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on them and their heritage define them-
selves as well as their foes not in politi-
cal, regional, or cultural terms but in
terms of race. Whites who have been
indifferent to the fate of the Confeder-
ate flag and similar symbols in the re-
cent controversies should not be sur-
prised, therefore, when historical sym-

bols important to their
own identity

come under assault from anti-white radi-
cals in the future.

And it is as a race that whites must
now learn to resist the war being waged
on them. So far from being a symbol of
a lost and forgotten cause relevant only
to a dwindling band of Confederate loy-
alists, the Confederate flag and the
battles swirling around it today should
serve as reminders to all white men and
women of a simple lesson: Unless they
forsake the many obsolete quarrels and
controversies that have long divided
them and learn to stand, work, and fight
together for their own survival as a
people and a civilization, the war against
them that their self-proclaimed racial
enemies are waging will not permit them
or their legacy as a people and civiliza-
tion to survive at all.

It’s Race, Stupid
In this Jan. 2001 article Dr. Francis

pointed out the folly of Republican at-
tempts to win more non-white voters.

If there is one pattern that emerges
from the confused national election
of 2000, it is that race and ethnicity

are the driving forces in American poli-
tics today. An analysis of exit polls con-
firms that, so far from evolving toward
a “color-blind” society in which most
citizens are indifferent to racial identity,
Americans are voting along clearly de-
fined racial and ethnic lines. These vot-

ing patterns strongly suggest, if they do
not confirm, that racial consciousness is
a major determinant of voting behavior
and that political appeals to racial inter-
ests and consciousness will continue to
play a major role in the politics of the
future. . . .

For all the rhetoric among “new Re-
publicans” about winning non-whites,
the lesson of the 2000 election for the
GOP ought to be clear: Trying to win
non-whites, especially by abandoning

issues important to white voters, is
the road to political suicide; the
natural and logical strategy of the
Republican Party in the future is to

maximize its white vote.
The party could accomplish this

by supporting a long-term moratorium
on legal immigration, terminating wel-

fare and other public benefits for im-
migrants, seeking the abolition of affir-
mative action, and working for the re-
peal of “hate crime” laws and the end of
multiculturalism. The Republicans could
become and remain a majority party by
seeking to raise white racial conscious-
ness; they do not need to appeal to irra-
tional racial fears and animosities, but
they can and legitimately should encour-
age white voters to (1) perceive that they
as a group are under threat from racial
and demographic trends and (2) believe
that the Republican Party will support
them against this threat.

Advocates of Rainbow Republican-
ism will argue that this is not possible or
desirable, that it will only promote ra-
cial divisions, and that attracting more
white voters than the Republicans now
are able to win is not practical. This line
of argument is wrong. Racial animosity
is already being inflamed by the Demo-
crats’ willingness to exploit anti-white
sentiments and by racial demagogues
like Jesse Jackson, Al Sharpton, the
NAACP, and analogous Hispanic activ-
ists. The only force that can quell or
check this kind of anti-white racism is
the solidarity of whites against it and
those who try to use it for political gain.

Twelve Years After
In this December 2002 reflection on

AR’s first 12 years, Dr. Francis describes
how current “race-realist” thinking dif-
fers from racial thinking of the past.

What attracted me to Jared Tay-
lor and AR is what seems to
attract most of their other

readers—not that AR is the last, quaint
representative of a dying breed gnash-
ing its fangs at a world that has passed it
by but that it is in fact the harbinger of a
new breed. The left senses this truth
about AR (and for that matter about the
Council of Conservative Citizens) when
it tells us that such publications and
groups are “Klansmen in coats and ties”
or “more dangerous” than Timothy
McVeigh. Both have succeeded in learn-
ing how to discuss, and in teaching oth-
ers how to discuss, the scientific, social,
and political realities of race without
reliance on the old rhetoric of what was
called “white supremacy” and “hate.”
The older rhetoric may have been ap-
propriate for its time, but just as conser-
vatives in the post-World War II era of
the 1950s needed to adopt a new rheto-

ric in place of that of the political right
of the pre-Depression and pre-World
War II era, so racially conscious whites
today need to learn a new rhetoric about
race. In so far as American Renaissance
has accomplished any significant
achievement, it is that it has begun to
develop and disseminate just such a
rhetoric, and it is largely the absence of
such a rhetoric in American political
culture that makes white racial con-
sciousness so weak.

The older rhetoric of race among ra-
cially conscious whites assumed that the
political and cultural dominance of
whites was secure or at least intact, and
that non-white racial consciousness was
weak, non-existent, and not a serious
political or cultural force. Hence, the
older rhetoric could rely on a broad base
of agreement among whites—about such
matters as the importance and meaning
of the US Constitution, the danger of

Once a hero, now a mere slave-owner.
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communism, the heroic stature of such
figures as Washington and Jefferson, and
a whole universe of assumptions about
human nature, human society, science,
religion, ethics, and cultural values—
assumptions that can no longer be taken
for granted. So secure was this cultural
consensus among almost all whites that
racial consciousness really did not need

to appeal to race itself very much or very
directly. Today, that shared cultural (and
political) fabric is in tatters, and appeals
wrapped in it no longer work. . . .

What is happening or has happened
in almost all these instances is that the
common cultural and political frame-
work that enabled racially conscious
whites to deflect non-white drives for
power has eroded or vanished entirely.
Its erosion has come about in large part
because of its deliberate subversion by
its enemies (not always for racial pur-
poses), while at the same time the emer-
gence of explicitly non-white racial con-

sciousness and the political unity this
subversion generates has rendered ap-
peals to traditional white values and in-
stitutions ineffective. When blacks them-
selves regard Washington, Jefferson,
Jackson, and even Abraham Lincoln as
well as all other early American icons
as mere bigots, slaveholders, and white
supremacists, when they dismiss the
Declaration of Independence and the
Constitution as fraudulent documents
that merely empowered racial oppres-
sion, then political dialogue and a shared
political culture cease to be possible—
unless whites themselves give up these
icons as well, which is what seems to be
happening. Those who seek to resist or
defeat the non-white quest for power
have no prospect of success if they ap-
peal to a Constitution that non-whites
respect only in so far as it can be ex-
ploited for their own purposes. What is
happening, in other words, is that all the
social, cultural, political, legal, and con-
stitutional (as well as religious, moral,
etc.) integument of the white race has
been stripped away—delegitimized or
“deconstructed.” What remains, of
course, is the bare biological reality:
race. . . .

The rhetoric [AR] has developed is
the rhetoric of race itself, of what should
be called “racial realism.”

This rhetoric, in the first place, is
grounded in a fairly careful scientific
view of race—that race is indeed a natu-
ral reality and not just a “social con-
struct,” that it includes not only gross
morphological and physiological fea-
tures but also affects IQ, personality, and
behavior, and therefore that race is a
socially and historically significant
force. More than any other publication
in the English-speaking world, AR has
actually tried to explain and popularize
the earth-shaking discoveries about race
by major scientists and thinkers like
Arthur Jensen, Philippe Rushton,
Michael Levin, Richard Lynn, the late

Glayde Whitney, and many others. Simi-
larly, the AR rhetoric of race also makes
fairly sophisticated use of statistics to
support claims about differences in ra-
cial achievement and behavior (educa-
tion, crime, etc.).

But perhaps most significantly, the
rhetoric of American Renaissance in a
sense does the opposite of what the older
rhetoric tried to do. Whereas the older
rhetoric tried to defend the race in terms
of the culture (e.g., desegregation should
be opposed because it is unconstitu-
tional, “communistic,” “un-Christian,”
or “un-American”), the new racial rheto-

ric of AR defends the culture in terms of
the race (e.g., the Constitution itself, as
well the culture and nation, are impor-
tant achievements of the white race; no
other race has created anything similar
to them, and there is no prospect of any
other race creating them or adapting to
them; similar ideas about the racial foun-
dations of white science, religion, and
other cultural achievements are common
in AR). The meaning of this rhetoric is
that in so far as white Americans still care
about their culture—the Constitution,
religion, science, art, language, litera-
ture, aesthetics, social institutions, and
morals—they must care about the race
that created them and sustains them and
without which they cannot exist. It does
not, as far as I can recall, argue that race
by itself is sufficient to create and sus-
tain our civilization, but it does insist,
clearly and unequivocally, that race is
necessary. . . .

Another fallen hero.

 In so far as white Ameri-
cans still care about their

culture they must care
about the race that cre-

ated it and sustains it and
without which it

cannot exist.
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O Tempora, O Mores!
Diversity Eyesore

A new sculpture in Denver’s City
Park, called “Meeting of Minds,” sym-
bolizes the superiority of openness over
rigid thinking by portraying a black
woman triumphant over a dying white
man. Douglas Kornfeld’s steel profiles

of two heads stand over 16 feet tall. In-
side each head is a circle that appears to
be a brain, containing the figures of men
and women that identify public rest-
rooms. Inside the black woman’s head,
the figures are jumbled together in a dis-
orderly way, and stretched into different
shapes and sizes. The sculptor explains

that “this head celebrates diversity and
symbolizes a progressive way of think-
ing.” Inside the white man’s head, uni-
form figures in straight rows “symbol-
ize an old way of thinking or narrow
mindedness,” which “hopefully is dis-
appearing.” The white man’s head is
sinking into the ground, while the black
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