged positively with 
it. Watch The Man in the 
High Castle (on Jeff Bezos’ 
progressive non-taxpay-
ing Amazon, sister to his 
Washington Post fake-
news flagship) to see how 
that would have turned 
out. Or better yet, study 

geopolitics today to see 
how an analogous premise 
plays out in reality, with 
the Chi-Coms as our real 
geopolitical rival. What-
ever the covert and overt 
sins of the current Russian 

regime, Russophobia was 
a massive mis-direction, 
like a geopolitical ma-
gician’s trick, motivated 
most of all by a toxic mix 
of short-term U.S. politi-
cal emotionalism and the 
anti-religious bias of an 
American-hating Left that 
is now vaping Marxist-Le-
ninism and Maoism.

If Nazism generated ra-
cial genocide, Commu-
nism generated ideological 
genocide. Both material-
isms ultimately were hos-
tile to religion, a hate that 
was a powerful engine of 
mass murder and cultur-
al erasure on an unprece-
dented scale. Nazism was 
clearly defeated and right-
ly abhorred, but Commu-
nism now lives on, oddly 
inspiring neoliberal Amer-
ica. The corporate admin-
istrative state absorbs the 
same spirit of seeking to 
erase what Burke called 
the “little platoons” of 
family and church—what 
Tocqueville described as 
the lifeblood of America 
as a constitutional repub-
lic. Oh, the reactionary 
nature of that awful con-
stitutional republic! The 
awful religious freedoms 
and free speech, the Elec-
toral College, the Senate, 
the Supreme Court! They 
stand in the way of non-in-
clusive revolution. They 
cause the nasty little folks 
in veterans halls around 
the country to shake off 
pessimism and cheer elec-
tion night 2016 as a “Flight 
93 Election” for the repub-
lic, while their betters, the 
beautiful internationalists 
bred for victory, unjustly 
must shed tears and be-

NO COLLUSION, NO OBSTRUCTION
Alf Siewers

“Nazism was clearly defeated and rightly 
abhorred, but Communism now lives on, odd-

ly inspiring neoliberal America.”

- Continued On A7 -

“[...] the truism from George Orwell’s Animal 
Farm still best diagnoses the Marxist-Lenin-
ist-Maoist spirit behind Russophobic Collu-

sion-and-Obstruction Syndrome:    
‘All animals are equal, but some ani-

mals are more equal than others.’”
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gan a multi-year tantrum 
against a Constitutional 
election, wearing pussy 
hats and waving Soviet 
symbols.

It’s not surprising that 
the hatred would tar-
get post-communist, na-
tionalist, and resurgently 
Christian Russia, guilty of 
apostasy from the Left in a 
secular version of the “Left 

Behind” series, where 
apocalyptic supervillains 
now hail from funnily ac-
cented and backwardly 
Christian Eastern Europe-
an cultures.

“Co-existence between 
atheistic materialism and 
the religious interpretation 
of reality is theoretically 
and practically impossi-
ble,” wrote the historian 
Dimitry Pospielovsky in 
his three-volume study 
of Marxist-Leninist athe-

ism and Soviet anti-reli-
gious policies. “Hostility 
towards religion is not a 
matter of contingency, but 
a profound, fundamental 
world-view commitment 
of the official ideology 
of Communism.” Some 
Soviet dissident writ-
ings termed this part of 
the psychological “death 
drive” underlying totali-
tarianism, which Hannah 
Arendt identified with the 
profound loneliness and 

terror engendered by at-
omistic materialism. Rus-
sophobia was a symptom 
of a developing totalitarian 
fever among the US elite.

Those who don’t know 
history are doomed to re-
peat it; power corrupts and 
absolute power corrupts 
absolutely. Those truisms 
become even truer with a 
clueless elite fond of pulling 
levers for the tremendous-
ly intrusive technocracy 
emerging non-partisan-

ly from warmed-over to-
talitarian leftovers of 
the past century. But the 
truism from George Or-
well’s Animal Farm still 
best diagnoses the Marx-
ist-Leninist-Maoist spirit 
behind Russophobic Col-
lusion-and-Obstruction 
Syndrome: “All animals 
are equal, but some ani-
mals are more equal than 
others.”

- Continued from A6-
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Over the past 242 years, 
America has changed. 
America has changed cul-
turally - from the enslave-
ment of African Ameri-
cans to the Civil Rights 
Acts of the 1970s. Amer-
ica has changed techno-
logically - from horse 
drawn buggies to cars that 
can travel over 300mph. 
America has also changed 
politically, but not in 
terms of evolving political 
parties, such as the feder-
alists, anti-federalists and 
whigs transforming into 
the Democratic and Re-
publican parties. Instead 
the immensely polarizing 
political climate has trans-
formed modern-day poli-
tics. 

A recent  Pew Re-
search Survey  exempli-
fies the growing discourse 
around the current sta-
tus of American politics. 
In 1994 they determined 
that nearly 50% of Amer-
icans shared mixed politi-
cal views compared to the 
same survey conducted 
in 2014 that showed only 
39% of Americans claim-
ing to be moderates. Not 
only does this show the 
decrease of moderate vot-
ers, but it also shows an in-
crease in steadfast liberals 

and conservatives. To fur-
ther demonstrate the over-
whelming political divide 
in America, another poll 
released by  Pew Research  
showed that 41% of Dem-
ocrats and 45% of Repub-
licans believe the opposing 
parties policies and views 
are “a threat to the nation’s 
well-being”. The culture 
that has been cultivating 
over the last few decades is 
an unhealthy approach to 
western democracy, whose 
divisiveness will reap im-

measurable consequences.
In order to understand 

how drastically the polar-
ization in American poli-
tics has changed over the 
last 20 years, it is vital to 
comprehend how both 
parties view each other 
and how the rhetoric be-
tween them has shifted. 
The left typically views 
Republicans as evangeli-
cal southerners who are 
over the age of 65 and 
make over $250,000 per 
year; conversely, the right 
believes Democrats are 

nonreligious, union mem-
bers whose party affiliates 
are mainly minorities. The 
problem here is that both 
sides could not be any 
more wrong. Only 9% of 
the Democratic party are 
non religious, while only 
2% of Republicans make 
an excess of $250,000 
per year, according to 
FiveThirtyEight. The rad-
ical usage of stereotypes 
on both sides further re-
inforces the overall belief 
that liberals are growing 

more liberal and conser-
vatives are growing more 
conservative.

The importance of this 
massive shift in political 
ideology cannot be under-
stated and is detrimental 
to the well-being of Amer-
ica. Over the course of my 
lifetime, I have noticed a 
trend that shows a strong 
animosity towards people 
of differing political view-
points. When I was young-
er, around 14 or 15, politics 
was rarely a topic dis-
cussed and was conceived 

to be boring. However, the 
2016 election treated pol-
itics not as a normal elec-
tion, but more as a sport-
ing event. This atmosphere 
has evoked a sense of trib-
alism - “a way of thinking 
or behaving in which peo-
ple are excessively loyal to 
their own tribe or social 
group”1 - with one’s own 
political affiliation. When 
people feel they belong to 
a certain “tribe” they of-
ten go out of their way to 
defend the beliefs of their 

tribe, regardless of wheth-
er they are right or wrong. 
A lot of this has to do with 
what psychologists call 
naïve realism - “the human 
tendency to believe that 
we see the world around us 
objectively and that people 
who disagree with us must 
be uninformed, irratio-
nal or biased.”2 This belief 
connects tribalism to igno-
rance. If you believe that a 
news outlet has a differing 

1 - From the English Oxford 
ditionary 
2 - Naïve Realism by Bill Fish

political viewpoint, then 
you are more likely to ig-
nore what they have to say. 
Naïve realism is the cause 
of this unprecedented di-
vide in our country. In or-
der to come together, unit-
ed as one country, society 
must be able to combat 
tribalism and its coattails.

Divisiveness has been 
woven throughout Amer-
ican society since her in-
carnation, and time after 
time again America has 
showed strength and resil-
ience in overcoming this 
disparity. In order for this 
ugly political polarization 
to come to an end, we the 
people must come together 
as communities, neighbors 
and friends, not as ene-
mies of different tribes. It 
is when we come together 
that rational discourse and 
bipartisan compromise 
can be achieved. If the lack 
of civility between the two 
“tribes” of American poli-
tics cannot be solved, then 
the political discourse 
truly is a “threat to the 
nation.” The great social 
leader and youth mentor 
Albus Dumbledore once 
said, “we are only as strong 
as we are united, as weak 
as we are divided.”

AMERICA’S POLITICAL DIVIDE 
A THREAT TO THE NATION

Super M.

“The great social leader and youth men-
tor Albus Dumbledore once said, ‘we are 
only as strong as we are united, as weak 

as we are divided.’”
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What is Heterodox Academy? 

“We are a politically diverse group of social scientists, natural scientists, humanists, and other scholars who want to improve our academ-
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