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CHAPTER ONE

Introduction and History
THIS IS A BOOK ABOUT an epidemic infecting America and much of
the Western world. The epidemic I make reference to is not
some rogue virus or genetically engineered bacterium. The
sickness infecting America involves the widespread adoption of a
psychological belief system. This belief system is named
progressivism.
Progressivism declares that no objective reality
exists but for the perception of man. It assumes
that man is born as a tabula rasa and that his
environment, which is characterized by social
injustice, accounts for why some people do not
achieve financial and social wealth. Progressives
believe that those who do achieve financial and
social wealth have done so by directly or
indirectly oppressing the have-nots. Progressivism
seeks to restore the inequity between the haves
and the have-nots by deemphasizing equal
opportunity in favor of government enforced
equal outcomes, regardless of merit, talent, effort
or inheritance. Citizen’s sense of entitlement is
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fundamental to the progressive’s notion of social
justice.
Progressivism did not appear overnight but developed
incrementally as men changed their notions about life itself. An
early iteration of progressivism undoubtedly appeared naturally
during the dawn of man, but never fully developed, nor did it
spread to infect large portions of the population due to immune
system barriers and no efficient way that others could be easily
infected en masse.
The immune system barriers that protected early man were
comprised of barrier realities, e.g., the need for food, shelter,
clothing and the presence of natural competition. These realities
consumed the undivided attention of early man. Philosophical
notions necessarily took a back seat to fending off predators,
scavenging for food and dealing with life and death on a daily
basis. It is no coincidence that the idle rich generated the first
iteration of the progressive virus.
Rene Descartes was an early developer of the progressive
virus who wrote some of its first DNA code in the mid-17th
century. Descartes’s declaration: “Je pense donc je suis; (I think,
therefore I am) became a core building block of progressivism. 1
Descartes wrote:

1

Descarte’s declaration was known as the Cogito Ergo Sum argument in the
English speaking world.
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“I have convinced myself that there is absolutely
nothing in the world, no sky, no earth, no minds,
no bodies. Does it now follow that I, too, do not
exist? No. If I convinced myself of something [or
thought anything at all], then I certainly existed.
But there is a deceiver of supreme power and
cunning who deliberately and constantly deceives
me. In that case, I, too, undoubtedly exist, if he
deceives me; and let him deceive me as much as
he can, he will never bring it about that I am
nothing, so long as I think that I am something.
So, after considering everything very thoroughly, I
must finally conclude that the proposition, I am, I
exist, is necessarily true whenever it is put
forward by me or conceived in my mind. 2
Descartes had the time and resources to be fascinated with the
proposition that he caused his own existence. His fascination
with such matters was not readily contagious because, in part,
existent French and English mores functioned as a natural
barrier to the fledgling virus he was helping to create. Notably,
Englishmen John Locke and Thomas Hobbes had erected barriers
to the virus. Locke imbued thinkers of the 17th century with the
2
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anti-progressive notion of inalienable rights. Locke’s God given
rights included life, liberty and property. Hobbes argued for the
notion that man was free (naturally) to engage in behavior not
explicitly prohibited by law.

3

The importance of declaring that

man was free was remarkable for its time, given the dominance
of the British monarchy and the French ruling class.
The 18th Century produced thinkers who constructed fire
walls to the fledgling virus in their midst. Important immune
system boosters included Charles Montesquieu and Voltaire.
These men disrupted the virus’s ability to replicate.
Montesquieu espoused the idea that governments should
be separated into three branches; the executive, legislative and
judicial. His tri-part governmental thesis was designed to serve
as a structural limit on what would turn out to be a necessary
component of a widespread progressive infection: centralized
power.
Voltaire advocated for the preeminence of the individual,
not the collective. He asserted that man had a God given right to
a free trial and freedom from state mandated religions.
Whenever man believes that his rights come from God and not
from governments, the virus’s ability to replicate is limited.

3
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It is no coincidence that the relative dormancy of the
progressive virus and the genesis of America took place in
roughly the same time frame. America’s founders took much of
their positive inspiration from Locke, Montesquieu, Voltaire and
Hobbes. For example, compare these two passages, one from
Thomas

Jefferson’s

contribution

to

the

Declaration

of

Independence and one from John Locke’s Second Essay,
published in 1693. First John Locke:
“Secondly: I answer, such revolutions happen not
upon every little mismanagement in public affairs.
Great mistakes in the ruling part, many wrong
and inconvenient laws, and all the slips of human
frailty will be borne by the people without mutiny
or murmur. But if a long train of abuses,
prevarications, and artifices, all tending the same
way, make the design visible to the people, and
they cannot but feel what they lie under, and see
whither they are going, it is not to be wondered
that they should then rouse themselves, and
endeavor to put the rule into such hands which
may secure to them the end for which
government was at first erected...” 4

4

John Locke. Concerning the true extent and end of civil government. Second
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Thomas Jefferson, The Declaration of Independence, 1776:
“Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Governments
long established should not be changed for light
and

transient

causes;

and

accordingly

all

experience hath shown, that mankind are more
disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than
to right themselves by abolishing the forms to
which they are accustomed. But when a long train
of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably
the same Object evinces a design to reduce them
under absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is
their duty, to throw off such Government, and to
provide new Guards for their future security.” 5
Later in the 18th century the nascent progressive virus
reemerged with the help of Rousseau. He wrote some of the
more important code for the virus. Rousseau advocated that
citizens and governments should emphasize the collective, not
promote individual liberty and freedom. Rousseau argued
against a citizen’s right to own property. Rousseau supported
creating a centralized government with the power to
redistribute wealth to achieve collective justice, an early
iteration of what would come to be known as “social justice.”

5

Thomas Jefferson. Declaration of Independence, 1776.
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The dawn of the 19th century ushered in an everstrengthening virus. August Comte laid the foundation for what
would become secular humanism when he created a new
religion known as The Religion of Humanity. Still, his belief in
objective good and bad, along with his desire to live a virtuous
life, protected him from many of the debilitating effects of the
virus he was helping to create.
The fledgling DNA code of progressivism would eventually
be added to and strengthened by Søren Kirkegaard and Friedrich
Nietzsche. In a letter written to his friend Peter W. Lund,
Kirkegaard exhibited some of the early symptoms of a
progressive infection:
“What I really lack is to be clear in my mind what I
am to do, not what I am to know, except in so far
as a certain knowledge must precede every
action. The thing is to understand myself, to see
what God really wishes me to do: the thing is to
find a truth which is true for me, to find the idea
for which I can live and die. ... I certainly do not
deny that I still recognize an imperative of
knowledge and that through it one can work
upon men, but it must be taken up into my life,

7
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and that is what I now recognize as the most
important thing.” 6
Kirkegaard’s immune system, weak though it was, protected him
from completely succumbing to the ill effects of the virus he was
unwittingly helping to create because of his belief in God.
Nevertheless, he strengthened that part of the virus that
declares man can create his own truth.
The 19th Century found a distinct split into two camps, those
with immunity to the virus and those who were predisposed to
become infected. No one embodies those with immunity better
than Alexis de Tocqueville. His masterpiece, Democracy in
America, stands out as a primer on how to defend against the
progressive virus. The book gives testimony to the uniqueness of
America’s founding principles.
America was founded on principles designed to provide a
permanent barrier to an all-powerful central government that
was intent upon regulating everything. The British Monarchy
was an elitist, top-down power structure that imposed tyranny
on the American colonies. The monarchy believed that its will
superseded the will of God. The British elites defined reality for
the colonies and embodied the very essence of progressivism’s
totalitarian mandate. It was just short of a miracle that anyone

6

Kierkegaard, Søren. The Essential Kierkegaard, edited by Howard and Edna
Hong. Princeton, 2000.
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or anything could challenge and then overcome the seemingly
invincible British Monarchy. Here is an excerpt from de
Tocqueville’s Democracy in America that captures this miracle:
“Moreover, almost all the sects of the United
States are comprised within the great unity of
Christianity, and Christian morality is everywhere
the same. In the United States the sovereign
authority is religious, and consequently hypocrisy
must be common; but there is no country in the
whole world in which the Christian religion
retains a greater influence over the souls of men
than in America, and there can be no greater
proof of its utility, and of its conformity to human
nature, than that its influence is most powerfully
felt over the most enlightened and free nation of
the earth.

The

Americans

combine

the

notions

of

Christianity and of liberty so intimately in their
minds, that it is impossible to make them
conceive the one without the other; and with
them this conviction does not spring from that
barren traditionary faith which seems to vegetate
in the soul rather than to live.
9
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There are certain populations in Europe whose
unbelief is only equaled by their ignorance and
their debasement, while in America one of the
freest and most enlightened nations in the world
fulfills all the outward duties of religion with
fervor.

Upon my arrival in the United States, the religious
aspect of the country was the first thing that
struck my attention; and the longer I stayed
there, the more did I perceive the great political
consequences resulting from this state of things,
to which I was unaccustomed. In France I had
almost always seen the spirit of religion and the
spirit of freedom pursuing courses diametrically
opposed to each other; but in America I found
that they were intimately united, and that they
reigned in common over the same country.” 7
With regard to de Tocqueville’s reference to the debasement
and ignorance found among certain people in Europe, no one
person stands out more prominently than Friedrich Nietzsche.

7
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Nietzsche strengthened the progressive virus to a new level
of virulence in the 19th century. Nietzsche was one of the first to
assert that the inequities of man’s existence meant that God
must be, at least metaphorically, dead. Nietzsche discounted evil
as a force that could account for man’s bad behavior.
Nietzsche fell victim to the fruits of his labor and developed
what we will learn is a hallmark symptom of a progressive
infection: flirtation with, if not outright abuse and reliance upon,
mind altering substances. By 1882, Nietzsche found himself
addicted to opium.8 Later in his life he began writing his own
prescriptions for chloral hydrate, a sedative hypnotic.9
The 20th century ushered in a key developer of the
progressive virus, Jean Paul Sartre. Sartre stated as fact that a
human being, by virtue of his or her consciousness, creates
values and determines reality. Sartre personally fell prey to a
classic symptom of a progressive infection: a pervasive
dissatisfaction with life itself.
Sartre wrote that part of the progressive virus convinces its
victim that he can become almost anything, if only he can
imagine it and wish it be true.10 As the idle-rich of the era flirted
8

Cate, Curtis. Friedrich Nietzsche. Woodstock, NY: The Overlook Press, 2005
p.389.
9
Ibid. p. 453.
10
Walter Kaufmann, Existentialism: From Dostoevesky to Sartre, New York
(1956); Guignon, Charles B. and Derk Pereboom. Existentialism: basic writings
(Hackett Publishing, 2001.
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with the progressive virus, more and more of them began to
suffer the ill effects of a progressive infection.
Albert Camus was, like Sartre, an early victim whose life
became consumed with the progressive virus. Camus represents
one of the first men who completely succumbed to a progressive
infection. He certainly was not alone, however. Simone de
Beauvoir was, like Camus, a victim of the progressive virus who
fell completely and irreparably under its spell. Beauvoir was an
early feminist and avowed atheist. One only needs to explore
the subjects that came to consume Camus and Beauvoir during
their lifetime to understand the classic symptoms of a full-blown
infection with the progressive virus, e.g., the assumed
meaninglessness of life, suicidal thoughts, drug abuse,
embracing revolution and the desire to control their fellow man
using governmental power.
Camus authored yet another key component of the
progressive virus when he developed what came to be known as
The School of Absurdism. His belief that life is absurd, and his
resultant obsession with the absurdity of life, created any
number of troubling and ultimately debilitating symptoms for
himself and those whom he infected. As Camus developed and
shed his virus in his various literary works, his ideas morphed
into a “school” of philosophical thought that infected those who
became its students.
12
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When Camus wrote The Myth of Sisyphus in 1942, he set
forth his philosophy of the absurd, and in so doing, wrote that
DNA sequence in the progressive virus’s code that became one
of progressivism’s hallmark pathologies:
Mankind’s futile search for meaning, unity and
clarity in the face of an unintelligible world devoid
of God and eternal or objective truths or values.
Beauvoir became romantically involved with Sartre. It has been
reported that one day while they were sitting on a bench
outside the Louvre, he said: “Let’s sign a two-year lease.” 11 The
two never married but were reputed to have an “open”
relationship where both experimented with the opposite sex. 12
Another hallmark symptom of a full-blown progressive
infection is its victim’s fascination with the meaninglessness of
life. The virus creates a distortion of reality that makes its victim
believe that any inequity in achievement or outcome, in almost
any field or endeavor between groups, is the result of the higher
achiever’s oppression of the lesser achieved.
As the progressive infection spreads from individual men
and women to the culture at large, we begin to see a
constellation of symptoms that manifest as an obsession with
11

Bair, Deidre. A biography of Simon de Beauvoir. Touchstone publishing,
1991.
12
Appignanesi, Lisa (10 June 2005). “Our relationship was the greatest
achievement of my life”. The Guardian (London).
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and attraction to Marxism, Communism and all things related to
socialism in its various forms. The natural progression of the
infection

begins

with

veiled

liberalism,

followed

by

progressivism, evolving into socialism, then communism, then
spiraling into absolute tyranny.
This natural progression of the disease is seen very clearly in
the life and times of Camus who, as a young man, was a “nice”
liberal thinker. Later in his life, however, Camus’s infection
pressured him to join the French Communist Party in the spring
of 1935. The virus had implored him to remedy the perceived
inequalities, that is, restore social justice, between Europeans
and natural born Algerians.
In 1936 Camus joined the activities of the Algerian People’s
Party (Le Parti du Peuple Algérien). As the virus festered, Camus
went on to join the French anarchist movement. Camus’s
movement toward anarchism represents one of the first
illustrations of a classic pattern in the virus’s mode of operation:
Embracing socialism is a characteristic of the
optimistic side of the progressive victim’s clinical
presentation while embracing anarchy reflects the
victims almost inevitable spiraling down into a
vacuous chasm of anger and despair.
When progressives feel there is some hope to
achieving social justice, they embrace socialism.
14
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However, when the virus flares up, the patient will
quickly sink into despair. Absent a reprieve from
that despair, the progressive victim will embrace
anarchy. As the progressive infection waxes and
wanes between adopting socialism and anarchy,
thoughts of and fascination with suicide are everpresent.
In 1934, Camus married Simone Hie, a morphine addict and
the daughter of a wealthy ophthalmologist. Here we see
demonstrated a fundamental truth in the development of the
progressive’s disease. Freedom from worrying about material
survival exacerbates the infection. Marrying money inflamed the
viral infection plaguing Camus.
After a year or so the marriage ended as a consequence of
infidelities on both sides. In 1940, Camus married Francine
Faure, a socialite pianist and mathematician. In a classic
symptom display of the virus infecting his mind, Camus railed
against marriage while going through the motions of committing
to the institution. Camus and his wife gave birth to twin girls in
1945. It was widely known at the time that even with a wife and
two small children at home, Camus conducted numerous affairs,
including a notoriously public affair with the Spanish-born
actress Maria Casares. 13
13

Lennon, Peter Camus and His Women. Guardian. 1997-10-15).
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Camus possessed a fledging awareness of the infection that
was consuming his life. In fact, Camus described his belief
system as a “philosophical suicide.”
“I call the existential attitude philosophical
suicide. How else to start from the world’s lack of
meaning and end up by finding a meaning and a
depth to it?” 14
When Camus referenced “finding meaning and depth,” he was
referring to the poisonous meaning and depth that comes from
the submission to the vacuum of meaninglessness.
Thus, it is the acceptance of the meaninglessness
of

life

that

ultimately

has

any

meaning

whatsoever for the infected. The infected is left
with a vacuous sense of meaning that is rooted to
nothingness. Like the man adrift on the open
ocean, “water, water, everywhere and not a drop
to drink,” those infected with the progressive
virus are perpetually conflicted and awash in a
sea of nothingness.
But for their self-indulgent obsession with their
taste buds, adolescent-like sexuality and their
angry and obsessive need to control and

14

Appignanesi, Richard Introducing Existentialism; Totem. 1998, p. 36.
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regulate others in service to social justice,
progressives would have nothing to live for.
The reader should understand that the progressive virus
nullifies the quest for objective truth and the achievement of
virtue. The progressive virus replaces truth and virtue with an
obsession with self, relativistic values, the rejection of rooted
biological and cultural differences between individuals and
groups and, most importantly, a rejection of God.
The progressive epidemic changed everything that preceded
it in the same way that a computer infected with a malware
virus never acts or behaves the same. The keyboard entry “a”
may become an “o.” Paragraphs may be juxtaposed and pieced
into other word processing documents and system crashes come
unexpectedly.
Before the appearance of the progressive virus, man
accepted as true that the highest ethical good is the same for
everyone and that good has an objective quality to it. The quest
for absolute truth and the nobility of man was transformed once
the progressive virus began to make inroads in the culture.
It would be easy to conclude that progressivism is but a
version of existentialism, but that is not true. The existentialist
movement did, however, create a nurturing environment for the
development of the progressive virus. Camus was smart enough
to know that whatever had infected him was distinct from the
17
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philosophy to which he is most closely associated, i.e.,
existentialism. If we characterize existentialism as a common
cold, then being infected with the progressive virus is
tantamount to contracting a virulent case of pneumonia.
Camus did not consider himself to be an existentialist. His
fledgling awareness that his was a unique condition, related to
but distinct from existentialism, illustrates that he understood
that he was suffering from something unique. Camus declared
this:
“No, I am not an existentialist. Sartre and I are
always surprised to see our names linked. We have
even thought of publishing a short statement in
which the undersigned declare that they have
nothing in common with each other and refuse to
be held responsible for the debts they might
respectively incur. It’s a joke actually. Sartre and I
published our books without exception before we
had ever met. When we did get to know each other,
it was to realize how much we differed. Sartre is an
existentialist, and the only book of ideas that I have
published, The Myth of Sisyphus, was directed

18
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against

the

so-called

existentialist

philosophers.”15
The progressive virus, like any infective agent, must reach a
critical biological mass before it can shed its way into creating an
epidemic in the culture at large. It would take the nascent
communications revolution of the 1920s, followed by another
viral outbreak in the 1960s, before progressivism would reach a
critical biological mass.
In the early part of the twentieth century, the progressive
virus was recognized for its potential use by revolutionaries in
their efforts to control their fellow citizens.
Revolutionaries recognized that citizens infected with the
progressive virus would not only allow them to exercise
confiscatory power, but would welcome their creation of an ever
encroaching central government. All that was needed was for
revolutionaries to convince the public infected with the virus
that their motivation to confiscate and redistribute wealth
derived from their desire to achieve “fairness” and social justice.
All societies and cultures are heterogeneous mixtures of
people with differing levels of talent, skills, industry, motivation
and opportunity. However, if men and women are presumed to
be born as a blank slate, if they are “made” by their

15
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environment, as the progressive virus declares, then the fact
that some people are more successful or possess more wealth
than others must mean that the successful oppressed the not so
successful. It means that social injustice in one citizen’s
environment “created” the inequity in outcome. Inequality,
when you believe that it derives from the haves oppressing the
have-nots, encourages the desire to confiscate and redistribute
material wealth. It means that equal opportunity is replaced
with a focus upon equal outcomes.
A progressive infection creates a sense of entitlement
among the have-nots, favors the displacement of responsibility
to others or the culture at large for one’s fate, and creates a
citizen that dreams of and expects grand success absent effort,
talent or dedication. If that entitlement-minded citizen is taught
to believe that he is destined to be great, but then fails to
achieve great wealth and success as he or she matures, then
these victims of the virus conclude that they must have been
oppressed or deprived. Average people, by virtue of being
simply average and being infected with the progressive virus,
become chronically dissatisfied with being average and blame
their resultant unhappiness on those more successful.
The first widespread epidemic of the progressive virus
manifested in the United States as the “Roaring Twenties.” The

20
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symptoms of Hedonism, self-indulgence, gin-filled bathtubs and
promiscuity infected much of the population in large cities.
Nevertheless, the Roaring Twenties never fully consumed
the culture at large because of the remnants of the preceding
culture’s emphasis upon virtue. This was true for even those ginsoaked flappers who, once they got older, regretted what they
often referred to as a fall from grace. Here is one description of
the 1920s that captures the flavor of the time:
“In America, a flapper has always been a giddy,
attractive and slightly unconventional young thing
who, in [H. L.] Mencken’s words, ‘was a
somewhat foolish girl, full of wild surmises and
inclined to revolt against the precepts and
admonitions of her elders.’16 During the 1920s the
population in cities rapidly grew. Crime and
political

corruption

became

common

and

acceptable. Following a relatively conservative
period following the First World War, liberalism
began to spread throughout urban areas during
the years following 1925. Urban areas began to
hold increasingly liberal views of sex, alcohol,
drugs, and homosexuality. The view that women

16
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and minorities were entitled to equality in
outcome became increasingly prevalent in urban
areas, especially among those steeped in
progressive thought. For example, the actor
William Haines, who was regularly named in
newspapers and magazines as the #1 male boxoffice draw, openly lived in a gay relationship with
his lover Jimmie Shields. Many people in rural
areas became increasingly shocked at all the
changes they saw occurring and many responded
by becoming reactionary. The Volstead Act, a law
meant to uphold the Eighteenth Amendment,
was difficult due to lack of funding, short staffing
and a disregard and disdain for a law that was
deemed ridiculous. The fact that members of
congress became drunk from toasts after passing
the Eighteenth Amendment reveals that even
those who were supposed to be setting an
example did not take the law seriously. This lack
of respect for the law enforcement eventually
spread to other areas of culture, and many
conservative members of the United States

22
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Congress criticized this lack of order as stemming
from the rampant use of alcohol. “ 17
Ever since the initial outbreak of progressivism in 1920s
America, a series of ever more virulent epidemics have occurred.
Most notably, the 1960s epidemic stands out because it was the
first time progressivism was able to reach a critical mass that
virtually insured future generations would be infected by the
virus.
The progressive virus prays upon youthful optimism and
gullibility. During the decade of 1960 to 1969, 70 million
adolescents came of age, the result of the post WWII baby
boom. The 60s generation was the most pampered and selfindulged group of Americans who had ever lived.
Their parents, many of whom survived the depression of the
1930s and lived through WWII, made sure their children had
anything and everything they did not have. Their children were
raised to believe that they were the center of the universe.
Books on raising children that stressed permissive and selfindulgence

replaced

discipline,

frugality

and

personal

responsibility.
Benjamin Spock’s book: “The Common Sense Book of Baby
and Child Care,” published in 1946, became the bible of child

17
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rearing for many baby boomer parents. That book was a
progressive’s dream come true as it codified, under the
authority of a doctor, relativistic values and provided a primer
on what may as well have been a “how to book” on how to raise
a child so that he is more likely to develop a narcissistic
personality disorder.
Other books impregnated with the progressive virus both
reflected the changing times and helped to promote progressive
dogma, these included: The Silent Spring, written by Rachel
Carson, The Games People Play, written by Eric Berne, Valley of
the Dolls, written by Jacqueline Susann and The Feminine
Mystique, written by Betty Friedan.
In Friedan’s book, she defined “mystique” as the
worthlessness women supposedly feel in roles that require them
to be financially, intellectually and emotionally dependent upon
their husbands. Friedan went on to assert that women are
victims of a false belief system that requires them to find
identity and meaning in their lives through their husbands and
children.
In The Silent Spring, Carson concluded that DDT and other
pesticides had irrevocably harmed birds and animals and had
contaminated the entire world food supply. In one chapter of
her book “A Fable for Tomorrow,” Carson depicted a nameless
American town where all life, including fish, birds, fruit trees and
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all the town’s children had been “silenced” by the insidious
effects of DDT.
In Valley of the Dolls, which sold over 30 million copies,
Susann chronicles the lives of three young women who claw and
fight their way to fame and fortune while fighting their addiction
to “dolls,” another name for pills and drugs.
In Games People Play, psychiatrist and transactional analyst
Eric Berne framed human interaction as an exchange and
bartering of selfish wants and needs between two players.
Altruism was discounted as nothing more than an artificial
construct in service to self-interest.
Timothy Leary helped to spread the progressive virus to an
entire generation. Leary’s progressive mantra of “tune in, turn
on, and drop out” became the mantra of many unsuspecting
children of the 1960s. When Leary popularized LSD he was
simply reinforcing Descarte’s “Je pense donc je suis,” through
the neuro-distortions created by hallucinogenic drugs.
Cultural events of the 1960s were misinterpreted as
confirming key assumptions of progressive dogma. John and
Robert Kennedy’s assassination, along with the assassination of
Martin Luther King, seemed to reinforce the notion of the
ultimate futility of life itself. The Viet Nam war seemed to
confirm the cynicism of people who were told that their
government was acting in good faith for noble purposes.
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Viet Nam’s influence was profound on the
children coming of age in the 1960s. The war
wasn’t good and it wasn’t noble, not because
people in authority misrepresented what was
good and noble, although that too, but because
the war removed that last bit of immunity fending
off the virus’s insistence that there is no “good”
and there is no “noble.”
As if to dot the “i”, the Watergate affair in the early 1970s
reinforced progressive’s belief in the mercurial quality of values.
Watergate also set the stage for the metamorphosis of the
American press from objectivity to involvement with a vested
interest in the outcome of whatever it was covering. Woodward
and Bernstein of the Washington Post motivated an entire
generation of journalists who would reject objectivity and
replace it with a vested interest in the outcome of the subject of
their coverage.
Just as objective truths were rejected, out of hand, by
progressives, so it was that objective journalism, as a paradigm,
was also rejected. As journalists infected with the progressive
virus entered the work force, they brought with them their
progressive distortions. While some journalists give lip-service to
objectivity, the fact of the matter is today’s journalists, as a
whole, are emotionally involved, vested in and impregnate any
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story with their own, personal truths. The choice of what to
publish, the angle of approach to the story, the words chosen,
the selection of accompanying photos and illustrations, reflect
someone’s desire to create an effect in the reader or viewer, and
do not reflect a desire or intent to capture objectivity.
Objectivity, as a journalistic paradigm, has been discarded
as an outdated and invalid approach to reportage. As schools of
journalism attracted those infected with the progressive virus,
while at the same time deselecting those aspiring journalists
who were immune to the virus, the profession became an
advocate for all things progressive and a motivated detractor of
traditional America.
Journalists found no need to conspire or compare notes
with their colleagues; it wasn’t necessary. This is because the
vast majority of journalists are like-minded. MSNBC.com looked
at the political contributions of 143 journalists from 2004 to the
start of the 2008 presidential campaign. What they found is not
surprising. Of the 143 journalists studied, 123 gave money to
Democrats or liberal candidates. Only 16 journalists donated to
Republican candidates, with two giving to both parties.18 Schools
of journalism hone their student’s progressive predispositions
and have been successful at creating a “Fourth Estate” that is

18

NBC News.com. Bill Dedman, Investigative reporter. June 25, 2007.
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little more than a political action committee whose credo is:
“The end justifies the means.”
The media’s bias has not fallen on deaf ears. In September
of 2011, the Pew Research Center published its findings on the
American public’s view of the media.

19

The center’s research

spanned the years 1985 to 2011. Among the center’s findings:
63% of Americans say that they want news coverage with no
particular point of view, i.e., they want objective news reporting.
66% of respondents stated that news stories are inaccurate. 77%
think that news organizations favor one side over the other and
80% believe that news outlets, and their reporters, are
influenced by powerful people and organizations.
The findings were not limited to the national press. As
“happy news” became the standard for local news, the public’s
distrust skyrocketed. Fully 69% of respondents stated that they
had lost some trust in local news organizations.
In 1985, 34% of Americans believed that the press dealt
fairly with candidates from the major parties. That number
shrank to only 16% in 2011. In 1985, 53% of Americans stated
that the press tended to favor one party’s candidate over his
opponent. In 2011 that number had increased to a whopping
77%.
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Pew Research Center for the People and the Press. Views of the Media,
1985-2011. September 22, 2011.
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The progressive virus has permeated much of the media
since the 1960s. The press, like any victim of the virus, has
become weakened and is at risk for losing what waning
credibility it once had. The power the press wields with such bias
and arrogant surety is waning. Ironically, the press is being
systematically destroyed by the very virus it embraces.
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