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There is not a truth existing which I fear or would wish unknown to the whole world.
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Reasons to vote for the  
McCain ticket.

by Reilly Smith

We face a choice in 
November between 
a white amnesty-pro

moter and a black socialist. 
Many race realists have argued 
that neither Barack Obama nor 
John McCain deserves our sup-
port, and that we should stay 
home or vote for one of the 
third-party candidates. Some 
racially aware whites will actu-
ally vote for Mr. Obama, in the 
belief that “worse is better.” I 
will vote for Senator McCain. 
I believe his selection of Sarah 
Palin as running mate actually 
gives race realists someone they 
can vote for instead of just sit-
ting out the election. 

Needless to say, Mr. McCain 
was among the worst of the 
Republican candidates. For me, 
his stance on immigration ruled 
him out from the beginning, and 
I voted against him in the Illinois 
primary. My candidate was 
Congressman Tom Tancredo of 
Colorado, who came the closest to my 
views on race, immigration and the need 
to support Western Civilization. Unfor-
tunately, he dropped out of the race too 
early to have much impact.

By all means, let us encourage more 
Tancredos in the next election. But for 
now we are stuck with what we have, 
and faced with the prospect and sym-
bolism of an Afro-Leninist in the White 
House, versus a white veteran and a 
fertile “hockey mom,” I reconsidered 
my anti-McCain stance. I have begun 
to think that with Sarah Palin next in 
line behind an aging president, the cul-
tural, political, and racial landscape of 

America has been reshaped.
H v`r `l`ydc+ ƽqrs ne `kk+ sg`s Ingm

McCain chose Mrs. Palin. The bête 
noir of the Right and former darling of 
the liberal media actually reached out 
to conservatives with this selection. I 

would have bet money Mr. McCain 
would choose Governor Tim Pawlenty 
of Minnesota, who was elected twice 

in a state that traditionally goes to 
Democrats. The Republican convention 
was held there, and a safe, Midwestern 
governor who appeals to the religious 

Right could possibly win Minnesota for 
Mr. McCain.  

But Gov. Pawlenty would have been 
a very ho-hum pick, a one-day news 
story like Mr. Obama’s selection of 
Senator Joe Biden. When I turned on 

the television and saw an attrac-
tive, white woman standing next 
to Mr. McCain I had to admire 
his savvy. Mr. Pawlenty might 
have helped Mr. McCain in 
Minnesota; Sarah Palin can help 
in all 50 states. The polls swing 
up and down wildly, but there is 
no question Mrs. Palin has rein-
vigorated the race and changed 
its dynamic from a race-realist 
perspective.  

Even if Mrs. Palin’s selection 
smacks of tokenism, and even 
if she turns out to be wrong on 
many issues, it won’t matter. The 
anti-white, leftist rage against her 
is based on her conservatism, her 
white fertility, and her muscular 
evangelical faith, which partly 
explains her family’s willingness 
to have a large family. 

Whatever one thinks of abor-
tion in the context of race real-
ism, it is clear that the Left wants 
to convince white women that 
their babies are disposable. Mrs. 

Palin clearly thinks otherwise, and this 
annoys them. She did not have one child 
the way feminist heroine Hillary Clinton 
did—or two—but ƽud, and seems suc-
bdrretk `mc g`oox- Sgd Kdes hr sdqqhƽdc
at the thought that young white women 
could start thinking of babies the way 
Mrs. Palin does. The idea of four years 
of that big, happy Palin family on the 
national and international stage makes 
the anti-white Left shudder.

Mrs. Palin’s unmarried teenage 
daughter Bristol is pregnant, but at 
least she is engaged to the father. What 
if white women got the idea that they 

Continued on page 3

Mrs. Palin is an implicit 
appeal to whiteness, and 
even if most whites are 

not conscious of it, 
blacks are. 
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Letters from Readers
Sir —  I wish to commend American 

Renaissance for the interest it takes in 
the destiny of South Africa’s Afrikaner 
people, including the informative article 
in the September issue by Arthur Kemp 
on the Battle of Blood River.
Gnvdudq+ sgd ƽm`k o`qs neLq-Jdloƍr

piece argues that the use of non-white la-
bor alone led to the demise of Afrikaner-
ruled South Africa. Without disputing 
Auguste Comte’s famous dictum, “de-
mography is destiny,” I feel one should 
beware of simple truisms that explain 
political and social change. Writers 
as diverse as Arnold Toynbee and 
Friedrich Nietzsche emphasized the role 
of the will in determining outcomes.
Mns rn knmf `fn+ ƽud lhkkhnm nq rn

whites in South Africa had the will to 
defend their sovereignty and their land 
against 30 million blacks inside the 
country as well as 500 million (now 
600 million) in sub-Saharan Africa. In 
the same way, the classical Egyptians—
who were probably a Caucasian race—
ruled over a slave state for thousands 
of years. The Spartans held their own 
among the Helots who outnumbered 
them ten to one for 300 years. In feudal 
times, European aristocrats managed 
to maintain their supremacy and blood 
lines for centuries.

In the end demography takes its toll, 
but we Afrikaners are today strangers in 
our land because of political, diplomatic, 
and even military action taken by other 
white nations. Some of those nations 
represent exactly the type of all-white, 
homogeneous societies advocated by 
Mr. Kemp! 

In April 2004, the Swedish ambas-
sador to this country boasted during a 
q`chn hmsdquhdv sg`s vhsgnts sgd ƽm`mbh`k

and diplomatic support of his country, 
Nelson Mandela’s African National 
Congress (ANC) would never have 
come to power in South Africa. In fact, 
the Swedish parliament voted a secret 
fund of up to $100 million per year for 
the ANC, which it used to bomb super-
markets and bars, and to set up guerilla 
camps in Zambia and Angola. It also 
funded the hate campaign against South 
Africa in the global media.

It seems that an all-white society 
does not necessarily produce white 
consciousness and can even lead to anti-
white policies like those of Sweden in 
the 1970s and 1980s. Also, what is the 
use of an all-white country if its people 
have traded its classical Western culture 
for one that is black in all but name, 
with white youth taking drugs, wearing 
sneakers and baseball caps back to front, 
and listening to hip-hop?

Up to some limit, culture and will are 
more important than racial demograph-
ics. Alain de Benoist also once said 
that the borders of blood were far more 
fundamental than geographic ones.

The greatest struggle for a nation is to 
retain its sense of cohesion and kinship 
and to refuse absorption by another race, 
even in times of demographic and politi-
cal domination. This is the challenge we 
Afrikaners face so acutely today.

Dan Roodt, Johannesburg, South 
Africa

Sir — I admire Arthur Kemp enor-
mously as a great speaker and writer in 
the cause of white survival, and we here 
in Britain have been very fortunate to 
have him among us. At a recent meet-
ing his speech brought tears to my eyes, 
something I don’t recall happening since 
I was aged about eleven!

That said, I hope he will not mind my 
challenging one assertion he made in his 
article, “When the River Ran Red,” in 
your September issue. He writes: “Those 
who form the majority population of a 
territory will rule that territory, no mat-
ter how powerful a ruling elite may be . . 
. . A majority-European population will 
bqd`sd ` rnbhdsx sg`s qdƾdbsr Dtqnod`m
values and norms.”

Surely as matters now stand the op-
posite is true? Nowhere in the world 
is there now a white-majority territory 
where the ruling elite has failed to im-
pose essentially non-European and even 
anti-European values and norms. Unless 
a colossal pro-white counter revolution 
sweeps the Western world within the 
next few decades, no majority-European 
populations will even remain. 

Anthony Young, London, England

Sir — After reading your article 
about Malaysia (see “Preferences for 
the Majority” in the October issue), let 
me say that I have great sympathy for 
the Malays. The Chinese are interlopers 
brought in by foreign imperialists for 
their own purposes. Left to their own 
devices, the Chinese would dominate 
Malaysian society and the Malays 
would become second-class citizens in 
their own land. This applies to our own 
country. I recently accompanied my son 
on a tour of a University of California 
campus. One would have thought we 
were in Peking! The 1.5 billion Chinese 
and their overseas progeny have more 
than enough students to dominate uni-
versity systems built for our children, 
and the same is happening in Australia 
with the blessings of the Australian elite. 
I no more want my state or country to 
be dominated by the Chinese than do 
the Malays.

Name Withheld

Sir — I think you make a good point 
in your article on Malaysia, cleverly us-
ing the strife in Malaysia as a warning 
to the US. However, it makes perfect 
sense for the Malays to run their country 
in their own interest. They must always 
outnumber the non-Malays living in 
their country, and deport foreign felons. 
Anyone who is not Malay and living in 
Malaysia is “lucky to be in their coun-
try.” Americans should never have lost 
sight of this attitude.

Name Withheld
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could get married and have children at 
a young age, like Bristol? Even the fact 
that Sarah Palin’s youngest child has 
Down Syndrome carries a pro-white 
message—it reminds careerist white 
women in their 30s that once they are 
in their 40s, the chances of having a 
Down Syndrome baby rises rapidly. 
It’s best to get moving if they want a 
healthy family.

Implicit racial appeal

The package Mrs. Palin presents—
small town, conservative, Evangelical—
is an implicit appeal to whiteness, and 
even if most whites are not conscious of 

it, blacks are. Whoopi Goldberg thought 
Mrs. Palin’s Republican convention 
speech sounded pro-Nazi: “I just found 
the whole thing . . . very much like a 
Bund rally, but maybe that was just 
me.”

PBS correspondent Gwen Ifill’s 

bntrhm+ Rgdqqhkxm Heƽk+ hr ` k`v oqnedr-
sor at the University of Maryland. She 
wrote: “It’s hard to be an average work-
ing mom, really hard. And when women 
who are privileged present as though 
they have it all together, 
it’s offensive to black 
women.”

Some black men seem 
to be just as afraid of 
Mrs. Palin. Black rap mu-
sic celebrity “P. Diddy” 
posted a YouTube inter-
net video, in which he 
cowers at the thought of 
Sarah Palin in the White 
House: 

“Sarah Palin—she 
scares me. She really 
scares me. . . . Sarah Pa-
lin: You scare me. You 
could become the presi-
dent of the United States. 
. . . John McCain is 72. 
Sarah Palin could be the president. Boys 
and girls, vote, please, I beg you.”

Black liberal columnist Mary Mitch-
ell wrote in the Chicago Sun-Times: 

“Sarah Palin makes me sick. I hate 
that she was able to steal Barack 
Obama’s mojo just by showing up wear-
ing rimless glasses and a skirt. . . . Sarah 
Palin makes me sick because although 
black Democrats have been responsible 
for giving white candidates the boost 
they needed to beat their Republican 
opponents in tight races, these voters 
are now being insulted by feminists who 
say they will cross over into the McCain 
camp because of her.”

Palin-haters who are white are using 
the usual technique of sifting every word 
she says, looking for “code.” She recent-

ly attacked Mr. Obama’s associations 
with 1960s-era bomb-thrower William 
Ayers, arguing that “our opponent . . . 
is someone who sees America, it seems, 
as being so imperfect, imperfect enough, 
that he’s palling around with terrorists 
who would target their own country.” 
She added, “This is not a man who sees 
America like you and I see America.” 

Associated Press writer Douglass 
Daniel thought these words put so much 
distance between Mrs. Palin and Mr. 
Obama that she could only have been 
talking about the fact that he is black, 
and the headline of his October 5 article 
was “Analysis: Palin’s Words Carry 
Racial Tinge.” Mrs. Palin was obvi-
ously attacking her opponent’s politics, 
not his race, but she is, herself, such an 
embodiment of whiteness that the AP 
man could see little else.

Mrs. Palin’s racial appeal has not 
escaped race-realist commentators. 
The web site, the Occidental Observer, 

wrote in en editorial that 
she would:

“further the racial po-
larization of American 
politics—a prospect that 
is certainly welcome for 
us at The Occidental Ob-
server. The image of Pa-
lin endorsing small town 
values and surrounded 
by her white children on 
stage at the Republican 
convention is absolutely 
nauseating to the hege-
monic left. . . .

“Needless to say, this 
image of white fertility 
and small town values 

is not going to appeal to 
blacks or Latinos either. . . . Palin is a 
odqrnmhƽb`shnm nevg`s ZTBKnmfAd`bg
professor] Kevin MacDonald terms 
implicit whiteness. She has a white 
onkhshb`k `mc btkstq`k `eƽkh`shnm dudm
if there are still taboos about saying so 
explicitly.”

All of this, of course, made her the 
target of lefty viciousness that it is 
impossible to imagine the media pour-
ing out on a non-white. Vitriol—some 
of it approaching the pathological—
adf`m sn ƾnv hlldch`sdkx- Gnkkxvnnc
leftists sneered at her, and actor Matt 
Damon said she was “like a really bad 
Disney movie.” Former Saturday Night 
Live performer Chevy Chase urged his 
fellow comedians to “decimate” her. 
“Comedienne” Sandra Bernhard mused 

Continued from page 1
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about Mrs. Palin being “gang raped” 
by black men while visiting New York 
City. Democratic activists broke into 
her private e-mail account and made 
it public.

New York Times columnist Maureen 
Dowd outdid herself in nastiness. She 
visited Mrs. Palin’s town of Wasilla 
and pronounced it a “soulless strip 
mall without sidewalks.” She called 
Mrs. Palin a “a political jukebox,” and 
reveled in the news that she had put a 
tanning bed in the Alaska governor’s 
mansion. She called her speaking 
style “pompom patois and sing-songy 
jingoism,” and lovingly transcribed 
ungrammatical answers to interview 
questions. “At Sarah Palin’s old church 
in Wasilla, they spoke in tongues,” she 
wrote. “Maybe that’s where she picked 
it up.” Her fellow Times columnist, Bob 
Herbert, wrote that Mrs. Palin was all 
bounce and no content, complaining 
that if the Republicans were elected and 
Mr. McCain died, “the country could be 
left with little more than an exclamation 
point as president.”

The liberal women on the television 
show The View were so hostile to Mrs. 
Palin, that the lone conservative voice 
on the program, Elisabeth Hasselback, 
noted that it must be “Hate Sarah Palin 
Day.” 

Washington Post reporter Sally 
Quinn wrote that Palin should “rethink 
her priorities” and concentrate on her 

family instead of trying to be vice 
president. It is impossible to imagine a 
liberal female reporter talking down to 
a Democratic politician that way.

The hatred for Sarah Palin is visceral, 
as much because she is a standing insult 
to aging women’s-libbers as because she 
is white. Judah Friedman wrote in the 
American Spectator about the crazed 
reactions of Hollywood feminists: 

“What could be worse for a woman 
who has chosen a barren existence, in 
the name of a movement, than to see 
a woman get ahead who has already 
actually gotten so many great things 
out of life? If Sarah Plain gets elected it 

would sort of imply that their lives have 
had no meaning, and would leave open 
the question: ‘For what have they done 
any of this?’ Sadly, this has to be how 
they see it.”

Miss Friedman continued: “Whether 
or not Sarah Palin is the next vice presi-
dent, one thing is for certain. She has 
rgnvm xnt Zsgd edlhmhrsr\ enq sgd eq`tcr
that you are, for Pandora’s box has been 
opened and you will never be able to 
close it. You are not the role models 
for the next generation of women. You 
have lost all of your credibility. There 
is a new type of woman out there who 
can juggle both a family and a career. 
You had your chance to get on board 
and you blew it.”

Even Obama supporter and libertar-
ian feminist Camille Paglia, wrote with 
grudging admiration for Mrs. Palin:

 “The gun-toting Sarah Palin is like 
Annie Oakley, a brash ambassador from 
America’s pioneer past. She immedi-
ately reminded me of the frontier women 
ne sgdVdrsdqm rs`sdr+ vghbg ƽqrs fq`msdc
women the right to vote after the Civil 
War—long before the federal amend-
ment guaranteeing universal woman 
suffrage was passed in 1919. Frontier 
women faced the same harsh challenges 
and had to tackle the same chores as 
men did—which is why men could re-
gard them as equals, unlike the genteel, 
corseted ladies of the Eastern seaboard, 
which fought granting women the vote 
right to the bitter end.”

Noemie Emery, writing in the Weekly 
Standard captured the fury over Sarah 
Palin perhaps better than anyone:

ƏZH\sl`x stqm nts sg`s sgdl`hm bnmsqh-
atshnm rgd l`jdr sn ghr ZLq- LbB`hmƍr\
effort is in goading the Democrats into 
spasms of self-defeating and entirely 
lunatic rage. Somehow, every element 
of her life—the dual offense of being 
a beauty-queen and hunter; the Down 
syndrome baby who wasn’t aborted; 
the teenage daughter about to get mar-

ried, whose baby also wasn’t aborted; 
the non-metrosexual husband work-
hmf sgd mhfgsrghes: sgd udqx e`bs ne ƽud
children—touched a nerve on the liberal 
template, and sent the whole beast into 
convulsions, opening an intriguing and 
somewhat frightening window into the 
turbulent id of the left.”

Some mainstream conservatives have 
a new name for all this leftist frothing: 
“Palin Derangement Syndrome.” Any-
one who can evoke so much apoplexy 
in the anti-white establishment is clearly 
on to something.

Internet commentator Steve Sailer 
thinks it is because she is a “tribal fertil-
ity goddess:”
ƏZH\sƍr `kk `ants ƕ edl`kd edqshkhsx-

Human beings have extremely strong 
emotions on the topic of fertility. The 
Blue Whites are alarmed and outraged to 

Hate Sarah Palin day.

No doubt Denis Thatcher 
could have used 

Margaret around the 
home a bit more, but 

should she have refused 
to be prime minister?
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Todd and Sarah Palin with the baby they 
did not abort.

be reminded that the Red whites can af-
ford to outbreed them and are outbreed-
ing them. Modern people tell themselves 
they don’t care about stuff like that, but 
they do, oh, they do.”

A few traditional conservatives think 
Mr. McCain’s choice of Sarah Palin is 
vqnmf adb`trd hs rl`bjr ne `eƽql`shud
action and shoves her into a place where 
women do not belong. They say it is 
not good to glorify working mothers, 
that Vice President Palin could not help 
but neglect her family, and that her job 
demeans her husband.

No doubt Denis Thatcher could have 
used Margaret around the home a bit 
more, but should she have refused to 
be prime minister?  The “Iron Lady,” 
as the Soviets dubbed her, was an in-
spiration to her nation and proved that 
liberalism hardly speaks for all women. 
What is more, the Palin family seems 
to be a happy one despite Mrs. Palin’s 
prominence. 

It is unfortunate that liberal fury over 
Mrs. Palin—and the entertainment this 
has provided conservatives—is far 
more common than straightforward, 
heartfelt praise for Mrs. Palin. Former 
presidential candidate and commenta-
tor Pat Buchanan is something of an 
exception:

 “In choosing Palin, McCain may also 
have changed the course of history as 
much as Ike did with his choice of Rich-
ard Nixon and Ronald Reagan did with 
his choice of George H.W. Bush. For 
should this ticket win, Palin will eclipse 
every other Republican as heir apparent 
to the presidency and will have her own 
power base among Lifers, Evangelicals, 
gun folks and conservatives—wholly 
independent of President McCain. . . .

“A traditional conservative on social 
issues, Palin has become, overnight, the 
most priceless political asset the move-
ment has.”

Mr. Buchanan also brushed aside 
complaints about Mrs. Palin’s inexpe-
rience:
ƏZS\gd k`cx g`r lnqd dwdbtshud dw-

perience than McCain, Joe Biden and 
Obama put together. None of them has 
ever started or run a business as Palin 
did. None of them has run a giant state 

like Alaska, which is larger than Califor-
nia and Texas put together. And though 
Alaska is not populous, Gov. Palin has 
as many constituents as Nancy Pelosi 
or Biden.

“She has no foreign policy experi-
ence, we are told. . . . But from the day 
rgd s`jdr neƽbd+ O`khm vhkk fds c`hkx
aqhdƽmfr `mc rhs nm sgd M`shnm`k Rd-
curity Council with the president and 
secretaries of state, treasury and defense. 
. . . And her experience as governor of 
Alaska, dealing with the oil industry and 
pipeline agreements with Canada, cer-
tainly compares favorably with that of 
Barack Obama, a community organizer 
who dealt in the mommy issues of food 
stamps and rent subsidies.”

Mr. Buchanan may have a soft spot 

for female vice presidential candidates 
with short resumes. When he headed 
the Reform Party ticket in 2000, his VP 
selection was Ezola Foster, a black con-
servative activist who had spent 33 years 
as a high-school typing teacher.

Worse is better?

Some on the racial Right will not 
vote for Mr. McCain because they have 
adopted Lenin’s slogan, “worse is bet-
ter.” They believe whites will somehow 
“wake up” if Obama is elected, and they 
want to punish Mr. McCain for his many 
betrayals. I’m not sure worse is better. 
That may work for the anarchic Left, but 
for conservatives and whites in general, 
worse is usually worse.

The agonies the feminist Left 
has gone into over Sarah Palin 
raise once more the question 

of the role feminism has played in 
the demoralization of whites. Do we 
want white women barefoot and preg-
nant? Working 
and single until 
they are 35?

It is worth not-
ing that except 
for a few brief 
prosperous peri-
ods, such as the 
Victorian Era or 
the Eisenhower 
years, most fami-
lies in the West 
have not gotten 
by with just one 
breadwinner. Un-
til the 20th cen-
tury, most of the 
world, including 
the white world, 
lived on farms. Women had to work 
as hard as men just to survive.  

In the halcyon days of the 1950s, 
conditions emerged that freed many 
women from work. This was after 
previous do-gooders had labored to 
get women out of factories and other 
drudgery. Ironically, it was feminists, 
starting with Betty Friedan, who 
wanted to put women back to work.

The challenge facing us is how 
best to harness the mental energies of 
women while preserving their central 
role in family formation. There are 

some women, indeed many highly 
gifted women, who spend all their 
time and energy on their families. 
Some mix work and family; some 
choose neither. 

It is the anti-white leftist feminists 
who convinced 
many women that 
if they worked 
t hey  cou ldn ’ t 
have large fami-
lies like Sarah Pa-
lin’s. Feminists 
want to shoehorn 
all women into 
the same worka-
holic life without 
families. When all 
women are just 
like the feminists, 
they no longer 
have to justify 
their own narrow 

lives.
M a n y  w h i t e 

women have stopped at one child 
or had none at all in order to pursue 
degrees and careers, and worldwide 
white fertility is now well below 
replacement levels. Someone like 
Mrs. Palin can demonstrate to white 
women that they can break out of the 
feminist mold. If Mrs. Palin were to 
move on to the presidency, it would 
be even more apparent to young white 
women that their barren feminist el-
ders were wrong. While her selection 
does hint of tokenism, it has a deeper, 
urgent appeal to white women. 

White Women and Feminism

Worse is better? If the 
whites in Southern Africa 

haven’t woken up, how 
bad does it have to get? 
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Whites in Southern Africa, for ex-
ample, face the most harrowing condi-
tions of whites anywhere, yet many still 
parrot the New York Times view on race. 
If they can’t wake up, how bad does it 
have to get? 

Some people also think that if the 
Left controls all branches of government 
again, it will prompt conservatives to 
come roaring back as they did in 1994 
when they captured control of the Con-
gress, or in 1980 when Ronald Reagan 
took over after the “malaise days” of 
Jimmy Carter.

A strategy of “worse is better” is 
fraught with too many risks. In my 
home state of Illinois, some activists 
thought that a Democratic sweep of the 
state would allow “real” conservatives 
within the Republican Party to mount a 
heroic counterattack. What actually hap-
pened is that Republican fundraising and 
candidate recruitment plummeted. For-
merly Republican strongholds became 
vulnerable. There is nothing in Illinois 

now and in the foreseeable future that 
will stop the Democrats, no matter how 
inept they are.

There are some on the racial Right 
who will join the white liberals in vot-
ing for Obama, not because they want 
to be absolved of racial guilt but be-
cause they think it will take the air out 
of black hucksters like Jesse Jackson 
and Al Sharpton. They think shouts of 
“institutional racism” will get only a 
horse laugh if there is a black man in 
the White House. I disagree. Chicago 
has had two black mayors, but that never 
stopped blacks from putting the screws 
on whitey. 

Nor did the “role models” offered by 
Mayors Harold Washington and Eugene 
Sawyer change black neighborhoods. 
They were about as violent and crime-
ridden after the terms of two black may-

ors as they were before. If “role models” 
made a difference, black-run Detroit, 
Washington, and Akron would be full of 
prosperous, well-adjusted blacks.

A black, Democratic administra-
tion will produce at the national level 
the same effects—both political and 
behavioral—that similar victories have 
produced locally. Black crime and pov-
erty rates will be unchanged, and it will 
all still be the white man’s fault. At the 
same time, Democratic control of the 
entire federal government will mean 
fundraising for all Republicans, includ-
ing conservatives, will plummet, along 
with Republican candidate recruitment. 
Democratic administrative and judicial 
appointments, including Supreme Court 
appointments, will chip away our liber-
ties faster than ever. 

Some commentators say many blacks 
will riot if Mr. Obama loses. If that is 
true, it is perhaps the best reason of all 
to vote for Mr. McCain. Nothing could 
be more eye-opening, nothing would 
do more to awaken white racial con-
sciousness than blacks burning up their 
neighborhoods just because the vote did 
not go their way. 

Liberal white commentators would 
tell us it was all because of “racism,” 
and would try to keep the worst of the 
TV images off the air. The media have 
changed since the 1992 Los Angeles 
riots, however, and even if the networks 
were squeamish, there would be graphic 
footage on YouTube. It would be like 
the O.J. Simpson verdict and Hurricane 
Katrina all over again.

The head of the ticket

To return to the candidates, 
however, any politician, even 
one that inspires the Right as 
Mrs. Palin does, has to be care-
fully watched and lobbied. All 
politicians compromise, and 
even someone like Mrs. Palin 
is not likely to be any differ-
ent. Nevertheless, she stands 
as a sharp rebuke to liberal, 
feminist thinking of the past 
50 years, and could inspire millions of 
xntmf vghsdr sn s`jd nm sgd cheƽbtks
task of forming new families. She gives 
nationalists and race realists a reason to 
vote for the McCain-Palin ticket, and not 
just against an Obama-Biden one.

One might still argue that it is all very 
well to wax enthusiastic about Sarah 
Palin, but what about the man at the head 

of the ticket? What about John McCain? 
It is impossible not to admire the fact 
that he was counted out so many times 
but kept coming back. Tenaciousness 

is one of his better qualities. He was 
considered “gone for good” after then-
Gov. George W. Bush defeated him in 
the 2000 Republican primaries. Just last 
July, his presidential ambitions seemed 
hopeless after his campaign squandered 
all its money. Somehow, he regrouped, 
lived off the political land, and went on 
to capture the nomination.  

There’s a quality of grit and perse-
verance there, which we have never 
seen from Mr. Obama. Everything Mr. 
Obama ever got was handed to him. He 

never overcame anything the way Mr. 
McCain has, which makes Mr. McCain 
the more impressive of the two. 

This means Mr. McCain will handle 
the presidency better than an untested 
Mr. Obama. Reluctantly, therefore, I 
have to concede that the stakes of who 
will control the White House are higher 
for our race and nation than my imme-

Tenacious head of the ticket.

Everything handed to him.
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diate disagreement with Mr. McCain 
over my main issues. A McCain-Palin 
administration will be far from perfect, 

but it will provide a necessary check on 
the Democrats and guarantee that the 
Qhfgs b`m khud sn ƽfgs `mnsgdq c`x-

Qdhkkx Rlhsg hr g`r addm hmunkudc hm
political campaigns since 1988 either 
on staff or as a consultant. 

How to Avoid Future McCains

In future elections, race realists and 
nationalists need to roll up their 
sleeves and do the hard work neces-

sary to get our ideas on the political map. 
Second Amendment activists and the 
religious right work tirelessly to make 
support for their issues the litmus test for 
Republican candidates. We have been 
unable to do the same, even with our 
most important issue: immigration.

Republican presidential candidates 
who want any chance of winning the 
nomination have to be acceptable to the 
M`shnm`k Qhƾd @rrnbh`shnm 'MQ@( `mc
various religious and pro-family orga-
nizations, such as the National Right to 
Life Committee (NRTL). Sen John Mc-
Cain was no exception, cultivating sup-
port among both groups. In many cases, 
they exert a veto over which candidate 
wins a primary and who gets re-elected 
and who gets defeated. Christians and 
gun owners have developed so much 
hmƾtdmbd vhsghm sgd Qdotakhb`m O`qsx
that the GOP elites must accept them, 
even if grudgingly. 

It is very much to our discredit that 
patriotic immigration reform activists 
have nothing comparable to the NRA 
or NRTL. If we did, immigration con-
trol would be as essential an issue to 
Republican candidates as the Second 
Amendment and abortion.

Neither the NRA nor the NRTL were 
able to exert pressure on politicians 
overnight.  It took years of grassroots 

activism to build up these or-
ganizations, with millions of 
people donating time and mon-
dx+ l`jhmf ognmd b`kkr+ rsteƽmf
envelopes and going door-to-
door. As these organizations 
grew, they became listened to, 
respected, and feared. People are 
passionate about their guns and 
their religious beliefs. Patriotic 
immigration reform activists 
need to make immigration just 
as personal. 

Having an immigration pres-
sure network is a realistic long-
term goal for race realists, and 
without such a network, we 
have no right to complain that 
the Republicans fail to produce 

candidates to our liking.
In 2000, no Republican presidential 

candidate talked about immigration. In 
2004, neither George Bush nor John 
Kerry made much of it. In 2008, how-
ever, one candidate made it his number-
one issue: Congressman Tom Tancredo. 
Unfortunately, the conservative vote 
split between Mr. Tancredo and other 
candidates. Former Arkansas governor 
Mike Huckabee got the religious vote 
and Congressman Ron Paul of Texas got 
the libertarian and anti-war votes. 

Mr. Tancredo ran his campaign on 
a shoestring but changed the terms of 
the debate simply by running. Every 

Republican debate he appeared in raised 
questions about immigration. All the 
GOP candidates had to answer those 
ptdrshnmr+ `mc rsnqhdr vdqd ƽm`kkx vqhs-
ten about them.

Mr. Tancredo dropped out and threw 
his support behind former Massachu-
setts governor Mitt Romney, hoping 
this would help stop Mr. McCain. In 
hindsight, it would have been better 
for Mr. Tancredo to stay in until the 
end and force Mr. McCain to debate 
the issue. The liberal media could have 
been counted on to play up the differ-
ences between Mr. Tancredo and Mr. 
McCain, and this would have kept the 
issue alive.  

But what Mr. Tancredo needed most 
was better organizational support from 

immigration control groups. There are 
many such groups, but they do not have 
the power to keep politicians in line. We 
will know we have succeeded when any 
candidate who calls himself “conserva-
tive” will automatically be just as tough 
on immigration as he is on guns and 
abortion. But until we have our own 
immigration version of the NRA, in this 
election we should support the “implic-
itly” white ticket of McCain-Palin.

Why Vote for McCain?
by Michael Hart

I suspect most AR readers will not 
vote for Barack Obama but are reluc-
tant to vote for John McCain either. 

I urge you to vote for Mr. McCain, 

however, for a very simple reason: If Mr. 
Obama wins this election it will never 
again be possible to elect a president 
who supports immigration control. This 
is because a President Obama would 
promptly push an “immigration reform 

act” through Congress to grant amnesty 
to virtually all of the 14 million illegal 
immigrants already here, and would do 
mnsghmf sn rsno sgd hmƾnv ne lhkkhnmr
more. 
Sgd hmƾtw ne Ghro`mhbr g`r addm fn-

ing on for decades and has drastically 
altered the electorate, making it more 
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Sarah Palin’s complete record on race, im-
migration, and multi-culturalism.

cheƽbtks hm d`bg dkdbshnm bxbkd sn dmc sg`s
hmƾtw- B`khenqmh`Ƌvghbg v`r nmbd `
swing state—is now completely out of 
play in presidential elections.  If there 
is an Obama amnesty, Texas, Florida, 
and probably several other states could 
be out of play in 2012. Later elections 
will be even more hopeless for any 
candidate who opposes large-scale im-
migration. If we lose this election we 
may never have another chance, and 
our Anglo-American civilization will 
be swamped.

You may say Mr. McCain is just as 
bad, but he is not. It is true that he has 
made it plain he wants a “path to citi-
zenship,” that is, an eventual amnesty, 
for most illegal immigrants. But after 
popular pressure defeated his bills in 
2006 and 2007, he agreed not to seek 
a “comprehensive settlement” until 

after our borders are secured.  He has 
made this promise repeatedly during 
the campaign.  He has agreed to put up 
a border fence, and to enforce exist-
ing penalties against businesses that 
hire illegal aliens.  Only when there is 
general agreement that our borders are 
secure will he proceed to comprehensive 
reform.

The Democrats will oppose the 
border fence at every stage, both in 
Congress and in the courts, so very little 
of it will have been built by the time the 
primary season for the 2012 elections 
begins in 2011. This means the border 
will not be secure, and if Mr. McCain 
keeps his word, that means no “path 
to citizenship.” In 2012, we may have 
an opportunity to elect someone who 
opposes both further immigration and 
amnesty for illegals, and that might be 

Sarah Palin.
Might Mr. McCain break his word?  

Yes, he might, but that is not certain, and 
even if he does, it will be easier to thwart 
a president who is plainly violating 
his campaign promise than one—Mr. 
Obama—who is only doing what he 
promised to do, and will have a clear 
mandate for it. Voting for Mr. McCain 
does not guarantee victory for those who 
do not want our country destroyed by 
large-scale immigration, but voting for 
Mr. Obama certainly leads to defeat.

We are facing a demographic crisis 
that threatens our civilization. I don’t 
like John McCain either, but voting 
for him is the only way to stop Barack 
Obama.

Dr. Hart is the author of Understand-
ing Human History+ qduhdvdc hm sgdL`x
2008 issue.

A Matter of Perfect Indifference
Each ticket is as bad as the 
other.

by Jared Taylor

I hate to throw cold water on Mr. 
Smith’s enthusiasm for Sarah Palin, 
but I fear there is a dose of wishful 

thinking and even fantasy in his analy-
sis. Let us summarize his reasons for 
liking Mrs. Palin: (1) Blacks, leftists, 
`mc edlhmhrsr g`sd gdq- '1( Rgd g`r ƽud
children. (3) She is white. 

This is thin gruel. Please note that 
Mr. Smith never says a word about 
what Mrs. Palin may or may not think 
about the questions that matter to us. Her 
record on immigration is a total blank. 
We have no idea of her views on racial 
preferences. There is no hint she has 
ever thought about multi-culturalism. 
Mr. Smith cheerfully reads into these 
voids whatever suits him.

It may be that the Left hates her as 
much as it does because it, too, reads 
some of the same things into those 
voids, but liberals have plenty of other 
reasons to hate her. Also, they have 
been rummaging through her past with 
great energy, and we can be sure that if 
Mrs. Palin had ever uttered an unortho-
dox thought on race or immigration or 
Mexicans or even standardized testing, 
her enemies would have pounced on it 
long ago. Mr. Smith cannot produce for 
us one scrap of evidence that Mrs. Pa-

lin’s mind contains anything but clichés, 
and clichés about race are some of the 
hardest to dislodge.

It is true that we can imagine other-
wise. Mr. Todd Palin was once a mem-
ber of an Alaska independence party, 
and that shows an unconventional turn 
ne lhmc- @r ` ƽrgdql`m `mc nhk vnqjdq+
he has spent a lot of time around a class 

of men who speak their minds far more 
freely than professional Republican 
operatives. But again, if he has ever 
whispered heresy to his wife, there is 
no sign of it.

Furthermore, whatever Mrs. Palin’s 
instincts may be, she is now in the toils 
of party hacks who are, without excep-

shnm+ rsteƽmf gdq vhsg rs`mc`qc Qdota-
lican nonsense. If she is ever elected 
vice president, her limousine will never 
get lost in a black neighborhood, her 
children will never be the only English-
speakers in their classes, and she will 
never read a single word that was not 
put before her by her handlers. 

The most likely reason she has no 
record on any of the things we care 
about is because she has never thought 
about them, and especially now, she is 
not going to have a single thought that 
has not been pre-digested 17 times by 
people loyal to John McCain. If she had 
dissident ideas about race, and held them 
with enough strength to resist her current 
cram coarse in orthodoxy, there would 
have been some hint of it.

Like Mr. Smith, I can’t help liking 
Sarah Palin. She has an attractive, unpol-
ished manner that underlines how wood-
en all the Washington place-holders are, 
and our enemies are practically choking 
to death on their hatred for her. Unfor-
tunately, they hate her for the wrong 
reasons, and when it comes to race, the 
enemies of our enemies can very well 
be our enemies, too. I fear that on every 
question that really matters to us, Mrs. 
Palin is an empty vessel, and does not 
appear to have the independence of mind 
sn qdrhrs adhmf ƽkkdc vhsg qtaahrg-

I am not persuaded by Dr. Hart either. 
Despite Mr. McCain’s promises about 
securing the border, he has recently 
been telling Hispanic audiences that he 
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will take up border control and amnesty 
together, and will make them one of his 
ƽqrs oqhnqhshdr- Rnld rdlh,l`hmrsqd`l
immigration control advocates think we 
are more likely to get an amnesty from 
Mr. McCain than from Mr. Obama. 

Mr. Obama has not so far shown any 
real passion for anything, and there is no 
sign he has any more love for Mexicans 
than the minimum liberalism requires. 
Mr. McCain is the one who has the 
amnesty bit between his teeth and who 
seems to take it personally. Republicans 
from heavily Hispanic states—like Mr. 
McCain and the Bush brothers—seem 
to have an infatuation with Mexicans 
that blinds them to political reality. Mr. 
Smith reminds us that Mr. McCain is 
tenacious, but when a man is wrong, that 
is the last quality you want him to have. 
What is more, Republicans in Congress 
could put their hearts into the fight 
against an Obama amnesty, whereas 
if Mr. McCain pushed one, especially 
during the “honeymoon,” he could get 
all the support he needs.

Mr. McCain will also pursue an 
arrogant, militarist foreign policy, 
whereas Mr. Obama is likely to be more 
pragmatic.

None of this is meant to suggest that 
I support Mr. Obama. If Mr. Smith is 
right, and the fact of Sarah Palin on the 
national stage for four years will en-
courage white women to have families, 
what will the fact of Barack Obama in 
the White House encourage them to do? 
Get knocked up by an itinerant African 
in the hope that Baby will go to Harvard 
and then become president of the United 
States? I don’t think white women are 
that simple-minded, but the symbolism 
ne ` ak`bj l`m hm sgd Nu`k NeƽbdƋ
especially a black man with the militant 
record and associations this one has—is 
still staggering.

The Democrats and Republicans are 
undoubtedly offering us very different 
candidates. They are so different, in 
fact, that it should be a mathematical 
impossibility for their many defects 
to add up to exactly the same level of 
badness, which is what it should take 
for me to be genuinely indifferent as to 
who wins—but that is how I feel.

Since Mr. Smith has pointed the way, 
let us close with a bit of fantasy: The 
McCain-Palin ticket gets a minority of 
the popular vote but wins by a single 
electoral vote. Blacks burn down their 

neighborhoods. Hispanics join the fun 
and burn down theirs. This spectacle is 
highly educational to millions of whites; 
indeed, President McCain is so educated  

by watching the evening news that he 
has a stroke and dies. Newly inaugurated 
President Palin turns out to have been a 
long-time secret fan of columnist Sam 
Francis . . . 

Oops. Wrong slogan.

Common Sense Uncommonly Well Put
Mark Krikorian, The New Case Against Immigration: Both Legal and Illegal, Sentinel Books 

(Penguin Group), 2008, 294 pp., $25.95.

Why immigrants should 
stay home.

reviewed by Thomas Jackson

Mark Krikorian is the executive 
director of the Center for Im-
migration Studies, and prob-

ably the most frequently quoted spokes-
man for immigration restriction. His 
group does excellent research—from 
how H-1B visas really work to whether 
immigrants will bail out the Social 
Security system—and it was entirely to 
be expected that Mr. Krikorian would 
make strong arguments in his book, The 
New Case Against Immigration. As we 
will see, one of his basic points—the 
very one he calls “new”—is hopelessly 
wrong, but it hardly matters. The more 
people read this book, the better the 
country will be.

One powerful reason to oppose im-
migration is that it has driven 80 to 

90 percent of our population growth 
over the past several decades. As Mr. 

Krikorian points out, Americans have, 
in effect, made a collective decision 

to have just enough children to keep 
the population stable. Our government 
has overruled that decision by import-
ing more than a million people a year, 
making us the one developed country 
that is growing at Third-World rates. In 
1945, we had a population of about 125 
million, and no one thought that wasn’t 
enough. There are now 300 million of 
us crammed into the same country, and 
the Census Bureau predicts 500 million 
by 2050. 

Some of the consequences are obvi-
ous: urban sprawl, crowded schools, 
a`c sq`eƽb- Lq- Jqhjnqh`m mnsdr sg`s hm
1982, 12 percent of all car travel took 
place during times of peak congestion. 
Twenty-one years later it was 40 per-
cent. In the same period, the number 
ne bhshdr vhsg `vetk sq`eƽb vdms eqnl 4
to 51. We claim to be working towards 
energy independence, yet we keep im-
porting more people for whom we will 
have to import more oil.

Mr. Krikorian also makes the inter-
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esting point that the denser the popula-
tion, the denser the laws and the more 
pervasive the government. Wyoming, 
one of the most lightly settled states, 
with a population of only half a mil-
lion, has a part-time legislature of 90 
people that meets no more than 40 days 
a year. They get the laws right and then 
go home; would that Congress could 
do the same.

Mr. Krikorian also refutes the idea 
that immigrant-fueled population growth 
will keep Social Security solvent. Many 
immigrants are manual laborers who 
contribute little to the system or may 
even work off the books; they are not 
the high-wage earners who could actu-
ally help. Immigrants also get old and 
v`ms admdƽsr+ rn dudm lhkkhnmr lnqd ne
them will not do much for the Social 
Security system.

Mr. Krikorian notes that while im-
migrants add to our population they 
dilute our national identity. Many people 
have noted that the United States makes 
nothing like the effort it once did to as-
similate immigrants, and Mr. Krikorian 
blames “post-American elites” who pro-
mote multi-culturalism rather than the 
“patriotic assimilation” he advocates. 
Today, our public schools de-American-
ize children, and Mr. Krikorian quotes 
` rstcx sg`s ƽmcr sg`s sgd lnqd xd`qr
immigrant children stay in school, the 
more hyphenated they feel.

The law has changed, too. Tradition-
ally, Americans could lose their citizen-

ship if they served in a foreign army or 
voted in someone else’s election, but in 
1967 the Supreme Court ruled that no 
American could be stripped of citizen-
ship for any cause. The Supreme Court 
has also held that the oath of naturaliza-
tion, in which new citizens forswear all 
loyalty to other nations, need not be 
taken literally.

Modern travel and communications 
also make it easy for immigrants to keep 
close ties with their homelands, which 
is important to the more than 80 percent 
who come from countries that permit 
dual citizenship. At the same time, His-
panics have taken root in such numbers 
that they create huge foreign enclaves 
where one need hardly be American at 
`kk- Knrr ne m`shud bnmƽcdmbd bnlahmdc
with stronger-than-ever old-country ties 
means immigrants are “overloading the 
society with more diversity than it can 
handle.”

Mexicans

Mr. Krikorian emphasizes the dan-
gers of massive Mexican immigration, 
noting that the 12 million Mexicans here 
now account for a greater number than 
all the immigrants from the next ten 
immigrant-sending countries combined. 
Sixty-two percent of Mexican immi-
fq`msr g`ud mns ƽmhrgdc ghfg rbgnnk+ `mc
when Mexican women come to America 
their lifetime fertility rises: from 2.4 in 
Mexico to 3.5 here. Mexicans, espe-

cially, are close to their homeland, and 
their loyalties are constantly rejuvenated 
by newcomers. Almost 80 percent of 
Hispanics, whether immigrants or na-
tive born, watch Spanish-language 
television, and it is the primary form of 
television for half of them.

The Mexican government has long 
worked to keep Mexican-Americans 
loyal to Mexico. The current presi-
cdms+ Edkhod B`kcdqnm+ v`r ƽqlkx hm
the national tradition when he said in 
his September 2007 state-of-the-union 
speech that “Mexico does not end at its 
borders. . . . Where there is a Mexican 
there is Mexico.”

As of 2007, Mexico had 56 consul-
ates and consular agencies in 26 Ameri-
can states and the District of Columbia, 
the largest such network anywhere in 
the world. Their work goes well beyond 
looking after citizens to open meddling 
in American affairs. Mexican consular 
neƽbdqr otrg enq cqhudqƍr khbdmrdr `mc
in-state tuition for illegal aliens, and pro-
test any effort by local police to enforce 
immigration laws. If there are local gov-
ernment deliberations about immigrants, 
sgdx q`kkx bk`ptdr sn ƾnnc sgd f`kkdqx
`mc hmshlhc`sd dkdbsdc neƽbh`kr-

Mr. Krikorian says there will never be 
reconquista in the traditional, territorial 
sense, but that the Mexican government 
will assume more and more power at all 
levels of government over decisions that 
affect immigrants. One obvious attempt 
to subvert our immigration policy is for 
bnmrtk`sdr sn hrrtd ` enql ne hcdmshƽb`-
tion known as the matricula consular. 
Legal immigrants all have legal forms 
ne hcdmshƽb`shnm+ rn sgd nmkx odnokd vgn
need the matricula are illegals, and to 

One of the fruits of mass immigration.

Felipe Calderon.


