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Roe v. Wade: A Primer (Or How to Legally Kill Babies Without Really Voting)


4 December 2004 


Most Americans haven’t a clue about the actual court case in which was decided the fate of millions of unborn babies—about 40 


million of whom have been killed at this counting. For example, most people think that abortion is “restricted” to the first two 


trimesters of a pregnancy. It is not. In actuality, a woman can kill a baby on the last day of her pregnancy. Legally. And who 


decided all of this for us, since, as we all know, none of us nor any of our states voted on it?


" May God have 
mercy on us all.”


Enter Roe vs. Wade. What is it? On the one hand, it’s a law case with a decision handed down by the 


Supreme Court in 1973. On the other hand, it’s a de facto law that not one of 50 states ever voted on. 


Perhaps we should take a quick gander at the thing.


What was the dispute under question? Simply, does the Constitution grant the “right” of a woman to get an abortion, and 


specifically, does the State of Texas, which prohibited the killing of babies, have the right to prohibit the killing of babies (except to 


save the mother’s life)? The case was a class-action lawsuit, brought on behalf of Norma McCorvey, whose identity was kept secret 


under the pseudonym, "Jane Roe". At the time, “Jane Roe” claimed she had been raped, was pregnant, and that Texas law would 


not permit her an abortion. The actual truth, however was quite different. Now, 31 years later, Norma McCorvey has come forth, 


bravely in my opinion, and laid bare the lies. Although they will make an already long article even longer, her words are worth 


reading:


"Abortion has been founded on lies and deception from the very beginning. All I did was lie about how I got pregnant. I 


was having an affair. It all started out as a little lie. I said what I needed to say. But, my little lie grew and grew and 


became more horrible with each telling. Sarah and Linda's (the pro-abortion attorneys in Roe) eyes seemed blinded to 


my obvious inability to tell the same story twice. It was good for the cause. It read well in the newspapers. With the 


help of willing media, the credibility of well-known columnists, the lie became known as the truth these past 25 years. I 


did not go to the Supreme Court on behalf of a class of women. I wasn't pursuing any legal remedy to my unwanted 


pregnancy. I did not go to the federal courts for relief. I went to Sarah Weddington asking her if she knew how I could 


obtain an abortion. She and Linda Coffey said they didn't know where to get one. They lied to me just like I lied to 


them. Sarah already had an abortion. She knew where to get one. Sarah and Linda were just looking for somebody, 


anybody, to further their own agenda. I was their willing dupe. For this, I will forever be ashamed. But, my life has 


been restored to me, and I now have the privilege of speaking for those who cannot speak for themselves."


When McCorvey went looking for an abortion, she ran into a feminist lawyer with an agenda: to make abortion on demand legal in 
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Texas (and probably in America in general). The attorney was Sarah Weddington who, in the person of Norma McCorvey, had found 


the Holy Grail for which she had been looking: a rape victim. For Weddington, her victory was not far away. For Norma McCorvey, a 


nightmare life, punctuated by two suicide attempts, was about to begin. A life that would continue until nine years later, when she 


became a Christian. Ironically, Norma McCorvey never did abort her child, instead giving birth and then putting her child up for 


adoption. Her liberal attorney’s reaction? Sarah Weddington told the New York Times in 1995: “I'm shocked. At a time when we are 


working so hard to campaign for people who are pro-choice and not having much luck, I didn't need this one.”


The Supreme Court’s actual decision was simple. The Court looked at a previous case, Griswold vs. Connecticut, which in 1965 


overturned a law forbidding married couples from using contraception. The Court then decided that the same logic of Griswold, 


namely, a so-called “right to privacy” established by interpreting the Ninth Amendment (as well as the Fourteenth), applied to 


Norma McCorvey. In Griswold v. Connecticut, Justice Arthur J. Goldberg wrote the majority opinion in which he stated:


"Since 1791 [the Ninth Amendment] has been a basic part of the Constitution which we are sworn to uphold. To hold 


that a right so basic and fundamental and so deep-rooted in our society as the right of privacy in marriage may be 


infringed because that right is not guaranteed in so many words by the first eight amendments to the Constitution is to 


ignore the Ninth Amendment and to give it no effect whatsoever."


Byron Raymond White and John Marshall Harlan II concurred, holding that the “Due Process Clause” of the Fourteenth Amendment 


protects unenumerated liberties (in effect, arguing that the Fourteenth Amendment backs up the Ninth). Because these 


unenumerated rights are protected by the Fourteenth Amendment’s “Due Process Clause”, any law can be outlawed if it “violates” 


this assumed protection by the Fourteenth Amendment. Thus, because contraceptive use is not an enumerated right in the 


Constitution, both the Ninth and Fourteenth Amendments come into play and say, in effect, “You may use contraceptives because 


the Founders did not explicitly talk about contraceptive use.”


The problem with this clever interpretation of the Constitution is twofold. One, the Ninth Amendment states that “The enumeration 


in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people.” But who are “the 


people”? Going by simple historical meaning (and not “original intent” or “living document” interpretations), “the people” are the 


people of the individual states. In other words, contraception, good or bad, is an issue to be decided by the people of Connecticut, 


and not the Supreme Court. Perhaps this fact is why the second problem with this interpretation includes the Fourteenth 


Amendment, because the Fourteenth Amendment is not only the Amendment that overturned the liberties of the peoples of the 


individual states, but the Fourteenth Amendment is also constitutionally illegal; it is, in fact, invalid. Null and void. Also, up until the 


illegal Fourteenth Amendment, the Bill of Rights was understood to be a restraint upon the federal government, not state 


governments. Nonetheless, left-leaning Supreme Courts have used the Fourteenth Amendment to justify all things under the sun, 


and then some. Including Roe v. Wade.


"The “right of privacy” is, then, a fiction 
created wholesale by the Supreme Court and 
subsequently taught to generations of 
Americans as “the truth."


But consider the implications of Griswold. The Supreme Court simply created its own 


law and called it “the right of privacy”. Congress, which is the only branch of 


government entitled to make laws, never made such a law, nor did the “people” of a 


single State vote on the issue, nor does the Constitution contain any such “right of 


privacy”. What the Constitution does contain is the Fourth Amendment and your right to a severely limited and restricted federal 


government. But no “right of privacy’. The “right of privacy” is, then, a fiction created wholesale by the Supreme Court and 


subsequently taught to generations of Americans as “the truth”.


Dissenting in Griswold. v. Connecticut were Potter Stewart and Hugo Black. In the dissenting opinion, Potter Stewart, recognising 


http://www.fireeater.org/HTML/WRITERS/MKA/MKA_2004/roe.htm
 (2 of 5)05-May-06 9:35:42 AM







Roe v. Wade: A Primer (Or How to Legally Kill Babies Without Really Voting) by MacDonald King Aston


that “the people” were properly the people of “the individual states”, wrote:


"The Ninth Amendment ... [was intended] to make clear that the adoption of the Bill of Rights did not alter the plan 


that the Federal Government was to be a government of express and limited powers, and that all rights and powers not 


delegated to it were retained by the people and the individual States. Until today no member of this Court has ever 


suggested that the Ninth Amendment meant anything else."


And Hugo Black wrote: 


"The Court talks about a constitutional "right of privacy" as though there is some constitutional provision or provisions 


forbidding any law ever to be passed which might abridge the "privacy" of individuals. But there is not." 


Black’s opinion is a bit confusing because it is stated in the negative. But Black’s opinion can be stated positively, thus:


1.  There is a provision in the Constitution that forbids passing a law to protect the privacy of individuals. 


2.  But there is no such provision, which means that Congress (or the States, properly) can indeed pass a law to protect the 


privacy of individuals. 


3.  But instead of Congress or the States passing such a law, the Supreme Court, poof! just passed the law for the Congress, and 


now there is a "right of privacy". 


To add to the mishmash of confusion, you must understand some crucial things about the Fourteenth Amendment and its 


ramifications:


●     That the Fourteenth Amendment is unconstitutionally illegal, never ratified by a majority of the States as the Constitution 


prescribes. 


●     That the illegal Fourteenth Amendment was (and is) an attack on your liberty as “the people” of the individual States that 


comprise the “United” States (because it is an attack on states’ rights). 


●     That the role of the so-called Due Process Clause, found in Section I of the Fourteenth Amendment, already a part of an 


illegal amendment, has undergone even further illegal “interpretations”. 


●     These “interpretations”, in turn, have created a mythic and fictional law of the land called “the right of privacy”, created not 


by Congress but by several men in black robes. 


●     That the so-called “right of privacy” has been extended, again illegally, to protect such things as contraception, the “right” to 


sodomy, the “right” to medical treatment, and the “right” to kill babies on demand. 


●     That the way in which the fictional “right of privacy” has been illegally extended is through a little known (to lay people) legal 


distinction between “due process” and “substantive process”. 


●     That “due process” refers to basic steps that the government has to take when it comes after you. For example, before the 


government can slap you in the hoosegow, it must first give you a fair trial. 


●     That besides the “due process” concept there is also the “substantive rights” concept which states that the government must 


also have good reasons (substance) for taking away your liberties besides just following “due process”. 


In the last point lies the heart of the problem. When I say that the government must have good reasons for taking away your 


liberties, it sounds kind of warm and fuzzy, does it not? Who would disagree with that concept? But consider the ramifications of 


extending the “due process” clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to mean now “substantive due process”. Who gets to decide what 
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the “substance” of the due process? And how far does that “substance” apply?


Let’s take an example to clear our heads about substantive due process. The Fifth Amendment says that you can not be “deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law...” Well and good. That concept is known as a “due process clause". But take the 


same clause and make it into a “substantive due process” clause. Take the word “liberty”, for example. By interpreting the Fifth 


Amendment’s “liberty” as a “substance”, a federal court can all by itself decide that “liberty” can mean, substantially, the “liberty” 


for adults to sodomise young boys. Or that “liberty” can mean the “right of privacy” which enables you to kill babies while they are 


still in the womb. Do you see where all this is headed? The Constitution itself says no such thing! It merely limits the power and 


influence of the federal government, and leaves the States to themselves to decide their own laws. The federal government does its 


(extremely limited) thing, and the states do their thing. Simple.


Once a federal court has decided the “substance” of due process, guess what? It can now take a look at all the laws of the individual 


(and, in theory, sovereign) States to decide whether these state laws “comply” with the federal court’s out-of-thin-air “substantial 


due process”. This unconstitutional farce is called “Judicial Review”.


Let’s clear our heads about this “compliance” business also. Let’s say that the Supreme Court has decided that it’s just fine and 


dandy for adult men to have sex with their children. It can then turn its eye on the States and say to the people of those States, 


“You must agree that it’s now OK for men to have sex with their children because we must make sure that you are complying with 


our substantive due process thingy.” And bingo! all the states must bow their knees to the black-robed legislature we call the 


Supreme Court.


Think I’m kidding? It’s already happened. The Supreme Court, in June of 2003, decided, in Lawrence v. Texas, that the Texas ban 


on same-sex sodomy is “unconstitutional”. If same-sex sodomy is OK, incest and polygamy are certainly waiting in line. Why not? If 


the Supreme Court can subvert the people of Texas to legalise sodomy, it surely can subvert the people of any other State to 


legalise other deviant sexual practices. How about sex with sheep? Sex with bats? Sex with children? Sex with comatose patients? 


By the way, guess what Amendment the Supreme Court cited? That’s right. The Fourteenth Amendment’s Due Process Clause.


Finally, keep in mind two things. First, it bears repeating, the Bill of Rights applies only to limit the power of the federal government. 


It says nothing about the laws of individual States. Second, the Bill of Rights contains both substantive and procedural rights. For 


example, the Second Amendment contains a substantive right “to keep and bear arms” and a procedural right under the Fourth 


Amendment to have a search warrant issued upon “probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the 


place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized.” One is a right of substance (a thing) and the other is a right of 


process (actions).


Griswold v. Connecticut laid the groundwork. Doe v. Bolton, a case for a "Mary Doe" heard later in the same day as Roe v. Wade, 


actually forms the backbone of "abortion on demand" in America. ("Mary Doe" was actually Sandra Cano, who, like Norma 


McCorvey, has repudiated the decision made in her name, and never did have an abortion.) You can see now that the Supreme 


Court has created, e nihilo, its own private law called “the right of privacy” so that it makes sense (in a twisted way) that this new 


law of privacy should naturally extend to a woman’s body, even if it means that a woman gets to kill her own child. Which is odd, 


since society doesn’t grant the same “right” to kill to a murderer, or the “right” to rape to a rapist. But never you mind, for the 


Supreme Court has taken all these little annoyances away from you so you don’t have to worry about them any more.


You can thank Judge Harry Blackmun, who wrote that “the right of personal privacy includes the abortion decision....” But you can 
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also thank the millions of Americans who kept quiet, who still keep quiet, while the slaughter continues unabated. 


May God have mercy on us all.
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The Southern National Congress: A Vision


3 July 2004


(Originally published on Dixieinternet.com.)


A Vision:


My children's children sit playing beneath a Southern sun. Their friends, black and white, Indian and Asian, Hispanic 


and Jewish, play with them. There is no hateful "music" booming around them. There is no poverty induced by the 


nightmares of yankee mercantilists. As they play, they feel safe, for their own people are their army and navy. The 


term, "militia", means what it used to mean to the Sons of '76, and is not some fantasy of white supremacists with too 


much whisky and too little education in them. The parents of these children do not experience "inflation" or 


"depression", because the South has regulated its population, and once more turned to its agrarian roots so that the 


insane struggle for "jobs" has been replaced by the rise of small family farms and gardens, a system of apprenticeship 


and trades, an honourable service in the country's militia, and even high-tech with a human face.


Are there problems in this idyllic vision of the South? Of course there are. But the people of Dixie have the means and the will to 


solve them, for their culture is built on a strong moral foundation: God Himself. And there is nothing that a people of God can not do.


Here is another vision:


The Southern National Congress will convene on October 16, 2004 in Montgomery, Alabama. Southerners are a people 


currently disenfranchised and without voice. The current political, legal, and intellectual climate prevailing in the United 


States of America has made an open and independent political forum for the South an imperative. The Southern 


National Congress is a non-partisan, non-ideological body, existing to express the peaceful and legitimate voice of this 


Southern people—a distinct people, with a distinct culture, of a distinct country. (Southern National Congress website, 


1 July 2004)


Ambitious? Idealistic?


Neither. The time has come. In a sense, history has overtaken us, propelling us forward into the future, which is where our freedom 


lies. Last year, I wrote a piece called Defining the Future:


"...I see a growing polarisation in the Southern movement, mainly between activists and non-activists. Is that 


polarisation a bad thang? I've come to a point where I now believe such a polarisation is necessary as a part of the 
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larger shakeout that is taking place as the South struggles for its identity again. I tend to the positive, oddly enough, 


on the issue, for I am under no illusions about the worth of any "majority". Were Washington and Madison and Henry 


to have worried about a "majority", there would never have been a Constitutional Republic in the first place."


Though I did not expect events to overtake us so rapidly, nevertheless, it is clear that the "shakeout" has taken place. There are 


just those who have not yet recognised it. Over the last few months, the line between"Southern Heritage" and "Southern 


Nationalism" has grown more distinct. Briefly, it breaks down into those who wish simply to "preserve" Southern heritage, and those 


who wish to build Dixie anew as a free country.


Here is why the Southern National Congress is an idea whose time has come:


One: There is no hope, not even the slightest, that the yankee empire will cease either its anti-American (and anti-Constitution) or 


anti-Southern ways any time soon.


Two: The Southern people have a genuine need for a recognised body to represent their interests, especially given the level of 


vicious attacks emanating from either the empire or its puppets (especially the National Association of Colourful People).


Three: It is time for the Southern people to pick up the pieces of their worthy struggle, commenced in 1776 and 1861, for it is the 


very dream of America itself: a Constitutional Republic founded upon Judaeo-Christian principles.


I call upon all my Southern compatriots to support the Southern National Congress in any way you can. As for me, I've already 


submitted my papers for nomination as a delegate to the SNC. But even if I am not chosen, may someone worthy represent me and 


mine. I will still support, in any way possible, the SNC, for, as my friend, Robert Lloyd, said, "When I die, I want to die a citisen of 


the new CSA".


Amen.


So, while the empire on the Potomac continues on its way to dust and Babylonic excess, I say: "Stand with us for the South. We are 


Southern Nationalists, and we intend that there be, some day and with the help and blessings of our God, a free South."


The first step is now upon us. Will we be brave and bold enough to take that step? Will we have the qualities of gentlemen and 


ladies, so that our efforts are not diffused in useless discord? Will we have the humility to ask the help and blessings of the Lord God 


in all our endeavours? Will we have the creativity to forge new alliances, new communities, new visions? Above all, will we follow the 


moral path and not descend to the ways of mercantilists, with their moral relativism in one hand and profits in the other?


Maybe. Maybe not. But we can try. And try we must. Next October, I will be either in Montgomery, Alabama, to usher in the new 


Southern National Congress, or I will be somewhere, lifting a mint julep to its members and its great Cause.


Call me a dreamer, someone once said. But I am not alone.


May God bless the South and her people.
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Singing the South


A Review of Robert Lloyd's Rebel Private


6 June 2004 


I found the CD waiting for me in the mailbox at night. Too late to give it a real listen, so I put it off until the morning. Up in the early 


morn, grabbed a cup of tea, lit a seegar, put on the album, and turned it up loud and proud. OK, you should know right off that I'm 


biased. I've been listening to a few of these songs for a while now, Robert having been gracious enough to send me advance mixes 


(not to mention the free downloads on his site).


The thing is, if you're gonna listen to Robert's music, you'd better prepare yourself to listen, as in listen. Robert's music is, to 


foolishly encapsulate it, personal. It speaks to persons, not to demographics nor to popular taste (which, in general, is neither 


popular not tasteful). Rebel Private might just as well have been titled Private Rebel, since it pours from Robert's heart his 


convictions, his anger, his open spirituality. This album gives us imagery, thoughts, and toe-tappin' picking and singing wrapped up 


in the human suitcase of righteous anger (Ain't Gonna Take No More), righteous grief (Sammy's Song), and a righteous sense of a 


world gone wrong (Not A World Without Pain). Even the one love song, I'm Just Scared To Say, is intensely personal, delivered in a 


soft and cracking vocal.


Rebel Private opens with the Bells of Bonnie Blue, a wash of strings and a bell that rings its dirge in a bleak sonic landscape. The 


sounds of war and artillery fading out to laboured breathing. Someone is dying. Somewhere. Probably on those heights above 


Fredericksburg, for right away we have I Ask You, Sir (Angel of Marye's Heights). Female harmonies sparkling against the Angel's 


prayer to the Lord to bring comfort and mercy to the dying yankees up on Marye's Heights. The artillery in the background lending 


an ominous note, the cry goes out:


I hear the cry of brave men that die 


I ask you sir, what can I do? 


I hear them calling, call out in pain, 


I ask you sir, what can I do? 


I ask you sir, what can I do?


By the end of the song, you know you're in for a LISTEN.


Poor Poor Man, which follows, is one of my favourites. The cut on the album seems to have been remixed from the original version I 


first heard, with Robert's voice more to the front. Poor Poor Man is the classic "Will you still love me" genre, done up right:


If I was born to be a poor, poor man, would you still love me as I am? 


Would you love me or leave me? A poor, poor man. 
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If you dont love me girl, I understand.


A simple guitar line accentuates the equally simple chord structure, a nice fillip to contrast the lyrics. It is a technique reminiscent of 


old-fashioned country music, and works well here.


The title cut, Rebel Private, opens with some tasty acoustic picking, with arpeggiation mixed with small "runs". The acoustic guitar is 


recorded well, and Robert's voice blends better in the mix than in some of the other songs. The guitar runs form a "hook" that give 


the song its distinctive air. As with many of Robert's songs, Rebel Private provides a visual scene where one finds an eternal figure 


or message or both. "The Rebel Private's got to carry on."


Ain't Gonna Take No More is vintage Lloyd. Fire Eater. Dang good song. It reminds me of some of the protest songs from the sixties 


(Country Joe?), except that its message is moral:


The chorus:


I ain't gonna pay your taxes, and I ain't gonna play your fool, 


I live my life for Jesus Christ no matter what you say or do; 


I've made my bed and you can kill me dead, 


Wont change what I'm fightin' for; 


Cause I've made up my mind, it's just 'bout time, I ain't gonna take no more.


A verse:


Don't wait for me to say I'm sorry, 


You'll be waitin' for a long, long time; 


Cause I'm living free as I want to be and never looking back again. 


Now I'm much too old to do as I'm told, 


What's this world gonna do with me? 


I'll go to my grave no more your slave and that's how it's gonna be.


The song ends on a hilarious admission of what it means to stand alone against the Empire, with a quick mix-in of the Star Trek 


character, Whorf, snarling, "Not yet, human!"


As Robert sings: "Whooey!"


The best poetry and the best lyrics ground themselves in vivid imagery, and Brave and Silent Horseman (co-written with Luckie 


McDonald) is one imagistic tapestry, painting a picture of a lone Confederate, set in a timeless glade, confronting a band of yankees. 


The Lone Horseman of the Apocalypse. The Confederate horseman who "fought with Lee to defend this very land". Dead horseman. 


Never give up. A Lloyd theme.


I see the puddles from the rain on the ground 


They're turning red and pouring down...


William Carlos Williams got nothing on Robert here.
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I shouldn't even be allowed to comment on Here in Grannyland, given my own run-in with Grannies of late. But Robert intends to 


poke fun at what might graciously be called the "meet, eat, and retreat" bunch within the Southern movement. Some will, no doubt, 


read this song as a rant against the SCV, in particular. But it really is a rant against all weak-kneed, lily-livered, fence-sitters 


everywhere, no matter to what group they belong. As Robert said, "We must have fun still as it isn't ALL work and no play. I hope 


both the grannies and progressives within the SCV can laugh at this one. Probably not is my guess. But I can hope."


Their majesties, the Grannies! 


Here's a Granny, there's a Granny...


Dont do this and you cant do that (yeah, stop that!) 


Mind your beeswax and dont attack (now, now!) 


You might offend if you defend our land 


Here in Grannyland (and dont sing Dixie!)


...cant you see the SCV is just for girls like me (I'm a sissy!) 


(That is against the rules, and it's Mr Dees to you)


...Listen kids it's not your land, this is Grannyland! 


(It's ours, all of it! It's all ours! Dont do nothing! I wont!) 


Here in Grannyland!


Well, at least I have a theme song now.


I'm Just Scared to Say is a love song with a bell-clear Strat holding down the rhythm.


Should I tell you how I feel about you? 


Should I say I think the world turns around you? 


Then I'm scared to say that I love you...


Robert's delivery makes this song worth listening to, with his abovementioned soft and cracking voice. Play this one for your wife on 


Valentine's Day with a cold bottle of Champagne handy.


Recently, on Reinout Temmerman's Southern Rights website in Europe (southernrights.tk), I wrote an article calling for more 


recognition and appreciation of the Confederate States Allied Europe, a dedicated group of Europeans who defend the Cause of Dixie 


across the pond. Lo and behold, Robert wrote a song, Lest We Forget (CSA-E), which has become the anthem for the CSA-E, with its 


6/8 lilting rhythm: "Forgive and forget we will not." Sort of tells it all right there.


Lincoln's Total War offers up a dark pad of voices and instruments. Back to the Apocalypse again. Percussion mixed in, then to a 


fade. And on to Who Could Be A Rich Man, another favourite of mine, a straight out brilliant song with a heart-wrenching vocal and a 


muted electric guitar lead to break the song into two parts:


Who could be a rich man when the children starve at night? 


Who could watch an eagle fly when a child wont stand upright? 
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But why's there a blind girl when the sun just shines so bright? 


Who could be a rich man when the children starve at night?


Pt. Lookout (Let Freedom Ring) fights back against the damnyankees who wont let the Flag of Freedom fly above the graves of our 


Confederate kin at Pt. Lookout:


The Confederate flag is to be subordinate to the United States flag in size and prominence of display. When displayed 


on graves in conjunction with the United States flag on Memorial day, Confederate flags are placed 3 feet (.914m) in 


front of and centered on the headstone of deceased Confederate veterans. When displayed without the presence of the 


United States flag, as may be done on Confederate Memorial Day, the Confederate flag is placed 1 foot (.304) in front 


of and centered on the headstone of deceased Confederate veterans. (Flags in VA National Cemeteries Handbook, 


Dept. of Vet. Affairs, Washington D.C.)


This song is simply a plea for the truth. "Let the truth be known, let our flag be flown."


Sammy's Lullabye is Robert's answer to the Federals' murders on Ruby Ridge:


"Seeing his dog, Striker, shot to death by masked intruders clad in camouflage, Sammy Weaver, 14, fired back in fear 


for his life. The 4 ft., 11" tall youngster was hit in the arm, then shot in the back as he turned to run for home. He died 


instantly, killed by an agent of the federal government. Cradling her 10-month-old daughter in her arms, Vicki Weaver 


stood in the doorway of her home, mourning her slain son, unaware that she herself had only seconds to live. In an 


instant a bullet tore into Vicki Weaver's face, blew through her jaw and severed her carotid artery. The bullet was fired 


from 200 yds. away by an agent of the federal government." (The Randy Weaver Case, Jim Oliver, The Lawful Path: 


www.lawfulpath.com)


Plaintive sax in a gentle opening wash of acoustic guitar, pad, bass and drums. No lyrics, as the music says all that can be said 


about those yankee murderers up on Ruby Ridge. FBI sniper Lon Horiuchi, who shot Vicki Weaver in the head while she was 


standing in her doorway, holding her baby in her arms, should listen to this track. And weep for his God damned soul.


When Johnny Comes Marching opens with the sounds of brass and the old tune, When Johnny Comes Marching Home Again. A quick 


fade-out leads to Who Could Ask For More? (A Newly Born SCV Member): "To a new baby boy." Robert says "The song "Who Could 


Ask For More" was written for my stepson's baby boy who is qualified for membership in the SCV and still too young to know it, but 


will!" Neatly juxtaposed with the following song, Not A World Without Pain, which, I confess, is my favorite song of Robert's. I 


remember downloading this song from his website a few months ago and listening to it over and over. From there it made its way to 


my "truck collection" for listening on the roads of the Empire.


What can I say? Perfect melody. Perfect lyrics. A celebration of God's creation and of the Creator Himself. A hint of the sorrow that 


is our life in this world. I rarely listen to music "over and over again", but this is one of 'em. Mixed in are wind chimes and a gentle 


synth pad:


I've seen kittens and puppies play together 


And lions among the lambs; 


I've seen stranger things that drive a man insane 


But not a world without pain.
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This is the voice of a man standing in wonder and awe before God and His Creation.


When the seasons change and cold becomes the land 


It chills my face and hands; 


I can look back on the times and all the change, 


But not a world without pain.


It's why I need your love, bathed in all Your kindness 


I'm washed in each and every word 


Cause when life's troubles come tumbling down 


You pick me up from off the ground.


A great ending too, with a fascinating guitar change-up before the end. When I see Robert, I'll demand to know those chords. This 


song is alone worth the price of the album. A love song to our Lord written by a man who has seen His works up close.


Bonnie Blue Flag is a rendering of the traditional Bonnie Blue Flag. Synth pad. Drum roll leading into Wishful Thinking Man, which 


song will almost certainly solidify Robert's place next to mine on the FBI's "Bad American of the Day" list.


I declare a war on America, on America... 


Now I'm DC bound, gonna take this guvmint down...


Robert, the Grannies are gonna throw a hissy fit over this one. Bless you for having the...er...guts to write this, for we Fire Eaters 


are gonna eat it up. Listen up, Grannies. Read the liner notes first. "Yes sir, I am a Christian. No, sir, I am NOT an American. At 


best, I am an American without a country." How many of us nowadays are Americans without a country?


In Will You Come to Montgomery (For 2004 LoS Convention in Montgomery, Alabama), Robert celebrates the 10th anniversary of 


the League of the South (Robert: "I've never seen a group so committed to the ideals of freedom as they are and they sucked this 


sucker right into the movement"):


The Lord will be with us, this He promises always to be 


Will you come to Montgomery 


Will you come with me? 


Will you come to Montgomery and stand by me?


The second CD that comes with Rebel Private is a collection of historical narratives spoken by Robert and set against music. Brief 


portraits (Robert calls them "Heritage Minutes"): Lee, the Angel of Marye's Heights, the Immortal Six Hundred, the League of the 


South, Lincoln's total war against civilians: "Down South we dont call this a civil war."


Minor quibbles. If I were producing this album, I would trim back the lower frequencies in Robert's vocals and distribute them to the 


bass lines, thus opening up the stereo spectrum a bit more. I would have wished for a lyric sheet as well, because there's some 


dang good lyrics here. So much for quibbles.


The salient characteristic of all of Robert's recordings is THAT BIG VOICE, ranging from tender reflection to outright fire-eatin' rebel-
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flung words. Rebel Private is no different. But if you think Robert's backed off, toned it down, genuflected at the feet of the Federals, 


you've got another think a'comin.


This album was made for Fire Eaters, and now I have the task ahead of me of adding it to my "truck collection" so I can listen to the 


words and music of the real America as I roll by on the highways of the American Empire, an American without an America.
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Slaves in the Family 


(Originally published on Southernrights.tk, 2004.)


"Slave. Etymology: Middle English sclave, from Old French or Medieval Latin; Old French esclave, from Medieval Latin sclavus, from 
Sclavus Slavic; from the frequent enslavement of Slavs in central Europe."


Recently, a local paper ran a cover article on me and my role in the League of the South ("Southern Man", which you can read at ). 


One of the more interesting parts of the experience was the realisation that I was spending quite a bit of energy defending myself 


from charges of racism.


Racism? Moi? As I pointed out to the reporter, I am a tribal member of the Choctaw Nation. Exactly why would I be a white 


supremacist, now?


“.. in any discussion of slavery and the 
South, it is imperative to ask: Are you 
talking about the landed aristocracy? Or 
are you talking about the majority of 
Southerners, who did not own slaves?"


It may not surprise my friends in Europe that the English word "slave" comes from 


"Slav". Why should it surprise you? Unlike the majority of ill eductated Americans, you 


are probably aware that your part of the world has known slavery for thousands of 


years. White slavery, as in Caucasian slavery. Ancient Greece and Rome, not to 


mention the Persian Empire and a slew of other empires, used white slaves as a central 


part of their economy and social life.


Then there were the so-called "indentured servants" who were, despite the name, slaves in Colonial America, Barbados, Australia, 


and other places.


And then there is the Cruel Slave Master of the South, the Simon Legree with his sinister whip and sneer. In America we are taught 


that this caricature is the only type of slave holder: the Southern Devil Incarnate.


But is it true?


There are many excellent books on slavery in the South (and North) of America, so I wont bother boring you with details. Suffice to 


point out that if Southern slave owners were such intolerable monsters, the image that our current mis-educational system foists 


upon us, why then did the slaves in the South not rise up during the War for Southern Independence and overthrow the ruling 


whites (and black and Indian slave owners as well) while their masters were away at war? The answer is simple: Blacks had lived in 


the South for a long time. It was their home. Ande their home was being invaded by Northerners who weren't interested in "fighting 


for niggers".
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Abraham Lincoln, in that sadistically clever way of his, even offered the South the original 13th Amendment to the Constitution of 


the united States of America, guaranteeing perpetual and irrevocable slavery to the South. The South refused, since the War was 


not about slavery, and most Southerners knew that slavery was on its way out anyway. Knowing all this information, and having an 


article run on me that insinuated I was a white supremacist, I decided to take a look at slavery in my own family. 


Now, my family hailed from the oldest part of Virgina, and, almost without exception, the majority of my ancestors from there 


owned slaves. Even my Choctaw kin owned slaves. My Great-Uncle, Col. Sampson Folsom, CSA, was one of the biggest slave 


holders in the Choctaw Nation. Minko Moshulatubbe, my fifth Great-Grandfather, lost several of his slaves on the Trail of Tears and 


filed for recompense with the united States government. I doubt he had much success.


On the European side, my white ancestors were major slave holders. I have actual slave listings, and even know the names of some 


of the slaves held by my family.


Here is an one excerpt from a cousin of mine, Jonathan Lee Aston, whose father, John Richard Aston, traveled from Virgina to 


Grayson County, Texas, in 1856:


"May I be indulged to tell an incident that happened just before he left Virginia. It was about as follows: Father owned 


a negro woman by the name of Mandy White. Mandy's husband, Collie White was owned by another farmer in the 


neighborhood. Father said it was wrong to separate them, so he offered to sell Mandy to the neighbor he refused to 


buy. Then father offered to buy Collie. The man put a price on Collie that almost doubled the price of an average man 


slave. Father did not need Collie, but rather than separate man and wife, he paid $1000,00 in gold for him. Collie and 


Mandy were faithful servants until the emancipation."


Jonathan Lee continues:


"At the end of the war, Father owned thirty-one slaves. Most of them were children. They were all devoted to "Moss 


Dick"; that is what they called him. He was very kind to them. He provided them will all the comforts of home life and 


when they were ill, he saw to it that they had proper attention. They were not required to labor overtime. An average 


day's work was all that was required. They did the farm work on the plantation, under the supervision of Collie White, 


one of their own number, who had been appointed overseer by father. They were all very happy when they were set 


free, but there was a note of sadness in their hearts at the thought of leaving their old home, where their every need 


had been so well provided. Before they left, Mother made a new linsey dress for each of the women and girls and a 


new jeans suit for each of the men and boys. When they came to bid "Moss Dick" good-bye, he placed in the hand of 


each man who was at the head of a family $100.00 in cash. They went out with his blessings, and he looked after them 


for sometime. The new found freedom was not as great a blessing as they had anticipated. They soon found out that 


they had to work harder to earn a living than they had to work for "Moss Dick". In less than one year, every one of 


them, except one, came back and offered their services just as they were before emancipation. That offer could not be 


accepted. For many years they made it a practice to come back home two or three times each year and stay one or 


two nights each time. They enjoyed these visits very much. So did father and mother. You may be assured that they 


never went away empty handed."


Hardly the Simon Legree type, was my Great-Uncle?


Now, as someone with a family that owned a large number of slaves, do I feel guilty? Remorseful? Tormented?
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No. Why should I? I wasn't there. Didn't do it. And even if I had been there, it would have simply been the case that the majority of 


Americans in both the South and the North were, from upbringing, racist. To be an American in the 19th century was to be a racist, 


plain and simple. On the other hand, to be a racist did not imply that one was brutally cruel, as the narrative above shows.


It is important to bear in mind that slave holders in the South were mainly aristocratic and upper-class. It was the aristocrats who 


"made the news" and, to a great extent, history as well. Thus, in any discussion of slavery and the South, it is imperative to ask: 


Are you talking about the landed aristocracy? Or are you talking about the majority of Southerners, who did not own slaves?


As was apparent from the Southern Man article, just mentioning one's Southern roots seems justification enough to cover that 


person with the suspicion of "racism". Is it only I, or does anyone else see a double standard at work here


http://www.fireeater.org/HTML/WRITERS/MKA/MKA_2004/slaves.htm
 (3 of 3)05-May-06 9:47:32 AM



http://www.fireeater.org/HTML/WRITERS/Guest_Writers/southern_man.htm



		fireeater.org

		Slaves in the Family by MacDonald King Aston








Sooner Born: The South & Football by MacDonald King Aston


Email 


Info & Archives 


MacDonald King Aston 
Fire Eater! Editor 


 


Sooner Born: The South & Football 


(Originally published on Southernrights.tk.)


It is difficult for many in Europe to comprehend how much Southerners love their college 


football. And by football, I do not refer to soccer, but to "American football". So here I 


present a brief introduction to this peculiarly Southern madness. (In America, there is the 


important distinction between professional football and college football. College football 


generally carries more regional identification than professional football.)


“It is just a game, yes. But it was the 
game that taught me who I was and 
whence I came.”


When I was a boy (long, long, ago), I would 


sit and watch my grandpa and my daddy as 


they crowded round the TV to watch the 


University of Oklahoma Sooners do battle. 


Now, neither my granddaddy nor my daddy graduated from the University of Oklahoma (in 


Norman, Oklahoma), but that issue was never up for consideration. It was Oklahoma. The 


Sooners. Grandpa was born in the old Indian Territory (southeast Oklahoma) as was 


Grandma, who was born into the Choctaw Nation at the turn of the century.


Now, I didn't know it at the time, but there were some teams against which the Sooners 


played which were more despicable than others. Nebraska, chiefly. In my home, the 


annual Oklahoma vs. Nebraska game usually took place around the American holiday of 


Thanksgiving, which also happened to be the time of year that my daddy and I celebrated 


our birthdays, for we shared the day. So the Oklahoma vs. Nebraska game was infused 


with the smell of Thanksgiving food and birthday cake. I came to appreciate the game day 


as more important than any other holiday (holidays existed, seemingly, to act as 


backdrops for Oklahoma football games).


I didn't learn until later in life that part of the whole mystique of Oklahoma Sooner football 


was politically oriented. Midwesterners like Nebraskans seemed not to like Okies at all, 


looking down upon them with the distaste one reserves for uninvited guests. Conversely, 


Okies did not care for yankees either. Although the annual Oklahoma vs. Texas game, for 


example, was a celebrated rivalry, if Texas won it was never as bad as Nebraska winning 


(or Kansas, for that matter).
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You may think I'm kidding. I'm not. 


I remember one time, when the Oklahoma vs. Nebraska game was to take place, some 


Okies and Nebraskans got together to rent out the local VFW hall, installed a bartender and 


a big projection screen, and got down to a serious football match over margaritas and 


seegars. My girlfriend, sitting next to me and my daddy, was astonished at the ill will 


between the two groups of football fans. The enmity was palpable. Now this was the year 


that Elvis Peacock, the great running back for the Oklahoma Sooners, won the game on a 


trick play, with the Sooners losing at the time. I remember the father and son sitting 


behind us. They were from Nebraska, and had spent the entire game bad mouthing the 


Sooners. Suddenly, that Okie magic struck again and Nebraska lost in the last minute or so 


of the game. The father and son Cornhuskers behind us took it badly, their faces pale with 


shock. (Nebraskans hate losing to Okies as much as Okies hate losing to them.)


“As I write, the Associated Press lists the 
top 25 college football teams in America. 
Half of them are Southern even though 
the South comprises only a few of the 
states in America. Of the top five, three 
are Southern teams.”


We, on the other hand, let out a few Rebel 


yells. And Rebel yells they were, for I came to 


see that we Okies really didn't like yankees 


much at all. To this day, whenever I watch 


football, I cheer on the Southern teams and, 


without exception, consider yankee teams (Notre Dame, Ohio State, Penn State, and the 


rest) almost subhuman. 


Grin.


So, early on, I was raised to view yankee teams as The Other. And this thinking had its 


roots in something far more serious than a game. It had for its backdrop the War. Yes, 


that War. And its aftermath. To my granddaddy, Okie football was on the same plane as 


politics. Grandpa was a "yellow dog Democrat", a hardcore Southern Democrat who would 


"vote for a yellow dog if he ran on the Democratic ticket". Nowadays, the political parties 


seem confused about their identities, but back then, if you were Southern you voted the 


"straight Democratic ticket", for Republicans were the party of Lincoln, and Southerners 


like my granddaddy had not forgotten how much their families had lost to the yankee 


carpetbaggers who had run them out of Mississippi and up into the Indian Territory 


(Arkansas and Oklahoma).


Naturally, Oklahoma football became a focus for expressing political ideology in a world 


where that kind of expression held danger for Southerners. Ironically, the South dominated 


college football. As I write, the Associated Press lists the top 25 college football teams in 


America. Half of them are Southern even though the South comprises only a few of the 


states in America. Of the top five, three are Southern teams.


Equally ironic was the fact that Oklahoma became one of the first college football teams to 


integrate black players, and Oklahoma went on to boast of many a fine black Sooner (Billy 
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Sims comes to mind). Prentice Gautt was the first black player for Oklahoma. In the 


1950s, Oklahoma was a football powerhouse, and its coach, Bud Wilkinson, revered as a 


football genius. Wilkinson brought Gautt on board just two years after the "Brown vs. 


Board of Education" decision by the Supreme Court. Gautt still holds the Oklahoma school 


record of 15.7 yards rushing per carry. Overt racism was still practiced then in both the 


South and elsewhere. But the Sooners stood by their man. Where restaurants forbade 


Gautt from dining, the Sooners packed up and went elsewhere. Teammates.


Okie football was more than just football. It was a direct connection to another time and 


place. Kith and kin, as Dr Michael Hill would say. Okie football was about rising from the 


ashes of defeat. Okie football was about magic ("Sooner magic" is a well known term to 


most college football fans, no matter from where they hail). But above all, Sooner football 


was about the South. It was about the little, dirt-poor towns of Aardmore, McAlester, 


Quinton, Kinta, Bug Tussle. It was mixed up with legends of Choctaw warriors and Indian 


fighters, gun fights on Main Street, and even religion, since most of my Okie kin were 


staunch Christians, nay Pentecostals. (I remember one Okie fan who used to shout out 


"Thank you, Jesus!" whenever the Sooners scored a touchdown.)


And though I was raised in California, where grandpa came in the 1940s to look for work, 


it simply never occurred to me that I was anything other than an Okie. Thus does Southern 


blood run, even through history's twisting turns and through something as mundane as 


football. My best friend lived down the street and he was from Texas. That was just the 


way it was. California, apparently, had little effect on those Southerners who migrated to it.


Lo, these many years later and I still watch Oklahoma football exactly the way my 


granddaddy and daddy watched it. With a cold beer, loud cursing against those 


damnyankees, and an occasional bruise where I happen to jump up too quickly. My wife 


knows enough now to cancel all major obligations whenever a Sooner game threatens on 


the horizon. She also closes the front door, so the yankees outside cant hear me 


threatening their unborn children.


It is just a game, yes. But it was the game that taught me who I was and whence I came.


Sooner born, Sooner die.
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Southern Man


A Boulder group is fighting for Southern secession. Some say it's also fighting for white supremacy


by Joel Warner 


[Originally published in The Boulder Weekly, 11 June 2004] 


On April 17, 2004, MacDonald King Aston stood on the edge of the harbor in Charleston, S.C., and looked across the water at Fort 


Sumter. One hundred and forty-three years earlier, almost to the day, Confederate batteries in Charleston launched an artillery 


barrage at the Union force stationed in the fort-the opening salvo in what would become known as the American Civil War. 


While Aston was a long way away from his home just south of 


Boulder, Colo., he stood out from the usual tourists that come to the 


birthplace of the War Between the States. Aston was wearing a full 


"Richmond Gray" Confederate officer's uniform, accurate right down to 


the brass buttons. Aston had just walked five miles in 90-degree heat 


in his uniform, marching with thousands of others in honor of eight 


Confederate sailors whose bodies had been recovered from the 


remains of the CSS Hunley submarine in Charleston Harbor, and who 


were now finally laid to rest. By most accounts this was the last 


funeral of a war that claimed at least 618,000 Americans, North and 


South. 


As Aston gazed at Sumter he was struck by the fact his ancestor 


Roger Atkinson Pryor, a fiery secessionist, had been given the chance 


to fire the first shot at the fort. It was an offer Pryor turned down.


For Aston, such musings are more than just wistful remembrances. 


For him, the Civil War has never ended. 


"My main feeling was sorrow that the America we had established on this continent had vanished and been replaced by an empire. 


The American republic hasn't existed since 1865," says Aston. "The big problem is that the South, as we know it, is an occupied 


country."


Aston's obsession with the Civil War runs much deeper than his fondness for his Confederate Grays. By his accounts he is a soldier 


of the Confederacy, one who is armed not with weapons, but with the belief that the South should rise again and take its place 


among the world's sovereign nations. 


Aston and his convictions are not easy to define. Some call him an eccentric, preoccupied by events that wrapped up 140 years ago 


and involved a region of the country far removed from Aston's home base of Colorado. Some call him an activist, fighting against 


imperialism and the corporatization of America. Some call him a free-thinking scholar, exposing mistruths and honoring his 


American Indian heritage. Some call him the leader of a hate group.
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Aston's heard all these labels-and many more. He sees it as all part of his burden as he marches along to the beat of a very different 


drummer. His forebear was given the chance to begin the Civil War; now Aston wants the chance to finish it.


Confederates in the closet 


You don't need a specific street address to find Aston's house in Louisville. As Aston will tell you, just steer your car into his tidy 


neighborhood of modern homes and look for the "flag of freedom"-the stars and bars of the Confederate battle flag out front.


If it's a nice day Aston will sit you down in a lawn chair in his backyard and offer you a cool 


glass of Southern sweat tea-none of that bastardized Northern stuff in which the sugar's 


added after the water's boiled. Aston's long brown hair will likely be covered by a wide-


brimmed hat with a rattlesnake band, an exact replica of that worn by Ronnie Van Zandt, the 


late Lynyrd Skynyrd singer. At some point Aston will probably say something like, "I don't 


really like Yankees," in which case if you're a Yankee, you'll likely instinctively glance at the 


sidearm holstered to his belt.


You might hazard a guess Aston's from the South-but you'd be wrong. He's from Southern 


California.


Aston calls himself a "prune picker," in reference to the fact his family moved from Oklahoma 


to the California salad basket for work after World War II. Growing up Aston says he read 


about 20 books a week. He went on to get his bachelor's degree in classics from the University of California at Irvine and then his 


master's in the same subject from Johns Hopkins University in Baltimore, Md.-all the while a single father.


After shuffling back and forth between Colorado and California working for tech companies, Aston moved to the Boulder area in 


2001 with his third wife, Nancy. He now runs his own business, outsourcing technical writing for corporations. The flexible job 


schedule provides him ample time for his artistic pursuits-developing his music career and traveling across the country, 


photographing stone angels he finds in cemeteries.


Several years ago Aston's world became a lot more complicated, however, when he began exploring his genealogy. As he had 


learned as a child, he was a member of the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, an American Indian nation whose homeland occupied 


what is now Mississippi and some sections of Alabama. Aston is related to Moshulatubbe, the Choctaw chief who fraternized with 


Thomas Jefferson and fought as a general under Andrew Jackson at the Battle of New Orleans in the War of 1812. 


What Aston hadn't known was that his ancestors were active members of the Confederate States of America. One of his forebears, 


McKee King, allied the Choctaw with the Confederacy, while another, Sampson Folsom, raised the First Choctaw Brigade, CSA. 


Since the other side of Aston's lineage hailed from old Virginia bluebloods-including fire-eater Pryor-Aston now estimates he's 


related to literally hundreds of Confederates.


"My family was astonishingly Southern, almost as if they had a phobia of the North," says Aston. "I must have several hundred 


Confederates in my closet."


For Aston, this was more than interesting trivia. It was a wake-up call.
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"I ended up with a lapful of Confederates," he says, "and I had to consider what this meant."


Un-reconstruction 


Colorado might not have been the best place for Aston to explore the intricacies of his Civil War heritage. Like the rest of the West in 


the 1860s, Colorado was largely removed from the hostilities back east, aside from the rare marauding band of Confederate 


wannabes and a few Indian massacres in the name of the Union. But with a little digging not too far from his house, Aston 


discovered a hornet's nest of Civil War battles-battles over the war's depiction in the history books. 


In works like The South was Right, by James Ronald Kennedy, Aston discovered a very different Civil War from the one he'd learned 


about in school, a war in which Abraham Lincoln reportedly imprisoned thousands of journalists, as well as the entire Maryland 


legislature, and used Fort Sumter as a pawn to embroil the South in hostilities. This was a war in which Grant allegedly kept his 


slaves after the Emancipation Proclamation because, as he reportedly said, "Good help is hard to find." 


This was also a war, says Aston, that was never a civil war.


"There was no Civil War. A civil war is a war between two factions in a country. The Civil War, as we'll call it, was a war between two 


countries," says Aston. 


The South had every right to secede, says Aston. According to him, the United States was never meant to be a nation as we see it 


today; it was meant to be a constitutional republic, the Constitution in effect a compact between the states. 


To support this idea, Aston points to the Tenth Amendment of the Bill of Rights: "Öthe powers not delegated to the United States by 


the Constitution nor prohibited by it to the States are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people." Since secession is not 


forbidden in the Constitution, then it must be a right reserved to the states.


Another major misconception about the war, says Aston, is that it was about slavery. Aston believes the war was fought because 


Southern leaders were frustrated by the industrial North's abuse of state rights and the imposition of unfair taxes. The common 


Southerners became involved when the North invaded their home, he says.


Some scholars agree that the Civil War is not as black and white as the textbooks would like us to believe, but also note Aston's 


interpretations are likewise naive. As Civil War scholar James McPherson writes in the Pulitzer Prize-winning Battle Cry of Freedom, 


"For many southerners, the war was not about slavery. But without slavery there would have been no Black Republicans to threaten 


the South's way of life, no special southern civilization to defend against Yankee invasion." 


To illustrate this point, McPherson refers to Virginia's secession vote in 1861. In the 35 Virginia counties where slaves accounted for 


only 2.5 percent of the population, voters opposed secession by a margin of three to one. The rest of Virginia, where slaves 


accounted for 36 percent of the population, voters supported secession by 10 to one.


According to some historians, Aston's Choctaw ancestors also weren't fighting for lofty political ideals.


"The could have cared less about states' rights. They were just angry at the U.S. government," says Gwen Walker, site manager of 


the Confederate Memorial Museum of Oklahoma. According to Walker, the Choctaw nation were insulted when the Union withdrew U.
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S. troops protecting the Choctaw for the war, thereby violating their treaty with the Choctaw. So when the Confederacy asked the 


Choctaw nation to join them, they were only too happy to oblige.


But to Aston, these arguments were just more examples of how the winners always get to write the history books. In 2001 Aston 


decided the best way to defend his new view of the past was to join the Colorado chapter of the Sons of Confederate Veterans 


(SCV), a 100-plus-year-old organization devoted to preserving the memory of the men who fought in gray. 


Aston became the Commander of SCV Camp 1492 in Loveland, the oldest SCV camp in the state. But soon Aston tired of laying flags 


on Confederate graves, rallying in support of the Confederate banner and participating in living history events. He calls these people 


"Grannies," those who just "meet, greet, eat and leave." Sure, Aston has his hardcore $500 Confederate uniform, but he does not 


just want to play soldier. He sees himself as part of what he calls the "Fire-eater" camp: He doesn't just want to honor or re-enact 


the Civil War; he wants to live it.


An American without a country 


Move over Gettysburg, Antietam, Chickamauga and Fredericksburg, there's a new Civil War battlefield: The United States Post 


Office. 


"This will sound a bit eccentric," says Aston, "but zip codes are highly offensive. It is a reminder that we are under an empire, not 


under the sovereign state of Colorado."


In response Aston has come up with a new way to address letters: "Boulder, CO, Yankee Occupation Code 80302."


Aston has brought the Civil War down to a personal level. As long as the federal government continues to oppress the South's free 


will, he doesn't want to be a part of it.


"There are at least two forms of secession. One is political, the other is personal. The clothing I wear, the beliefs I hold, they all 


relate to the fact that I have personally seceded from the United States of America," he says. "I may live under the imperial empire, 


but I am not an imperial subject."


Aston's zip code nullification is just the beginning of his battle campaign. He calls George Bush and his advisors a bunch of 


"Caligulas" who are greedily expanding the American empire through the Iraq war and other foreign policies. He's helping to spread 


word of the Confederacy overseas by contributing articles to the website for Confederate States Allied Europe. He's quick to compare 


Lincoln to figures like Hitler, Mao and other people who killed thousands of people for money and power.


Even the written word isn't safe from Aston's fire-eating tendencies. Accusing New Englander Daniel Webster of bastardizing the 


English language, Aston uses "Southern orthography," peppering his prose with British spellings like organisation, colour, arent and 


so on. And of course, he spells the United States with a lowercase u. 


Some might lump Aston with right-wing militias, but that's the furthest thing from the truth, says this born-again Southerner. Aston 


says secession is the antithesis of violent revolution. And he says he is a true-blooded American-an American without a country.


"I believe in the original America. I believe in the original America with all my heart and soul," he says. "But I am against the 


American empire. I will do everything in my power to oppose it."
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Aston found that he was not alone; his beliefs fit perfectly into those of the League of the South (LOS).


The LOS was formed in Tuscaloosa, Ala., in June 1994 to push for the independence and self-government of the Southern people. 


The group's stated agenda is "To advance the cultural, social, economic, and political well-being and independence of the Southern 


people by all honourable means." Today the organization boasts at least 9,000 members, with 96 chapters in 20 states. Some call 


the LOS a neo-Confederate group; others, like Aston, find this term derogatory.


In 2002, Aston founded the Colorado chapter of LOS. The group attracted the interest of people like Mark Slater. Slater, like Aston, 


is not an original Southerner; he was born in Colorado, the descendant of a conductor on the Underground Railroad. But like Aston, 


Slater feels right at home with the sensibilities of the South. 


He grew up a mainstream conservative, but the movement left him cold. All around him, in Colorado and beyond, Slater says he 


saw a society devoid of culture, human bonds, loyalty and connection to the land. He had no idea how to change this, until Aston 


showed him the power of the Southern movement.


"The South was society more on a human scale. People grew up with one another. People cared about their land. They cared about 


their homes," says Slater. "How did we get multinational corporations that don't give a whit about what is going on around them or 


the people? You can trace that to the war between the states."


Aston, Slater and other members of LOS say they aren't naive-they know secession isn't going to happen tomorrow. But they see 


foreshadows of the coming division. After all, what are the anti-PATRIOT Act resolutions passed by Boulder and hundreds of other 


communities if not acts of nullification?


"The history of all empires is eventually to fall apart," says Aston. 


The groundwork is already laid out. The LOS is soon to release The Grey Book: Blueprint for the Southern Independence, outlining 


how a new free South will handle issues like the economic slump, social security, armed services, tax burdens, public education, 


and, of course, firearm ownership. (It will be protected from "anti-gun zealots.")


It's only a matter of time, says Aston, until the South can return to the original idea of America, that of a constitutional republic-and 


enjoy a Gross National Product that would place it in the top five richest nations in the world.


Civil war over the Civil War 


You might think a Colorado LOS meeting is akin to a war council. It's actually more like a backyard barbecue.


The handful of Colorado LOS members convene in Aston's backyard, arriving in cars sporting bumper stickers like "American by 


birth, Southern by the grace of God," and "Proud to be a rebel lady." Slater, wearing a Mossimo baseball hat and smoking a cigar, 


sits in a lawn chair and rails against urban sprawl and tells stories about his cat. Sitting nearby Terry Wabnitz, sporting a bushy 


mustache and a wide-brimmed hat accentuated by a feathery plume, complements his wife, Carla Pyle, who was born in Nebraska 


but now wholeheartedly supports the South: "I dearly love my copperhead. There's no one else like her!" Aston, caring for the 


catfish on the grill, jokingly bemoans the fact his wife, Nancy, a Pennsylvanian, hasn't yet completely renounced her Yankee ties. 
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This rag-tag group are already veterans of a civil war-a civil war within the Southern 


movement in Colorado. 


According to Aston, by the summer of 2003 the Colorado SCV was in shambles. Divisions 


in the organization, he says, led to racism, bigotry, threats of violence and power grabbing.


"They attacked me because I was Indian. I was attacked for my long hair. They attacked 


me because I was a vegetarian," says Aston, who was still an SCV camp commander at the 


time.


Soon things became even more ugly, as Mac and his compatriots were compared to the 


"Lincoln Administration" and criticized for their non-Southern birthplaces. Eventually Aston 


and the two other camp commanders, calling themselves "the Band of Brothers," resigned 


from the SCV. Aston now believes he and the Colorado LOS are the true state champions 


of the Southern cause.


"The League of the South looks to the future, while the Sons of Confederate Veterans looks to the past," he says.


Aston's tales of racism, discord and corruption within the Colorado SCV might not be that far-fetched; some people say a similar 


threat is facing SCV all over the country, a radicalization of the 31,000-member, $5-million organization. 


"There is a takeover of the SCV from the head down," says North Carolina SCV member Walter Hilderman. "This is all a huge bag of 


worms that the SCV has got us involved in." 


Hilderman formed the organization Save the Sons of Confederate Veterans in response to what he saw as an attempted extremist 


takeover of the SCV, involving neo-Nazi ties and backroom consolidation of power. SCV honchos counter that Hilderman and his 


bunch are really the extremists.


What's at stake, says Hilderman, is the future of the entire Southern movement.


"If the image of the SCV goes down the drain, so does the image of the Confederate soldier," he says.


It appears that Aston and his small band of compatriots are right in the middle of a convulsion of the entire Southern movement, a 


civil war over the Civil War, where both sides are slinging accusations of racism and extremism at the other. So which side does the 


Colorado LOS represent-that of the moderates, or that of the extremists?


Heritage or hate? 


Once the catfish and potato salad are disposed of at the Colorado LOS meeting, Aston announces it's time for business. As the 


granite angels in Aston's photographs along the walls look on, the Colorado LOS convenes in his living room for a formal meeting. 


Most of the ensuing discussion focuses on race and religion; the issue is especially pertinent because Aston is concerned about a 


fringe element of the LOS that is arguing the free South should be a Christian Theocracy.


"It is imperative for us in the West to come down solidly on the side of tolerance and freedom for all people," says Aston. "We don't 
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want to be aligned with anything that smacks of racism at allÖ The problem is appearances."


Aston is right to be concerned about appearances. The Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), an Alabama-based group that monitors 


civil rights and the radical right classifies the LOS as a hate group and allegedly the FBI has done the same.


"It's almost entirely a racial issue for us," says Heidi Beirich, a senior writer for SPLC's magazine The Intelligence Report. "The 


League of the South, when it was first formed in 1994, was a highly conservative secessionist organization. It was essentially 


theocratic. Between 1994 and the late '90s, it took a harder and harder line on racial issues. If we didn't list them as a hate group, 


we would be making a mockery of the importance of fighting these organizations."


But Aston and other LOS members contend that the SPLC and its president Morris Dees can't be trusted. 


"Morris Dees is the person who has this front group that claims to be in favor of civil rights," says Aston. "What he really is is a 


shake-down artist making millions and millions of dollars by tearing down Southern heritage."


Aston and others point to a Harper's Magazine story that reported the SPLC took in more than $44 million in fundraising in 1999 but 


spent only $13 million on civil-rights programs. 


But some might say you don't need to listen to the SPLC to determine that the LOS is a white supremacy group; the ideals of the 


LOS speak for themselves. The LOS supports the idea of an Anglo-Celtic Southern heritage, or in other words that a free South must 


uphold the legacy of the largely English and Scots-Irish settlers who colonized the region.


In an LOS position paper on race, President J. Michael Hill explains this idea in detail. Hill writes, "Each time the League leadership 


addresses itself to the issue of race, the policy we advance must be free of hatred and malice." But Hill then notes, "This does not 


mean, however, that we must subscribe to the flawed Jacobin notion of egalitarianism, nor does it mean that white Southerners 


should give control over the civilisation and its institutions to another race, whether it be native blacks or Hispanic immigrantsÖ 


Today's white Christian Southerners are the blood descendents of the men and women who settled this country and gave us the 


blessings of freedom and prosperity."


There are other aspects of LOS ideology that might be cause for pause. The organization advocates for the right of free association, 


meaning that people should be able to associate with others of the same culture without bureaucratic interference. For example, 


Aston says he opposes Brown v. The Board of Education, but not because he supports segregation; it's because the federal 


government illegally imposed desegregation on the states, as opposed to letting the states work it out for themselves.


But simply labeling the LOS a bunch of white supremacists ignores one problem: MacDonald King Aston. If the LOS was simply a 


white supremacist group advocating the subjugation of minorities, then why would a well-educated descendent of American Indians 


be running a local chapter of the organization?


"I didn't grow up and go to school to become a white supremacist moron," says Aston. "If I belong to a hate group, I better start 


hating myself. Should I burn a cross on my own lawn?"


Battle cry 


Aston doesn't see any incongruity in running a free South movement in the West. "Who else could possibly better understand the 
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plight of the South than the peculiarly individualistic, free-thinking Westerner?" he writes on the Colorado League of the South 


website.


But Aston does know the risk of publicizing his organization in an alternative newspaper in ultra-liberal Boulder. Almost everything 


about Aston and the LOS flies in the face of political correctness. He argues the Civil War had nothing to do with slavery, 


disregarding the fact that the event changed the lives of hundreds of thousands of oppressed Americans and all of their 


descendants. He says the battle flag of the Army of Northern Virginia is one of the most beautiful works of art he's ever seen, but 


when he proudly flies the banner in front of his house he seems to ignore the fact that his neighbors might associate it with white 


supremacy, hate and violence. He believes the South should respect the white Christian heritage of its founders, but says little about 


the defense of Choctaw culture, a society that occupied the Southland for thousands of years before the first Europeans and is today 


in much greater threat of extinction.


But this is all part of a long, messy battle Aston is ready to face. Sitting in his back yard, savoring a glass of Southern sweet tea, he 


says he's not going to make apologies for his beliefs.


"Disclaiming too much is just arrogant," he says with a smile.


And maybe that's the real attraction of the Southern movement for Aston and others like him: a nullification of all the pretension, a 


secession from political correctness. Aston discovered his family tree was brimming with Rebs, but instead of feeling guilty about it, 


he embraced a historical theory that made this upbringing not just understandable but commendable. He found himself stranded in 


the sterile world of suburbia, so he escaped into a world of epic battles and Homeric myths, where even mailing a letter can be the 


modern-day equivalent of the rebel yell. 


Aston's grand adventure won't be ending anytime soon. To spread the word and shatter misconceptions about the Southern 


movement, the Colorado LOS will be organizing community service projects and hosting symposiums on the Civil War. Aston's also 


working on a book, to be called The Book of the Lie. Covering topics as diverse as antebellum history and the Theory of Relativity, 


Aston says the guide will help young people "get over their brainwashing."


If all goes as planned, says Aston, in 50 years the revolution will run its course. 


"We are looking at our great-grandchildren, hoping that they can grow up in a free South or a reclaimed America," he says.


Along the way, there might even be a big move for Aston—he's been dabbling in real estate in the cotton belt. Someday the 


Confederate flag might come down for good in this Louisville suburb.


 


 


This article copyright 2004 by The Boulder Weekly 
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Letters the week of 6/24/04 


Southern men respond


(Re: "Southern man," cover story, June 10.) Your article states: "Someday the 
Confederate flag might come down for good in this Louisville suburb."


Yes, and someday it might go up all over that street, all over that suburb, and all 
over America and the Republic of our forefathers restored! I hope the day is 
soon.


David A. Gass/Atlanta, Ga.


Great article about America’s very, very messy history. I commend you for 
letting all the dramatis personae speak for themselves. That’s very rare in 
journalism these days. A good read!


Michael Arrowood/Hendersonville, N.C.


I just read your article about MacDonald Aston with some interest. I have to say 
that I also agree with many of his views. I was born in Rhode Island and grew 
up in Massachusetts and have no Confederate ancestors that I am aware of, but 
those things Mr. Aston is in favor of are things I am in favor of.


Few people realize, thanks to what passes for education in our government 
schools, that the America the Founding Fathers gave us really died in 1865. It 
was replaced by the bureaucratic monstrosity we now suffer under. The War 
Between the States was, in effect, our French Revolution, and we have never 
recovered from the effects of it any more than France recovered from the effects 
of her revolution. 


There was nothing in the Constitution forbidding secession–as Mr. Aston said, 
that is what the 10th Amendment was all about, an amendment virtually ignored 
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today because of its implications. I think that if we want to truly educate our 
children and grandchildren as to what our history was really all about we need 
to take them and secede from the government school system and begin to teach 
them at home.


Al Benson Jr./Sterlington, La.


I enjoyed the article by Joel Warner, "Southern Man," on MacDonald King-
Aston and the Colorado League of the South. Being fortunate enough to call Mr. 
Aston a friend and having spent time with him and his lovely wife, Nancy, this 
spring while they vacationed in Florida, I agree with many of the points and 
quotes that Joel Warner attributed to MacDonald. 


I do however take exception with the inclusion of hateful accusations from the 
likes of the Southern Poverty Law Center and its founder Morris Dees. This is a 
discredited organisation (sic) and makes its business at picking at wounds and 
stirring up hatred among people, and having the SPLC counter statements and 
positions of Mr. Aston in this write-up is a bit unfair. If you want to do an 
article on the SPLC, then go ahead and do it. But Mr. Aston has a right to his 
opinions, too, and many people in this country and many Christian Americans 
would agree with his positions, and they should be stated clearly and without 
constant rebuttal from a far-left-liberal establishment.


What appears to be a problem in this country is that those in power are scared of 
what Mr. Aston has to say, as he possibly could have the backing of common 
and God-fearing Americans. In the future, could we just have an article on 
someone without all the leftist hatred included at extra no charge? Please, we 
don’t need this, and Mr. Aston does not need to be placed in the position of 
throwing pearls to swine. He only needs to be heard like anyone else.


Robert Lloyd/Ft Myers, Fla.


I basically liked the article and felt you were fair. I am sick of all this PC crap 
these days. White Southerners can feel just as good about themselves as any 
group without being subjected to PC ridicule and criticism. The SPLC are a 
bunch of self-appointed, rich, PC thought-police.


Edward Dyer/via Internet
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The Secession Tool by MacDonald King Aston
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The Secession Tool


(Originally published on DixieInternet.com, 3 July 2004) 


Two new articles were recently published on the Colorado League of the South website 


(www.coloradolos.net). Both articles offered the message that secession is not now the 


right course for the South. Upon reflection, it occured to me that I might want to write 


up the other side of the issue. Although I am proud to publish views that dissent from 


the League's positions (or else what is freedom for?), nevertheless, I would like to 


respond to these two articles.


"Secession is not a goal, but 
the means to achieve the 
goal of protection of liberty."


First, I turn to my good friend, Mark Slater's, article, 


First Things First. Mark argues against seccesion for 


the South because:


A. The empire has all the guns.


Not that important in my view. The crumbling of the Soviet empire proves that ideas 


can be more potent than weapons.


B. The new Southern country would turn out just like its predecessor.


Perhaps, but we can at least try. That's what our Founding Fathers did faced with the 


British Empire.


C. The new Southern country would hurt conservative states like Idaho and Montana 


by its departure, leaving those states then to deal with the "liberal-left regions" around 


them.


This point may be true, but I do not see it affects a freedom movement a long way 


from Idaho or Montana. In addition, a Southern nation would naturally form ties, both 


econonomic and politcal with like-minded peoples. From my point of view, Montana and 


Idaho would be much better off with a free South, for then both states would have 


their own opportunity to reflect upon their own position within the empire.
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Mr. Slater concludes that "First, we have to clean up our own house."


"We must pull our young ones out of the government schools, and 


encourage others to do the same. We must educate our children, our 


family, and our friends about our forefathers, our traditions, our etiquette, 


our manners, and our heroes...Next, we must insist on leaders who will 


respect the Constitution, specifically the 10th Amendment."


Mr. Temmerman's article, approaching the issue from a European perspective, asks 


"But is the future truly so black for Dixie?", pointing out that:


"Across the South men and women are standing up for their constitutional 


rights. They take pride in their ancestors' symbols, care not about political 


correctness, and are willing to sacrifice almost all of their free time and 


lots of money to the Cause. Projects to defend and fly the Confederate 


and State Flags are rising across the South and are widely supported, in 


and out of Dixie. I'm thinking of Project Wave in Georgia and Mr. Lacy's 


project in Missouri. Slowly but certainly we can reeducate Dixie's people 


and show them the truth, however difficult."


Mr. Temmerman argues, and not without merit, that "America is not lost: take it back." 


Further, "As a part of the United States the South can at least continue the fight with 


more effectiveness."


Both articles adopt the position that the people of the South should fight within the 


system. After all, as Mr. Temmerman puts it, "When Dixie secedes, it has truly become 


a stronghold and will be most certainly outnumbered and surrounded by enemies. Do 


you think that that independence would last long?" This perspective is similar to Mr. 


Slater's point that the empire has all the guns.


The situtation, as it stands today, is eerily similar to the position in which the American 


colonists found themselves in the mid- to latter-part of the 18th century. In fact, both 


articles could be used to argue against secession from the British empire. The British, 


of course, held overwhelming superiorty against the Colonists, and indeed there was no 


guarantee that the new "America" would not simply perpetuate the ills of the British 


system. And what hope was there that the newly founded nation would not be 


surrounded by enemies itself? Granted, the two attempts at secession, one from the 


British empire and today's movement to secede from the American empire, are located 


within different historical contexts. Nevertheless, both articles are representative of the 


"fight within the system" argument.


The League of the South's position paper, "The League of the South Position", states:
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Since the War for Southern Independence, the Republican system of 


government established by the Founders has been steadily eroded. The 


principles of true federalism and State's rights are no longer operative. 


The key phrase here is "no longer operative.


The chief problem with the "fight within the sytem" argument, as I see it, is that the 


system no longer permits such a fight. There is no American Republic within which to 


fight. Given that fact, the League's position is positive about self-rule in the South:


If the South were its own nation, its GNP would rank it in the top five 


nations of the world. Its laws would better reflect the natural 


conservatism and Christian roots of the Southern people. We could enjoy 


low taxes, sound money, secure private property rights, and a free-


market economy. We could follow a foreign policy of armed neutrality, 


leave the UN, and oppose the New World Order. We could once again 


reward merit and abolish the Welfare State and Affirmative Action. We 


could severely limit immigration. We could get government out of our 


children's education. We could remove ourselves from the current judicial 


tyranny. In short, we could seize control of our destiny as a distinct 


people.


It is this emphasis upon "kith and kin", as Dr. Michael Hill puts it, that stakes out the 


League's central argument for secession. The people of the Southland are, again in 


fact, a distinct people with a distinct culture. That culture, or what remains of it, is 


currently under vicious attack from the empire on the Potomac.


How then, do the people of Dixie answer this attack? The League's position is clear:


We see no way of reforming the corruption within the present system; 


therefore, the League of the South shall seek to spread acceptance of the 


idea of secession among the people of the South.


This last point is the defining difference between the League of the South's position on 


secession and the "work within the system" position. From the League's point of view, 


and from mine, there is no such thing as working within the system. The system, if 


indeed it be one, is hopelessly corrupt, irrevocably beyond repair, and in the control of 


enemies of the American Constitutional Republic. Further, working within the system 


has already been tried, and the results have been disastrous. In the current empire, for 


example, abortion on demand is considered a "choice"; this despite the fact that 


murder, which is also a "choice", is not permitted, nor is theft, yet another "choice". In 


addition, as recent events in Alabama have borne out, the very government sworn to 


uphold the Constitution of the united States is committed in a big way to destroying 


the Constitution bit by bit, piece by piece. The assault upon the Second Amendment 
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hardly needs detailing here. The assault upon Christianity, the very basis of our laws 


and morality, is well underway, and the shredding of the Ninth and Tenth 


Amemdments has already been accomplished long ago. (There is also the blatant 


disregard for the Fourth Amendment by the Bush administration and its so-called 


"Patriot Act".) It is worth noting also the sheer brazen illegality of the so-called 


Fourteenth Amendment. If a government can "pass" such an amendment in strict 


violation of the Constitution itself, the same government can "pass" any other "law" it 


wishes. And this point is already proven in the case of the Bush administration's use of 


"enemy combatant" status to deny American citisens their Constitutional right to a trial 


by jury of their peers.


Secession should never be taken lightly. The League of the South certainly does not 


take secession lightly. But the League rightfully, in my opinion, holds that "No nation, 


notwithstanding its form of government, can be said to be free if it does not recognise 


the right of the people to consent to the form of government they live under."


The key question then is "Do the people of the united States of America have a 


government that recognises the primacy of the principle of 'the consent of the 


governed'"? The answer must surely be "No". And if the answer be in the negative, as I 


believe it is, then the same people are consenting to live under a government hostile to 


their interests and liberties. In short, they are not free.


A free South (or free states in the South) would return the consent of the governed to 


the governed. For this reason alone should all patriotic Southerners take secession 


seriously. At least as seriously as, say, the secessionist movement in Quebec, Canada. 


It is instructive to read the League of the South's paper on Quebec's move for self-rule, 


where the conclusions are readily applicable to the South and her people:


Secession is both a shield (something to protect rights under attach) and a sword (a 


means for the final victory over those who will not recognise the rights of a sovereign 


community). Secession is not a goal, but the means to achieve the goal of protection of 


liberty.


This last point is at the heart of the debate between advocates of "working within the 


system" and the position of the League of the South. The goal of the League of the 


South is not secession per se, but the results of secession. Oversight of that fact has 


led to many egregious errors in fact both within the League and among its detractors. 


No one wakes up one morning and decides to fight for secession itself. Rather, one 


wakes up and decides to fight for freedom. Secession is merely a tool to achieve that 


freedom.


The people of Quebec have exercised a right that the people of the South have been 


denied, i.e., the right to consent to the form of government they live under. The Union 
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of Canada is held together by the good will and pleasure of the people, whereas, the 


Federal Union of the United States is held together by bloody bayonets.


Like the people of Quebec, whose bid for freedom inches closer to reality, it is my 


fervent hope that the people of Dixie will realise, sooner than later, that supporting an 


empire whose only claim to legitimacy is the violence necessary to impose its will upon 


its subjects is not the hallmark of free men and women.
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The Sumter Factor


(Originally published on Dixie Internet, 27 July 2004.) 


As many know, the South was brilliantly suckered into firing on Fort Sumter on that fateful April day in 1861. When Lincoln wrote his 


memo of 29 March 1861, ordering that "an expedition, to move by sea, be got ready to sail as early as the 6th of April next", both 


he and his cabinet knew that war was to be the result.


“The Sumter Factor simply refers to the 
likelihood that the yankee empire on the 
Potomac will, when faced with enough 
resistance by Southerners, throw another 
sucker punch at the South to justify its 
seemingly endless taste for violence and, 
of course, to attain a propaganda victory 
with which to denigrate the Southern 
movement."


As Webb Garrison put it in The Lincoln No One Knows:


"There was no longer a question of whether war would erupt in Charleston 


Harbor, but only a matter of when the first shots would be fired and who would 


be blamed for igniting the tinderbox."


As events unfolded, the South received the blame, and Lincoln got his 75,000 men "to 


cause the laws to be duly executed". The most famous and notorious war in the history 


of the world was about to begin.


Lincoln's sucker punch worked. The South fired on Fort Sumter (or "Fort Sumpter", as 


Lincoln called it). By doing so, the South put itself in the position of the aggressor, and ultimately distanced itself from the support 


of Europe, as well as inflaming the many yankees who, until Sumter, had no stomach for a war between the States.


How does that little history lesson apply to the Southern Movement today? I wish to call attention to what I call the Sumter Factor.


The Sumter Factor simply refers to the likelihood that the yankee empire on the Potomac will, when faced with enough resistance by 


Southerners, throw another sucker punch at the South to justify its seemingly endless taste for violence and, of course, to attain a 


propaganda victory with which to denigrate the Southern movement.


In March of 2005, the first Southern National Congress meets in Montgomery, Alabama (the first capitol of the Confederate States of 


America). At the close of those deliberations, Southerners will once more have a collective voice to speak for them, much the way 


that the Iraqi National Congress spoke for Iraqis during Saddam Hussein's dictatorship. Because of the historical significance of the 


Southern National Congress, which, after all, is not just another "neo-Confederate" editorial but a real political statement by 


Southerners, we must now prepare for the possibility that the empire will use the Sumter Factor in its opposition.


This Sumter Factor will, most likely, take the form of a "violent and splashy event that will, in one fell swoop, silence the Southern 


movement." Perhaps a Waco-style imperial posse descending upon the South. Perhaps another Kent State-style series of murders. 


Perhaps a simple media distortion (we know exactly how proficient the media are at that task). There are many possibilities.
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Because these possibilities have historical antecedents to give them substance, I call upon those in the Southern Movement to take 


the time to anticipate the Sumter Factor. We should be smarter this time. No Southern dueling mentality this time. No, this time we 


use our noggins for something besides a hatrack.


The first step is to anticipate the attack, whether it be a feint or an all-out assault. The next step is to outwit the attackers. The 


tactics to do so are legion; too many to list here. And perhaps it is not wise to list them anyway. After all, one of the tactics is 


surprise. One might conclude, however, that simply naming the concept and then using that name (the Sumter Factor is the name I 


use) will go a long way to refuting any possible attack, either physical or propagandistic.


We do not know whether our modern Sumter will take the form of outright violence or the more standard yankee technique of 


forced compliance ("Do what we tell you to do or else"). But that fact means we should prepare all the more.


Perhaps the new Sumter will be some addle-brained Southerner (perhaps recruited by the FBI or one of the other acronymically 


challenged imperial agencies) who will play right into the hands of the empire by stupidly committing some atrocious act of violence.


Perhaps the new Sumter will take the form of infiltration by imperial secret police, who will then ensure that Something Very Stupid 


takes place within the Southern Movement.


Who knows? All we know for sure is that the Sumter Factor is a good bet to play itself out again.


This time there is no excuse. We should be ready. If nothing else, we should at least be on record as awaiting just such a 


predictable yankee move.


May God bless the South and her people.
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The Hind Tit: Of Bread and Faith


30 January 2004


(Originally published on Dixieinternet.com.)


"Since 1865 an agrarian Union has been changed into an industrial empire bent on conquest of the earth's goods and ports to sell 
them in. This means warfare, a struggle over markets, leading, in the end, to actual military conflict between nations." 


(The Hind Tit, Andrew Nelson Lytle, in I'll Take My Stand: The South and the Agrarian Tradition.) 


Mr. Terry Compton's recent article, Bread, Faith and the Relevance of the Southern Movement, has garnered support for its basic 


theses, and rightly so. For in his article, he lays his finger on some practical ways by which Southerners can take back their 


culture, if not their land. It is, I believe, an important essay, one that all thoughtful members of the Southern movement should 


read. Mr. Compton's essay provides a starting point, for one, opening up discussion on how the Southern movement should 


proceed from this point. But also, it points the way to more in-depth issues which, perhaps are not directly related to practicality, 


but important in their own right. It is these issues I wish to talk about here.


Mr. Compton points out that there are two factors to consider regarding the future of the Southern movement: Are we right? and 


Are we relevant? To the first he gives an affirmative nod; to the second, a negative. As is ofttimes the case, the negative side of a 


debate proves a fecund ground in which to plant the seeds of real progress. For to answer the question "Why are we not 


relevant"? is to ask at the same time "What can we do about it?"


The essay asserts that the Southern movement, to be relevant, must offer alternative solutions to the problems facing the 


modern South. Beyond that, Mr. Compton offers his own alternative solutions, namely three: a reaffirmation of the religious 


foundations upon which the South was built, a move to seize control of the education of our young, and an economic model that 


can practically supplant the current economics of the empire in Washington, D.C. Each of these points deserves its own detailed 


examination, but for now I would simply like to offer some thoughts that were occasioned by Mr. Compton's essay.


First, we must rid ourselves of a common illusion, one that so often blinds us in our attempts to build the future. That illusion, 


built upon a faulty metaphor, is called Progress. Or, more pointedly, Progress At All Costs. It is common to hear folks say "We 


cant turn back the hands of time" or, as the Southern writer, Thomas Wolfe said, "You cant go home again." As a literary phrase, 


Wolfe's remark is beyond equal (as is his novel titled the same). But the fact is, we can go home again. And we must.


Not only go home again, but once there we must rebuild the old red barn from the ground up. As may be evident from the 


quotation above by Lytle, I take my cue from "The Agrarians", those Southern writers whose book of essays was published in 


1930. The central thesis put forth in I'll Take My Stand is simple: Man versus Machine. The Industrial versus the Agrarian. The 
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Economy of Money versus the Economy of Wealth. As Lytle put it, the old agrarian economy of the South has been forced by the 


mercantilist economy (and culture) of the North "to take the little hind tit for nourishment" instead of the side tit, and "all because 


the suck of the others is so unreservedly gluttonous."


Recently I have been attacked for believing in a fabled dream of a golden antebellum South, and I admit it freely. But it is not a 


return to that antebellum South that will save us; rather, it is a return to the values and the culture that embodied those values 


that will save us and, more importantly, our children.


What Mr. Compton's essay made me realise was that the Agrarians were right. We must "Throw out the radio and take down the 


fiddle from the wall." But remember my warning about Progress. Progress is, like every other concept known to man, a metaphor, 


and poor metaphors can be exchanged for better ones. As an unabashed optimist, I hold that the people of the South can take 


their future into their own hands, should, and will. Mr. Compton's idea of returning (another metaphor!) to the Master - 


Apprentice economic relation is just one of the ways in which this future can come to pass. There are more.


Before we can reasonably advance into that future, however, there is the matter of rebuilding the barn. As Mr. Compton notes, 


speaking of the destructive effects of Yankee mercantilist culture, the Southern movement, to survive, must reach out to the 


average man: "...we MUST be able to articulate to the people of the South this state of affairs, our stand against it, and then be 


able to demonstrate that the solutions we proffer will actually make things better."


What are the obstacles that stand in the way of reaching out to the average man? Chief among them is education. Not the 


education passed off in today's schools and universities, but an education steeped in the values (including religious values) of the 


community for which it serves. I notice, for example, that when attempting to offer a vision for our future, at every turn we are 


shackled by the chains of the very mercantilist ideology that we must needs overthrow to arrive at that future. Thus, we are 


taught that Progress is everything; even sacred. Of course, it is neither.


Put simply, we are oppressed by an ideology that has already partially destroyed our Southern culture and that threatens to 


eradicate it altogether. Fair enough, but how must we combat that ideology? After all, we can hardly present a resonant message 


to the mythical average man unless we have our own ideas in order. It is high time that we undertake that task. It is not an 


impossible task. In fact, as Mr. Compton's essay asserts, it is a practical task. Throwing off a false veil of ideology is as easy as 


opening one's eyes, and all activist movements must face this task head on. The Master - Apprentice relation, for example, is 


none other than a throwing off of a false ideology: the ideology of Inevitable Progress. Progress is merely a metaphor and, hence, 


does not partake of the kind of reality we would normally give to, say, an apple or a chair. It may shock some, but the concept of 


"progress" is simply a concept. There is no corresponding substance to the term, despite the elaborations on the metaphor 


( progress "marches", we are told).


Yet once we have divested ourselves of this false ideology, we must have a better one with which to replace it. Mr. Compton's 


essay presents a starting point, but, as I said above, there are in-depth issues to address as well as practical ones:


First, we must understand the opposing ideology, its theoretical foundation and its concomitant results. We must, therefore, 


scrutinise its metaphors and its metaphysics, and expose them to the light of day.


Second, we must offer up a new and healthier ideology (for we must have an ideology whether we will or no). Therefore we must 


examine our own metaphors and metaphysics, and let the light of day shine upon them.
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Third, we must give a name to our new way of thinking and being. Our new ideology must be able to be grasped by everybody, 


including the average man.


Empire is anathema to the Southern culture, but all empires crumble. It is the nature of empires to dissolve under the weight of 


their inherent ideological contradictions (for ideology is, at bottom, a controlling mechanism, and people, equally at bottom, will 


not be controlled by a poisonous ideology). Just as the Roman Empire fell (largely because of its oppressive centralised structure), 


and just as the British Empire fell (largely because of its oppressive monarchical structure), so too will the American Empire fall 


(largely because of its oppressive federalist structure). The future of the South lies in the hands of those who will offer a better 


way of life to everyone in it, and, more important, show the way there. I applaud Mr. Compton for showing us the beginnings to 


the way back home. For we can and will go home again. But this time around, the hind tit will not suffice for us.


Our Creator endowed us with will (which is, by definition, free), and we must will that our people have both the bread and the 


faith they need to live upon the land as free men and women under a Southern sun.  


 


The Hind Tit, Part II: Words as Weapons


12 February 2004


In my last article, The Hind Tit: Of Bread and Faith, building upon Terry Compton's article (Bread, Faith and the Relevance of the 


Southern Movement), I argued that, for the success of any movement, including the Southern movement, the adherents of a 


movement must be able to discern and throw off the ideology of their opponents. Otherwise, they are bound to flail about in an 


ideological void, manipulated by, essentially, propaganda. But, assuming that one does get past the obvious propaganda of one's 


opponent, what then? One does not supplant propaganda by more propaganda (for presumably, one is trying to supplant 


propaganda with truth).


I laid out three points to consider when dealing with propaganda (a false ideology): First, we must understand the opposing 


ideology. (Know thy enemy.) Second, we must offer up a new and healthier ideology. (Let sanity return.) Third, we must give a 


name to our new way of thinking and being. (Let us be understood by all.)


In this article, which covers the first point, and the next two articles, I intend to focus on each of these three points so that the 


people of the Southland, and supporters of both the South and the original American Republic, might have a practical way to fight 


back against the tidal wave of imperial propaganda oozing, like a cottonmouth on a slimy stump, over the land. Words have power


Contrary to popular thought, words have power. The reason they do is because underlying every word is an idea, and ideas wield 


immense power. It was once remarked that before Thomas Paine published his famous work, Common Sense, in January of 1776, 


there were no "Americans", but immediately following the publication, there were. Behind Paine's words were ideas with power 


(the dissolution of the colonies from the British Empire). In the united States today, the power of words, and the ideas behind 


them, seems to elude the many, while the few wield that power to their advantage. For the Southern movement, this state of 


things has both pros and cons.


Taking the cons first, we may say that the words and ideas (which form an ideology) emanating from the media, from the 


powerful centralised government in DC, and from hither and yon in general, are set against us. Most readers will recognise this 
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point as self-evident from the facts (for example, the Confederate Battle Flag is a "divisive symbol", Southerners are all "gap-


toothed", pickup-driving, tobacco-chomping rednecks, and so forth).


Yet there is always a weakness in any ideology. And therein lies the positive side of the issue. For just as our opponents use their 


words and ideas to enslave us to their ideology (for the purpose of controlling us), so too can we use words and ideas to loosen 


our shackles and even fight back with authority.


First, one must admit an obvious truth: "The person of inferior or inadequate knowledge will always be at a disadvantage in 


dealings with other people." [1] Thus the importance of educating our young, and especially educating them outside, completely 


outside, the grasp of the public schools which serve the American Empire chiefly as a means of controlling its subjects. Assuming 


an educated people, though, how do we then use our own words and ideas, our own ideology, in short, to fight back against the 


propaganda of empire? Understanding the opposing ideology


It is of little use to fight against an opponent whose thought, whose being, you do not really comprehend. As is well known in 


Classical Rhetoric (ARS RHETORICA), you can not prove a lie unless you know the truth. But how do you get at the truth, given 


the enormity of the Lie?


The answer is both simple, yet difficult. Simple, in that getting at the truth of anything merely requires knowledge. Difficult in that 


you must have that knowledge in the first place.


This article uses, for an example, the argument that the current government in the united States of America is an empire. The 


classic leftist/secular approach to this concept is the book by Jim Garrison, America as Empire. Touted as "a member of Howard 


Dean's inner circle" [2], Garrison argues that Americans need to wake up and accept the fact that they are now the proud 


possessors of an empire. "The United States has become what it was founded not to be...an empire." And "The challenge for the 


United Nations and the larger world community is the reality that the United States is no longer a nation among nations. It is an 


empire among nations..." Garrison argues further that such an American Empire is a good thing, but "Only if it consciously takes 


up the mantle of leadership will it be able to determine what kind of empire it will be." [3]


Well, speaking of common sense, most of you will see right through these assertions to the chilling premise which underlies them, 


that the American Republic of our forefathers is dead and gone, replaced by a global empire. And most of you will, no doubt, 


agree that this leftist, globalist view is, plain and simple, immoral. But how does one counter such an argument? I have said that 


to get at the truth, you must first have the knowledge to do so. In this case, you must have some knowledge of history, of 


political structures, and more. But key to getting at the truth is to understand the power of words. You must understand not only 


the definitions of the words, but how they are used, and why.


For the average American subject, the word "empire" conjures up visions of Roman legions, of gladiator movies, Kirk Douglas, 


Russell Crowe, and Star Wars.. The idea that America itself could be an empire seems almost ludicrous. Yet the fact remains, and 


here I agree with Garrison, that America has, in real fact, become an empire. I disagree with Garrison on most other points, of 


course, but especially on when it became an empire. I would argue, as others have, that America transmogrified into empire as of 


1861. But never mind, the main point is: "How does one counter the argument?" (that America should be an empire, and not, as 


its Constitution mandates, a republic). It is not my intent to counter Garrison's assertion that America should take its rightful 


place among empires. What I wish to point out is how easy it really is to expose the foundation upon which he has built his 


argument. In the same way, it is equally easy to expose any proganda parading as a valid thesis. A simple formula So here it is, a 
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simple formula that works:


1.  Understand the word. 


2.  Understand the metaphor behind the word. 


3.  Attack the metaphor, not the word. 


One: The word "empire" comes from the Latin word, imperium, which simply means "an order or command", and, by extension, 


an area (an empire) under order. An adequate translation of the word in its political sense is "sway of influence" or "area of 


power". In this classical sense, there is no doubt that the united States is indeed an empire. (Whether is should be or not is 


another question altogether. I have a hunch that the majority of those brave veterans who fought against fascism in the 1940s 


would not agree with Garrison.)


Two: The metaphor behind the word "empire" is a spatial metaphor. Power over an area (and the people within that area).


Three: When one considers the spatial dimensions of the American Empire, it is easy to see its size and influence. But what are 


the implications of this size? Consider history. History shows quite clearly that all empires are doomed from the beginning. This 


idea is simple fact. No empire has ever stood for long, where "long" is measured by historical time. Even the Byzantine Empire is 


now dust. We can trace the Roman Empire from 49 BC, when Julius Caesar, like Lincoln who followed him, became a dictator and 


effectively ended the Roman Republic, to roughly AD 466, the year in which the Vandals sacked Rome. Not a long stretch, by 


historical standards. More important, though, was the size of the Roman Empire, because "Military power was the ultimate basis 


of Roman empire, and it was kept up by expansion." [4]


Hmm. Does that sound familiar? Is that where Garrison's metaphor leads us? To continual expansion (imperium) over the globe 


by sheer military might? Why? Who says? What are the possible outcomes?


As you can see, exploring the word and the metaphor beneath it leads you to a point where you can begin to formulate a counter-


argument And that counter-argument is solidly based on the metaphor beneath the word, just at the original argument was.


For example, here are some possible counter-arguments to Garrison, based upon the spatial metaphor underlying the word 


empire:


1.  The sheer size of the world, and the inhabitants therein, make administration of a global empire a bad idea, both from the 


economic and practical sides. 


2.  Expansion (movement across space) for the sake of expansion provides no bread, builds no roads, creates no happiness. 


3.  The original American Republic was founded and even defined as the enemy of militaristic expansion (movement of power 


across space). So, to admit that America is an empire is sheer fact; to admit that it should be an empire is treason. 


There are more examples I could give, but these should show you what a simple understanding of the metaphors underlying all 


words can do.


Words then have power. But they derive their power from the ideas beneath them. To successfully rid yourself of the power of 


controlling words (propaganda), you must attack the ideas (which are metaphorically based) that underlie those controlling words.


You can test the formula above by seeking out the metaphor that underlies the word "divisive" in the sentence, "The Confederate 
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Battle Flag is a devisive symbol. (Send in your answers to my email; the response should prove interesting to all of us.)


Once you grasp how simple it is to locate the meanings beneath controlling words, you now have the option of freedom from the 


tyranny of controlling words. And freedom is a good thing. So is fighting back.


It is now time to understand our own words, and fight back with them. But that's another article.


Footnotes:


1.  Edward P.J. Corbett, Classical Rhetoric for the Modern Student. 
2.  On the website: http://www.commonlang.com/Garrison.html, 02 February 2004. 
3.  America as Empire, Article by Jim Garrison, Lapis Magazine Online, lapismagazine.org (http://www.lapismagazine.org/garrison.html), 02 


February 2004. 
4.  J.M. Roberts, The Penguin History of the World. 


 


The Hind Tit, Part III: A Better Way 


4 March 2004


"There are also more fleeting and eternal things to be thought of; more grace, sweetness and time; more security in our instincts, and 
chance to follow our inmost nature, as Jesus meant when he said he must be about his Father's business; more of that last fine light 
to shine on what we do..."(Stark Young, Not In Memoriam, But In Defense, I'll Take My Stand: The South and the Agrarian Tradition)


In my earlier articles in The Hind Tit series, I responded to Terry Compton's article, Bread, Faith and the Relevance of the 


Southern Movement. Mr. Compton's essay contained, especially, three points which made his essay an important one. I related, 


in The Hind Tit: Of Bread and Faith, that these three points were:


"...a reaffirmation of the religious foundations upon which the South was built, a move to seize control of the 


education of our young, and an economic model that can practically supplant the current economics of the empire in 


Washington, D.C."


Mr. Compton's essay is concerned with practical means by which the South can reclaim its culture and the values of that culture. 


(That there is such a culture is not up for debate; an interesting fact in itself.) Though commenting on the relevance of the 


Southern movement today, the heart of Mr. Compton's essay is his practical suggestions for reclaiming our culture, namely that 


the South must first return to its religious heritage, the education of its young, and an economic model that can sustain a truly 


Southern culture. In addition, Mr. Compton notes that the Southern movement today must have a viable "platform", a message 


that reaches to out to the common man:


"In order to reach a level of relevance, that is sufficient enough to propel our movement forward to a place of real 


political and social force, we MUST be able to articulate to the people of the South this state of affairs, our stand 


against it, and then be able to demonstrate that the solutions we proffer will actually make things better."


Upon first reading Bread, Faith and the Relevance of the Southern Movement, and I encourage all to read it again, it was clear to 


me that Mr. Compton's essay was building, whether consciously or not, upon the main theses of the Agrarians, those twelve 


Southern writers and poets of 1930, whose book, I'll Take My Stand, issued this challenge to the "Union":
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"It all comes down to the most practical of points—what is the end of living? What is the end of living that, 


regardless of all the progress, optimism, and noise, must be the answer to the civilization in the South?" (From Stark 


Young, Not In Memoriam, But In Defense)


What, indeed, is to be the end of living? The answer to that question is just another term for "platform" As Mr. Compton notes, 


we have not "formulated a viable method to impute our vision to our fellows." True enough. But any platform worthy of the name 


must be comprehensive in its vision. I obviously haven't the space here to put forth such a comprehensive platform (though, with 


Mr. Compton, I am viscerally sure that we must have one), but. I would like, at least, to suggest a starting point for one. A seed 


of an idea that could possibly lead to that more comprehensive platform.


Where do we start? What is to be our answer to the debased "American" culture in which we now find ourselves, adrift upon a sea 


of immorality and meaninglessness? What do we throw back in the face of a society that promotes eternal warfare, the marriage 


of homosexuals, a violent popular culture, and an education system devoid of truth? What practical economic model shall we put 


in place? How shall we address the needs of the many for "bread and shelter"? And how shall we make sure that we are not just 


engaging in more "parlour talk" and "abstract pontifications"? Within the context of this article, what could be the seed of such a 


platform?


The answer is surprisingly simple: We must live better lives.


Before you remonstrate with me for over simplification, let me first explain.


What is at the heart of Southern culture that truly ennobles it and distinguishes it from the rest of the North American continent? 


Why do we not speak, for example, of a Northern culture, but easily speak of a Southern one? What is it about the South and her 


people that marks them as different? Obviously, there is no one simple answer to that question, but if there were it would most 


likely be: A better life.


That better life is born of centuries of cultural development in the South. I speak of the common Southern values: kinship, 


courtesy, religiosity, the enjoyment of leisure, the remembrance of a glorious past and the promise of a glorious future. In Blue 


Mountain, Mississippi, where my cousin, Calvin, lives, people take time to wave at each other as they drive, to chat at the local 


general store, to sit in the evening and watch the sun fall lightly over the Rutherford Bottoms. And folks pray too, not just in 


church, but at dinner and supper, and sometimes just for the joy of it. In Blue Mountain, there is no "black ghetto". There is, 


instead, a lane of houses filled with neatly trimmed lawns upon which children play in the sun. Unlike East Los Angeles, if a white 


(or Indian or Asian) man or woman stops to ask directions here, he or she will not be greeted with a gun, but with a smile and 


probably a map.


An idealised South? To some extent. But that's the point, isn't it? Only the South has the ability, the right, to be idealised. For 


only the South has a true culture worth idealising. We have been fed a diet of "New York" long enough, and especially after 11 


September 2001. Do you remember the TV ads? We are all Yankees now. Well, no, we are not. New York has no culture. It has 


many subcultures, all of which, from my visits there, are marked by the typical yankee virtues: coldness, aloofness, and 


competitiveness. But Savannah? Savannah has culture. McAlester, Oklahoma, has culture. And Blue Mountain, Mississippi, has 


culture too.


The Southern culture, built from the fabric of years, is, of itself, the better life we seek. Our culture is at root opposed to the 
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madness of blind yankee industrialism, greed, and materialism. Our culture centres on people, not things. On the inherent dignity 


of a person's life, not on his wealth. It is for these reasons that we can easily speak of a Ted Turner, say, as a scalawag, for he 


does not belong to our culture (nor does his ex-wife, Jane Fonda).


Thus, the starting point for the "platform" of which Mr. Compton's article speaks, is right in front of us. We must offer to the 


people of the South, if not to America in general, a better way of living. And the South has that better way built into its bedrock.


Many people, probably many more than the elite media know or care to tell, are recoiling in horror from the lives they now find 


themselves leading. Even liberals (or pseudo-liberals, more accurately) understand the point, with the encroaching hand of the 


federal empire extending into every part of their lives. Certainly, the economic model offered by the empire does not work well for 


millions of average Americans. Then there are the jobs siphoned off overseas, our borders wide open, licentiousness rampant on 


"family" TV, overweening taxation, the crippling of the Bill of Rights. Clearly, the American empire has failed.


The other day I received an email from a high school student who decried the lack of morality in his high school: the "gangsta" 


culture, the lack of respect shown by his fellow students to their teachers, and all the rest. It occurred to me, while answering his 


email, that there is an answer to his questions: A better life.


Who possesses that better life. We do. The South does.


I suggest that to be and stay relevant we offer our platform around that better life. And the heart of that platform must mean 


something substantial, something more than "parlour talk". Practically, we have at our disposal the ready tools for such a 


platform. Let us consider just a few of them:


●     Political: A return to the original American Republic and its Constitution. Folks of all stripes can readily understand a 


platform based upon the vision of our founding fathers, the same vision championed by the South in 1861, as proved by 


the Constitution of the Confederate States of America, which basically copied the Constitution of the original American 


Republic and insisted upon a return to the principle of "the consent of the governed." Let us, then, like Jefferson Davis, be 


strict constitutionalists. 


●     Economic: A concentrated effort to revive economic models such as the Master-Apprentice model offered by Mr. Compton 


(and there are more, including a practical agrarian model, for one, and new high-tech models also). 


●     Religious: It is probably safe to say that the South, more than any other part of America, is built on a bedrock of religious 


values. Though I have argued against a Christian theocracy (A Southern Theocracy? www.southernrights.tk), nevertheless 


it is clear that, theocracies aside, the people of the South have religion in their blood, in their lives. We must have more of 


it, for a culture based on secular values is doomed to drift in an anchorless sea of false values. It is equally clear, at least 


to me, that the culture we offer must be based on Judaeo-Christian ethics, which offer both a centuries-old moral system 


and, at the same time, reasonable religious tolerance. (Voodoo wont do.) It is, after all, under the umbrella of the Judaeo-


Christian ethical system that religious tolerance, and not religious wars, have flourished in the world. It is the South, 


historically, that offered sanctuary to Jews, Indians, and other religious practitioners, while maintaining a Judaeo-Christian 


culture (and I use the term "Judaeo-Christian" on purpose, to steer clear of denominational disputation). 


●     Education: Until we reform what currently passes for education, our children and young adults are going nowhere fast, to 


that long slide into the Lie that we in the Southern movement fight against every day. Home schooling is one answer. 


Small private schools are another. Federally mandated schools are not. 


●     Leisure: Remember Stark Young's observation above. What is the use of any platform (ideology) unless it offers a better 
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life beyond just the getting of bread and shelter? We must teach our young the value of leisure, of "more grace, sweetness 


and time". Otherwise, why labour at all? Why replace the factory with more drudgery? It is true that the basic needs of a 


people must be met, but once met, we had better have something of value to offer beyond the endless round of TV 


sitcoms, after-work cocktails, and blind escapism. 


●     Popular culture: We had also best come up with a healthy alternative to the "pop culture" currently in vogue. But the 


South has a near monopoly on inventing popular culture, so we are in good shape there. (It is true that popular music, for 


example (rock, gospel, folk, jazz, blues) though invented largely in the South, has been perverted, but that is no excuse to 


falter at offering a better example.) Here at Dixie Internet, our own Robert Lloyd is just such an example of a better 


popular culture. There are others. 


These topics are just a few of the many we must comprehensively formulate to arrive at a viable platform palatable to the 


common man. But they show the way beyond the tragic nightmare in which most people now live. Again, we must focus on the 


practical first. It is no use offering leisure, to take one example, to folks who can not even put bread upon the table or adequate 


shelter over their heads. It is worth repetition: practical, practical, practical.


Finally, and perhaps most importantly, I suggest a convention to draft the outline of such a platform. Let us gather our luminaries 


together for debate and consensus, and put our platform in writing, in black and white, easily understood by all. And soon. Let us 


decide upon our economic models, our political and religious values. Whatever the wording of that final platform, however, and 


particulars must be refined, the substance is already there in our own culture.


Let us offer a better and practical way of life to all, and our message shall be heard. 


http://www.fireeater.org/HTML/WRITERS/MKA/MKA_2004/hind_Tit.htm
 (9 of 9)05-May-06 9:41:19 AM





		fireeater.org

		The Fire Eater!








A Southern Theocracy? by MacDonald King Aston


 


 The Fire Eater! date is July 31, 2006    


  


Email 


Info & Archives 


MacDonald King Aston 
Fire Eater! Editor 


 


A Southern Theocracy?


(Originally published on Southernrights.tk, 2004)


"The men who wrote our Constitution weren't trying to save the state from the 
church, but the church from the state." (The Clash of Cultures  
A Little Off Center, Louise Fleming, 23 February 2004, The Baxter Bulletin Online [www.
baxterbulletin.com])


Many have argued that the South, or even "America" (whatever that may be these days), 


ought to be a Christian theocratic state. As Dr. Michael Hill has written, "Though the 


Framers of our constitutional federated Republic attempted to give us a system in which 


popular freedom might flourish, they committed a fundamental error by not recognizing 


the sovereignty of Christ over our civil government." Hill's point is that without official 


recognition of Christianity in a civil government, "The people, then, became a god...the 


ultimate and superior tribunal to which all questions of right and wrong were appealed."


“ I do not believe that Jesus 
ever said, "No one comes to 
the Father except through the 
State."


Greg Loren Durand says that "God will bless Dixie the 


very day that the people of Dixie begin again to bless 


God—by submitting themselves to His Son and seeking 


His pardon for their rebellion against his Kingdom." In 


Chapter 22 of his excellent resource book for Southerners, America's Caesar, Durand 


writes, "Politico-religious pluralism is an impossibility, and indeed, has never existed for 


one moment in the history of mankind..." [Editor's Note: See below.] 


There is then, a strong movement toward a Christocentric, theocratic, free South. Opposed 


to this movement are basically two groups: our founding fathers, and Christians who hold 


that, as followers of Jesus of Nazareth, they ought to render unto Caesar what is Caesar's, 


accepting the words of Jesus ("My Kingdom is not from here", where here is the Koine 


Greek adverb, enteuthen).
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Now I should admit up front that I am certainly no theologian. Even if I were, I would run 


straight on into a subject so complex that it has never been solved. For many, though, the 


argument revolves around the beliefs of the founding fathers. Christians, especially 


evangelical and fundamentalist Christians, are fond of pointing out that our founding 


fathers were "Deists", and not Christians. Oddly, their opponents point to the founding 


fathers as Christians to buttress their views!


It is important to consider the oft misunderstood term, Deism. Generally, Deism is a 


philosophical view that asserts the immanence, in the phenomenal world, of the Creator. 


Folks are constantly getting the Deist view mixed up with the Clockmaker God who winds 


up the universe, then retreats for an eternal mint julep and a good trabuco. Deism is quite 


the reverse, holding that an immanent God is the very fabric of reality. There is nothing 


and no place that is not God. Thus, even were the majority of the founding fathers Deists, 


which they were not, Deism did not preclude a revelatory relation to one's Creator in the 


first place. Contrary, then, to the claim of many in the evangelical and fundamentalist 


wings of the Christian church, Deism is not the same as atheism. It is, in fact, the the near 


opposite of atheism (the true opposite of atheism is Gnosticism).. Its very name tells that 


fact (DEVS = "God", Latin).


In his article, The Faith of Our Fathers (www.str.org/free, 16 February 2004), Gregory 


Koukl notes that of the 55 delegates to the Constitutional Convention, only three were 


Deists. The rest were "28 Episcopalians, 8 Presbyterians, 7 Congregationalists, 2 


Lutherans, 2 Dutch Reformed, 2 Methodists, 2 Roman Catholics, 1 unknown...".


But more important, neither side is correct anyway. Koukl hits the proverbial nail on its 


proverbial head: 


"The most important factor regarding the faith of Thomas Jefferson—or any of 


our Founding Fathers—isn't whether or not he had a saving knowledge of 


Jesus Christ. The debate over the religious heritage of this country is not 


about who is ultimately going to heaven, but rather about what the dominant 


convictions were that dictated the structure of this nation."


And those convictions were simple: a belief in both a Christian God and a civil polity 


untainted by any notion of theocracy. Churchmen were not to rule the state. Influenced by 


Calvin (who, of course, was influenced by Luther), the founding fathers recognised the 


fallen nature of man and erected a system of checks and balances to counteract that fallen 


nature as best as possible. While the very idea of an American confederacy (as the father 


of the Constitution, James Hamilton called it) was built on biblical Christian concepts, 


practices, and principles, the founding fathers were wise enough to have learned from the 


internecine religious wars in Europe that a theocratic state was a one-way ticket to 


anarchy.


Having arrived at this conclusion, it is necessary to state what should be obvious: Even 
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though the founders decreed a non-theocratic polity, nevertheless the governance they left 


us was founded directly on the Judaeo-Christian system of ethics (and metaphysics, to a 


great extent). The majority of the founders were Christians, but Christians who had seen 


enough of religious wars stemming from theocracies.


Contrary, then, to my friend, Dr. Hill, the founders made no mistake at all, nor did they 


elevate the people to a God. What they did was to make sure that a Christian people were 


protected from the federal state and, in turn, that the federal state not interfere with 


religious beliefs and practices. Of course, this state of affairs has since been perverted, so 


that now we have the odd spectacle of the federal government dictating to the several 


states precisely what religious beliefs and practices they may or may not pursue. Definitely 


interference. (Let us not even discuss George W. Bush's celebration of "Kwanzaa".)


“In short, Jesus is safer in the 
hearts of Christians than in 
the hands of the state.”


But assume a "Christian" theocracy for a moment. Then 


consider the factionalism rampant in the myriad of 


Christian denominations. Which faction gets to be 


"Christian"? Southern Baptists? Methodists? 


Evangelicals? Roman Catholics? Greek Orthodox? Pentecostalists? How about (shudder) 


free-thinking Christians who follow no denomination? Do we include only Trinitarian 


Christians or Unitarian Christians? (Many Protestants nowadays have either forgotten or 


did not know in the first place that the Trinitarian doctrine, in the Nicene Creed, was 


formally adopted by the Roman Catholic church at the First Council of Nicaea in AD 325.) 


And if the state is based upon Christianity, is it also based on the Bible? If so, whose Bible? 


The Bible, whatever version you use, is an edited document that comprises a selection 


(biblia in Greek, meaning "books" or "library") of various manuscripts, not one of which 


comes from the time of Jesus himself. Therefore, throughout the centuries, Christians have 


sought to refine the "Bible" by comparing various manuscripts in a search for the "correct" 


reading of a particular passage. The people who do this refining are, in essence, editors. 


Which editor do you prefer? 


If, for example, our Christian theocracy is based upon a fundamentalist Christianity and its 


doctrine of biblical inerrancy, who gets to decide what a specific verse means? One person? 


A committee? A roll of the dice? Of course, before we can decide on the interpretation of 


individual verses, we must first decide upon which translation we shall use. "In the 


beginning was the Word..." Does the "Word" (logos in ancient Greek) refer to the Greek 


Stoic philosophical definition (a universal, immanent Reason or principle of order)? Or how 


about the "Word" as defined by Heraclitus (a divine intelligence)? Or a more traditional 


(Roman Catholic in origin) approach (the "Word" as the Christ)?


We've only begun to touch upon the infinite list of possible permutations of what a 


"Christian" theocracy might mean. Even so, you can see the potential for conflict. Bloody, 


long-drawn-out conflict for which the world has already suffered unconscionable pain.
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Reinout Temmerman, in his article, A Reply to Bread, Faith and the Relevance of the 


Southern Movement, while supporting most of the points made by Bread author, Terry 


Compton, disagrees with Compton's views on the centrality of Christianity within the 


Southern movement. Temmerman argues, as I do, from the Constitution, quoting the First 


Amendment: "The U.S. Constitution explicitly states: Congress shall make no law 


respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof..." (Note 


that there is debate over whether the phrase reads "the establishment" or "an 


establishment", with the former phrase, with its definite article, more restrictive than the 


latter, with its indefinite article.) Rep. Ron Paul said: 


"The Court completely disregards the original meaning and intent of the First 


amendment. It has interpreted the establishment clause to preclude prayer 


and other religious speech in a public place, thereby violating the free 


exercise clause of the very same First amendment. Therefore, it is incumbent 


upon Congress to correct this error, and to perform its duty to support and 


defend the Constitution." (The First Amendment Protects Religious Speech, 


LewRockwell.com, a speech given in Congress, 2 April 2003)


Would Jews have fought for the Confederate States of America, which they did, had they 


known that they were erecting a Christian theocracy? I doubt it.


The context of the First Amendment includes religious intolerance in England. For example, 


the Conventicle Act of 1664, passed during the reign of Charles II, was an "English statute 


that forbade religious assemblies of more than five people outside the auspices of the 


Church of England' (www.encyclopedia4u.com). The Conventicle Act, which, among other 


such acts, propelled many Englishmen to the Colonies, was designed to suppress religious 


dissent, imprisoned thousands of English, including a certain William Penn, who would later 


lend his name to a new land, Pennsylvania, where individual religious conscience would 


finally have its day.


But even ignoring the Constitutional argument, there lies a deeper problem for Christians 


when considering a theocratic state. Allowing a state to dictate its brand of Christianity 


precludes the individual from inviting Jesus into his heart and soul. For if the state decides 


what Christianity means, by definition the individual does not. And do Christians really 


want that? I do not believe that Jesus ever said, "No one comes to the Father except 


through the State."


There are many good reasons to keep organised religion clear of the state, both for its own 


good and for the good of the civil polity. This thesis, however, does not imply that the 


South or the original American Republic was not founded upon Judaeo-Christian principles. 


Both were. The American Republic was not founded upon Islam, nor Buddhism, nor 


Taoism, nor Zoroastrianism. The Constitution of the original American Republic was 


founded "under God", and that God was the God of Abraham,[1] and none other. Modern-


day secularism has twisted the Constitution to its non-Christian (or even anti-Christian) 
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view, which, of course, is a fight to the death between secular humanism and the 


principles of Judaeo-Christianity.


In this age, it seems tempting to appeal to a theocratic solution to the problem of rampant 


immorality in our culture.[2] While I agree that Christians should address that problem, I 


do not agree that they should turn over Christianity itself to any state.[3] States are, by 


nature, corrupt, as our founders saw with exceptional clarity. From the Christian 


perspective, states are corrupt because humanity is corrupt. What is needed is not a 


theocratic state, but a vigilant people to keep guard over their religious liberties.


In short, Jesus is safer in the hearts of Christians than in the hands of the state.


 


Footnotes: 


1.  I am aware that Islam traces its God to the Abrahamic God, but the original American Republic 
was not founded upon the principles of Islam, but of Judaeo-Christianity. Indeed, the current 
continuation of the war between Judaeo-Christianity and Islam proceeds apace precisely 
because America is a nation founded upon Judaeo-Christian beliefs (although long since turned 
to empire). 


2.  While I personally agree with Terry Compton's "No victory without Christ", I do not agree that the 
state should direct that victory. For me, Jesus the Christ is not a doctrine, but a personal 
experience; a revelation. No state, by definition, can have a personal revelation. 


3.  I should clarify that I am using the word "state" here to refer to a federal state. The Constitution 
does not prohibit the individual, sovereign states from establishing any religious structure they 
should choose. It is common knowledge that many of the original 13 states had requisite 
professions of faith for aspirants to public office, and to this day, a President is required to swear 
upon a Bible at the administering of his oath of office. 


Discussion


(Editor's Note: Greg Loren Durand's position now reflects the amillenialist view, and not 


the postmillenialist view. Durand's book, Judicial Warfare, is online at http://www.


crownrights.com/reconstruction, and contains insights into biblical law and a critique of the 


Christian Reconstruction Movement (also known as theonomy). Chapter Nine covers 


"Theonomic Postmillennialism Versus the Bible," and bears particular importance for this 


discussion. Here is an excerpt from the appendix by James Henley Thornwell (1812-1862), 


The Relation of the State to Christ:


The State, as such cannot be a member, much less, therefore, can it exercise 


the function of settling the creed and the government, of a Church. The 


provinces of the two are entirely distinct: they differ in their origin, their 


nature, their ends, their prerogatives, their powers and their sanctions. They 


cannot be mixed or confounded without injury to both. But the separation of 


Church and State is a very different thing from the separation of religion and 


the State. Here is where our fathers erred. In their anxiety to guard against 


the evils of a religious establishment, and to preserve the provinces of Church 


and State separate and distinct, they virtually expelled Jehovah from the 


government of the country, and left the State an irresponsible corporation, or 
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responsible only to the immediate corporators. They made it a moral person, 


and yet not accountable to the Source of all law. It is this anomaly which we 


desire to see removed; and the removal of it by no means implies a single 


element of what is involved in a national Church.


Striking another note was Thomas E. Peck (1822-93):


The fundamental relations implied in the distinction between "the things 


which are God's, and the things which are Cæsar's," have been recognized, 


more or less clearly, from the beginning of the history of our race," and, he 


continued, "the history of the world, if candidly studied, will show that the 


church is in much greater danger from the ambition or the stupidity of 


politicians than the state is from the ambition or avarice of ecclesiastics.


Peck argued that the Northern states comprised a "semi-theocracy":


The theory of church and state illustrated in the foregoing pages is the 


Virginia doctrine as we understand it—the doctrine of the Presbytery of 


Hanover in their memorials to the legislature of that grand old commonwealth 


from 17752 to 1785, in which last year Mr. Jefferson's Bill for Establishing 


Religious Freedom became a law. It has been called the "American" theory; 


but the history of the Northern States has shown that the current theory 


there has been rather the "semi-theocracy" of New England, according to 


which, as Mr. Robinson observes, "the church becomes an agency for keeping 


the proper party in power, a congress-managing society, a public-opinion-


manufacturing society. Hence, its three thousand clergymen's memorial to 


congress, its religious press devoted to Fremontism, and its treasury of 


religious funds to carry the election in Pennsylvania."


 


A note on Greg Loren Durand's book, Judicial Warfare, from the Crown Rights Book 


Company website:


by Greg Loren Durand  


published in 2003  


paperback; 185 pages 


 
The Christian Reconstruction movement, also known as Theonomy, had its beginnings in 


1973 with the publication of Rousas John Rushdoony’s Institutes of Biblical Law. Not long 


after, Greg L. Bahnsen’s Theonomy in Christian Ethics appeared, followed by numerous 


works by Gary North, Kenneth Gentry, Gary DeMar, and others. The stated goal of the 


Reconstructionists is to “apply the Word of God to all areas of life.” However, despite its 


wide influence and acceptance within some Presbyterian denominations, the theology of 
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the movement departs significantly from the historic Reformed faith on the subject of Old 


Testament law, merges the Covenant of Works with the Covenant of Grace, and 


dangerously undermines the nature of the Gospel itself. Himself a former 


Reconstructionist, the author of this book carefully documents from the published works of 


the leaders of the movement that Christian Reconstructionism is a modern-day revival of 


the 2,000-year-old Galatian error. 


To order Judicial Warfare, click here.  


The opinions, claims and assertions expressed in this article are those of the author and may not reflect the views 


of the Fire Eater! 
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