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			FOREWORD


			Nick Adams has written a useful book that puts the experience of the Trump presidency in a deeply historic and indeed civilizational light.

			As a longtime student of Prime Minister Winston Churchill and a supporter of President Trump, I have to confess that until I read Nick’s book it had never occurred to me to join the two as historic phenomenon.

			Yet the minute I looked at the title, with its Defenders of Western Civilization focus, I saw how absolutely appropriate the parallels were.

			Nick makes a good case that these were the two premier defenders of Western civilization. In our lifetime you could make a good argument for Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher (herself a passionate devotee of Churchill) and President Ronald Reagan (whose eloquence in defense of freedom and strategy for defeating the Soviet Union were historic).

			Churchill of course stands alone as the singular person without whom the twentieth century would have decayed into a terrifyingly murderous domination by totalitarians with Hitler, Mussolini, and Stalin creating a nightmare of death, secret police, and mass murders.

			As a number of writers have noted, it was the unique courage of Churchill and his indomitable will to victory that sustained the anti-fascist forces at their low point. Had Churchill been rejected by the king and Halifax installed as prime minister, there is little question Halifax would have sought a truce, which would have left Britain at Germany’s tender mercies.

			If Churchill is obvious as a champion of Western civilization, the case for President Donald Trump is a little more challenging, but in the end I think it holds up.

			Reagan was a great president (I campaigned with him and for him in the 1970s and as a member of Congress worked with him in the 1980s and based the Contract with America in 1994 on Reagan’s ideas). He had an enormous impact on the world and was the key person forcing the collapse of the Soviet Union (it is impossible to imagine a reelected President Jimmy Carter leading to the end of the Soviet Union).

			However President Reagan did not wage the cultural war with the left, which meant that we defeated communism in Moscow but lost to it on campuses. The continuing drift to the left was barely slowed by the Reagan administration and not affected at all by the two Bush administrations.

			President Trump is a much greater defender of Western civilization than his predecessor because he is in a much more difficult situation. In many ways the crisis of the West that Trump confronts is much like Britain after the disastrous withdrawal at Dunkirk.

			The very seriousness of the current cultural civil war can be seen in the 92 percent hostile coverage in the major media. The three years of unending and dishonest investigations. The guerrilla war being waged by permanent civil servants especially in the Justice Department and the national security apparatus.

			President Trump has been attacked and battered twenty times as much as President Reagan was because he is a mortal threat to the left.

			The success of the Trump-McConnell team in getting 161 federal judges approved (as of the date I am writing, still more are in process) is a mortal threat to the most effective strategy the left has had. For two generations the left has developed weird un-American left wing ideas and then used unelected judges to impose them so the power of the government was coercing the American people into change.

			Trump’s strategic genius (a point Nick Adams makes clear) is in understanding that he wants to effect permanent change toward judges who want to enforce the law. The result has been a principle that all district court judges have to be under fifty years of age. The result is going to be at least a full generation of more constitutionally compliant judges.

			These are the kind of changes that drive the left crazy and make Trump their mortal enemy.

			Since the left was on the verge of destroying America as it has been and replacing it with a radical America, their frenzy at the defeat of 2016 is even greater.

			Nick Adams has done a service for all of us and for future generations by tying together the leadership capabilities and moral commitment of these two great men.

			Churchill did save civilization in the twentieth century.

			Now it is our job to help President Trump save civilization in the twenty-first century.

			—Newt Gingrich

		


		
			PREFACE


			If you could sit on a bench and chat for one hour with anyone, from the past or present, who would it be? It’s a good question! A difficult one to answer, no matter who you are.

			While there are several choices that come to mind, for me it would be Winston Churchill. But if good fortune somehow allowed me to chat for one hour on a bench with two people, it would be Winston Churchill and Donald Trump.

			Both men have fascinated me for as long as I can remember. Part of that fascination, I think, owes to my own unique background. I was born and raised in Australia, by a Greek father and a German mother, both of the conservative persuasion.

			I attended an all-boys private day and boarding school very much in the British tradition, not at all dissimilar to Harrow School, where Churchill went. Throughout my childhood, I spent extended periods in Europe. After graduating high school, I went to the University of Sydney and got the political bug.

			It never left me.

			Through every stage of my life—child, teenager, student, and political junkie—I was enamored of everything American: the people, the country, the culture, the founding, the individualism, and the seemingly endless energy and optimism.

			In fact, the first time I visited the United States, in 2009, I knew instinctively that I had found home. Over the years, I have often remarked that I was an American trapped inside an Australian body.

			For the next seven years, I traveled to America as much as I possibly could, becoming a bestselling author and speaking across the country. On July 29, 2016, I made things official. I immigrated.

			Three months later, Donald Trump shocked America, and the world, to become the forty-fifth president of the United States, defeating seventeen Republican candidates and the entrenched Hillary Clinton along the way.

			I first heard of Sir Winston Churchill from my father, who made me read his speeches when I was a mere twelve years old. It did not take long for me to conclude that he was the greatest figure of the twentieth century, and for him to become my lifelong political hero.

			Just a couple of years later, when I was fourteen, my friend Sanjay gave me a copy of Trump: The Art of the Deal, beginning a fervent admiration of Donald Trump that lasts to the present day.

			But looking back, while the European background, conservative disposition, Australian setting, and love of America (in the case of Trump) drew me to these men, I see there was something far more binding. It was personality.

			I saw a boldness, a self-efficacy, a strength, a desire within them that were all so uncommon, which personally resonated with me. These men showed a refusal to go along to get along. An insistence to color outside the lines. A resistance to established thinking and those who were and are the gatekeepers of it. A proclivity for swimming against the stream.

			While the term previously had been reserved for other prominent politicians in the United States, the ultimate maverick in American politics is President Trump. Correspondingly, if you visit the Churchill War Rooms, there is an exhibit titled Maverick Politician—although it must be noted that it is far easier to be a maverick in America than in Great Britain, as the former is so invested in individualism and the latter in the collective. British political culture prizes timidity and moderation, making Churchill’s individualism all the more astonishing and impressive!

			Of course, on the surface, Churchill and Trump are profoundly different.

			 

			[image: ]	One was five foot six and loved to drink; the other is a six-foot-three teetotaler.

			[image: ]	One napped every afternoon in his pajamas; the other barely sleeps, period.

			[image: ]	One began his career by opposing tariffs; the other, by introducing them.

			[image: ]	One was a great orator; the other is a great tweeter.

			[image: ]	One was a lifelong politician; the other is an entrepreneur.

			But neither man made any effort to conceal his true self or conform to expectations. They were unapologetically authentic. Both, brimming with confidence. Both loved their country. Both intensely disliked, even hated. Alpha males. Clear thinkers and plain speakers. Both prepared to stare down their enemies while standing up for their country. Both inspirational men who believed and openly espoused the power of dreaming and persistence.

			It has been a habit now for almost twenty years that whenever I visit England, I seek out Churchill locations such as Chartwell and the Cabinet War Rooms. In the U.S., I’ve even made the trek to Fulton, Missouri, where Churchill delivered his much famed “Iron Curtain” speech—the greatest address by a foreigner on American soil—with President Truman watching.

			Similarly, when I find myself in New York; Chicago; Washington, D.C.; or Las Vegas, I always seek out the local Trump Hotel.

			The other reasons, far less consequential, that I am such a fan of Churchill are personal.

			Churchill loved speaking and writing. He was a man who wished he could have been born an American (his mother actually was). A man who suffered from gout. He was a gift to the English language, wounding with words and propelling a nation forward with his parlance. Churchill went on speaking tours to America. He got involved in politics very early. During World War II, when the Greeks singlehandedly pushed the Italians almost all the way back to Rome despite being massively outnumbered, Churchill said: “It is not Greeks who fight like heroes. It is heroes who fight like Greeks.”

			I either relate to or aspire to many of these things! (Although not, of course, to suffering from gout.)

			I always enjoyed this anecdote regarding Churchill’s wife, Clementine. Someone once asked her, “Why did you marry Winston Churchill? He was balding, he was fat, he drank too much, he smoked cigars—you were a beautiful woman; you could have had your choice of many suitors.”

			“That’s true,” she said. “I had a lot of young men offer me marriage, and they wanted to read about history. Winston wanted to create it.”

			That he most certainly did.

			And President Donald Trump is doing the same.

			I never thought I would see in my lifetime a political figure who was even close to Churchill. I didn’t think it was possible. Then along came the political candidacy and leadership of Donald Trump. He was the leader I had been waiting to see.

			I supported him from day one. I believed in him. I was on television and across the media predicting his victory and suggesting he might even surpass the successes of former president Reagan, if he was elected. These are two giants from different eras who warrant our admiration and study and warrant comparison.

			In writing this book, I have drawn on nearly one hundred sources, including the writings of Trump, the writings of Churchill, biographers’ books, contemporary writing, and the speeches of both men. I have used a diverse range of sources, including both conservative and liberal publications, attempting to use original source materials as much as possible. I have kept the source list at the end of this book simple but accessible. I am incredibly grateful for the work of the writers whose research and analysis I have drawn on for this book. Although it is primarily about President Trump and Prime Minister Churchill, this book also is about the American people, the English people, the world, and the society we live in; therefore, it is part historical, part rallying cry, part sociological analysis. It’s written for everyone but with Middle America, the Heartland voter, the blue-collar Trump supporter in mind.

			I hope you enjoy reading this book as much as I enjoyed writing it.

		


		
			INTRODUCTION


			DEFINING AND DEFENDING WESTERN CIVILIZATION


			“Here, in the United States, we are alarmed by new calls to adopt socialism in our country. America was founded on liberty and independence—not government coercion, domination, and control. We are born free, and we will stay free. Tonight, we renew our resolve that America will never be a socialist country.”

			—President Trump, State of the Union, 20191

			 

			In this book, I’m going to make a bold prediction. President Donald Trump is going to be a greater defender of Western civilization than Prime Minister Winston Churchill. I admire both men. I see both as serving an incredible role in saving Western civilization; Churchill in the twentieth century and Trump in the twenty-first century. In no way do I seek to diminish Churchill’s accomplishments. In fact, without Churchill, Trump might not be able to do what he is doing. I believe Churchill’s leadership against the Nazis and the Soviet Union developed an important foreign policy handbook for dealing with threats to Western civilization, one that Trump has been able to replicate to defend Western civilization from its threats in the twenty-first century.

			Churchill understood, even before he became prime minister, that he and the people of England were fighting during World War II for something more than just their own freedom. After the declaration of war on Germany, Churchill ended a speech (which I will return to later in this book) by explaining that they were defending more than just England. He said, “It is a war, viewed in its inherent quality, to establish, on impregnable rocks, the rights of the individual, and it is a war to establish and revive the stature of man.”2

			More than seventy years later, the United States would once again be facing a war, this time a culture war and not as bloody as World War II. However, the war and the anxieties about the fighting (which by and large would not be physical fighting) had been bubbling under the surface for years.

			When Donald Trump won the presidential election in 2016, people across the country were shocked, for several reasons. For hardcore liberals, they were so used to hearing other people talk like them and think like them, they had forgotten that people existed who did not share their same points of view. If you are a liberal professor, for example, you may go months on end without having a meaningful conversation with someone with whom you disagree; you’ve likely shut off debate in your classroom so that even moderate Republican or just independent-minded students cannot have conversations, and you’re certainly not hearing much intellectual diversity at your department meetings, having successfully worked to ensure that none of those pesky conservatives, libertarians, or practicing Christians have been hired in your department.

			A variety of books have been written on this theme, specifically about Trump (many are postelection “How did this happen?” books) or that predate Trump but in retrospect help explain what happened. Furthermore, these books help us understand the culture and the times that Trump was coming into; if you’re reading this book years after its original publication, I hope you appreciate this short summary of what life in America was like culturally and politically in the period that most shaped Donald Trump’s presidential victory, between about 2007 and 2016 (although the Bill Clinton and Barack Obama years certainly played a role as well).

			For her 2012 book, Hidden America, Jeanne Marie Laskas set out to talk to workers that we do not think of everyday because we do not see them: coal miners, trash haulers, the migrant workers who pick our fruits and vegetables. She spent time working with them and learning from them (in the mold of Mike Rowe’s show Dirty Jobs or Morgan Spurlock’s show 30 Days). Her book reveals how East Coast elites and the intelligentsia in our country often ignore the people who make America run. Laskas, a writer for GQ, by far the snobbiest of elitist magazines, should be praised and thanked for acknowledging her own biases and setting out to find out more about America.

			For example, one group she spent time with was gun owners. She worked for several weeks at a gun store and even purchased several guns to learn more about why people enjoy shooting guns and to see what it took to acquire guns and a gun license.

			Laskas admits this of her friends and their experience with guns:

			I didn’t really want to buy an assault rifle [a term that the gun store owner she worked for repeatedly corrected her on], much less a handgun, but I was curious to know what buying a gun felt like, how the purchase worked, what all was involved. This was admittedly foreign turf. Back home, saying Hey, I’m thinking of buying a gun would be a conversation stopper, taken as either a joke or a cry for help. Nobody in my circle back east had guns, nobody wanted them, and if anybody talked about them at all, it was in cartoon terms: guns are bad things owned by bad people who want to do bad things. About the only time the people where I came from even thought about guns was when something terrible happened. A lunatic sprays into a crowd and we have the same conversation we always have: Those damn guns and those damn people who insist on having them.3

			Laskas’s explanation of the way her friends (read: liberals) view guns could be replicated many times over for supporters of Trump and cultural conservatives, including Christians, miners, oil rig workers, pro-lifers, small-business owners, center-right college students. Liberals don’t understand people like us, because, with the exception of Laskas, oftentimes they don’t take the time to get to know us. On the contrary, conservatives and independents, I would argue, often know more about liberals, being surrounded by them in education, pop culture, and media, than liberals know about conservatives.

			Yale law professor Amy Chua, who has also written several books about culture and politics, most famously Battle Hymn of the Tiger Mother, and who drew scorn in 2018 for defending Brett Kavanaugh, wrote this about the election of Donald Trump and the people who voted for him:

			Trump’s supporters in the country’s heartland see liberals as smug, elitist, hypocritical, condescending, and pampered…. Indeed, there is now so little interaction, commonality, and intermarriage between rural/heartland/working-class whites 
and urban/coastal whites that the difference between them is practically what social scientists would consider an “ethnic” difference.4

			For conservatives, Republicans, and blue-collar Democrats, as well as everyone else who makes up the Trump coalition, I think it was shocking to realize that there were other people in the country who shared similar views to them. After being told by the mainstream media that people who wanted reasonable limits on immigration, wanted to have their gun rights protected, and were uncomfortable with grown men showering in locker rooms with underage girls were all bigoted, there was a certain feeling of recognition that came from someone like Donald Trump winning the presidency. Traveling the country speaking to different conservative and Republican groups, I was amazed at how many times students or adults would tell me that college campuses seemed a bit different after Trump won; leftist students felt betrayed, their ideological bubble having been burst (after all, a nineteen-year-old college student had spent high school and college knowing only President Obama). Conservative, libertarian, Republican, and independent students felt like Trump was a rejection or middle finger to the people they were so used to encountering on campuses: the campus feminists, their liberal professors, the environmentalists. Those in the country-club Republican and conservative movement, the Bill Kristols and the Max Boots of the world, had forgotten what it was like to be a fighter on the ground, to be the leader of the College Republicans group, to be the local precinct captain in a blue-collar neighborhood (trying to understand why Christian, pro-gun, union neighbors voted for a party that despised Christians, guns, and manual labor), to be the small-business owner. Insulated from day-to-day fighting with leftism, the Never Trumpers were, to borrow a liberal word, privileged. And so too were liberals.

			What liberals forgot is that many people on college campuses come from backgrounds different than theirs. A college student today might not have the same qualms about gay relationships that a college student fifty years ago might have had, but that doesn’t mean he adopts every single political position of the campus liberals. That college student may have grown up in a Christian family or grown up working in the family business, so attacks on people of faith and a widespread hatred of business and capitalism are seen as attacks on them and their values (which they truly are). Or, they may be seen as attacks on their parents. A college student with some liberal views and some conservative views is more likely to hear criticism of his conservative beliefs by professors than criticism of his liberal beliefs. A student may hold pro-gun beliefs and also support gay marriage, but when his professor calls all people who oppose gay marriage bigots, he hears that professor calling his parents, his neighbors, faithful Evangelicals or Catholics perhaps, bigots, yet he knows they are not. And when the professor says the National Rifle Association is just like the Ku Klux Klan or, most recently, a terrorist organization such as the Taliban, he sees that his professor does not truly seek debate and discussion. Every time leftists see a poll about how Republicans don’t trust colleges, they spend fifteen minutes wondering how that could be and then return to planning their next presentation, such as “Why Pro-Lifers Are Just Like Al-Qaeda,” or their gender studies class, Men Can Get Pregnant Too 305.

			Not only students but their parents and other adults are seeing this too. In many ways, the rejection of Hillary Clinton and the election of Donald Trump was a sign that people had had enough, and that the silent majority had been awakened. They saw what was going on in their communities, in their schools, and on the television, and said they had had enough. They wanted to see a restoration of Western civilization, even if they didn’t articulate it that way. But they knew they supported things like free enterprise, the rule of law, and the ability to have discussions on hot-button issues like transgenderism, immigration, and taxes without being labeled, respectively, a bigot, a xenophobe, or a Wall Street fat cat. They wanted to see their values, the same values Western civilization holds, restored and defended.

			Another book that was written decades before Trump’s election but explains his appeal is Street Corner Conservative by William Gavin, published in 1975. Gavin worked for Richard Nixon, who appealed to the silent majority, a term Nixon is credited with inventing.

			Here’s what Gavin has to say about blue-collar voters and cultural conservatives: “There is a deep and permanent gulf between urban conservatives and liberal intellectuals and politicians.… The liberal elite have abused and neglected and philosophically attacked the urban conservatives too long for the urban conservative to forget about it.”5

			The urban conservative Gavin talks about is the blue-collar voter, the person who may sometimes vote Democrat but is a street-corner conservative; he is tied into his community, his city. He doesn’t like seeing crime left unchecked, beggars allowed to harass women and children, and police officers being called pigs or racists for trying to fix those two problems (especially because the street-corner conservative knows that racial minorities benefit the most from crime reduction and are harmed the most by crime allowed to run rampant). Whether or not street-corner conservatives say it, they support the basis of Western civilization.

			Before we continue, let’s define the term “Western civilization.” It is popular now on many college campuses to say that it means the ideas of old, dead, white men. Or to say that it is a code word for white supremacy. “Western civilization” means no such thing, no more than “Eastern medicine” or “Eastern philosophy” is a code word for Asian supremacy. Rather, it refers to a set of values and ideas developed in Western society, primarily in Europe and the United States. It has been developed and refined throughout the ages, and furthermore, it has been applied to various populations.

			For example, the ideas of Western civilization were known during the 1800s, even if the freedoms associated with it were not always extended to everyone, such as Catholics and slaves. We can judge people by how well they apply their stated values without criticizing the lack of those values in themselves. Whether or not the early colonists truly allowed for religious freedom for all does not affect the value of religious freedom in totality.

			What should be agreed upon is that even the people excluded from these benefits of Western civilization in the past support them; they were rightly upset and indignant that they were not granted the benefits of Western civilization, which they cherished.

			In fact, critics of the American colonists in the 1800s implicitly agree with the values of Western civilization by criticizing people of that time for not extending those rights to all people. Criticizing people, and rightly so, for not allowing women to have full equality by denying them the right to own property endorses the idea that the right to own property is a positive value. Similarly, arguing that Early Americans did not allow slaves their full rights to be free (by definition of their being slaves) does still endorse the idea that there is a set of values and ideas that makes up what it means to truly be free.

			When I talk about Western civilization in this book, here are the ideas and values I’m referring to:

			 

			[image: ]	A respect for religious freedom, including the rights of people to worship in the religion they choose or to not worship in a religion at all. It means that the government and society at large respect the rights of Catholics, Muslims, Jews, Hindus, Buddhists, Evangelicals, and so forth to pray publicly, to open schools that teach religious values, to run for office or be appointed judges, or to share their faith in any other voluntary, nonforceful way they choose. Donald Trump has famously stood up for this multiple times throughout his presidency, including against the disgusting anti-Christian attacks by Bernie Sanders against Russ Vought, and against Senator Dianne Feinstein’s anti-Catholic rant against judicial nominee and now federal judge Amy Coney Barrett. Feinstein said in reference to Barrett’s Catholic faith that the “dogma lived loudly within you,” a despicable comment that would rightly be condemned as anti-Semitic or anti-Muslim if said to someone of either faith.

			[image: ]	A right to the freedom of speech, including the right to criticize or praise one’s government; to write books, pamphlets, or on social media about one’s views on any issue, including the right to speak out against the government without fear of reprisal. It’s worth nothing here that despite the fake news media’s screeching against Trump, he actually is known to be one of the most talkative and open presidents of recent times, and even among all politicians, going back to his old days as a businessman in Queens, New York. Some have even said that Trump is friendlier to the press than President Obama, of “tap the AP’s phones” fame.

			[image: ]	Democracy.

			[image: ]	Support for free enterprise, including a system of limited taxation, property rights, the right to open a business, the right to be free from government corruption and coercion, and a promise that the government will not punish someone for marrying business practices with religious and philosophical views (for example, not punishing Christian bakers for not making cakes for homosexual weddings). This view is central to Western civilization’s values, because it reinforces the idea that we have the right to control our own destiny. We choose which religion to worship, we have the opportunity to create our own economic opportunities, and we have the right to the fruits of our labor, in terms of both money and what we buy with it.

			[image: ]	Respect for both men and women, including equality in the right to vote, to hold office, and to freely choose one’s spouse, and protection against violent crimes like rape and genital mutilation. Although Trump has been erroneously accused of refusing to defend a federal ban on female genital mutilation,6 he and the Department of Justice are actually in support of the law, but after it was struck down by a federal judge, Trump urged that Congress fix the law first in order to apply the law more quickly, avoiding long court battles.7

			By its nature, a Western civilization–based government and people must also speak out and oppose systems that would strip away these rights, such as racist, eugenicist fascism; anti-religious communism; and the hateful ideology of all other totalitarian ideologies, including fascism, communism, and a caliphate. All these hateful ideologies are a form of collectivism, which is the ideology most opposed to Western civilization, because it seeks to impose on all people a top-down approach that decides who has value and who does not. Communists say capitalists do not have value; fascists say Jews do not have value; caliphates say that non-Muslims do not have value. All these systems inherently violate the ideals of Western civilization.

			Throughout their time in office and public life, Trump and Churchill both spoke favorably about these institutions of Western civilization, and thankfully so, because there are not many people courageous or intelligent enough to articulate these values in the way Trump and Churchill did so well. As we will explore in this book, both Trump and Churchill had a unique combination of skills and gifts that allowed them to be their century’s defender of Western civilization, to defend the values we hold dear.

			When I speak of defending Western civilization, I also want to lay out my definitions and the principles I’m referring to so that some left-wing professor or MSNBC commentator can’t call me a racist or a white supremacist. (Who am I kidding? The left-wingers and the America haters will call me a racist regardless because I like things like guns and low taxes.)

			First, this book should not be interpreted as making the argument that Churchill or Trump came down from Heaven or rode in on a white horse to come save us all. It should not be interpreted to mean that I view either man as a saint. Rather, each man certainly has flaws and issues, as we all do by nature of being human. I do mean that they boldly grasped the moment and used their skills to set us on the right course. This book is about the role that human beings can play in creating a thriving and prosperous society that recognizes the dignity and potential of every human being. But for those who are religious, in no way is this trying to compare Churchill or Trump to a saint or to Jesus or God.

			Second, I want to make clear that one of the first victories for each man was that he stemmed the tide; he defended Western civilization first by halting the expansion of anti-Western, anti-freedom ideals, and then by moving the ball back in the other direction. Trump himself is not going to fully restore all respect for free speech, police officers, or the rule of law. But he is first stopping the damage wrought by Obama and then reversing the damage by restoring respect to these institutions and ideals. Similarly, while Churchill helped stop Adolf Hitler and Joseph Stalin, he himself could not completely stop the ideology that had infected the people in their countries, as some of that sadly still lives on today. He was able to halt their harm and make progress toward undoing their damage.

			Finally, along the way, Churchill and Trump were helped by other people. Throughout this book I’ll speak of some of the people who helped them, whether directly or through their writings and philosophy. Again, neither Churchill nor Trump is a religious savior or saint. They are, however, clearly the best men for their time and the best at stepping up at defending Western civilization, when many around them were unable or did not step up to the plate. And as a point I’ll repeat several times so it does not get lost, Trump is a greater defender of Western civilization than Churchill, but only because Trump came after Churchill and is able to benefit from the work that Churchill did.

			We’ll begin by looking at a speech President Trump gave in July 2017 in Poland, about the role Poland had played in defending Western civilization, as well as about the importance of Western civilization. Consider these incredible excerpts (the full speech is at the end of this book), which will kick off our discussion of the role Trump is playing in defending Western civilization.

			 

			[image: ]	“On behalf of all Americans, let me also thank the entire Polish people for the generosity you have shown in welcoming our soldiers to your country. These soldiers are not only brave defenders of freedom, but also symbols of America’s commitment to your security and your place in a strong and democratic Europe.”

			[image: ]	“For two centuries, Poland suffered constant and brutal attacks. But while Poland could be invaded and occupied, and its borders even erased from the map, it could never be erased from history or from your hearts. In those dark days, you have lost your land but you never lost your pride.”

			[image: ]	“For Americans, Poland has been a symbol of hope since the beginning of our nation. Polish heroes and American patriots fought side by side in our War of Independence and in many wars that followed. Our soldiers still serve together today in Afghanistan and Iraq, combatting the enemies of all civilization.”

			[image: ]	“Through four decades of communist rule, Poland and the other captive nations of Europe endured a brutal campaign to demolish freedom, your faith, your laws, your history, your identity—indeed the very essence of your culture and your humanity. Yet, through it all, you never lost that spirit. Your oppressors tried to break you, but Poland could not be broken. And when the day came on June 2nd, 1979, and one million Poles gathered around Victory Square for their very first mass with their Polish Pope, that day, every communist in Warsaw must have known that their oppressive system would soon come crashing down. (Applause.) They must have known it at the exact moment during Pope John Paul II’s sermon when a million Polish men, women, and children suddenly raised their voices in a single prayer. A million Polish people did not ask for wealth. They did not ask for privilege. Instead, one million Poles sang three simple words: ‘we want God.’ In those words, the Polish people recalled the promise of a better future. They found new courage to face down their oppressors, and they found the words to declare that Poland would be Poland once again. As I stand here today before this incredible crowd, this faithful nation, we can still hear those voices that echo through history. Their message is as true today as ever. The people of Poland, the people of America, and the people of Europe still cry out, ‘We Want God.’ Together, with Pope John Paul II, the Poles reasserted their identity as a nation devoted to God. And with that powerful declaration of who you are, you came to understand what to do and how to live. You stood in solidarity against oppression, against a lawless secret police, against a cruel and wicked system that impoverished your cities and your souls. And you won. Poland prevailed. Poland will always prevail.”

			[image: ]	“We are confronted by another oppressive ideology—one that seeks to export terrorism and extremism all around the globe. America and Europe have suffered one terror attack after another. We’re going to get it to stop. During a historic gathering in Saudi Arabia, I called on the leaders of more than fifty Muslim nations to join together to drive out this menace which threatens all of humanity. We must stand united against these shared enemies to strip them of their territory and their funding, and their networks, and any form of ideological support that they may have. While we will always welcome new citizens who share our values and love our people, our borders will always be closed to terrorism and extremism of any kind.”

			“Our own fight for the West does not begin on the battlefield—it begins with our minds, our wills, and our souls. Today, the ties that unite our civilization are no less vital, and demand no less defense, than that bare shred of land on which the hope of Poland once totally rested. Our freedom, our civilization, and our survival depend on these bonds of history, culture, and memory.”

			I easily could have just quoted every part of the speech, because the whole speech is incredible, but I didn’t want you to think this book is about Poland! But let’s reiterate the themes that Trump touched on in his speech. Trump spoke of the power of the rule of law, of the need to confront radical ideology, and the way that religion, in this case Pope John Paul II, has the power to keep people going through tough times. Trump spoke of commerce, and of how free enterprise ties people together, and of how the Polish people fought the twin barbaric ideologies of fascism and communism and succeeded in defeating both. In this speech Trump sent a strong message to Poland: the United States is back, and we will always fight on your side for the values of Western civilization. This message is a stark departure from that of Trump’s predecessor, who started off his time as president by embarrassing America and making us look weak by apologizing for things we had no need to apologize for.

			We are incredibly lucky that people like Donald Trump have stood up for America and for Western civilization, and have stood against the destructive ideologies of communism, Islamism, open borders, and threatening inclusion (as opposed to assimilation, threatening inclusion is when radical Islamists force people to “include” their barbarism and misogynistic beliefs). In fact, many of Western civilization’s ideals go hand in hand; for example, leftists say they support women’s rights (an actual Western civilization value), but then they want to arm and fund terrorists and patriarchal regimes like Iran’s while empowering sharia law, which treats women as chattel. On the other hand, Donald Trump respects women far more than your average globalist leftist, who believes that we should not judge the harsh views of Islamic countries like Iran.

			President Trump, during his time in office, has definitively moved the United States back to respecting the values of Western civilization. In fact, he has moved us back quickly, despite having to contend with making up a huge distance, considering the damage his predecessor wrought on the United States’s promotion and valuing of Western civilization; after all, President Obama was spiritually advised by the Reverend Jeremiah Wright, who is decidedly opposed to everything Western civilization stands for, as evidenced by his anti-American and anti-Semitic sermons, displaying a stunning lack of respect for religion.

			Former president Obama is a Christian, and I am always careful not to criticize someone’s personal religious beliefs. But let me say this: as a president, not as a private citizen, Obama and his cronies led an assault on religious freedom and the beliefs of other Christians. This is the same Obama who tried to use the heavy hand of government to devalue nuns who had dedicated their lives to living in poverty and helping those involuntarily in poverty maintain their dignity, by running services such as elderly homes for the poor and those without family to turn to. Obama gave credence to the radical and insidious strain of antireligious zealots in his party who essentially booed God at the 2012 Democratic National Convention, because a group of radicals, hell-bent on creating a secular society that worships infanticide, big government, and the all-knowing bureaucrat, believed that the slightest recognition of religion would lead to a theocracy. Then the Democratic Party wondered why blue-collar voters and people of even limited faith and spiritual life found the party too extreme.

			Which is why it was a jolt of energy for voters across the country when President Trump was elected. It didn’t matter to them that he was not a particularly religious person; what mattered was that he respected their religious beliefs. For conservatives and Christians (as well as faithful Muslims, Jews, Buddhists, and so on), it was not so much that they believed Trump was one of them, but that Trump respected them. He heard them, and he wasn’t going to trample on them. He may have been married several times, but he didn’t look down on marriage as an institution or compare it to slavery (which Hillary Clinton had said before, leading Pat Buchanan to quip, “Speak for yourself, Hillary”). President Trump may have offhandedly joked about the nomination of his pro-choice sister, Maryanne Trump Barry, a federal judge, to the Supreme Court, but conservatives and independents saw him acknowledge his lack of expertise in that area and rely on his habit of picking the very best, turning to leading judicial philosophy groups such as the Federalist Society and the Heritage Foundation to pick judges for him, and this has been a crowning achievement of President Trump.

			Trump has restored respect for the Constitution and the rule of law by placing two originalist Supreme Court justices, Neil Gorsuch and Brett Kavanaugh, on the Supreme Court, and getting confirmed over a hundred well-qualified federal judges who respect the rule of law above politics. In fact, many people voted for Trump precisely because of the courts and because it was clear he was relying on advice from good judicial groups like the Federalist Society.
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