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			INTRODUCTION

			IT’S WAR: THE SWAMP VS. AMERICA

			“My nomination was, as I have said, merely one battleground in a long-running war for control of our legal culture, which, in turn, was part of a larger war for control of our general culture.”

			—Robert Bork in 
The Tempting of America: 
The Political Seduction of the Law 

			 

			It’s war.

			A Swamp War. 

			Swamp Wars are bitter and increasingly savage conflicts waged by an elitist Old Order for the cultural control—not simply the political control—of America. They have been appearing on occasion since the 1980s. But the pace at which Swamp Wars now regularly explode into public view has rapidly accelerated—and their size, scope, and intensity have increased.

			The major Swamp War of today is the titanic clash over President Donald Trump. It began as a covert attempt by corrupt Old Order bureaucrats in the FBI, the CIA, and the Department of Justice to thwart the election of the dreaded politically incorrect Washington outsider by doing two things. First, putting in the fix at the FBI to block prosecution of Hillary Clinton for her misuse of classified information—using a private server to house her government emails—while Clinton herself was defying a congressional subpoena that demanded she preserve them. The Bureau’s pro-Hillary agents—including the viscerally anti-Trump FBI Director James Comey—made a point of changing the language describing Clinton’s actions from the prosacutable standard of “grossly negligent” to “extremely careless.” Second, the bureaucrats artfully manipulated a Clinton-campaign-funded “dossier” on Trump compiled by an ex-British spy to get a Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA) warrant authorizing surveillance of the Trump campaign. In essence, they were using the U.S. government first to spy on Trump—and then to frame him. 

			Eventually, the mainstream media joined in the attack on Trump. After the election, Harvard’s Shorenstein Center on Media, Politics and Public Policy released a study of the media coverage in the 2016 campaign, with Thomas E. Patterson, the Bradlee Professor of Government and the Press at Harvard saying of Trump: “His coverage was negative from the start [of the general election] and never came close to entering positive territory. During his best weeks, the coverage ran 2-to-1 negative over positive. In his worst weeks, the ratio was more than 10-to-1.”

			When Trump was elected anyway (shocking Old Order insiders), the object of this Old Order Swamp War was then redefined as “The Resistance.” Resisting what? At a minimum, what was being resisted was the Trump agenda. At a maximum? The real goal of The Resistance in its anti-Trump Swamp War was a bureaucratic coup d’état using a “special counsel” and federal prosecutors whose real goal—again aided and abetted in various media quarters—was to remove the new duly-elected President Trump from the White House altogether. 

			Indeed, as I write this, a forty-page sentencing memorandum filed by federal prosecutors from the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of New York is recommending a “substantial term of imprisonment” for Trump’s ex-lawyer Michael Cohen. No observer has missed the point that the filing indicates that there is a move afoot to indict the president himself for campaign finance violations because of “hush money” paid to silence two women who claimed to have had affairs with Trump, alleged affairs that happened well before he was president. Interestingly, the news accounts ignored a recent story that the U.S. Congress had been operating a taxpayer-funded secret slush fund that had paid out $17 million over the years from 1997 to 2017 to silence news of over 260 settlements that were paid out by the slush fund on charges that included sexual harassment. This is a stark difference from the accusations against Trump, which involve what the president himself has described as a “private transaction.” The speculation about Trump payments inadvertently backfired, opening members of Congress to far more serious charges of using taxpayer dollars to silence victims. Not to mention, the media also ignored the fact that no less than the Barack Obama presidential campaign of 2008 was fined $375,000 for a violation of campaign finance laws. 

			Nonetheless, as expected, the news fueled the worst-kept secret in the Swamp—the desire of a number of House Democrats to impeach the president. 

			The reason for the escalation from the occasional skirmish of years gone by to today’s constant explosions of full-blown Swamp Wars, not to mention the headlining Swamp War targeting the Trump presidency, is the iron-fisted, decidedly authoritarian Old Order’s obsession with demanding complete obedience of and submission to Old Order orthodoxy. An obedience and a submission that not coincidentally preserves Old Order power and privilege as this group exerts its cultural and political control over the entire country. Anyone—anyone—who is seen as standing in the way of Old Order power and privilege, not to mention violating any Old Order sacrament or doctrine, must, in one fashion or another, have his or her reputation damaged, if not having an entire career or a business—or a presidency—destroyed. 

			Arguably the first Swamp War was the 1987 Senate confirmation battle over President Ronald Reagan’s Supreme Court nominee Robert Bork. As a young White House associate political director at the time, I saw close up how the first Swamp War worked. No sooner had President Reagan stepped away from the podium where he announced the nomination than Bork was under assault.

			In the ferocious, unprecedented campaign that was suddenly launched against Bork—which eventually acquired the descriptive term “borking”—Massachusetts senator Ted Kennedy began with a now infamous speech on the Senate floor conjuring the imagined horrors of “Robert Bork’s America” that summoned wildly false images of racism, sexism, and worse. For the first time in history, there was a television commercial attacking a Supreme Court nominee, replete with narration by the immediately recognizable voice of Hollywood A-list actor Gregory Peck. In declaring war on the Bork nomination, the Old Order of the day effectively instigated the first Swamp War. 

			In his book The Tempting of America: The Political Seduction of the Law, Bork describes his opponents as the “intellectual or knowledge class” and adds:

			 

			The public campaign, designed to influence senators through public opinion polls, consisted of systematic distortion of my academic writings and my judicial record and, it must be said, employed racial and gender politics of a most pernicious variety. The ferocity of the attack, the ideological stance of the assailants, and the tactics they used all showed that the opposition knew they were fighting over more than one judge. They were fighting for control of the legal culture.…

			My nomination was...merely one battleground in a long-running war for control of our legal culture, which, in turn, was part of a larger war for control of our general culture.

			Bork was right. A Swamp War is exactly about “a larger war for control of our general culture” and what he also calls “a class struggle about social and political values.” Since that first Swamp War in 1987, Swamp Wars have become a standard, weaponized feature of the Old Order elites and what Bork calls the “authoritarian character of that movement.” And authoritarian it is.

			Two other Supreme Court nominations that followed Reagan’s nomination of Robert Bork—George H. W. Bush’s nomination of Clarence Thomas and Donald Trump’s nomination of Brett Kavanaugh—were savaged in their confirmation battles. In the case of Justice Thomas, twenty-five years after his showdown with Anita Hill and the Washington liberal establishment, Hollywood Swamp Warriors in the form of HBO were cranking out a movie to continue smearing Thomas in the culture. Why? Thomas’s real offense is that he is both a conservative and a black man. He defied the Old Order sacraments by walking off the Old Order plantation that demands in the most racist of fashions that African Americans must be liberals and toe the Old Order line on cultural, legal, and political issues. Thomas refuses. So, a movie is needed to remind future generations of his alleged cultural sins. 

			Let it not be forgotten that in his statement to the Senate Judiciary Committee, Thomas specifically called out the Old Order, saying (emphasis mine): 

			 

			“And from my standpoint as a black American, as far as I’m concerned, it is a high-tech lynching for uppity blacks who in any way deign to think for themselves, to do for themselves, to have different ideas, and it is a message that unless you kowtow to an old order, this is what will happen to you. You will be lynched, destroyed, caricatured by a committee of the U.S. Senate, rather than hung from a tree.”

			A measure of the depth of the Old Order obsession with cultural and political control could be seen in the hearings surrounding the Senate confirmation of Trump nominee Judge Brett Kavanaugh for the Supreme Court—a full twenty-five years after the Thomas Swamp War. With the 2018 midterm election only weeks away, Old Order Senate Democrats and the left-wing interest groups that control them had to know that televised hearings that featured shouting protestors disrupting the hearings when not literally storming both the Capitol and Supreme Court buildings or shrieking from the Senate gallery were not an election asset for those Senate Democrats up for re-election. So too did Senate Democrats on the Judiciary Committee have to realize that their own disrupting of the once orderly committee proceedings and badgering of committee chairman Senator Charles Grassley was not helpful to their larger cause. The televised images were anything but flattering.

			They had to know as well that Kavanaugh would fight back. Just as Clarence Thomas had fought back in riveting, scathing testimony, so too did Kavanaugh. In the transcript provided by Time magazine, Kavanaugh said this:

			 

			“This confirmation process has become a national disgrace. The constitution gives the Senate an important role in the confirmation process, but you have replaced advice and consent with search and destroy. 

			“Since my nomination in July there’s been a frenzy on the left to come up with something, anything to block my confirmation. Shortly after I was nominated, the Democratic Senate leader said he would, quote, ‘oppose me with everything he’s got.’ A Democratic Senator on this committee publicly referred to me as ‘evil.’ Evil. Think about that word. And said that those who supported me were, quote, ‘complicit in evil.’ Another Democratic senator on this committee said, quote, ‘Judge Kavanaugh is your worst nightmare.’ A former head of the Democratic National Committee said, quote, ‘Judge Kavanaugh will threaten the lives of millions of Americans for decades to come.’

			I understand the passions of the moment, but I would say to those senators: Your words have meaning. Millions of Americans listen carefully to you, given comments like those, is it any surprise that people have been willing to do anything, to make any physical threat against my family, to send any violent email to my wife, to make any kind of allegation against me, and against my friends, to blow me up and take me down.

			You sowed the wind for decades to come. I fear that the whole country will reap the whirlwind.

			The behavior of several of the Democratic members of this committee at my hearing a few weeks ago was an embarrassment, but at least it was a good old-fashioned attempt at Borking. 

			Those efforts didn’t work. When I did at least okay enough at the hearings that it looked like I might actually get confirmed a new tactic was needed. 

			Some of you were lying in wait and had it ready.”

			When the hearing was finally finished, even South Carolina Republican senator Lindsey Graham, a usually calm and decided Senate bipartisan institutionalist, angrily pushed back against what he was seeing, snapping to his Democratic colleagues as he spoke to Kavanaugh, the latter sitting at the witness table: 

			 

			“What you want to do is destroy this guy’s life, hold this seat open and hope you win in 2020. You’ve said that, not me. This is the most unethical sham since I’ve been in politics. Boy, y’all want power. I hope you never get it. I hope the American people can see through this sham. God, I hate to say it, because these have been my friends. But let me tell you, when it comes to this, you’re looking for a fair process? You came to the wrong town at the wrong time, my friend.”

			And there it was. Graham’s words echoed the meaning of Bork’s point thirty-one years earlier that this Swamp War was really about “fighting over more than one judge.” Said Graham: “Boy, y’all want power.” Power is indeed exactly what Swamp Wars are all about.

			Senate Democrats had to have known that their conduct combined with that of the intemperate protestors would not help them, but they acted as they did anyway, almost as if they simply could not help themselves. Indeed, Senate Republican Leader Mitch McConnell smiled broadly in the aftermath of the hearings, saying: “It’s been a great political gift for us.…I want to thank the mob, because they’ve done the one thing we were having trouble doing, which was energizing our base.” Sure enough, when the election dust had settled, Republicans had broken the pattern of a presidential party’s losing Senate seats in a first midterm election, with four incumbent Democrats losing their re-election bids and Trump’s Republicans maintaining their hold on the Senate. When the Senate convened in 2019, Lindsey Graham, who, post-Kavanaugh hearings, is the toast of conservative media for fighting back in the Kavanaugh Swamp War, was the new chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee.

			But Swamp Wars target more than the president and Supreme Court nominees.

			Earlier in 2018 there was a Swamp War over Scott Pruitt, the conservative Oklahoma attorney general turned head of the Trump Environmental Protection Agency. Other than abortion, left-wing environmentalism is perhaps the most sacred of Old Order sacraments. Pruitt was drummed out of his job over charges that seemingly had nothing to do with his conservative views on the environment, including flying first class, leasing a town house from a lobbyist, taking a trip abroad, and more. Yet this in reality had everything to do with both Pruitt’s conservative views on the environment and his role in executing the Trump conservative environmental agenda. It was Pruitt who used his post as EPA administrator to advise Trump to pull the United States out of the Paris Agreement on climate change. He was instantly seen as a serious threat to the Old Order way of doing business at the EPA—and so a Swamp War was declared, with the use of anything and everything in Pruitt’s life being fair game to take him out.

			As if to prove the point, Pruitt’s resignation brought the news that the EPA was now going to be run by one Andrew Wheeler—then the EPA deputy administrator and, of course, a Trump appointee. Reported the website The Daily Caller: “Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) acting administrator Andrew Wheeler has not finished a day as head of the agency before getting attacked for his stance on climate change and history as a coal lobbyist.”

			But of course. Behold the Old Order at work.

			In November 2018, President Trump officially nominated Wheeler for the job as EPA administrator. In a blink, the Swamp War on Wheeler was back in the news, with the Sierra Club’s executive director declaring: “Putting a coal lobbyist like Andrew Wheeler in charge of the EPA is like giving a thief the keys to a bank vault.” The Swamp War over Wheeler continues.

			Conservative media has long been a favorite target of Old Order Swamp Warriors. The goal always is to either shut down an entire network—Fox News specifically—or get various of its conservative hosts off television. Targets in these Swamp Wars have included Fox stars Glenn Beck, Bill O’Reilly, Lou Dobbs, Tucker Carlson, Sean Hannity, and Laura Ingraham. Not to mention that Steve Doocy and Brian Kilmeade, hosts of Fox’s morning show Fox & Friends, have also been targeted. In Carlson’s case, the self-described “anti-fascist” left-wing group Antifa (they are, in fact, seriously fascist, masking their faces Ku Klux Klan-style to boot) showed up outside of the Carlson family home, yelling, pounding on the front door, and spray-painting on the driveway. A terrified Mrs. Carlson, home alone, hid in the pantry to call police. 

			Conservative talk radio stars have long been subjected to Swamp Wars, as with the Fox hosts. Rush Limbaugh has been repeatedly targeted in attempts to intimidate his sponsors and get him taken off the air. Various conservative journalists such as Kevin Williamson, briefly of The Atlantic, Pat Buchanan of MSNBC, and conservative media stars like Monica Crowley, Ann Coulter and Ben Shapiro have all been subjected to attacks from Old Order elites designed to silence them, with Crowley being targeted in a successful political hit job contrived to keep her out of the Trump White House as a deputy national security advisor. And oh yes—this list includes yours truly, with a firing from CNN for mocking and holding out for contempt and condemnation the documented anti-Semitism of the far-left organization Media Matters for America. More on this shortly.

			There are others in the media decidedly not seen as conservatives who have been taken out by a Swamp War, including NBC’s Megyn Kelly and Fox’s Juan Williams when he was at NPR. At the end of 2018, a Swamp War claimed the job of NPR film critic David Edelstein. All three had, in one form or another, violated Old Order doctrine and sacraments on, respectively, race, radical Islam, and sex. Former NBC anchor Tom Brokaw had the audacity to say that “Hispanics should work harder at assimilation” - assimilation in a colorblind America once a pillar of the American civil rights movement, not to mention the Declaration of Independence and its “self-evident” truth that “all men are created equal.” The Old Order outcry was immediate, with Brokaw forced to apologize and NBC News issuing a politically correct one-sentence scolding that read: “Tom’s comments were inaccurate and inappropriate and we’re glad he apologized.” Comedian Kevin Hart was forced to step down from hosting the 2019 Oscars because of tweets and remarks about gays made years earlier. As this is written, The New York Times reports that comedian and TV host Ellen DeGeneres, whom the paper described as “one of the most prominent gay celebrities working today” had invited Hart on her show and “offered a lengthy defense of Hart and said that she called someone at the Academy of Motion Picture Arts and Sciences to request that he be reinstated as host.”

			Megyn Kelly was dismissed abruptly from NBC for asking if a Halloween costume featuring blackface was racist. Notably, comedians Jimmy Kimmel and Jimmy Fallon, late-night hosts at, respectively, ABC and NBC, actually have done routines in blackface. Kimmel dressed up in blackface a few years back to impersonate NBA star Karl Malone, while Fallon did his bit to imitate comedian and actor Chris Rock. In Fallon’s case, it was done at the 2016 Golden Globes. Unlike Kelly, both Kimmel and Fallon still have their jobs, with Fallon working for the very same network as Kelly had—NBC. Perhaps un-coincidentally, unlike Kelly, neither had previously been a Fox News host.

			Pat Buchanan, the conservative ex-aide to Presidents Nixon and Reagan and two-time presidential candidate who had returned to journalism as a columnist, was also, for ten years, a commentator on MSNBC.

			Buchanan’s offense was writing a book titled Suicide of a Superpower: Will America Survive to 2025? In it he discussed race (in a chapter titled “The End of White America”) and religion (in a chapter titled “The Death of Christian America”). MSNBC’s president, Phil Griffin, said he fired Buchanan in 2012 because: “The ideas he put forth aren’t really appropriate for national dialogue, much less the dialogue on MSNBC.” I certainly don’t agree with Buchanan’s take on race, but most assuredly it is ironic to hear Griffin’s sentiment when it was he who hired the notoriously racist and anti-Semitic Al Sharpton, giving Sharpton his own MSNBC show. 

			Ben Shapiro, the editor-in-chief of the website The Daily Wire, has his own list. Shapiro, who has been banned from speaking on various college campuses in various Swamp Wars, wrote a National Review column on the Swamp War that focused on the firing of Kevin Williamson, the libertarian-leaning Never Trump-movement writer who left the conservative National Review for the left-leaning Atlantic, only to be fired three days after his start and after writing a solitary column. The Williamson offense was not the column but a four-year-old tweet on abortion and capital punishment—a violation of Old Order sacraments. The headline and subhead of Shapiro’s National Review column were: 

			 

			Kevin Williamson and the Twitter Mob 

			 

			The Left is narrowing the range of acceptable discourse and persons, and there will be a backlash. 

			 

			The column begins:

			 

			Kevin Williamson. Sam Harris. Bret Weinstein. Bari Weiss. Dave Rubin. Jason Riley. Heather Mac Donald. Jordan Peterson. Ayaan Hirsi Ali.

			Welcome to the coalition of unpersons. 

			The people above don’t have much in common. They disagree on matters large and small. Ali is a militant atheist; Williamson is a religious Christian. Peterson focuses on the metaphysical import of myths; Harris focuses on verifiable science. Rubin is a gay Jew; Riley is black. Mac Donald is a supporter of stronger policing; Weinstein was a supporter of Occupy Wall Street. 

			But there is one thing that everyone on this list has in common: We’ve all been unpersoned by the Left. And that Left is creeping quietly into the mainstream.

			What’s going on here? The answer was supplied by the conservative Kevin Williamson, who, as he was being fired from the liberal Atlantic after a matter of days, reminded his editor at The Atlantic, Jeffrey Goldberg, that the late Christopher Hitchens, an Atlantic contributor, was often given to writing things that gave offense. In Hitchens’s case, this included what Williamson reminded Goldberg were “harshly critical views of Islam,” a description of the Jewish scriptures as “evil and mad,” and Hitchens’s also being a purveyor of “shameful vitriol” about Mother Teresa. Hitchens was a frequent offender.

			The response from Goldberg was telling. Said he: “Yes. But Hitchens was in the family. You are not.”

			And right there, in admission of the junior high school element in all this, is the core issue. Americans who are conservatives, not to mention Trump supporters, or who run afoul of Old Order sacraments, are targeted for Swamp Wars because they are not “in the family” of elites who fervently believe it is their God-given right to run America and the world beyond.

			As if to illustrate the point again, at the end of November 2018, The Daily Caller ran a story, headlined Exclusive: “Google Employees Debated Burying Conservative Media in Search.”

			The story focuses on left-wing Google employees (but I repeat myself), stunned by the Trump election and plotting ways to “bury conservative media outlets in the company’s search function.” Leaked documents also revealed that Google employees were specifically scheming after the 2016 election as to how to shut down the conservative, pro-Trump website Breitbart. Which is to say, this was nothing more than a Swamp War, high-tech version.

			There are three keys to understanding the American Old Order that runs these Swamp Wars. They are best explained by answering three questions: 

			 

			
					
1.	Who is the Old Order? The Old Order is a club of self-selected elitists who see themselves as intellectually and decidedly morally superior to their fellow Americans—particularly, today, Donald Trump and Trump-supporting Americans. In many ways the Old Order and the targets it chooses to attack in a Swamp War resemble the cliques of junior high school. There is the “in” crowd—the “cool kids,” who are popular, attractive, the star athletes, and occasionally, although not always, wealthy and stylish dressers with outgoing personalities. Then there are their opposites, the unfashionable outsiders in junior high who are shy, socially awkward, and not as attractive—the geeks, the nerds, the un-athletic, and the unfashionably dressed, if exasperatingly smart, who aren’t invited to sit with the “in” group at lunch in the school cafeteria and who don’t get invited to the popular girls’ slumber parties. Hillary Clinton would famously label the latter group of Americans in 2016 as a “basket of deplorables” who are “irredeemable.” And without doubt, as in junior high school, today’s Old Order is all about group virtue signaling. A Swamp War is all about them—with Old Order Swamp Warriors virtue signaling like crazy to their peers inside the Old Order that yes, in the matter of X or Y or Z—a Kavanaugh confirmation or a Trump story or whatever—the people enforcing Old Order conformity share the same narrative. They are, goes the virtue-signaling message, all on the same page when it comes to protecting whatever sacrament of Old Order doctrine that they perceive as under threat. Really. (The day before he was sworn in as the new Republican senator from Utah, Mitt Romney penned an Op-Ed for the anti-Trump Washington Post that attacked the President’s character and more. The article was a classic of Old Order virtue signaling to the Swamp.)

					
2.	Where is the Old Order located? While the Swamp—Washington, D.C.—most assuredly is the Old Order capital, it would be a mistake—a huge mistake—to not understand that the Swamp and the Old Order it defends are hardly geographically limited to “inside the Beltway”—the latter being the sixty-four-mile ribbon of concrete surrounding Washington that is Interstate 495, known formally as the Capital Beltway. The Swamp has spread far beyond what Ronald Reagan identified in 1964 as “a little intellectual elite in a far-distant capital [that think they] can plan our lives for us better than we can plan them ourselves.”

			

			In fact, the American Old Order of today rules from Swamp outposts across the country and indeed around the world, not unlike the British Empire once governed its global assets through, as the Encyclopedia Britannica describes it, “a worldwide system of dependencies—colonies, protectorates, and other territories.” Old Order Swamp outposts in the twenty-first century are not limited to physical locations like the geography of the nation’s capital. They include as well more ethereal entities—academia, the media, the judiciary and legal communities, swaths of the Republican and Democratic parties, professional sports, corporations, religion, lobbyists, political consultants, Hollywood, Silicon Valley, European allies, and oh so many more. Twitter and Facebook, with their repeated banning of conservatives and Trump supporters, along with Google and its employees, exploring rigging their search engines against conservative media outlets, have become Swamps unto themselves.

			
					
3.	How does the Old Order work? Although the Old Order is seemingly on the up-and-up, there is in reality always an Old Order agenda. That agenda is first and foremost about power, privilege, and the protection of Old Order sacraments as diverse as abortion and the environment, not to mention systemic, perpetual racism. In its own fashion, the Old Order operates not unlike Bendini, Lambert and Locke, the fictional law firm that is the centerpiece of John Grisham’s famous novel The Firm and the Tom Cruise movie of the book. On the surface all appears on the up-and-up. In fact, the firm is run by the Mafia. Once its young, eager lawyers, who are enticed into joining with all kinds of financial and social incentives, discover whom they are actually working for and try to leave, their mob bosses kill them off. 

			

			 

			In the case of the Old Order? First its members invite you in and lavish upon you all manner of goodies: social prestige, money, introductions to all the “right” people. Once you are in and become uneasy with the agenda—illegal immigration and open borders, “social justice,” unlimited taxing and spending, systemic racism, abortion, radical environmentalism, bad trade deals, allies who don’t pay their financial obligations, courts who legislate from the bench, and more—it is impossible to leave without being flagged as some sort of social or political undesirable. You are, as it were, politically, socially, and possibly financially dead, courtesy of a Swamp War.

			As for the “New Populism”? It is without doubt a descendant of Reagan conservatism and Reagan’s description of the rebellion from average Americans against “a little intellectual elite in a far-distant capital [that think they] can plan our lives for us better than we can plan them ourselves.” That “little intellectual elite” has spread far beyond the Swamp’s capital of Washington, and its contempt for the average Americans whose lives these elites seek to control through everything from Supreme Court decisions to globalism has finally generated an enormous backlash in the person of Donald Trump.

			It is impossible to look at these Swamp Wars and not notice, as Judge Bork noted years ago, their effect on the larger culture—in schools, Hollywood, workplaces, and internet spaces from Facebook to Twitter to Google and more. Examples:

			 

			
					
•	It cost the University of California at Berkeley $600,000 just to protect Ben Shapiro when he was invited to give a speech. In 2019, young conservative activist Hayden Williams, also at Berkeley, was abruptly punched in the face merely for manning a table to recruit students for Turning Point USA. I myself was assigned four security guards when I was invited to appear at my alma mater, Franklin and Marshall College in Lancaster, Pennsylvania. The subject? My opposition to a proposed college speech code. From one college campus after another pour forth stories of speakers, professors, and students being banned, fired, silenced, or even physically assaulted because they have, in some fashion, violated this or that Old Order sacrament.


					
•	In Hollywood, Trump-supporting actor James Woods, a two-time nominee for an Academy Award, got this note from his politically liberal agent: “It’s the 4th of July and I’m feeling patriotic. I don’t want to represent you anymore. I mean I can go on a rant but you know what I’d say.” 

					
•	In 2008, Brendan Eich, co-founder of the tech company Mozilla, was forced into resigning because he had contributed $1,000 to Proposition 8, a proposition on California ballots that would have banned gay marriage. 

					
•	In 2017, Google software engineer James Damore was fired after writing a memo calling for ideological diversity at the tech giant and arguing that the Google “diversity” policy was in reality discriminating against employees who were not women or people of color.


					
•	In 2016, there were multiple stories of employees losing their jobs at various places around the country, like tech companies, local government agencies, and banks, because they were known to be Trump supporters. 


			

			 

			As noted earlier, there have been continual efforts to take down Fox News hosts. But something has happened along the way. While there was success early on in getting first Glenn Beck and later Bill O’Reilly off Fox, eventually the Fox audience caught on to the game. When the Swamp War mob came for Laura Ingraham in 2018 after she had tweeted about the college rejections of Parkland shooting survivor David Hogg—to which Hogg himself had drawn attention and then launched a bid to get her fired—Ingraham’s ratings went up. In spite of yet another Media Matters for America campaign to take Sean Hannity off the air, Hannity’s ratings too went up. Hannity has consistently been at the very top of cable ratings one month after another ever since. 

			In discussing this in an interview posted on the website The Inquisitr, The Hill media reporter Joe Concha said of the response to Ingraham: “Fox News audiences, and I’ve been told this by the people at the highest levels at other networks, are the most loyal in television. It’s an us-versus-them mentality that is bigger than any one host. And in this case, they weren’t got [sic] to sit by and watch another host they like go down over something so silly.”

			When another Swamp War threatened to take Rush Limbaugh off the air in 2012, his audience also rallied, and Mediaite reported Limbaugh noting that his ratings spiked anywhere from 10 to 60 percent. 

			It is very safe to say that millions of Americans have had enough of Swamp Wars and the Old Order that launches them—and those millions are fighting back. Whether famous or unknown, Americans are fighting back against the iron-fisted, authoritarian-style control over their lives that is central to the Old Order agenda and its endless Swamp Wars.

			Exactly as Ben Shapiro predicted in the headline of his piece on the targeting of Kevin Williamson, there has been a backlash to the constant thuggery of authoritarianism in both public and private life—and that fighting back has, most notably of all, taken the form of the election of Donald Trump. 

			In January 2016, as Old Order journalists were beginning to realize to their astonishment that Donald Trump might actually be able to win at least a few primaries, this headline appeared in The Washington Post: “Why Trump may be winning the war on ‘political correctness.’”

			Among other things, the story, by reporters Karen Tumulty and Jenna Johnson, says: 

			 

			Cathy Cuthbertson once worked at what might be thought of as a command post of political correctness—the campus of a prestigious liberal arts college in Ohio.

			“You know, I couldn’t say ‘Merry Christmas.’ And when we wrote things, we couldn’t even say ‘he’ or ‘she,’ because we had transgender. People of color. I mean, we had to watch every word that came out of our mouth, because we were afraid of offending someone, but nobody’s afraid of offending me,” the former administrator said.

			All of which helps explain why the 63-year-old grandmother showed up at a recent Donald Trump rally in Hilton Head Island, S.C., where she moved when she retired a year ago.

			The Republican front-runner is “saying what a lot of Americans are thinking but are afraid to say because they don’t think that it’s politically correct,” she said. “But we’re tired of just standing back and letting everyone else dictate what we’re supposed to think and do.”

			Donald Trump is the personification of the backlash to what Bork foresaw all the way back in 1987—an attempted authoritarian Old Order takeover of American culture and politics with Swamp Wars.

			To my surprise, in 2017, I was about to find myself a target in my very own Swamp War—at CNN.

		


		
			CHAPTER ONE

			FIRED BY CNN 

			“We must, indeed, all hang together or, most assuredly, we shall all hang separately.”

			—attributed to Benjamin Franklin 
on the signing of the Declaration of 
Independence, July 1776

			 

			“Indefensible.”

			With that one word, as I wrote in The American Spectator at the time, CNN notified the media that I had been fired from my role as a CNN contributor. A contributor who had become well known for supporting Donald Trump.

			The irony is that I was on CNN in the first place because of Donald Trump. On June 3, 2013, in my capacity as a contributing editor and columnist for The American Spectator, I had responded to a colleague’s blog post that recommended ignoring Trump’s latest thoughts on a possible presidential run. Trump had appeared on NBC’s Today Show, making it plain in response to a question from host Matt Lauer that yes, in fact, he was thinking of running for president in 2016. My column was titled “Never Ignore Donald Trump.” In it I quoted from a recent appearance Trump had made on Fox & Friends when he said: “People in this country are just desperate for leadership, so whether it’s me—or, frankly, let it be somebody—but somebody has to come along and straighten out this country.”

			Said I in response: “Well…not just yes…but hell yes. Somebody, somebody…exactly as he says…most assuredly does have “to come along and straighten out this country.” I concluded: “We use to have a saying in the Reagan White House: Let Reagan be Reagan. Donald Trump, like Ronald Reagan, is an American Original. Let Donald Trump be Donald Trump.”

			Trump saw the column and wrote me a kind note, and over time there were phone calls, personal meetings, and a growing belief on my part that in fact, not only could Trump indeed win the presidency but more importantly, for the sake of the country, he should.

			Unbeknownst to me, after declaring his candidacy in 2015, and following a column I wrote titled “Yes, Trump Can Win,” the new candidate sat down for back-to-back interviews with MSNBC’s Katy Tur and CNN’s Anderson Cooper.

			Tur told him there were conservatives in the media who didn’t like him. She cited Charles Krauthammer’s calling Trump a “rodeo clown.” Trump dismissed Krauthammer as “overrated” and more. Then Trump replied, “By the way, are you going to mention the ones who do like Trump? You don’t do that, do you?” She didn’t, instead going on to mention two more anti-Trump conservatives, National Review’s Jonah Goldberg and Post columnist and Fox commentator George Will. 

			When Trump was finished with his CNN interview with Anderson Cooper, while the subject of conservative media support had not arisen, it was still on the candidate’s mind. As the story was relayed to me by a CNN staffer, the candidate said that CNN always followed his appearances with “Bush guys who hate me.” He was promptly asked whom they could talk to in conservative media who liked him—and he named me.

			Shortly afterward, a surprise certainly to me, I received a call from CNN. Then I started getting repeated calls from CNN. There was also a note from Trump himself recommending that if I were asked to go on Anderson Cooper’s show, I should say yes. I thought that highly unlikely—and then in fact the call came in. That day I appeared on-air by phone with Brooke Baldwin and from a local PBS studio in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, with Erin Burnett. The next night I was back in the Harrisburg studio to be on-air with Anderson Cooper. Some version of this went on for two weeks solid. Having been around the block with appearances over the years on Fox with Sean Hannity, Stuart Varney, and John Gibson, not to mention one memorable occasion in 2009 on CNN for what turned out to be Lou Dobbs’s last CNN show, I was not a stranger to this media world. 

			But I was still surprised when, after two weeks of doing this every weeknight, I got an email from Rebecca Kutler of CNN—her responsibilities included CNN contributors—asking me if I would call her. I did. Would I join CNN as a contributor? I said yes. 

			Fast-forward to my receiving another call from Kutler. Firing me. She was clearly unhappy with her task. I liked and respected Rebecca Kutler enormously, and she regretted having to make the call, which just as clearly she had been instructed to make. The thought occurred to me that if it was ironic that a recommendation from Trump had landed me the job at CNN, it was perhaps inevitable that my defense of Trump would get me fired from CNN as the network lurched increasingly into becoming viscerally anti-Trump. The reason given for my abrupt dismissal? A retweet from a two-day-old column in The American Spectator. The title of the column was “Fascist Media Matters Moves to Silence Hannity,” and it focused—as I had on occasion over several years—on the effort of the far left-wing Media Matters for America to bully advertisers into withdrawing sponsorship from shows with a conservative host. This time the target was Sean Hannity.

			This was not the first time I had taken the group to task. MMFA was the brainchild of David Brock, ironically a one-time American Spectator reporter who had long since turned far left and was a close ally of Hillary Clinton. Brock, not unlike both Hillary and Bill Clinton, President Obama, and others on the left, was obsessed with the success of Fox News, conservative talk radio, and the resulting loss of the liberal media monopoly. He had even spent time writing a book trashing Fox, titled The Fox Effect: How Roger Ailes Turned a Network Into a Propaganda Machine. Indeed, Hillary Clinton herself has said that she helped to “start and support” Media Matters, and the group has taken money from left-wing billionaire George Soros. 

			Investigative reporter Sharyl Attkisson, who has worked variously for CBS News, PBS, and CNN, wrote in detail about Brock and Media Matters in her book The Smear: How Shady Political Operatives and Fake News Control What You See, What You Think, and How You Vote. Attkisson said Media Matters was central to what she bluntly labeled the far-left “smear machine.” She was right.

			Working with a like-minded leftist named Angelo Carusone, whose claim to fame was bullying advertisers of conservative media, Media Matters had moved from simply reporting its own version of the news into the business of targeting Fox, various talk radio hosts, and indeed any conservative on television or radio. All in a decidedly anti-free-press jihad designed to force conservatives off the air.

			Their earlier targets included MSNBC’s Don Imus, Fox’s Glenn Beck, and CNN’s Lou Dobbs, the latter a staunch on-air opponent of illegal immigration. In Dobbs’s case, a 2012 investigation by The Daily Caller reported: 

			 

			Lou Dobbs, then of CNN, was a frequent target.

			“As part of the Drop Dobbs campaign,” explains one internal memo prepared for fundraising, “Media Matters produced and was prepared to run an advertisement against Ford Motor Company on Spanish Language stations in Houston, San Antonio, and other cities targeting its top selling product, pick-up trucks, in its top truck buying markets.”

			Ford pulled its advertising from Dobbs’s program before the television ad aired, but Media Matters kept up its efforts, working primarily with Alex Nogales of the National Hispanic Media Coalition, and with the League of United Latin American Citizens, the Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund and other self-described civil rights groups.

			In November of 2009, Dobbs left CNN. “We got him fired,” says one staffer flatly.

			“Certainly Media Matters deserves a lot of credit for the work they did,” Nogales said in an interview. “They’re very effective.”

			These were campaigns designed to remove conservatives from the air by targeting their advertisers. As Rush Limbaugh, a Media Matters target himself, would say, “Advertisers are bullied and harassed into cancellation.” 

			As it happened, in 2009, I had come across this situation without understanding the role of Media Matters. I had written a series of columns for the Spectator in which I revealed the alliance of several American religious denominations who had banded together as a group called So We Might See to petition the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) about supposed hate speech by Rush Limbaugh. As noted, also in their sights, among others, was CNN’s Lou Dobbs, for his opposition to illegal immigration. This in turn had launched the aforementioned Drop Dobbs campaign directed at CNN.

			I investigated and found that there were seven churches involved—including my own United Church of Christ, the UCC. To my astonishment, the UCC was leading this decidedly anti-free-speech, anti-freedom-of-the-press movement. At the time I was both president of my own UCC church council and a director on the UCC’s Penn Central Conference board of directors, the board overseeing hundreds of UCC churches in Central Pennsylvania. 

			I well knew the history of my own UCC denomination, which had long ago been formed when my family’s Congregationalist faith, the descendant faith of the Pilgrims, joined with the Evangelical and Reformed Church in 1957. The UCC emerged from a Uniting General Synod held in Cleveland, with my mother present as a delegate. As I knew full well, the UCC boasted correctly of one Congregationalist minister from the 1600s—Thomas Hooker—who, in 1638, delivered a sermon in Hartford, Connecticut, that inspired the Fundamental Orders of Connecticut. As the UCC likes to correctly boast, “Hooker is regarded by many as the father of democracy in America, for many of his ideas were embodied in the United States Constitution.” Those ideas specifically included the principles of free speech and a free press, both later adopted in the First Amendment. Alas, the top leadership of the denomination had now led the national church into the morass of liberal politics, and, in what I saw as a repudiation of Thomas Hooker and the denomination’s history of support for free speech and a free press, the UCC was leading this collection of faiths in a bid to shut down Rush Limbaugh and others. It was very disturbing.

			Also involved in this anti-free-press movement of 2009 were the U.S. Catholic Conference of Bishops, the Islamic Society of North America, the United Methodists, the Presbyterian Church (USA), the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, and the Christian Church (Disciples of Christ), plus “several other faith groups.” 

			Particularly worrisome to me was that the UCC national leadership had had a private lunch with the Obama-appointed chairman of the FCC, Michael Copps. After that, the petitioning of the FCC by the So We Might See group of churches occurred. My columns were published in the American Spectator, an uproar ensued, and the group effectively collapsed as rank-and-file church members, fans of the targets, sharply protested. Lou Dobbs invited me to New York to be on his CNN show to discuss the episode. As he went on-air that night, to my astonishment, Dobbs opened his show by announcing he was quitting his decades-long career at CNN. Then I was ushered into the studio for my first on-air CNN chat. The subject: a free press and free speech.

			Video of the show has been preserved on YouTube. Among other things, I spoke about a politically correct “virus” that was infecting the media as well as the government and other institutions in American life. The conversation included this:

			 

			Lord: You’ve got to be able to let people go out and write the movies they want, have the talk shows they want, say what they want, let people call in. That’s what’s important.

			Dobbs: You’re speaking as though you think America is a free country.

			Lord: I like to think it is.

			I still like to think it is. But the America that has a free press and free speech is seriously under assault from the American Old Order, and it’s worse in 2018 than it was in 2009. As I sat there on that CNN set with Lou Dobbs the night he quit CNN—in a CNN studio I have now been in many times as a CNN contributor—I did not yet understand the role of Media Matters. But I would.

			In fact, it was not until the Stop Rush campaign in 2012—which Angelo Carusone masterminded—that my attention was drawn to what he and Media Matters were all about.

			On top of their trademark bullying and rabidly vitriolic anti-free-press campaigns, the group had been repeatedly flagged for anti-Semitism, I learned through my research. Among other things, Media Matters had published an article titled “Israel Firsters?” The author was not a fan of Israeli prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu. Fair enough. There is a difference between legitimate criticism of a point of view and outright bigotry. But the term “Israel Firsters” is a serious red flag signaling anti-Semitism.

			Among other things, “Israel Firster”, as noted in the Jerusalem Post in a 2012 editorial, is a deliberate slur whose anti-Semitic roots “originated with Holocaust deniers.” The slur is a favorite of the likes of infamous anti-Semitic Ku Klux Klansman David Duke, a notorious anti-Semite who proudly supported the far left’s Occupy Wall Street (OWS) because, as Duke said on his website, of “Jewish racism that rules us all.” Media Matters, like Duke, had gone to one extreme after another to defend Occupy Wall Street, even preparing a “Guide to the Smear Campaign Against Occupy Wall Street.” It included repeated defenses of the OWS movement, going after every prominent conservative of the day who had dared to criticize it.

			Commentary magazine investigated OWS, and its headline was “Occupy Wall Street Has an Anti-Semitism Problem.”

			For the unaware, Commentary describes itself in part as supporting “the future of the Jews, Judaism, and Jewish culture in Israel”—which is to say, the magazine has an excellent eye for anti-Semitism when it appears.

			Among other things, Commentary’s Abe Greenwald investigated OWS and reported that the “Jew-hatred among [OWS] protestors is diverse and unapologetic. It is, in fact, atmospheric.” None of that kept Media Matters from staunchly and repeatedly defending OWS.

			There was more.

			As was revealed in a column that appeared in the Jerusalem Post by Weekly Standard editor Daniel Halper, Media Matters also went after the “Israel lobby”—another anti-Semitic term, targeting Democratic members of Congress—all of whom happened to be Jewish. Halper noted as well that the term “Israel Firster” was “popularized by white supremacists.”

			No less than renowned Harvard law professor Alan Dershowitz, a liberal Democrat and supporter of both the Clintons and President Obama, specifically noted that Media Matters had “crossed the line into anti-Semitism” and “bigotry” for its slurs against American Jews who were supporters of Israel. Dershowitz, who is both Jewish and a staunch defender of Israel, called on then-president Obama to “do to Media Matters what he did to Jeremiah Wright—totally disassociate, (and) rebuke” the group. 

			In a 2012 interview in The Daily Caller, Dershowitz said, startlingly, of Media Matters: “You know where I get their stuff? I read their stuff mostly on a neo-Nazi website that sends it to me.… Somehow I am on their mailing list. I am not on Media Matters’s mailing list. But I tend to read Media Matters articles when they’re sent to me by a neo-Nazi website.”

			In a 2012 appearance on Jay Severin’s Boston talk show, Dershowitz said Media Matters is “so virulently anti-Israel and anti-supporters of Israel” that it has “gone over the line from anti-Zionism to anti-Semitism.” He added that Media Matters uses the term “‘Israel Firsters’ the way anti-Catholic bigots used to use the term ‘Vatican Firsters’ or ‘Irish Firsters,’ as if to suggest Americans who support Israel have dual loyalty. This false charge goes back to the Bible—goes back to the Book of Esther, goes back thousands of years. It was one of Hitler’s justifications for killing the Jews: ‘Dual loyalty, they’re not good Germans, they’re not good Americans,’ whatever it is.” A full six years after this assessment of the far-left Media Matters in 2012, Dershowitz said in November 2018 on Fox & Friends in a discussion of Democrats on the extreme left that they were “tolerating anti-Semitism” to appease their base. 

			The Reverend Jeremiah Wright, Barack Obama’s pastor at a UCC church in Chicago, was accused of anti-Semitism in a sermon during the 2008 campaign. For that and other controversial sermons captured on videotape, Obama, who earlier had described Wright as being like an uncle, publicly abandoned his old pastor and “uncle” once the Wright videos became an issue in the campaign. After Obama became president, Wright was unable to contact his former friend and congregant, saying of those surrounding the new president: “Them Jews ain’t going to let him talk to me.” Dershowitz was suggesting only that Media Matters get the same deep freeze from President Obama as Wright had. Curiously, the rebuke of Media Matters by Obama in the same fashion as he had rebuked Reverend Wright has never happened. 

			The liberal Professor Dershowitz wasn’t alone in discussing Media Matters in such terms. 

			In 2012, Ben Shapiro, then of Breitbart News Network, had written of the Media Matters anti-Semitism problem. Shapiro, an observant Jew, observed that a prominent Media Matters personality had written elsewhere that he, the Media Matters guy 

			 

			…lamented the fate of Professor Sami Al-Arian, former North American head of the Palestinian Islamic Jihad. This is the same Al-Arian who proclaimed, “God cursed those who are sons of Israel.… Those people, God made monkeys and pigs.… Let us damn America, let us damn Israel, let us damn them and their allies until death.” When Al-Arian was suspended from his teaching post at Florida Atlantic University, [Media Matters writer Eric] Boehlert defended Al-Arian as an “innocent professor.”

			Then there was this: The Daily Caller, the influential website cofounded by Fox’s Tucker Carlson, investigated blog postings by Media Matters president Carusone. The report on its 2014 investigation bore the headline “Media Matters Executive Wrote Racist, Anti-Semitic, Anti-‘Tranny’ Blog Posts.”

			The story, by reporter Patrick Howley, began by saying this of Carusone: 

			 

			A top executive at Media Matters for America and the principal activist in the “Stop Rush” campaign made racist and anti-Semitic comments and disparaged “trannies” on a dormant blog that he wrote just several years prior to his prominent liberal activism career. 

			Blog entries reviewed by The Daily Caller show that Angelo Carusone made derogatory remarks about ethnic groups and used language to insult “trannies” and ugly “gays” that would be considered hate speech by his own organization.

			The controversial posts were rerun verbatim for all to see, making deniability impossible. There, plain as day, was the head of Media Matters referring to a lover as adorable “despite his jewry.” There were repeated racist remarks about a Bangladeshi, not to mention multiple attacks on transvestites. As Howley noted, coming from anyone else, all of this would be considered hate speech by Media Matters and, in this day and age, probably even by the Chamber of Commerce.

			Now, only days before my firing, Niger Innis of the Congress of Racial Equality (CORE) had launched his own scathing attack on Media Matters and Carusone, saying this in a formal statement: 

			 

			It is appalling that the President of MMFA, Angelo Carusone, uses racial slurs and language that defames individuals. How can someone who claims to champion the cause of those who find themselves the victims of such vitriol use such despicable language? How could George Soros and David Brock have ever selected this individual to be the face of their organization, knowing the comments he made? Carusone’s remarks are publicly cited, documented on news sites, and they spit in the face of all that MMFA claims to represent.…

			CORE is in our 75th year of service to our countrymen. Established in 1942, we have always fought for the respect and dignity of men and women of all backgrounds.

			There are many examples of racism, anti-Semitism and the “politics of personal destruction,” made up of rumors, half-truths and downright lies.

			As an African-American, and leader of an organization that truly believes in fairness, equality, and mutual respect, this is “beyond the pale.”

			In other words, from the liberal Obama/Clinton supporter Alan Dershowitz to the conservative Tucker Carlson’s Daily Caller to the Jerusalem Post to the head of a venerable American civil rights group and more, Media Matters has been repeatedly flagged for anti-Semitism and racism. In the case of CORE, this was a serious civil rights organization that was legendary for its seventy-five-year-old fight against racism from its 1942 founding to the Freedom Rides of the 1960s, the battle to desegregate Chicago’s schools, its role in the iconic 1963 March on Washington with Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., and well beyond. Now, it was calling out Media Matters.

			There was still more. 

			Carusone had boasted publicly about starting the Stop Rush campaign to pressure advertisers into dropping Limbaugh’s show. Once aware of this, I interviewed a targeted advertiser of Rush Limbaugh’s show. Mark Stevens was a decidedly nonpolitical businessman. An accomplished entrepreneur, Stevens is founder of the marketing company MSCO and author of over two dozen bestselling books, including business books and a biography of investor Carl Icahn. Stevens detailed to me and separately to Fox hosts Stuart Varney and Megyn Kelly that because his firm advertised on the Limbaugh show in the New York media market, he had received threats to his personal safety and his business, and had been inundated with hostile emails and phone calls harassing his female employees. The emails had come from around the country even though he had never advertised outside of the New York media market. Particularly infuriating to him, his female employees had been assailed as “sluts” and “women haters.” He had angrily dismissed the description of these activities as a “boycott” and said that in fact, having been on the receiving end, he would describe them as “an organized terror campaign.” There is one other fact of note: Mark Stevens is Jewish.

			As I also knew, the American left in general—Media Matters was not alone in this respect—had been infected in the previous several years with a rising tide of anti-Semitism. I took note of this in a 2015 column in NewsBusters, in which I focused on talk radio host Mark Levin’s quite specific call for a discussion of the rise of anti-Semitism from the American left—an anti-Semitism he saw as being led by then-President Obama. The headline was “Mark Levin: Time for Discussion of Obama’s Anti-Semitism, and ‘Praetorian Guard’ Media.”

			My column began: 

			 

			“Both on his own eponymous radio show and in an appearance on Sean Hannity’s TV show, in discussing President Obama’s treatment of Israel’s Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu Mark specifically and in detail accused the Obama administration of anti-Semitism and liberals in general of flat-out racism, all of this protected by what he called the ‘Praetorian guard media…’”

			I linked to a piece over on the liberal website The Daily Beast by Gil Troy, a professor of history at McGill University. Troy had noted the anti-Semitism of the 2012 Democratic National Convention. The headline was “How Many Democrats Booed Jerusalem at the DNC?” 

			Among other things, Troy wrote: 

			 

			When the Democrats restored the Party’s now traditional affirmation of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital, there were so many noes that the move required three attempts to be accepted. Eventually, the plank was pushed through, albeit ham-handedly, to boos from a loud minority. That display of hostility in the Democratic lovefest, as well as the initial desire to drop the Jerusalem plank from the Party platform, tells a tale about an internal Democratic debate—and possible shift—that pro-Israel Democrats are desperately trying to cover up.…
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