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SYMPOSIUM
The 100-Plus-Years War

Exploring the Politically Incorrect
For years, from the very late 1990’s on, Nance and Anthony would go to the Ukrania to kick around the latest news, their writings and their views. They would meet at the nearby neighborhood bar where Anthony worked the day-shift. More often than not, when leaving, one of the regulars would accompany them. But once Sean, a few years back, joined them, he made it into a weekly threesome.

Although they were all New Yorkers – at first glance they would appear to be an anomalous sort. But, what they did have in common was a low-key searching for, and respect of knowledge (accumulated through a range of means: from that of academic to haphazard) and a desire to acquire non-academic-based, worldly information, if not wisdom. All this, while lacking the typical New Yorker’s never-ending, tunnel-vision search for financial success. 

Sean: Ireland-born and educated – non-practicing Catholic – naturalized US citizen, in his late forties; sparkling blue eyes; prematurely white hair; a powerful upper body; a gentle, manly voice with an Irish lilt.

Anthony: Born and practicing strict Catholic –– politically ultra-conservative, suburban-New York-born – in his early fifties; stocky, on the shorter-side of average height; dark-brown hair, blue-gray eyes – educated at the best universities. 

Nance: An Atheist –– a born and bred New Yorker –– mainly self taught, still relatively active physically and mentally – in his late seventies, dark-brown eyes, more-white-than-gray, thinning head of hair and a full, trimmed beard. 

*

The three men, having entered the Ukrania (now a typical Greek-owned greasy-spoon: serving run-of-the-mill, multi-ethnic-cum-American food at reasonable prices), worked their way back to their usual table –– close to the kitchen entrance and rest rooms.

As the men reached their table, a waitress comes by and lackadaisically drops three menus on it. As she leaves, the lights dim to black. After a slight pause, the lights gradually brighten and the men can be seen finishing their meal. 

Nance: “I don’t know how you (turning first to one and then to the other) feel about all the remembrance-of-9/11 goings-on –– but there’s no doubt in my mind that it’s being overdone. And, mind you, I feel for those people who were killed – as well as for their families. But, hell, the effects of December 7th were exponentially far more threatening to America –– to the point of our very existence –– after all, the Japs sank a good part of our Pacific fleet – and we had Nazi U-Boats freely roaming the Atlantic – and sinking our freighters at will. I was only twelve when the Japs attacked Pearl Harbor; but I was aware that despite the uncertainties as to what the future held in store, New Yorkers, thinking of themselves strictly as Americans, were pulling together, and not out of fear, but because of a determination to win – and they had faith in the government and the wisdom of the president. Moreover, if memory serves, it wasn’t Roosevelt who had to admonish the people not to take revenge against anyone appearing to be Japanese – it was the well-regarded radio announcers who did the cautioning. And, I don’t recall the same kind of continuous dwelling on those thousands of sailors who were entombed in a ship at the bottom of Pearl Harbor, as you have today on the people who were killed in the Trade Center.” 

Anthony: “Maybe so – but in no time, Japanese-Americans were being rounded up and shipped off to internment camps – much as we’re doing to Moslems today. And, my father told me how as a young teenager he and his friends would sing: “Let’s remember Pearl Harbor, as we go to meet the foe …,” or something like that. So, how can you say that 9/11 is being touted more than December 7th – when the Japanese destruction of our fleet in Pearl Harbor was used as much during WWII, as Al Qaeda’s demolition of the Trade Center   was for our going to war?”

Sean: “I don’t think Nance was referring to that. It’s the constant dwelling, day in day out, year after year, on the attacks of 9/11, by so many of the families of the deceased, although they might truly feel that they have a legitimate cause, and by the politicians who continually use 9/11 for any number of self-serving reasons – but basically to win the votes of one or another politically-important segment of a frightened-by-them electorate. What I don’t understand, is why there isn’t one prominent American, in government or otherwise, who doesn’t come out with that trite old saw: A coward dies a thousand deaths; a brave man dies but once. And, in that way stiffen the backs of middle-America. Instead, attempts are being made by Bush’s supporters to scare the hell out of all Americans.”

Anthony: “You’re right about that; the politicians are out to make us into a bunch of paranoid cowards. [He then turns to Nance.] It’s not that I don’t agree with you about this seemingly never-ending bemoaning about 9/11. Though, I too, feel for the people who died there – and their families. After I heard the first plane crash into the Trade Center, I went up to my roof –– and in no time I saw another plane plunge into the second tower. And I witnessed bodies hurtling through the air – and, it wasn’t pretty. It’s just that all this unfavorable comparing of what’s happening today to what went on during WWII by your generation, seems just as overdone to me as the constant almost ghoulish references to the horrors inflicted on America by those suicidal, lunatic Moslems.”

Nance: “You’ve got me there; I guess I am laying it on thick. But you’d probably be hearing a hell of a lot more from men of my generation – who would be faulting the self-pitying and self-serving bemoaning by the relations of those killed on 9/11 – if it weren’t for the fact that most WWII vets are either dead –– or by now somewhat addled. After all, sixteen million men served in that war, and something like four hundred thousand Americans died during it –– leaving behind one hell of a lot of widows and gold-star mothers. And, for the most part, in order to show their sorrow, those bereaved folks displayed one or sometimes two or more gold stars in a window. And remember, just like your father and my three brothers, as well as me, are veterans of WWII –– though I was only in the post-kamikaze, occupation part of the conflict.”

Anthony: “Maybe so. But it’s not only the WWII hero business that people like my father and you talk about –– it’s also that you seem to be almost bragging about your poverty during the depression and the trouble you had getting anything much better than minimum-wage jobs during the forties, after being discharged.” 

Nance: “I guess you have a legitimate gripe. But I still think that that was a momentous period – starting with the depression and running on until Kennedy’s assassination. But, it was a time when I, and everyone I knew, pretty-much trusted the government and felt proud to be Americans –– and that’s even allowing for Hiroshima, Taft-Hartley, McCarthy, Ike’s U2 debacle and the bay of Pigs. But today, I find it impossible to trust just about everything that Bush-little says; that the Republican controlled congress enacts and much that the far-to-the-right Supreme Court decides. All of which makes me embarrassed to admit, that because I’ve been too lazy to go to the trouble of changing my party affiliation, I’m still a registered Republican.” 

Anthony: “Well, maybe the reason why I’m so annoyed by all this talk about those years is that it makes me feel that I missed out on one of the most interesting periods in American, and even world history. Even today, whenever anyone mentions “the war”, it’s understood that it’s WWII. Whenever people refer to the depression, they mean the Great Depression of the 1930’s. The history channel wouldn’t exist if not for the war and what went on – from the time you people were born –– and right on until the time I became a man. And nothing that’s done during my generation seems to measure up.”

Nance: “Forget it. My generation was the only one that used the atom bomb and, at the time, we even felt good about killing all those Japs. My generation enacted the Taft Hartley Law – which screwed labor from that time on – and we allowed McCarthyism to flourish. My generation accepted segregation in the army – and even in New York City with its millions of claiming-to-be-liberal ethnic Jews, Blacks, as well as any other group thought undesirable by the real-estate interests were, well into the 1950’s, legally ghettoized – and still are, to quite a degree, even now in 2006, by using high rents to maintain virtually WASPish-looking-whites-only buildings and neighborhoods. My generation fucked up in lots of ways – after all, millions of Jews and Gypsies were slaughtered by the Germans and millions of Indians in Bengal died of starvation during WWII – all while we and the Brits and much of Christian-Europe stood by or helped to make it happen. The Vietnam War, our interventions in Chile and Nicaragua – and our installing the shah, a puppet fascist, in Iran were all accomplished during the years of my generation’s primacy. And I’m sure you can think of a lot more proofs of our failings without having to try too hard.” 

Anthony: “Maybe I could. But even though I don’t agree with you – that every one of those things was really bad – just by your mentioning them, you make me envious of what your generation went through. It seems to me that even the worst things that you say happened during those years were at least interesting. These days, instead of a Roosevelt or Eisenhower, we have a Bush W., who I had at one time supported. While you had Patton and MacArthur, Halsey and Nimitz – the only Admiral or General of my time, that I can think of is Powell – a competent General and a failed Secretary of State. J. Edger Hoover had his faults, but despite them, I’m sure he’d have done better than the incompetent clowns we have today. And, if we did, I doubt that we’d have had a 9/11. And, I have a feeling that Donovan’s WWII, OSS would have gotten the right dope about Iraq’s having weapons of mass destruction. And I’d bet that had either Eisenhower or even Nixon been around at the time, they’d have listened to those men.”
Nance: “I had voted for Eisenhower – and although I was bothered by his having added “under God” to the Pledge of Allegiance – he proved to be an intelligent and knowledgeable, decent, honor-bound man. And, prior to his having prevented the coalition of the French, British and Israelis from taking over the Suez Canal from the Egyptians: one of the most important accomplishments achieved by a man of my generation – he had been universally praised. But, I imagine that today’s Neocons would have been very unhappy with Ike for forcing the French, Brits and Israelis to get out – or else. Ike realized that colonialism was dead – and in no time, so did the French and British – only the Israelis appear to have ignored that fact.”

Sean: “I pretty-much agree with you. But today’s Neocons have there eyes on a lot more than the no-longer-that-vital Suez canal. Besides attempting to make secure the UN-recognized-area that legalized the state of Israel, as well as her illegally acquired and occupied Arab lands, Neocons and their kill-for-oil cohorts in Washington are determined to oust governments that are not willing to accept Western control of their natural resources and economies. And this may be just an attempt to establish a modern version of the same old colonialism that the Brits and continental Europeans had fought so many wars over –– probably starting with the Spanish and Portuguese – which ended with the pope’s intervention to divvy up the lands previously belonging to the poorly-armed and less-aggressive peoples residing in the rest of the world. All of which [turning to Anthony], I think, from your point of view not only allowed the pope to resolve the difference between two very Catholic nations –– but enabled them to bring the word of God and salvation to the world’s heathens.”

[Smiling, Anthony said nothing]

Nance: “You’re right about the Neocons and oil interests. But I’m sure you’re aware that, for me, this business of forced conversion to Catholicism by the Portuguese and Spaniards was merely a means of dominating militarily-weaker native peoples. Your assumption, however, that our current world problems started with Europe’s urge to colonize, is right on the money – though I think it has to be divided into one resulting from the unadulterated greed of European Catholics, catering, at least initially, to the self-serving notion that native Americans and Pacific Islanders were not really human beings –– and another into the promised-land-based greed of Europe’s Protestant Judeo-Christians. No doubt, one could probably find a Bible-based rationale for Catholic’s enslaving the peoples of the Americas. Because it did take fifty years, after Columbus’s initial “discoveries,” for the pope to determine that America’s misnomered Indians did, indeed, probably have ancestral ties to Adam and Eve – and therefore could be subjected to baptism. After which, they were eventually Christianized – but, not until their lands were stolen and they were made subordinate to the will of their European masters. This allowed the descendants of the Iberian conquerors to use the stolen wealth to live well at home. Unlike the Brits, with the unhealthy climate of their home country, there was no mass migration of Spaniards and Portuguese to their colonies. The average Iberian had no need to venture forth to the unknown in order to enjoy the fruits of his countrymen’s conquests: the gold and produce forcefully wrenched from the people of their colonies. They could stay home, bask in the Mediterranean sun, and buy the goods and services that best suited their needs from their less-fortunate, hard-working, north-European neighbors. And, as we all know, after the gold was gone, having little industry, the economies of the Iberian nations collapsed.”

Anthony: “Your being an Atheist has you blaming everything that goes wrong in the world on the Bible – or at least its believers. But isn’t it unfair to blame the current state of world affairs on those past European believers in the universal God.”

Nance: “Maybe so. But all the troubles in the world seem to be rooted in one or another aspect of religion. Just as in the past, I see today the same kind of religion-based rationales being used by peoples, the world over, in order to secure a position of economic superiority over others. And, the sort of colonialism being practiced nowadays, by the megabuck multinationals, seems to be more like that of the Iberian Catholics than like that of the occupations by Europe’s Judeo-Christian migrants, whether or not devout, who went about claiming the Old Testament God’s authority in order to steal a promised land from its militarily-weaker inhabitants.”

Sean: “Well, there’s no question in my mind that conniving, dissident anti-Saddam Iraqis along with America’s pro-Israel-lobby–cum-Neocons, Fundamentalist Christians, Orthodox Jews and American oil-interests, were instrumental in bringing about the current conflict – this, by willingly accepting if not inventing unverifiable information about Iraqi weapons of mass destruction – which promoted their self-serving agenda. [Then, turning to Anthony] I’m sure that you’re pleased that we Catholics don’t appear to be either the instigators or beneficiaries of the war in Iraq. In fact, Pope John Paul II spoke out against the war. This, whether for moral reasons or because he was prescient: realizing that the current war in Iraq should never have taken place. Perhaps Bush thought that this would then be an end to a conflict that, in reality, had started back a century or more. Although I recall reading on the web that the invasion of Iraq is really the first phase of what will be WWIII, it seems to me that the battles going on in the Near East are just part of the final years of one continuous war – much like Europe’s 100 Years War –– and, as we’re all aware, it was really made up of many small – and not so small wars. What I see is that born-again-Christian Bush’s war-hawk-instigated, kill-for-oil War in Iraq, is taking place during one continuing war: one that could very well, in future, be known as the 200 Years War: one long sequence of wars which began in the aftermath of Bismarck’s 19th century consolidation of Germany.”

Anthony: “I think you’ve got something there. But I wouldn’t be surprised if it’ll be determined to have started further back –– from the time of the French Revolution, when attempts were made to end monarchy. But, as so often happens, the reverse came to pass –– with the unpredictable result that the concept of European monarchy strengthened –– at least, that is, until the advent of WWI – when, in its aftermath, with the exception of its being maintained, for the most part as a useful figurehead in a few countries, it all but disappeared. So, what remains the big question for me is –– is this on-going conflict never to end?”

Nance:  “I hadn’t thought of all those wars as being part of one very long continuous one. I grew up between the two world wars, and until now, there was no question in my mind that those were two very distinct and separate happenings. In retrospect, despite my having served in the non-fighting, occupation end of WWII, I can see why those wars could be considered as being part of one big ongoing happening. And, if it actually is one continuous do, and if what’s now going on in Asia’s oil-rich regions is part of it, then I doubt that I’ll live long enough to see its end.”

Sean: “You know, Nance – Anthony may be right – in thinking that the war could go on for years –– which could make you  the lucky one – not living long enough to witness Armageddon. Because, if Bush’s people have their way, it will most assuredly, be the worst part of this more-than-a-century-long war. But I still think that it started with Bismarck – which led to Germany’s striving to take on the white-man’s-burden: that gravy train for the West: colonialism. But, as you say, Anthony, it may very well be that historians will consider this ongoing war as having started with the Napoleonic wars and the earlier guillotining of France’s nobility –– or maybe even with the American Revolution.” 

Nance: “Well, I may be around when this one or two hundred years war is determined to have begun, but unless there’s a quick resolution to the problems caused by the presence of one of the last scraps of Europe’s racist-based colonialism – one located smack in the middle of Moslem lands –– this could just as well end up being a three hundred years war.”

Sean: “You’re talking about Israel, right –– that Jewish theocracy established in the aftermath of WWII – with the support of us European Christians. I guess you might say that that support was our way of atoning for the well-deserved-guilt that we earned for having tolerated the kind of atmosphere that led to the Holocaust.” 

Nance: “Like so many of the world’s horrific acts committed by us humans against one another and that cannot be rationalized away – the Holocaust had a diversity of inputs that brought about its cause and effect. The very concept of Biblical Judaism is most destructive of the well being of those otherwise normal individuals who actually believe that they are amongst God’s Chosen people. And, though this includes individuals claiming to be Jews as well as many Christians – notably Fundamentalists – the Holocaust was pretty-much an outrage against Jews and the non-Christian-Gypsies. However, the Gypsies don’t appear to be dwelling on it – which may be due to their having a rooted-in-Indian-tradition outlook on life.”

Anthony: “The majority of Jews that I’ve come across are ambivalent about their being Chosen. I do get the feeling that, although America’s ethnic Jews might like the idea of being special – Chosen – they’d much prefer to be treated just like everyone else. But, since the majority of Christians, and wannabe WASPs find it ego-building to refuse to treat Jews as if they’re just other individuals, many Jews become defensive – and seem to say to themselves: Okay, so I’m a Jew – and go about acting the role expected of them – with some donning skull caps – or, like the Hassidim, continue to dress in the outlandish attire forced on them centuries ago, by bigoted Christian rulers.”

Sean: “It’s interesting to note, though, that the activities of those non-Jews, most notably Christians, who believe that they-too-are-Chosen –– are not considered to be representative of all Christians – whereas, the doings of any Jew, whether good or bad, is treated as if he or she is representative of everyone considered to be a Jew – this by the majority of both Jews and non-Jews alike.” 

Anthony: “Of course there are some Jews, all-too-many as far as I’m concerned, who are determined to prove, if not to the world than to themselves, that they really are Chosen of God. This God, they claim, who has Chosen them as part of His contract with them, which requires that they abide by His laws – has promised them a land that just happens to be inhabited by others. Acting according to that belief – when dealing with those folks not so blessed by their Bible’s Monotheistic God: many Jews, as well as those Christians who also claim to be Chosen – those who consider the nonbelievers to be heretics and therefore God-given prey – go about treating them with contempt or condescension – openly or covertly, depending on the circumstances.” 

Nance: “But couldn’t the displaying of similar off-putting attitudes towards those thought inferior – be attributed to many peoples: WWII’s Germans and Japanese for instance, as well as all sorts of others, no matter their ethnicity, faith or Race? Are Jews and Fundamentalist Christians really that different from others?

Sean: “No, of course they’re not – but neither were the Germans, who were made to believe that they were members of a master race by the Nazis. And that belief affected them to such a degree, that they were able to conquer continental Europe. Likewise, the belief by Jews of being Chosen of God has impelled many amongst them to excel in a miscellany of endeavors – including, much like Europe’s Bible-rationalizing colonizers of the past – the killing-off, enslaving or ousting of a militarily-weaker, non-Judeo-Christian, and non-Euro-Caucasian peoples from the lands they inhabit.”

Nance: “All of which brings us to the reasons for the resentment of the presence of the last vestige of European colonialism that remains in Arab lands. And, as far as a goodly number of Moslems are concerned, whether or not the well-armed interlopers, were, as in the past, European Christian crusaders or are today’s European Jewish star-bearers –– they intend to fight to maintain or regain control of their lands.”

Anthony: “I think I see what you’re driving at. And if I’m right, then what you’re doing is comparing the future fate of the Holocaust-rationalized state of Israel with what happened to the Catholic, crusader-established Latin nations – most of which lasted there for a century or so. But, I don’t know if that will happen – because a sizable number of Moslem Arabs are probably just as apt to be hooked on the materialistic goals of the Judeo-Christian peoples of the West as are a goodly number of Buddhists in China and Japan; Christians in Korea, Hindus and Moslems in India and even Moslems in Iran, Pakistan and Bangladesh. When I think of how our none-too-bright president applied that term, crusade, to our invasion of Iraq, I’m embarrassed to say that I had once voted for him. After all, it may very well cause Moslems to believe that America’s invasion of Iraq is the West’s present-day crusade. And, by America’s Fundamentalist Christians supporting Israel’s occupation of what Arabs consider their country – they have every reason, as illogical as it is, to believe that we’re out to retake the Fertile Crescent by killing off its Moslem population – which was what the Crusaders attempted to do. And, although it’s a taboo to mention it – it’s the presence of an American-supported, non-Moslem state that is causing many Moslems to unite against America and continue their effort to oust the Israelis from once-Moslem Palestine.”

Nance: “Well, I’ve come to doubt that Bush-little’s calling our invasion of Iraq a crusade – was necessarily an unintentional stupid remark. I think it might very well have been a deliberate, albeit dumb, statement that was made by a self-righteous, more-or-less-literate, born-again-Christian bigot who really had little real knowledge of just what the crusades had meant to Moslems – or to Catholics, for that matter. Nor does he seem to be aware of the fact that the pre-Renaissance, feudal-Catholic West was eventually driven out of Palestine and the rest of the Fertile Crescent by Moslems. And most of it remained under the control of Moslems of one ilk or another for something like a thousand years.”

Sean: “What I see all this leading up to –– as far as Bush is concerned, is that his unflinching support of Israel is to secure a place from which the Judeo-Christian, Anglo-American-dominated West can launch a full-scale war – and, not necessarily because he really has any love for the Israelis. For him, I believe it’s a war to take over the oil-rich lands that now belong to a primarily Irani and Semitic, Caucasian Moslem peoples –– and since this will diminish the power of the Moslem states, he figures he’ll get the support of the Neocons and that portion of America’s Jewish community that favor’s whatever they believe will benefit Israel.”

Nance: “You’re hitting on all eight cylinders –– that’s the root cause of much of the turmoil in the Near East. Because Palestine’s been dominated by Moslems for so long, they’re just as firm in their ethno-religion-based rights to dominate what they consider their homeland as are those believing that they’re God’s Chosen people. So, I figure that Moslems won’t cease their fight against the West –– with its attempts to take over their lands and dominate their people – until Europe’s Christian-supported Israeli Jews are ousted from their land, as was the case with Europe’s Latin crusaders. Or, if not ousted, then at least neutralized – and sharing a Palestinian-Moslem, Israeli-Jewish nation – with all of its citizens sharing equally, as individuals in the running of their nation.” 

Anthony: “I don’t know as I can agree with you, after all, Palestine is where Jesus was born, preached and died – and he was born and died as a believing Jew. But, even if you’re right – with neither the Palestinians nor Israelis willing to compromise – and if Israel was defeated – or decided to vacate a continuously hostile land, where could her Jews go? I know that Uganda was once considered a possibility, but Zionists had no interest in going there. And, though it had been pointed out in the past, that establishing a Zionist state in Uganda would have encountered far less hostility then if attempted to do so in Palestine, it wouldn’t necessarily hold true today. In the century that’s elapsed, the Ugandan peoples – as have most Africans – established their own national identity – and would, no doubt, resist the establishment of a Zionist state there –– with as much vigor as the Arabs did and still do in what was once their homeland: Palestine.”

Nance: “I don’t think the Africans should be required to cede land to make room for a Zionist state – anymore than were the Arabs.”  [Then, taking a sheet of paper from his jacket pocket he added:] “I think you’ll have to go back to the way Arthur Koestler poked fun of the letter from Britain’s Foreign Secretary Balfour to Lord Rothschild: the one in which the often quoted Balfour Declaration was made. Balfour’s letter, a very simple one, containing the declaration was written a year before the end of WWI. Koestler wrote of the letter’s absurdity because it stated: ‘one nation [England] solemnly promised to a second nation [the yet to be established Israel, nee Zion] the country of a third [Palestine]’ It should also be noted that Palestine was, at the time, still part of the Ottoman-Turkish Empire – and was years away from being put under the control of the Brits. Moreover, what detracts from the righteousness of Balfour’s declaration is that for all the high-minded and authoritative claims, in reality, it was merely the payoff to the Jewish banker Rothschild – in return for his having arranged for a much needed loan to England to finance her continuing fight against Germany during WWI.”

Sean: “Ah yes. And, since there’s no legal, let alone moral basis for the issuance of the Balfour Declaration, the Israeli’s self-righteous assertion that it authorizes their establishing a Jewish homeland in Palestine, could be considered but a preposterous joke on heretofore otherwise unaware and well-intentioned Jews – if the result of that joke wasn’t so inhumane for Palestinians. I imagine you could say that the justification for the West’s support for the establishment of the state of Israel, was for me and my fellow European Christians, to expiate our guilt for our having espoused the bigotry that led to the Nazi’s carrying out their Final Solution. But, since the Holocaust occurred in Europe –– I can well understand the claims by so many Moslems that if Jews feel the need to have a homeland –– which, considering the horrors of the Holocaust, I can readily understand their wanting one –– then that homeland should be in Europe. And if we European Christians feel the need to atone for our perceived, well-deserved guilt, then I suppose that all the costs for the establishment of such a state in Europe should be borne by us.”

Nance: “Okay, I see your point. The vast majority of today’s Israelis have genetically-mixed European origins; most of them or their predecessors were living in Central and Eastern Europe when the Germans carried out the Holocaust. So, since European had taken away their identity as Germans, Poles, Bulgarians, Dutch, French or what have you –– and replaced it with a racial identity as Jews, which I believe is nonsense – and then persecuted them for having it, it seems only fitting and proper – now that the overwhelming majority of ethnic Jews have gleefully accepted that otherwise preposterous concept: that which gives them a distinct racial, and national identity – that Europeans are obligated to cede the land that will give them a homeland. Moreover, although I believe that Europe’s Zionist nation should be made up primarily of land ceded by Germany, Russia and Poland – where, I understand, most of Europe’s Jewish population had lived –– I think, since much of the rest of Christian Europe, had, at the very least, contributed to the atmosphere that allowed for the Holocaust –– like you’ve said [motioning towards Sean], all Europeans should chip in to pay for the costs of such a move.” 

Anthony: “You two seem pleased with yourselves for believing that you’ve solved that problem. But, you’ve completely neglected to bring up the question of Palestine as the Holy Land –– the land of the people of the Hebraic Bible and of the birthplace of our Lord Jesus Christ. Israeli Jews, supported by Fundamentalist Protestants and the overwhelming majority of religious and ethnic Jews worldwide, now consider Palestine-Israel to be the Jewish homeland –– their Promised Land –– God’s gift to them – as part of their contract with Him. That’s the way it is – I’m afraid – despite its having originally belonged to some other people at the time. And, now that they’ve retaken it, albeit, again from other people who’ve been there over the ages, they have no intention of giving it up.”

Sean: “Okay. I can understand their wanting to keep Israel as their homeland, but I don’t think that Jews can have it both ways. There are Jews who claim to be followers of a religion that states that they are the Chosen people of the Monotheistic God – the very same God that Christians and Moslems are said to worship. Nowadays, an awful lot of ethnic Jews seem to show an allegiance to the Jewish nation, Israel – while, at the same time claiming their rights of citizenship in one or the other of the various countries in which they reside – even though the majority of the peoples in those countries consider themselves to be followers of one form or another of Christianity, Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism or what have you – and, although most of those people have no special feelings about Jews, and few, if any, consider them as being Chosen of any God –– least of all, of their God or Gods. The point is, if Jews have accepted the assertion by the Nazis that they have a racial identity, along with the self-serving contention of the Israelis that their real ancestral home is Israel, and not Europe – then, as a consequence want to have their own country – which, due to the Holocaust, they surely deserve, then how the hell can Jews claim that they have the right to total religious freedom in nations other than Israel, when their religion has them claiming that they’re superior to the folks in so many of those other nations – whose people don’t accept them as being Chosen of their God – especially when it’s the same God – and when in Israel, the followers of any religion but Judaism are subjected to the arbitrary authority of that Jewish Theocracy?”

Nance: “Anyone listening to us, as we mention negative things about Jews, is going to accuse us of being anti-Semites. Of course, it’s understandable. It seems that when anything negative is said about Jews, it’s so often uncalled for. Nevertheless, as long as people don’t lose sight of the fact that such a thing as anti-Semitism does exist – as did the Holocaust – then I can’t see why the negative consequences of the presence of a colony of Europeans, albeit Jews, located in the middle of Arab lands, doesn’t deserve to be weighed.”

Anthony: “Let me just say that I’ve heard some Jews rationalize their having forced Moslem Arabs out of their homeland, Palestine –– by equating the actions of the Israelis with those of America’s pioneers – who, much to our shame, as Americans, in order to spread from coast to coast, decimated the continent’s native population. The problem is that the Americas were colonized centuries ago – when the horrors connected with colonialism were accepted by so-called civilized society. Whereas, the Israelis didn’t attempt to colonize Palestine, en masse, until colonialism was on its deathbed. Stealing another people’s land is now a no-no that requires what is now known as ethnic cleansing: the enslaving, displacement or murdering of a land’s former occupants.”

Sean: “And, as far as I’m concerned, what you’ve just said is not anti-anything other that you’re just anti-theft and anti-murder. Nevertheless, there can be no question that both anti-Semitism does, and the Holocaust did, exist. That said, though, there’s no question that both have been used at times overused by both Israelis and Jews, whether or not supporters of Israel, to rationalize some otherwise questionable moral and legal activities – and to fend off any well-earned criticism.”

Anthony: “I agree. And, not only that, but if you speak out against the unfairness being foisted on the Palestinians, then your labeled both a Holocaust denier and an anti-Semite to boot. It’s reached the point that many non-Jewish TV chefs, perhaps because their recipes call for the use of pork, feel the need to prove they’re not anti-Semitic, by insisting that their recipe calls for the use of kosher salt. Pretty soon the PC thing to do will be to drink Holy Water and eat Halal meat.”

Sean: “Well, I think it’s more than that. Take that business about the Australian drunk, Mel Gibson. I’d wager that it was publicized, over and over again by Jewish comedians for reasons far more than the obvious insults associated with his drunken outburst. Comparable insults, by the way, have been hurled against just about every one of America’s ethnic, religious or racial groups. All of this Mel Gibson business was happening at the same time that the Israelis were cluster-bombing buildings in which Lebanese civilians, mostly women and children, were gathered. It seemed to me that the drunken, comments of that asshole Mel Gibson were being used by much of the media as a means of making light of the news of the Israeli killings in Gaza and Lebanon: carnage that gives some credence to the Arab claim that the Israeli intent was genocide.”

Anthony: “And, our president and his clique – along with his crew of opportunistic minority hirelings, all spoke well of what the Israelis were doing in Lebanon.”

Nance: “I guess Christian as well as Jewish Europeans and Americans find it easy to accept Israel’s claiming the need to be ruthless when protecting their new-found homeland. If they were to lose their war with the Arab nations, their country would cease to exist. And, so, while the world looks the other way, Israel, much as all colonizers must do, goes about trying to destroy the will of the Palestinians: the people whose land they’ve colonized. As for me, being an Atheist, if I were an Israeli, and I was offered a comparable land in Europe, I’d move there – rather than be responsible for the killing of as many, if not far more Moslems than the Jews and Gypsies that were murdered by the Nazis.”

Anthony: “Well, you may claim to be an Atheist, and you may very well be one, but I think you’re much affected by the attitudes of true Christianity – which you say is really nothing but watered-down Buddhism – which is what you’ve always claimed was what Gandhi was touting. But I now see why you two are talking about resettling the Israelis in a new nation to be located in Europe. If the results of the Crusades were not to be repeated, whereby those states established by the Catholic Crusaders were done in by a massive Moslem force, then the American-supplied Israelis would be required to attempt to murder untold millions of Moslems in order to force them into submission.”

Sean: “It’s interesting that you mention Gandhi. Recently, when I was listening to a talk show on which Senator McCain was being interviewed, I did a double take. While talking about Moslem terrorism, McCain stated that Gandhi was assassinated by a Moslem. The interviewer, who, if I’m not mistaken, was Charlie Rose, though usually well versed in historical fact, didn’t bother to correct him; perhaps it was due to ignorance, but I had the feeling, perhaps because there’s not one Neocon that I can think of who doesn’t denigrate Moslems whenever they’re mentioned, that the interviewer – deliberately let it pass. After all, it’s common knowledge that it was a fundamentalist Hindu who shot and killed Gandhi. And, that was because the Hindu assassin blamed Gandhi, erroneously, for allowing for the partition of India. All of which, when I reconsider it, makes me doubt that the Israelis – or the overwhelming majority of Jews, worldwide – would go along with the relocation of Israel onto European soil –– no matter how good a deal the Israeli’s will be offered” 

Nance: “Jews, no doubt, have good reason for not wanting to relocate in Europe. After WWII, a disparaging attitude was displayed by the peoples of the losing nations towards Jews, in general. And, that was that they were cowards for letting the Holocaust happen to them without their having fought – en masse. Although Italians were disparaged because of their military incompetence and subjection to the will of the Germans – they shrugged it off: perhaps by claiming a connection to the folks of the Roman Empire. But, this debasing attitude did affect American Jews –– this, to the degree that many Jewish women tended to think less of their own men. All this began to change, somewhat, after the Israeli’s Six-Day War, when Israeli men, arriving in New York, were being acclaimed as heroes by American Jews. At the same time Israelis, in an attempt to gain the political support of America’s Jews, made them believe that without Israel, they would, again, be subjected to another Holocaust. Adding to their deliberate attempt to spread a case of mass paranoia amongst America’s ethnic Jewish population, the Israelis and their American Israelis-can-do-no-wrong supporters accelerated their anti-Moslem, anti-Arab propaganda campaign.”

 Anthony: “This reminds me of the time in the late 1970s, when I was in a kid drinking in a bar in the Village. The customer next to me said something about the US Coast Guard – and as the conversation went on I mentioned, in a matter-of-fact manner, that it used to be called the Jewish navy. I hadn’t thought that it denigrated Jews, in any way – my father had mentioned that he had heard the term used by his fellow GIs from New York – who were Jewish. I hadn’t consciously considered what the religion was of the person I was talking to. So I was a little taken aback when the man, in his late thirties, came out with a defensive, yet belligerent, ‘Yeah, but now we have the Israelis, and they have a real navy.’”

Nance: “What’s interesting is that by the Israeli’s winning the war in 1967, it became urgent for Armenians to have their own country. Of course there had been an Armenia for thousands of years, but it was at the time of the Israeli-Arab war, a part of the Soviet Union. I don’t know their history that well, but I keep hearing about the genocide committed against them by the Turks – but the fact that the Armenians then fell under the control of the Russians, and remained there until fairly recently, when they got their independence – seems to me that they went from the frying pan into the fire. The difference, though, is that a vocal number of the West’s Armenians seem to be quite content to stay in the lands that they immigrated to. And, like Europe and America’s Jews, Armenians, worldwide are intent on using their political and financial clout to support the causes of the newly-formed country – while continuing to stay away.”

Sean: “Not to change the subject, but I’m really bothered by the way the doings of that fool Mel Gibson keeps being joked about on late-night TV. It seems to me that his getting drunk and cursing out all Jews is being used to get a laugh as much as was the reference to the slut Lewinsky’s dress.” 

Anthony: “Yes. And, I too have had my fill of it. There’s no question in my mind that he’s an anti-Semite – that is, a man who hates Jews, and reacts from that hatred, towards people for no other reason than that they are Jews. But, since anti-Semitism is being bandied about so freely nowadays, it’s hard to know what it really means. Nonetheless, there’s no question in my mind, that there are a hell of a lot of folks here in America – and in lots of other countries as well, who could be considered anti-Semites. After all, the very concept of being a Jew, Chosen-of-God could be considered a putdown of all other people – and in that way, cause and effect could result in a dislike, if not loathing of Jews. Nevertheless, although there are those who come across as being overly driven to succeed, either money- or career-wise –– I think that to dislike a person just because he’s a Jew is stupid and unfair. But this doesn’t stop me from agreeing with what you said before about all the hullabaloo that was found in the media about this Australian’s drunken, anti-Semitic outburst; it had more to do with one-upping the news about Israel’s cluster-bombing of civilians in Lebanon, than with the fact that a drunken movie actor blurts out some nonsense about Jews being responsible for all the wars in the world.”

Sean: “I think that making any people so important by making them unique, even if in a bad way, whether or not they’re Jews, merely feeds their collective egos. But it’s all of America’s minorities who seem to react in the same way – they only resent it when people generalize about their doings when found to be negative; Jews though, perhaps with good reason, appear to be the only ones who’ve given it a distinctive name. Meanwhile, they’ve established a museum that currently appears to show only artwork and artists with a Jewish affiliation of one kind or another. Moreover, one hears the lauding of the accomplishments of ethnic or religious Jewish athletes, poets, writers, musicians, millionaires –– and you name it –– for the sole reason that they’re Jewish. And, mind you, this they do as if those celebrated men, and all seem to be men, hadn’t benefited, virtually exclusively from their exposure to Europe’s Christian culture – a culture that accumulated and assimilated the knowledge of a diversity of peoples coming from every corner of the world –– and, to top it off, much of it was conveyed into Europe by the very Arab Moslem’s whom just about every Jew one meets is busy denigrating as if they’re something considerably less than human..”

Anthony: “I’d like to get back to Mel Gibson – who in his anti-Semitic tirade claimed that Jews were responsible for all the wars in the world – which, of course, is nonsense. He would have been right if he had limited it by stating that most Jews did actively support the wars against Iraq. After all, although many Jews who I talk to today now say that it may not have been the smartest thing to have invaded Saddam’s Iraq, I can’t think of one Jew, ethnic or religious, who didn’t originally support Bush-junior’s going to war against Iraq – or for that matter, Papa Bush’s earlier invasion of southern Iraq. Much of which, from what I could tell, was being done by my Jewish acquaintances simply because they thought those wars would end up benefiting Israel. What’s even more unsettling, is that our going to war, in both those instances was based, at least in part, on outright lies: babies pulled off life support systems and weapons of mass destruction. Each of those lies must have been known to be untrue by the CIA or FBI –– and the administrations of both papa Bush and baby Bush did or should have been aware of those lies. And since the Times said nothing about either of them being lies – but published them as fact – one has to wonder just what they mean by claiming it only publishes the news that’s fit to print – and just what its agenda really is.”

Nance: “Well, like we’ve already stated, even mentioning that makes one guilty of being considered an anti-Semite, if not a Holocaust denier. Although, there’s no question that such a thing as anti-Semitism exists, and it’s a vicious form of bigotry –– an awful lot of Jews go about claiming that anything negative said about Israel – or any Jew, for that matter, whether or not warranted, is evidence of anti-Semitism. Nevertheless, I’d add to what you’ve said, because even today an awful lot of ethnic and religious Jews can still be heard agreeing with everything Bush-little is doing in Iraq and in the States, as long as, by their doing so, it benefits Israel –– whether or not it’s really in the interests of the American people. And, I think it’s stupid of those Jews, because from where I sit, Bush-little and the members of the inner circle of his kill-for-oil administration – are all bigots. And you’d think that America’s ethnic Jews would be aware that his siding with them on matters pertaining to Israel is an iffy-thing, at best. I can remember, as a native New Yorker – having some Jewish ancestry myself – hearing ethnic Jews make fun of Christians like Bush for their sanctimoniously claiming that: ‘Some of my best friends are Jews.’ And, to think, while still claiming to be liberals, so many Jews, though a minority, now support Bush-little as he goes about enriching the rich, and impoverishing the poor. In addition, no doubt on Rove’s advice, Bush is employing certain minorities in do-what-I-tell-you positions of seeming authority –– all in an attempt to counter the charges of bigotry being made against his Republican base; this, despite it’s being merely window dressing that’s intended to get a bigger piece of the minority vote.”

Sean: “Sure, just about every piece of Bush-Republican legislation, punctuated by his administration’s attitude towards poor Blacks in the aftermath of Katrina, tells just what he really thinks of America’s minorities. Had the majority of those poor folks in New Orleans been white, I’m sure he would have reacted considerably faster to help them. And, even his attempts to allow illegal Mexican immigrants to work legally in the States, is only meant to benefit that segment of his base that needs cheap labor to prosper, although it has riled the more bigoted segment of his base – which, though the larger of the two –– isn’t the segment that gives the most financial support to the party.” 

Nance: “Getting back to the Iraqi conflict, and the problems that America and the rest of the world face because of the turmoil there and in the rest of the Moslem world – there’s no question in my mind that the presence of Israel is the problem. I’m troubled though, about singling out Israel because anything said against that country has Jews, though often for good reason, claiming anti-Semitism. And, I recall, how, back in the mid sixties, when I was a practicing Customhouse Broker. I had an employee named Schwartz. He was a dentist, but had been forced to retire: due to the earlier unrestrained everyday use of X-rays, he had the cancerous part of his shoulder removed – which caused him to lose the use of his right arm. I had a small office, and he was an intelligent, well-informed man – so, when it was slow, we’d have some pretty good conversations. He was a powerfully-built man who had grown up on a farm in upstate New York. He had witnessed no anti-Semitism there, despite his having been brought up as an Orthodox Jew. In our conversations, he mentioned how he was now an Atheist, and felt that the concept of Judaism was an insult to people of other faiths. Yet, nothing that he said could be considered anti-Semitic. I mentioned that the only problem I had with some Jews was the stress on money. To which, he asked why was that so bad. I told him that possession of money gave too much authority to those with it over others less fortunate – but that the having of money by itself was not bad. I don’t recall exactly how it came up, but he asked me why I didn’t speak out about those negative things about Jews. I told him that I didn’t because there were too many damn fools who would use it as an excuse for unwarranted attacks on all Jews. But these days one runs into a hell of a lot of Jews who go about supporting whatever Israel does –– while putting way too much stress on the pursuit of money, although, that’s now the American way – whether Protestant, Catholic, Jew, Moslem, Hindu, Sikh or Buddhist. But, many Jews, while knowing full well that if anyone other than another Jew calls them down for it – that person will be considered an anti-Semite.”

Anthony: “The reaction to your mentioning the faults that you found with some Jews seems to have been similar to what you’d expect if you mention, in passing, something negative about the Irish, Italians, Greeks or Indians to someone belonging to one of those ethnic groups. But, anytime I say anything negative about Jews to one of my Jewish friends, because I write, they tell me I’m becoming another Ezra Pound: a left handed complement, at best.”
Sean: “I can’t say as I can blame Jews for being sensitive about anything knocking Jews or Israel. After all, we European Christians were far from nice to them. Nevertheless, they do bring this anti-everything-Nazi business to the point where it’s ludicrous. The Nazi’s misappropriated the swastika – a symbol, as Nance is well aware, of wellbeing originating at least 5000 years ago in the Indus River civilization – which had been continuously used by India’s inhabitants going back at least a thousand-plus years prior to the Aryan invasions of India during the second millennia BC. Nevertheless, the ignorance-based contention by the Nazis, which was that they had Aryan roots – and that the swastika originated with the Aryans, had them using the swastika as their logo. Why? Because they were intent on breaking all connections with anything related to the Hebrew Bible’s in-the-beginnings – which till then, all religious Germans, as well as most of us Europeans believed that we had, by way of Adam and Eve. The result of this is that Jews, perhaps with some justification, since the Swastika symbolized the horrors carried out by the Germans, have challenged the right of anyone, including a Hindu or Jain to display it. I recall reading in the travel section of the Times, how an ethnic American Jew felt insulted when buying a shawl, in India, because one of those offered to him had a design of swastikas on it.”

Anthony: “All of this is understandable. Because, when the pendulum swings back and forth, it always goes further than the true center. I read recently about how, in Germany, a sensationalized production of a Mozart opera was cancelled because of fears of a violent reaction by Moslems. All of which reminded me of how the Boston Symphony, back in the early 1980’s, cancelled a production of Stravinsky’s “Oedipus Rex” because, it was said, a Jewish member of the orchestra’s Board of Trustees balked at allowing an advocate for Palestinian rights, Vanessa Redgrave, to be its narrator – despite her being under contract to do so. Here, the fear was not from that of the remote possibility of violence by Moslems as it was in Berlin, but from the tacit threat of the withholding of monetary support for the symphony by Boston’s Jewish community. In Berlin, it was a case of a paranoid artistic director cancelling the performance of Mozart’s opera – which drew widespread criticism of her action by Germans. In Boston, it was a case of a craven Board of Trustees who, out of either fear of being considered anti-Semites, or due to financial pressure from pro-Israeli groups, cancelled the Stravinsky concert – which drew little or no outcry from America’s liberal community – despite the cancellation being an obvious attempt to deprive Ms. Redgrave of the right to express her political views.”

Sean: “Hypocrisy is rampant amongst all peoples. The alleged massacre of a million or so Armenians by Turks is being erroneously equated with the premeditated, calculated, carried-out-with-military-precision, mass murdering of six million of Europe’s Jews and a half million Gypsies by Nazi Germany. On the other hand, in the aftermath of WWI, the Brits carried-out, with military precision the cold-blooded murdering of one-thousand seated, unarmed Indian civilians at Jallianwala Bagh – and despite the disparity of numbers, the Brits murders, being premeditated, must be compared more to those murders committed by the Nazis than those by the Turks. In addition, when one considers the Brits’ disregard for human life, when in the 1890’s they caused the starvation deaths of some ten million Indians –– and later, during WWII, two to three million more Indians were knowingly and deliberately allowed to starve to death –– the overall horrific actions of the Brits were far more egregious than those of the Turks against the Armenians –– which occurred in time of war; the Armenians had assisted the Russians in the killing of some eighty-five thousand Turkish troops. The Armenians were Christians in a Moslem country that was under siege. For decades, Christian Europe had been hacking away at the Ottoman Empire. The Turkish-Ottoman government, feeling themselves under siege, allowed and assisted in the massacre of innumerable Armenians. Neither the Moslem nor Hindu Indians massacred at Jallianwala Bagh, nor Europe’s Jews nor Gypsies had been involved in trying to aid, at least initially, in the killing of tens of thousands of British or German troops – when they were methodically massacred.” 

Anthony: “I noticed that Armenians seem to be most put out by America’s Judeo-Christian, politico-economic bloc. They seem to feel, that they, because they claim to be Christians, have more of a right to attempt to get rich, any way they can, than Jews or any other non-Christians. Of course, by their also trying to associate themselves with WASP Americans, Armenians, like so many other Mediterranean and Central European peoples, choose to deny that their genetic pool is not much different from those of that olio of all the other Slavo-Germanic-Semitic-Mediterranean persons – most notably: Turks, Greeks and Italians – as well as Jews. I mention this as being a European thing because racism in Europe, and in its one-time colonies: those that are still dominated by ethnic Europeans, is far more prevalent than in the rest of the moneyed world – that is, excluding Japan.”

Sean: “There’s something that should be mentioned, though, that the Christian Serbs were just as vicious in their attempts at ethnic cleansing – the murdering of Moslems – as were the Turks in killing off Christian Armenians.”

Anthony: ““Well, I’m very strong on America. And I resent this rewriting of history that’s now going on – which makes America’s heroes who were responsible for opening up the West to European Christians into criminals. But I must admit, that the ethnic cleansing-cum-genocide that the Turks accomplished – which allowed for the establishing of Turkey as a viable nation, was nothing compared to what European Christians did to the misnomered American Indians. And, although it’s not politically correct to mention it, what the Turks did to the Armenians parallels the ethnic cleansing that the Israelis did and are doing to the Palestinians.”
Nance: “You’re right there – all colonization requires the kind of murderous doings that the Israelis are inflicting on the Palestinians. You know, Armenian and Jewish trading types, as well as India’s own minorities: mainly Parsis and Christians benefited from Britain’s century-long, military occupation of the Indian subcontinent – to the detriment of the majority of most Indians, who were Hindu or Moslem. None of this justifies, in any way, the slaughter of Jews or Armenians – it’s just that Jews, as well as Armenians, in India were quite happy as long as they were benefiting from the murderous doings and subjugation of Indians by the Brits. And virtually none of them risked life, limb or money to help India’s Hindu or Moslem population – but to the contrary, they helped themselves to whatever they could get their hands on. And the kicker to all this, is that it’s quite possible that, unwittingly, by their being complicit in the degradation and worse, of India’s Hindus and Moslems, they, Jews and Armenians, by making the subjugation and death-dealing actions of the Brits in India an acceptable form of governance – were, at least to some degree, responsible for the very horrors that befell them at the hands of the Turks and Germans – despite the vast majority of Jews and Armenians being completely innocent of any involvement in the subjugation of Colonized peoples. By the so-called civilized world having accepted and even benefited from the cruelties inflicted on colonized peoples by the vaunted British Empire, millions of peoples: India’s Hindus and Moslems, Europe’s, Jews and Gypsies, Ireland’s Catholics, America’s Indians, Australia’s aborigines and the Blacks of Africa and the South Pacific were to pay the price for the acceptance of that practice of enslavement, ethnic cleansing and murderer that superior-armed Europeans inflicted on colonized peoples – all with the belief that their actions were blessed by their version of their God.”  

SYMPOSIUM
Part II

What Goes Around, Comes Around
[One year later. The three men can be seen seated at there favorite table – a waitress comes by and lackadaisically drops three menus on it. As she leaves, the lights dim to black. After a slight pause, the lights gradually brighten and the men can be seen finishing their meal.] 

Anthony: “Today’s minorities surely have a right to gripe about the kind of bigotry that they’re subjected to. But, in some ways, they’re having it much easier than the majority of yesterday’s minorities – who had been considered that earlier era’s second-class citizens. Despite that, their neighborhoods tended to be fairly safe for their inhabitants, as well as for outsiders to enter, at least during daytime – providing they minded their own business. And in many of those same neighborhoods, most visiting outsiders were tolerated and often welcomed: primarily when they frequented the inexpensive restaurants that flourished there: which gave jobs to the otherwise-unemployed inhabitants and boosting the area’s economic well-being. This held true for many of the Harlems found in America’s major cities – and not only where their nightclubs and other places of entertainment, of one sort or another, were involved. This, as limited as it was, fostered the process of the integration of the races; and its effects persisted until the onset of the riotous times that began in the mid-1960s.”

Nance: “You can add to your take on yesterday’s minorities. Members of those earlier minority groups, those whose ancestors immigrated from Asia and southern and eastern Europe, were more or less tolerated when employed in those neighborhoods populated by still-earlier immigrant groupings whose members considered themselves to be numbered amongst the real – or almost real-Americans. 


Prior to, and during the Great Depression, those minorities who had immigrated from non-Protestant, non-North-European countries found employment as laborers and owners of small businesses: Catholic Italian’s: barbershops and shoe-repair stores; Jewish Slavs: newsstands-cum-candy stores and corner drugstores; Buddhist Chinese: laundries and restaurants and Orthodox Greeks: greasy spoons. Throughout New York City, Italians dominated the Sanitation Department; the Irish the Police force and East-European Jews the public school system. Blacks, whatever their religion remained at the bottom of the labor force. During daytime hours, when permitted to be in white sections, they worked as menials: woman as house cleaners and kitchen help: male Blacks as porters and dishwashers.


 There were few Latinos in Manhattan before Marcantonio encouraged the migration of the poor from San Juan’s slums into the original Little Italy – now known as the Barrio or Spanish Harlem. Homosexuals, not-yet-called-gays, were somewhat tolerated in Greenwich Village – but even then, providing they remained more or less in their closets. It wasn’t until after the advent of the Stonewall Inn riots that the outing of Gays began to come about.”

Sean: “Well, I wasn’t that aware of what went on in the City before I came here, I know nothing about depression-era America and New York or the period running up from it to the Vietnam War years. But I think that the current campaign for gay marriage; the elevating of Chanukah into a major holy day comparable to that of Christ’s designated birthday, and the creation and acceptance by Blacks of Kwanza – are all examples of attempts by the current slew of claming-to-be-unfairly-treated minorities to be compensated for their loss of opportunity – which  was due to their having been, and so often continue to be denied full acceptance as equals by those currently considering themselves to be the only real Americans.


It seems to me that the minority members who feel they’ve received little or no real compensation for the biased treatment they had been subjected to, attempt to compensate for it by making light of, when not attempting to destroy the firmly-established societal and often religion-based standards considered ever so sacrosanct by the Real-Americans – at whose hands they believe, often for good cause, that they had been subjected to the kind of bigotry-based, prejudicial treatment that had the effect of depriving them of those opportunities that full acceptance into the nation’s mainstream would have afforded them.”

Anthony: “Let’s not forget that there are those amongst certain minorities who have, for personal or political purposes, contributed to the continuing enmity that exists between the dominant society and themselves. It’s my understanding that in the US Army (and probably in all structured armies) the overwhelming majority of those consigned to the infantry come from poor or lower-middleclass backgrounds. As such, they have the least education and consequently the lowest test scores. So, during the war in Vietnam, those Blacks who fit that description, ended up in the infantry. There, the death toll is normally the greatest. And, it was noticeably higher for Blacks than one would have logically expected, if based solely on their percentage of the American population. Their low test scores, though primarily the result of earlier prejudicial treatment encountered during their childhood – was the primary reason for Blacks’ disproportionate presence in the infantry – which unfortunately resulted in their having a higher death rate than their non-Black, primarily-Euro-Caucasian counterparts who had also served in Vietnam. 


Understandably, Black civil-rights activists used the higher death rate for Blacks to illustrate the unfairness that permeates all of American society. But, by their stressing it, many Black politicians were to (inadvertently?) hold back the integration of Blacks into White society. Had Black soldiers been portrayed as war heroes who were dying disproportioned in the service of their country, instead of their deaths being attributed to white treachery, as portrayed by so many Black politicians, they could not have been, when discharged, so readily denied access to the same good life as that which was considered attainable by their non-Black, fellow veterans of Nam. And, to this day, many Black politicians selfishly, this time to insure their voter base, continue to hold back (as much as the most racist White Supremacists) the integration of Blacks into American society.”

Sean: “But you could find similar self-defeating actions taken by any number of Blacks – other than their politicians. I’ve witnessed mean-spirited hostility displayed by youngish, American Black women towards attractive non-Black women – especially when they’re very fair skinned and blonde. And, this holds true, even more so, if they’re with a middleclass Black man. And that hostility often goes far beyond dirty looks. I recall how, in a bar that I frequented, a large, young, well-educated, muscular Black woman – who, if not for her lacking a truly feminine figure, could be considered attractive – physically attack, for which there could be no excuse, a still-somewhat-sexually-appealing, slight-of-build, middle-aged, blonde German woman.”

Anthony: “Sure – and I’ve also seen a Black woman, one who fits that same description, hit a slight-of-build Euro-Caucasian man. And I recall speaking to the white wife of a Black customer, who told me how Black women, even when not especially hostile towards her, complained that it was not fair that she had married a Black man – because there were so few available who were presentable and who could relate sexually to Black women: whether or not they were gay. 


Although I can understand the frustration that Blacks feel as a result of the continuing bigotry they encounter, I think that the maintaining of the hyphenate thing by them, as well as certain other minorities – whether or not they have bona-fide grievances – will cause the bigotry they encounter to never end. But, since the continuous stressing of the hyphenate thing is so advantageous – all too many minorities, justifiably or not, attempt to benefit, socially, financially and ego-wise – by claiming past and often present discrimination caused by their less-than-pure-American hyphenated status. And that holds true, not only for Blacks, Latinos, American Indians, Jews and Gays – but also for a growing number of other groups who also calculate that they’ll prosper in some way, providing they maintain and advertise their real or invented hyphenate status. 


Meanwhile the ego-preserving exercising of bigotry against all of America’s hyphenated minorities by the more aggressive individuals amongst the nation’s lower-middle-class, white population – those who consider themselves to be the only Real-Americans, allows them to ignore the reality of their own lowly, social and economic condition.”
Sean: “As far as Black minorities are concerned, one of the unexpected results from their speaking out against Don Imus when he spouted Black street-talk – is a more segregated America. Those citizens with Central African origins, despite all the laws against discrimination, and the legally-enforced integration of the nation’s schools, businesses, military and neighborhoods, have managed, albeit with an assist from bigoted whites, to maintain their own segregation from the rest of American society.


Take the big brouhaha caused by Don Imus’s stupid, unthinking-of-consequences, remark about the Rutgers’s basketball team: “Nappy-headed hos.” As to their being called nappy headed, what’s the big deal? A young Black male, one of the "Little Rock Nine," who segregated the Little Rock High School, used the term “Burr Head,” and was chastised for saying it. But, within no time, Blacks were wearing Afros – which in effect said “Fuck you Whitey, I’m Black and proud of it.” Instead of today’s Blacks’ being content with their differences, as are most of America’s minorities – which has the effect of mooting the negative aspects of the difference, the entire Black community, especially their politicians, got up in arms by Imus‘s using the term: nappy headed’.

As to the word hos, this was the first time I’ve ever heard it. If I’m not mistaken it’s a Black street-talk term that is short for whore – but not meant to infer that the female was a prostitute – no more than their common use of the term, “Mother fucker,” infers that the someone is having sex with his own mother. So, it seems that all these prominent Blacks should have either ignored what Imus said or assisted the girls in suing him for saying the “hos” thing. Instead they went about seeking vengeance. For what? For: an elderly white man who legally, and as part of his public persona, exercised his constitutionally-guaranteed right to freely insult anyone, even Black female basketball players – much as he had done in the past, when he insulted innumerable individuals of every background without having been subjected to the condemnation that’s he’s now receiving. 


And, if Blacks were so bothered by the usage of these terms by a non-Black, who had the audacity to voice the term “Nappy-headed hos,” they could have verbally attacked him in return. After all, I’ve overheard Blacks saying the same thing amongst themselves – and on the radio: words every bit as insulting about Whitey. I think that the wisest thing that the members of the Rutgers basketball team should have done was to either laugh it off – or tell him: ‘You stupid old man, go Fuck yourself.’” 

Anthony: “The kind of shock-talk by Imus was his stock in trade. And, I know this from personal experience. When I was working the phone for a service company – he called and complained: cursing everyone concerned for the tardiness of delivering that service. Now, there’s no question that his universally-applied, arbitrary invectives were hurtful to a diverse multitude of individuals. But, what he said tended to have the effect of deflating the swollen egos of the nation’s more prominent of personages. The Rutgers team could have taken it as a compliment – they, due to their perceived prowess as basketball players, had been elevated to the point of being worthy of attack by Imus. Instead, Imus’s stupid remark was turned into a verbal abuse of defenseless, blameless individuals. 


Nevertheless, the way that Blacks, along with fearful-of-appearing-to-be-racist whites, attacked Imus – in a manner geared to destroy his career, smacked of a vicious retaliation against him, not for what he said, but for their having suffered the indignity of enslavement, segregation and deprivation at the hands of all whites. The overreaction by so many Blacks to Imus’s stupid remark, makes one wonder if it’s not merely an effort on their part to make up for their own inability to take advantage of the educational and employment opportunities currently being offered to them – all of which could have enabled them, much as it has all other Americans, to attempt to live the American dream. 


With few exceptions, the parents of all of America’s employable young men and women have made major efforts to educate their children. So, it seems to me, that instead of spending so much time and effort destroying the careers of those media folks who unthinkingly say things considered hurtful by Blacks, or women for that matter, major efforts should be made to ensure that the parents of all of America’s children, including Blacks are made aware of their responsibility to educate their children. Perhaps, then they will ignore the kind of bigotry-based remarks that every minority group has been subjected to at one time or another – as they strived for equality in America.”
Sean: “I guess you could say that the Duke fraternity-Black-stripper ruckus, which ended just as the Imus rumpus began, will have the effect of maintaining the segregation of Blacks from the rest of American society. After all, no one, as a result of the Duke thing, could blame a non-Black fraternity or bachelor-party group for not willingly hiring a Black stripper or female entertainer – nor could one fault a primarily non-Black organization for refusing to hire a Black woman for any position where she could come in close or closed contact with men of any color.


There seems to be no dearth of politicians eager to gain publicity by supporting the most obvious false accusations against a white male by a clearly troubled Black woman: Besides the defaming of Whitey in the fraudulent Duke-stripper case – Sharpton, Maddox and Mason were found guilty of defaming a white man in the even-more-fraudulent Tawana Brawley case. Of course, due to the habitual male racism found lurking in the psyche of so many whites, should a white woman claim rape against a Black man – who she knew, it’s usually ignored, ‘after all what could she have expected’. And if she didn’t know him – he was prosecuted, usually found guilty and then thrown in jail.”

Nance: “We’ve gone a little astray from the talk of hyphenation. So, getting back to it, I’d like to say that this whole hyphenation business is not something new; its roots are in America’s not so recent past. Shortly after the turn of the last century – President Taft spoke out against its destructive nature – that of the nation’s unity. But the current self-serving usage of the hyphen began to take shape thirty or forty years ago – along with the origins of the Politically Correct. Of course, the benefits doled out to the more recent minorities go far beyond those meted out to yesterdays’ minorities. Today’s politicians cunningly extol the celebrating of the creation and upgrading of Kwanza and Chanukah – while validating the demands by gays for marital status. 


Moreover, just about every real and imagined grouping that’s based on its members’ sexual, racial, ethnic, economic, religious and educational status – along with just about any group claiming to be different in some way from a fictitious majority: as to the color of their eyes, their height, weight or the neighborhood they reside in – have attempted to avail themselves of the benefits of hyphenation. And, it’s not just expressed by adapting that old face-saving reaction: ‘You can’t fire me I quit,’ to make up for their real or imagined exclusion from the mainstream. It’s gone far beyond that – it’s that their, perhaps sometimes justified claims, that if not for its members having been subjected to prejudicial treatment, their grouping would consist of a membership every bit as capable as anyone else’s. But they tend not to stop there; all too often the members of these minority groupings go much further. Not only do they claim, if not for the past and present biases against their group, they’d be as good as everyone else, but in addition, if not for that bias, they’d prove to be superior to all others: physically, intellectually or morally – if not in every way.”

Anthony: “I can go along – at least to some extent – with your take about the destructive aspects of the burgeoning hyphenation of the American people. But I believe that the basic reason for the current growth of what has become a self-serving hyphenating industry, has more to do with attempts by those minority groups whose members claim they were the recipients of past discrimination in order to demand preferential treatment in everyway, including economically and social acceptance, as compensation from the rest of the nation’s people. 


Playing to the guilt of  Americans, as a whole, though sometimes deserved, at least to some extent – has proven to be such a boon, financially and career-wise, to those minorities whom most Americans deem somewhat deserving of special treatment, that it seems that everyone in our nation of immigrants is now claiming membership in one or another minority grouping. After which they go about falsely claiming that they too have been subjected to damaging prejudicial treatment of one sort or another – which has, therefore, earned them the right to demand compensation in order to make up for it – or at the very least to allow them to make an excuse to others for their lack of success.” 

Sean: “As I see it, the result of all this is that the affluent folks that make up America’s dominant society, not wishing to rock their gravy boat, do whatever is politically correct. The effect of this is that America has become a nation of ever-so-many complaining hyphenate groups – all of whose members expect to benefit from the attempts by the disproportionately and usually undeservedly wealthy to bribe them into submission by their doing the politically-correct thing du jour, thereby allowing themselves to maintain their lives of undisturbed opulence.”

Nance: “That’s pretty-much the way things are; but there’s no question that members of certain minorities have rightfully benefited from the doings of the politically-correct by fearful-of-losing-their-wealth do-gooders. Howsoever, in certain fields it’s brought about a harmful lowering of standards. 


This is especially true when and where the aesthetic aspects of the graphic fine arts are concerned. There’s no question that in the past, well-off individuals tended to buy artwork based on their predetermined, biased judgment – but there were standards. Even past buyers of avant-garde artwork expected the creation by the artist to be more than just a concept – the artist had to have the skills, knowledge and genius sufficient to bring his concept to a magical fruition. Bullshit did not suffice. The tendency was to buy art that catered to, or rebelled against established artistic standards – rather than relying solely on the rationalized Politically Correct: ethnic, racial, religious, sexual or political-based biases of the buyer to set the standards as to what was to be considered art. And both art connoisseurs in the past and supporters of then-contemporary artwork tended to tout art that would be considered, over the years, the works of universally accepted grand masters – whether or not avant-garde at the time – rather than cater, as they do today, to the ephemeral demands of the Politically Correct. 


Of course, then as now, the richer the buyer, the more prominent the artist became – monetary support of the arts has always determined which artists would be acclaimed. It was, and probably always will be, money or financial support of one sort or another that determines an era’s art and its place in the history of art – as well as the stature of an era’s artists; who pays for the art has always been the determining factor. “

Sean: “Your being an artist, and a Caucasian male, could, no doubt, prevent you from faulting the contemporary artwork of Blacks and women. But, I see the effects of the Politically Correct when I go to the section of the Met that displays more-current American art, which includes recent works by Blacks, as well as women. It’s rare that their work doesn’t offend my sense of the aesthetic – or at best seem to be no better than run-of-the-mill, rehashes of decades-old artwork – of a kind once considered avant-garde. It’s obvious to me, allowing for many major exceptions, that much of that art exhibited in museums is displayed in order to cater to one or the other aspect of the Politically Correct – which, of course, is just what you’re faulting.”

Nance: “I’m glad you acknowledge, albeit, by implication, that there are exceptions. I know of an awful lot of women artists who were never in need of the application of the Politically Correct to be recognized for their artistic excellence. Blacks, on the other hand, with few exceptions, due to racist and economic factors, were denied access to art schools, galleries and the backing of moneyed patrons; for that reason, major Black artists are still in short supply.


The problem with this PC business is that all too often the works selected for exhibition are based more on the artist’s hyphenate affiliation and the influence of his or her fellow-minority and celebrity patron – than on the quality of the work. The trouble with this stress by museums: due to their catering to the demands of the Politically Correct, is that the works being exhibited are taken to be representative of the level of work produced by all the members of a particular hyphenate group. The unintended result of the do-gooder’s attaining their objective: to give exposure to deserving minorities – is that the run-of-the-mill museum-goer will conclude that all members of a distinct PC group, usually Blacks or women, lack the ability, as artists, to manifest their genius.”

.

 Anthony: “Okay. With your bringing this around to the arts, it tells me that we’ve bled dry the hyphenate and politically-correct issues that we all agree are so problematic. So, now I’d like to change the subject. And, Nance, although you seem to have the ability to bring every conversation around to some aspect of art, I doubt that even you can find a way of lecturing us on an aspect of art that’ll be pertinent to the subject that I have in mind. It has to do with your having neglected, in the past, to include the horrors committed by the Russian Communists when you’ve brought up the Nazi-caused Holocaust. You’ve only spoken of the hateful doings of the Nazis – who, you note, killed millions of Jews and Gypsies – as well as untold millions of Germans: homosexuals and others whom they judged to be un-German-like types: those they considered physically and mentally deficient. But you refuse to accept the fact that twenty million people were killed by Russia’s Communists.”

Nance: “I’m sure that there’s much truth in what you’re saying about Russia. But it sounds to me like something straight off the internet. And from what I can determine, what’s written on blogs, as well as much that one comes across on Wikipedia, is loaded with half truths – and often deliberates distortions of fact. All of which, is being accomplished by writers trying to give credence to their self-serving agenda-driven works.”

Sean: “You know, Nance, although I agree, for the most past, with what you say about the internet, Anthony’s claim concerning communists is correct – something like twenty millions were murdered at their hands.”

Nance: “I don’t want to be put in the position of defending the actions of Stalin and his ilk. So, if Anthony had said, ‘twenty millions had died due to Russia’s bungled attempts to solve the complex issues faced by her Communist-run government,’ I’d pretty-much accept that figure. But both of you are comparing apples with oranges. Granted, that from a dead person’s point of view, assuming that he can have one – it wouldn’t much matter whether his death was premeditated as a means of ethnically cleansing Europe: as were the horrific doings of the Nazis – or, as in the case of Russia’s death dealing activities: due to gross negligence and incompetence as they forcibly attempted to introduce socialism to the people of a former tsar-run nation. The somewhat successful attempt was accomplished by unthinking sometimes-well-intentioned, often-brutal, self-righteous communist bureaucrats. Yet, giving the devil his or her due, the death-causing actions of the communists were, for the most part, inadvertent; the overwhelming majority of the dead were the very people whose lives they were trying to better.”  

Anthony: “You’re obviously making excuses for the Russians. And that’s because you believe that they were the good guys who robbed from the rich and gave to the poor – or in Russia’s case, ridded the country of her unworthy, decadent tsars – rulers who reigned over a nation that you liberal types claim forcefully maintained an unjust social order. And I won’t try to refute your contention that Russia’s ruling class was corrupt and that many of her peasants were kept in abject poverty. But, I could get you proof by the bushel-full – that the Russian Communists really murdered twenty million people.” 

Nance: “Again, I’ve got to take issue with both you and Sean on ther use of the term murder. It’s one thing when millions of peasant farmers die because of ignorance-based social planning and the unthinking, death-causing, do-gooder manipulations of peoples’ lives, as was the case so often with Russia’s communists. But it’s a completely different matter when accomplished in the way the Nazis went about it – which was due to their application of their newly-enacted racist laws, allowing them to legally round up specific groupings of individuals and then, citing those laws, systematically annihilate them by using the most modern facilities: scientifically-constructed killing machines of great efficiency. Why? Because those murdered were deemed unfit to live in a Germany-dominated world.”
Sean: “I see, Nance, what you’re driving at. But I’ve read reports – even those by supporters of the Communists – that have accepted that twenty million figure. And, even if you’re more or less right about the difference in their intentions – there were many instances when individuals belonging to specific groups were also singled out for execution. So, I think, that at worst, we’re guilty of comparing peaches to nectarines; there’s more that’s similar than what’s different in the death-causing methods employed by those dictators. ”

Nance: “I don’t want to get into semantics. Nor, do I want to make excuses for the multitude of murders committed by the Communists. There’s no doubt that there were numerous instances of deliberate murder which were committed by the Communists. Nevertheless, I believe that wannabe historians – and this includes those writing blogs or being quoted on the internet – go about searching for facts, much as lawyers do when they go about rummaging through legal tomes trying to find a precedent that could enable them to win a case for a guilty-or-not client, while, at the same time deliberately ignoring anything that might prove detrimental to the winning of their case. And, of course, this has nothing to do with any attempt by lawyers to ascertain the truth. 


Writers and bloggers, whether or not historians cite, much like lawyers, only those facts that support their agenda-driven assertions. To give weight to their works, they quote from a select mass of data taken from a huge basket of both substantiated and unsubstantiated facts and opinions expressed by partisan “experts.” Then, to further their agenda-driven contentions; self-serving, somewhat-relative, ambiguous data is placed in footnotes which are used much as tent-poles that are used to support the flimsy canvas covering of a traveling circus – which, without them, there’d be no tent to perform in.”  

Anthony: “You’re wrong about historians – even if they’re on the internet. But, should what you say about them turn out to be true – it doesn’t really affect my contention about the unfairness currently espoused by Americans, in general. It’s a well-known fact that we now hold the Germans in contempt for their past support of the Nazi regime – and their failure to topple it after its true nature: that of mass murder, land grabs, ethnic cleansing and worse was determined. And, it’s for that reason that I brought up the murderous doings of the Commies. It’s because the claims by America’s Communists, that they had not been aware of Stalin’s murderous activities – though it’s universally accepted that they occurred – continues to allow them to remain blameless for murderous actions of Communists. Yet, after the war, when Germans claimed ignorance of the mass murdering that was carried out throughout German-occupied lands – all Germans were, nevertheless, condemned as murderers.”

Nance: “Even if you’re right about the Communists, by your comparing a decade’s heinous doings under Nazism with six decades of deaths caused by Russia’s Communist rulers, it’s disingenuous – because it’s really a question of degree: We all know at what point water boils or turns to ice. But, if what you say should cause the Communists to be disparaged for their having rationalized the horrible doings of the Russians, at what point should we Americans be held responsible for the Bush Administration’s rationalized-by-lies ordering of the invasion of a sovereign nation and authorizing, or at the very least tacitly approving many of the horrendous activities – including torture and other barbarities that were performed by our CIA and some military personnel.


Those activities resulted in the death of untold numbers of Moslems – many of whom were civilians  innocent-of-any-wrongdoing. In addition, warring Moslems, who may, or may not have been terrorists – were systematically denied prisoners of war status – despite the fact that, during WWII, POW status was granted to Nazi Germany’s Euro-Caucasian, Christian soldiers, many of whom were known to have been involved in equal to, or worse doings than those attributed to the warring Moslems. And, it must be stressed, that future generations will note that the misdeeds carried out by Americans were accomplished while our nation was ruled by G.W. Bush – a self-deluded incompetent who, despite his disastrous-to-the-nation, evil-doing stupidity, was financially supported by wealthy Neocons and the Republican Party. All of which enabled Bush to be legitimately reelected by a majority of America’s voters. 


This intellectually- and morally-challenged president and members of his administration have, in addition caused, to date, the death in Iraq of well-over three thousand American troops – and the wounding of at least twenty thousand more. But, similar to the deaths caused by Russia’s Communists, the vast majority of horrific doings committed by some Americans against Moslems were due, primarily – to the ignorance, poor planning and subliminal, religio-racist bigotry – that was carried-out as ordered by a claiming-to-do-good, self-righteous, governmental clique of self-appointed super patriots.“

Sean: “(Laughing.) You should have known better than to argue with Nance about the Nazis. And I have to admit, that despite my not having any special liking for communism, after having seen Nazi death camps, I have to agree with Nance. No matter how murderous the Russian Communists may have been, little of what they did can compare to the calculated bestiality committed by the Nazis under Hitler. And, in no way, can I see how the “good” Germans could not have been aware of the goings-on in their midst in those death camps: the destinations of all those millions of folks the Nazis considered unfit to live in a German world – one dominated by their belief in their belonging to a master race”

Anthony: “Well, maybe so, But even if you and Nance are right, and I don’t believe you are, the one thing that you’ll have to admit is what those murderers did have in common: neither Hitler nor Stalin were practicing Christians. And, since they lived their lives as Atheists – it could very well account for their atrocious actions. [Turning to Nance] As an Atheist, since you’ve consistently found fault with the doings of Judeo-Christian and Catholic colonizers for their having stolen the land of non-Europeans, and in doing so enslaved and caused the death of millions, how do you account for the fact that both of those most murderous of tyrants were non-believers. And since you’re an Atheist, how can you deny, that now, in modern times, the lack of a belief in God leads to a lack of moral values and a disrespect for God’s creations?”

Nance: “Oh. Hell. Hitler was also a vegetarian – and so was my father. But, in no way are vegetarians required to defend their refusal to eat animal-life just because the murdering madman, Hitler, was also a vegetarian –– nor do I feel it requisite that I defend my Atheism because Hitler and Stalin were Atheists. Moreover, I’d like to point out that Bush little, after-having-been-a-drunkard, was a born-again Christian – and that didn’t prevent him from what he claimed to be his God-mandated murderous doings – which, he rationalized, as being ordered after consultation with his born-again-as-a-Christian God.”

Sean: “Bravo! In this case, you’ve succeeded in defending your right to be an Atheist, without putting all Theists on the defensive – which you usually do by continually bringing up the millions of non-European, indigenous peoples, throughout the Third World, who, you claim, died as a result of greed-motivated, religion-rationalized forays by Europe’s Catholic and Judeo-Christian colonizers.”
Anthony: “Well, maybe I over stated it by blaming Atheism for the horrors committed by the Nazis and Communists. So, now, I’d like to get back to how would-be historians selectively gather their factual information. You, Nance, are just as discriminating in the way you pick and choose facts capable of substantiating your anti-colonialism contentions, as are those agenda-driven historians who, you claim, have rationalized the doings in the past by Europe’s most predatory of colonizers – all of whom, according to you, were really racist criminals – claiming God’s authority to steal a Promised Land for themselves.”

Sean: “And I’d like to know if you’re just as anti-colonialism when it comes to Israel, as you’ve been towards Christian-Europe’s colonialism of the past. Currently, we see a majority of America’s and Europe’s Christians as well as Jews worldwide, though especially in America – all of whom should surely be aware of the killings, ethnic cleansing and illegal land grabs being carried out by Israelis – continue to unquestioningly support Israel. This, even though, like all colonizers, the Israelis perform many of the same atrocities Europe’s former colonizing nations were forced to do – if they were to maintain their domination over subject peoples.

And, mind you, it’s by Israelis’ constantly stressing the uncontestable horrors of the Holocaust, and by their claiming that a greater-Israel is the very land that was promised by their God to the Bible’s pre-Christian-era Hebrews – that Euro-Caucasian Jews feel so virtuous when going about rationalizing their colonization and occupation of former Moslem-occupied lands. And, mind you, the God Who the Israelis, with a straight face, claim ceded the Promised Land to them, is the same God who stood by while seventeen millions of Europe’s civilians: Jews, Gypsies, Slavs, homosexuals, physically and mentally handicapped and all other folks deemed unfit to live in a master-race-dominated German world were exterminated, persecuted or, for a lucky few, forced to flee their homeland.”

Nance: “When I say that the Holocaust was a horrible event, in no way do I claim that that gives Euro-Caucasian Jews the right to ethnically cleanse that land formerly known as Palestine, of its Moslem-Arab people. The kind of tyrannical oppression once required to continually subjugate a militarily-weaker peoples, those in lands previously colonized by Christians, can no longer be tolerated. Today, the very concept of the kind of colonization that was, until recently, practiced by Europeans, as well as that modern-day mutation, economic domination, now being advocated and practiced by the sponsors of a “New World Order,” is abhorrent to me. And, that’s whether the colonizers are Christians, Jews, Moslems, Buddhists, Hindus or peoples practicing any other mumbo-jumbo ism. 

Accordingly, the antagonism that I have towards all colonizers and their supporters includes those Americans’ claiming to be the chosen of the Old Testament God – who go about blindly supporting the ethnic cleansing of the land that Europe’s Jews acquired through purchase, stealth, self-serving propaganda and armed aggression against the former legal and rightful Semitic Moslem inhabitants. Those inhabitants, all of whom, much as Macaulay had said over a hundred and fifty years ago of the inhabitants of Bengal, were deemed by Israelis and their supporters unfit to reside in the land their ancestors had resided in. And for the Palestinians, that was, in more recent times, for some thirty or more generations. Yet, all who hold those American Jews, such as Lieberman and Koch, who, like most Neocons, could very well be considered Israeli moles, in contempt due to their unquestioned support for the ethnic cleansing of Palestinians, are said to be bigoted anti-Semites – and often for good measure, Holocaust deniers.”

Anthony: “Although I find it impossible to agree with you on most social issues, I, like Pope John Paul II, find what’s happening to Moslems in Palestine to be criminal. All of which has me questioning the integrity of the still-claiming to be non-commercial, Channel Thirteen – this, after having viewed a TV film aired on that station which was prepared by a Jewish organization. The film claimed that anti-Semitism was on the rise – but mainly amongst Moslems – in and out of Europe, as if they had no reason. It was a perfect example of an agenda-driven rationalization: one that used, almost exclusively, those facts and opinions that supported the Israelis’ occupation of Israel-Palestine and the policies that maintain the required subordination and ethnic cleansing of the land of the Palestinians.  There were, however, a few inconsequential, dissenting statements awkwardly inserted, possibly at the insistence of the airing station – in an obvious attempt to allow the station to give the appearance that it was presenting a balanced work – and to give the lie to viewers, like me, who concluded that the station gave in to pro-Israeli pressure by its politically-connected and wealthy pro-Israel donors – donors, mind you, who “non-commercial” stations never calls advertisers.”

Nance: “I too watched that particular TV film. Germany’s Germano-Slavic Christians, who, leading up to and during WWII claimed their ancestral right, as members of the “Master Race,” to expand their “living room – this by forcefully taking the land from the rest of Europe’s peoples – and in doing so damn-near managed to colonize all of Europe. Similarly,  Israel’s Germanic-Slavic Jews, while claiming to be the chosen-by-God people, are claiming a Bible based right to occupy the land God promised to the Bible’s Semitic Hebrews: a people with whom they claim to have a direct blood-line relationship – while, apparently with a straight face, claiming to be Euro-Caucasians, which, of course, the overwhelming majority of Israelis are. And, the kicker here is that much as the Germans had disparaged European Jews, the average American Jew and a major portion of Israelis can be heard denigrating the Semitic Arabs. We know the consequences of the Nazis justification of the denigration of Jews. For the pro-Israel folks, it’s as a justification for a promised-land-based stealing of formerly Arab-owned and -dominated lands. And what’s happening to the Arab population as a consequence of Israel’s occupation and ethnic cleansing of Palestinian lands is reason enough to justify my contempt for the very concept of colonization – no matter who’s doing the colonizing.”

Sean: “Spoken like a true anti-colonialism, pro-democracy Atheist. In the past, you’ve condemned the colonizing of militarily-weaker nations by well-armed, empire-building nations that were dominated by Christian Europeans. While I can go along with your claims that Europeans, whether Christians or Jews, in the past were and in the case of Israel are, guilty of rapacious colonialism, I have to take you to task for ignoring the doings committed by the Turkish-Ottoman Empire – and that of other colonizing nations with non-European populations.”  

Nance: “There’s no doubt that other peoples, most recently both the Japanese and Chinese, have also been involved in the colonizing of the lands of alien peoples. And they were followers of Confucius, Buddha and Shintoism – as well as of Marx and Engels. But, Moslems, at least in more recent times, have not been colonizers. Moreover, during the last century of its existence, the Turkish-Ottoman Empire was so weak that Europeans, for balance-of-power reasons, supported it. But, as a result of its defeat in WWI, the Turkish-Ottoman Empire was relieved of its possessions in the Near East by Europe’s Allies – who then attempted to re-colonize those Moslem-dominated lands. And the entire world is now paying for the greed-motivated post-war doings of Europe’s WWI Allies.”

Anthony: “I have to take issue with you. Moslems did go about colonizing East Timor. It was only after the involvement of Australian troops that the East Timorese attained their independence from predominantly-Moslem Indonesia. And let us not forget Iraq’s attempt to colonize Kuwait. ”

Nance: “That’s true. But, it’s what you don’t say that tells it like it really is. The occupation of Kuwait by the Iraqis was originally okayed by America, and was so short lived that it never really became a colony. And East Timor had been a colony of Portugal – much like Goa and Macao. India reclaimed Goa, and the Chinese took back Macao. When the Chinese reclaimed Macao they were militarily much too strong for any nation to willingly contest their action. And Goa offered too little economic benefit to cause Portugal or any other Judeo-Christian European nation to undertake the cost of contesting a by-then well-armed, predominantly-Hindu India; while for India, retaking Goa was a question of national pride. 


East Timor, on the other hand, after its having been abandoned by Portugal and then claimed by Indonesia, was found to have something in its territorial waters that Australia wanted: oil. East Timor’s people, like the Hindu population of Goa, had been forcefully converted to Catholicism by their Portuguese colonizers – The British Raj in India, and the Dutch colonizers of the rest of what was to become Indonesia had tolerated the presence of Portuguese colonies in their sphere of influence. 


East Timor had  attained its independence from Indonesia by its Catholic leaders’ playing on the sympathies of the West’s fellow Catholics; the anti-Moslem sentiments manifested by Judeo-Christian supporters of Israel and the acquisitiveness for oil by Australia and probably New Zealand. All of which were to supply sufficient political, economic and military pressure to allow for the establishment of what was hoped to be the friendly-to-the-West dependent state of East Timor.”

Anthony: “You know, Nance, not only are you against colonization, but you’re also anti-European. As an Atheist, you don’t give Christian Europeans any credit for the good they’ve done. The plastic arts reached their zenith in Europe – as did music, literature, medicine and every aspect of modern science and industry. And by spreading the Mediterranean culture throughout Europe, the Roman Catholic Church, directly and indirectly, was responsible for the eventual civilizing of much of the world.”

Sean: “In addition, Nance, you seem to claim that the now-being-mongrelized America is superior to those European nations which are striving to maintain their individual, tribal identity. And you fault them for their attempting to prevent an ever-growing stream of impoverished illegal immigrants from contaminating their ancient ancestral culture. At the same time, you claim that it’s good for all Americans – that their country continually accepts newcomers from the world over – and not just from Europe. Moreover, you deny the obvious fact that Americans are losing their jobs as well as their somewhat questionable identity as a unique people with European origins. And, let’s not forget, without those cultural and population inputs from Europe, there would be no America.” 

Nance: “You have me all wrong. There is no question that from wherever they reside, Europeans, for better or worse, for the past few hundred years, have been responsible for unleashing their culture on the rest of the world. Although educated Europeans tend to be more aware than Americans of the diversity of worldly inputs that formed their collective ethos, neither fully acknowledges their debt to non-Europeans for the initial inputs so essential to the civilizing of the peoples of the western-most outposts of the Eurasian landmass. The world civilization that emanates from Europe and by extension America – didn’t just grow like Topsy – it evolved. And, it evolved after having absorbed the culture that emanated from every corner of the rest of the world.”  

Anthony: “Okay. For the most part I think you’re right. Much of what we consider Europe’s and America’s advanced civilization would never have materialized if not for the inputs of alien-to-Europe cultures. Nevertheless, if not for the application of western ingenuity and enterprise I doubt if any of those inputs would have evolved into the components that are now considered essential – if we are to maintain even the most basic standards of modern-day living.”

Sean: “You’re falling into a trap. Nance is going to use that same rationale to substantiate his claim that immigration to America by people from the world over is good for America and by extension for world culture. And, that without the ingenuity of America’s: immigrant population: the result of her open-door, immigration policy – Europe’s continuing contribution to world culture, by way of America, could never be realized.”

Anthony: “I think that that would require a major stretch of the imagination to conclude that today’s European culture owes its stature to what goes on solely in America. Although Coca-Cola, McDonalds, Starbucks and their ilk can be found thriving throughout much of Europe, it’s a two-way street. The true trend setters of a nation are the wealthy; and not the middleclass buyers of America’s pop-culture products – who, for the most part, are merely trend followers. Look at the major upscale thoroughfares of any major city and you’ll see any number of high-end, high-fashion branches of European retail conglomerates – and even the stores in run-of-the-mill shopping malls carry economy takeoffs of those pricey goods originating primarily from Europe. So, you see, it’s really Europe’s upper-class-cultured chic that influences the movers and shakers of the world – not the caterers to those foreigners’ who’ve acquired the tastes of America’s lower-middleclass consumers of  Subway and KFC fast food.”

Nance: “My take on the effects of immigration has to do with a belief in the universal oneness of all mankind – which has me touting the democratic process and the concept that all of us are citizens of One World. However, I have to confess, that the granting of a vote to the people of every nation often produces unintended results. It’s ridiculous to attempt to forcefully impose our concept of democracy on all people. Let’s face it, it has taken a couple centuries for our American democracy to evolve – and become, for better or worse, what it is today. It’s taken that long, despite the fact that the vast majority of Americans had ancestors who migrated from countries with an Indo-European heritage. And it should be noted that those countries, despite their citizens’ having been subjected to lengthy interim periods of rule by monarchs of one sort or another   had, over the course of at least two or three millennia, been exposed to one form or another of self-governance.” 

Sean: “Your constant preaching of the goodness of democracy, despite your doubts of its benefits by its universal application, makes me think of the antics of Bush-little, the country’s understandably-disparaged president. The current leader of the free world and of the United States of America – has claimed to be leading a crusade to spread America’s much-touted democracy throughout the oil-rich, just-east-of-Europe, Asian nations – as well as to any other political entities, worldwide, when and if it’s believed that the imposition of democracy will benefit the interests of his American supporters.”

Anthony: “There’s no question that the kind of democracy Bush and his Neocon and oil-industry cohorts really want to sponsor, is solely in those nations with an electorate thought capable of catering to America’s financial and geo-political interests. But, what’s wrong with that? And. what’s so bad if only certain Americans – albeit, mainly the really rich – benefit from the implementation of democracy in foreign lands? “
Sean: “Well, even if it turns out, which I doubt,  that eventually the vast majority of the people of a newly democratized nation are the beneficiaries – and not its best-connected, greediest and sleaziest citizens, which was the case whenever the former Communist-controlled nations became democracies, and seems to be the real result, world-wide, when instituted in all economically-developing nations, I don’t believe that the lives of America’s youths serving in the military, and the moneys of those Americans who actually pay their lawfully-due taxes –– should be wasted in attempting to forcibly establish a form of democracy, just-like-ours, on a people where the overwhelming majority won’t benefit by its realization.”

Anthony: “Of course, if that were to be the only outcome, I wouldn’t support its implementation. But despite the Bush oil-people and Neocons who seem to believe that it’s perfectly okay – as long as there’s a reasonable expectation that Exxon-Mobil, Israel and rich Republicans will benefit from the loss of the lives and tax moneys of the American people, I believe that it’s worth it, as long as there’s the possibility that it will eventually bring democracy to all the people in a nation. ”
Nance: “The Bush oil folks and their steadfast Neocon fellow travelers vociferously proclaim that the expenditures involved are being made strictly for the altruistic purpose of bringing democracy to the backward peoples of the world – and mind you – all those folks who are not Judeo-Christian, Euro-Caucasian, capitalism-believing Westerners – unless extremely wealthy – are counted by that war-mongering crew as being amongst the world’s culturally backward people. In view of your backing of the Bush-backers doings on the off chance that the peoples of a developing and former Communist nation might benefit, despite your being aware that the Bush people are lying, should cause you to ponder your support.”

Sean: “And, in the case of the invasion of Iraq, only a typical country bumpkin could be expected to believe the Bush-backers’ altruistic claims. No relatively intelligent citizen should be shocked when they come to realize that the current expenditure of American lives and taxpayer dollars has very little to do with the Bush people’s recently stated purpose for our invasion of Iraq – which was to establish a democracy in that nation. Not only is it unlikely that a true democracy will transpire as a result of our involvement. But, on the off chance that Iraq becomes a true democracy, it would probably result in their electing either a government like the PLO-cum-Hamas – as did the Palestinians, or one with a Saddam look-alike. In either event, even if a true democracy were to evolve in Iraq – Bush’s oil-industry and Neocon supporters of Israel would probably be far from overjoyed with the results of the forced democratization of Iraq.”
Anthony: “Sure, it was obvious that the oil-interests were unhappy when, in the fifties, the people of Iran freely elected a left-leaning leader, and when recently, the people of Venezuela did the same. In both instances America’s CIA worked undercover to unseat those governments: successfully in Iran – not so in Venezuela. “ 

Nance: “Democracy, as is all too obvious to most fairly knowledgeable Americans – does not always produce the most capable leaders. For every president like Washington, Lincoln, FDR or Ike, we get at least a few Dubyas. So we see, that the somewhat tainted elections of the Republican president Bush-little has produced a Commander-in-Chief with, at most, a modicum of intellect. Yet, we loyal Americans, without the ability to impeach the man for malfeasance, will try our best to abide by his decisions. But, what’s most sad is that by Bush-little playing on the greed, bigotry and fears of so many Americans, he has managed, through the democratic process, to maintain a degree of financial and political backing sufficient to allow him, until the elections of 2006, to run the world’s most powerful nation – without too much interference.
Sean: “Dealing with democracies is not always very fruitful. In the decades following WWI, America dealt with the duly elected leaders of Germany, Japan and Italy –– this, despite their obvious war-like intentions to appropriate the lands of others. The failure of Chamberlain’s endeavor to prevent WWII by talking to Hitler, and the subsequent attempts at world domination by Nazi Germany, what with its horrific application of Jewish and Gypsy genocide – has, perhaps understandably, been used by Bush-little and his cohorts to rationalize his administration’s intransigent refusal to talk to the leaders of any of those nations he’s included in the “Axis of Evil.” 

However, it should be noted that one of those nations included is Iran – a democracy with an elected president. Since talking to those leaders before WWII served no purpose: war was to follow, and that failure was used by Bush-little for not talking to or allowing any one from his administration to talk man(or Woman)-to-man with the duly, elected leader of Iran – or for that matter, to the leaders, democratically elected or not of any number of other political entities deemed evil by the marionette, Bush-little and his puppeteer Vice President Richard Cheney.”

Anthony: “All of this proves to me that democracy is no panacea for the problems of the world. It seems to me that when Empire and Papal Rome ruled the Mediterranean along with much of Europe along with the part of the world that it controlled – and later, when England ruled an empire on which the sun never set, the world was a much safer and better place for all humanity to live in peace.“

Nance: “No way! In retrospect, you might be able to come to that conclusion – providing you ignore the numerous holocausts committed against the various non-European colonized peoples from the world over – during the reign of those Europeans. The number of non-Euro-Caucasian lives destroyed as a consequence of colonization is a multiple of the millions who died as a result of the Holocaust committed by the Nazis along with the number of deaths caused by the Brits during the potato famine in Ireland. So, even though the establishment of a  democracy can fall short of expectations, and despite the deep dislike I have for much of what Winston Churchill stood for, I would sum up my own feelings by quoting that respected-as-a-wartime-leader by the Brits: ‘Democracy is the worst of all forms of government, except for all the others.’ And with that, as far as I’m concerned – we could call it a night.” 

–<>–

 [SYMPOSIUM]

Part III

<>

Later that year: the three men can again be seen seated at their favorite table – again a waitress comes by and lackadaisically drops three menus on it. And, again, as she leaves, the lights dim to black. After a slight pause, the lights gradually brighten and the men can be seen finishing their meal.

Sean: “Having grown up in Ireland, I have trouble understanding the difference, here, in America, between the ethical and legal aspects of lying – either in or out of court. I’m, of course, thinking about the current hullabaloo regarding the taking of performance-enhancing drugs by big-name, record-breaking baseball players.


 I’m probably something of a fanatic in the way I follow world-cup football – which, you uninformed people call: soccer. When I was a youth, it was the accepted regional sport, so, I love watching it –– and I’m bored watching all the other sports – with the understandable exception of the lady’s volley ball played on the beach, as well as the staid International Cricket Test Matches. So, since I get no pleasure out of following baseball, I’m at a loss to understand just why there’s all the fuss about Barry Bonds – first because he hit a ball very far more times than anyone else, and then because he may have lied in court as to his having taken some sort of performance enhancing drugs: which enabled him to hit those balls so very far.”

.Anthony: “Well, although I never played soccer, either as an adult or a kid, when I’m tending bar I’d turn it on – perhaps because I feel it connects me, at least to some extent, to my Euro-Christian heritage.


I do prefer to watch baseball on TV – preferably, the Yankees. But, going to the stadium is what I really find is the most satisfying. Though it’s expensive: you can easily spend a hundred dollars for a day at the stadium. I realize that’s because it costs so much for the Yankees to field the great teams that they always seem to have. The cost doesn’t really matter, though – because I get a kick out of going to the Stadium – where I can feel the real pulse of the game. So, since I think it’s worth it, I make a point of going to the stadium at least a few times every year.”

Sean: “I didn’t want to get involved in that aspect of sports. It’s really about the morality of cheating to win and then lying about it in court that intrigues me. Perhaps it’s because it parallels the actions of politician: take, for instance, the way that Bush and the Republican Party went about trying to exonerate Scooter Libby for his having lied in court. – How? By their claiming that the punishment didn’t fit the crime – while questioning whether or not one was actually committed. 


Barry Bonds, along with numerous blindly-supportive Blacks, have played down the probability that he lied in court about his use of steroids – claiming that anyone questioning his perceived unsportsmanlike and lied-before-Congress activities, is a racist bigot. Of course, there’s no question in my mind that some of those faulting Bonds may very well be racist bigots, but that doesn’t mean that Bonds is not guilty of deception – or worse. However, only a court of law, not public opinion, should be the determiner of whether or not he was lying to Congress about his having used those drugs.”

Anthony: “There’s probably some truth to that. I remember how a player with an Irish name, McGuire, bulked up the year he broke Maris’s homerun record. Everyone seemed to acknowledge, or at least hint, that he was on steroids, but I can’t recall anyone saying that he his stat needed an asterisk next to his name.”

Sean: “Yes. I guess that’s what’s been troubling me. It’s the fact that the consequences resulting from having lied have nothing to do with the gravity of the lie. It has to do with who does it, what it’s about, where it’s done – and how powerful the parties are who find fault with the particular prevarications – or who defend the one who lied.” 
Anthony: “I see where you’re going with this. Some of the same self-righteous Republicans, and at one time I supported them, who attempted to oust Clinton for his having had an extramarital, consensual affair with a young woman – and then, under oath denied it, have thrown their support behind Scooter Libby, whose lies appeared intended to prevent members of the Bush administration from being indicted for criminal activities that threatened the life of the spouse of a truth-speaking government employee – one who had revealed that the Bush people had lied in order to justify our invasion of Iraq.”

Nance: “That’s true, but what you neglected to mention, is that by outing his wife, the lives of her undercover contacts, were also jeopardized. Moreover, the same Republicans who spoke out so vociferously against the doings of Clinton for having, and then denying that he had an affair, were themselves engaged in extramarital sexual encounters. 


In addition, the once-a-Democratic Senator who spoke out so self-righteously against Clinton for his unseemly conduct – unquestioningly supported Bush-the-little long after his justification for going to war was known to be fraudulent. Connecticut’s still-claiming-to-be-a-liberal senator, perhaps due to his being a virtual Israeli mole, supported the murderous doings initiated by a befuddled President – whose incompetence amounted to malfeasance, which, in turn, was causing the death of thousands of American troops and tens of thousands of Iraqi civilians. 


So, I think we should take note, that the senator from Connecticut was offended by the actions of a president who had a sexual encounter in the White House: one very much like that engaged in by any number of prior presidents. And it would have had no adverse consequences, other than, possibly, for the few people directly concerned, had it not been deliberately snooped out, after the expenditure of over fifty-million of U.S. taxpayer dollars – and then hypocritically publicized by those men who were soon to be associated with Bush-the-little: the pro-oil president who the senator unquestioningly supported when he was involved in causing the deaths of those American soldiers and Iraqi civilians.


The question that comes to mind for me is: Was the then-a-Democratic senator’s attack on a fellow Democrat due to Clinton’s sexual peccadillo, or for Clinton’s attempts, though foiled, to have Netanyahu resume the very same peace talks that Rabin had had with Arafat? The original peace talks had taken place before they were cut short as a result of Rabin’s murder – committed by one of the senator’s fellow Orthodox Jews. And it is fairly well known that Orthodox Jews, like Netanyahu and the senator, are supporters of a Greater Israel – that is to say: the ethnic cleansing of both the West Bank and Gaza of their Arab occupants – a Semitic peoples who have been Moslems for well over a millennium.” 

Sean:  “I think that you’re paralleling the senator’s attitude towards Clinton, with that of so many American Jews towards Carter for his having forced the Israelis to give the Sinai back to Egypt. 


Nonetheless, it still seems that we always end up talking about the problems coming from the West’s intrusions upon the independence of those oil-rich nations in the Near East – which, of course, covers our invasion of Iraq, and the resultant financial and moral fiasco. So, at first glance, questioning the motivation of the flag-waving members of those families of the guardsmen and women serving in the National Guard, and who are in the process of going off to Iraq – might seem a petty concern. After all, according to Bush-the-little and his Neocon cohorts, those men and women are being sent off to kill and possibly to die in order to prevent an attack on America – an attack orchestrated by Osama bin Laden and carried out by his terrorist organization, al Qaeda. But, mind you, it’s now common knowledge that the cause for their going off to war in Iraq was based on the deliberate distortion of facts: some might say outright lies, committed by the Neocon press, born-again Bush and members of his administration.”

Anthony:  “Well, although I was never in the service, my father was; he served during WWII. So, I guess I have some right to question the gleeful attitudes displayed by so many of the parents and spouses of those guardsmen and women who’ve been called to serve in Iraq. And, mind you, not one of them, since WWII, was shipped overseas. Which, by the way, is what enabled both of those Republican super patriots: Don Quayle and Bush-the-little, to avoid risking their lives in Vietnam.

 
But I’d also like to comment on this born-again business that’s become so accepted; I think that the ability to be born again, thereby erasing all of a sinner’s moral lapses, appeals to the furtively-sinning Pentecostals and outwardly-devout members of many of the other major Christian religions.”

Nance: “Sure, by forgiving Bush-the-little for his purported drunken and sexual transgressions, phonies claiming religious piety could look forward to exacting the same forgiveness from their own families, fellow church members and in general, their fellow sinners – for their own transgressions: primarily those wrongdoings committed against their own community’s self-righteous and self-serving restrictions.


Claiming to have been born again works to relieve the hypocritical, sinning paragons of religious virtue from the opprobrium caused by their once-deemed-dissolute past activities. This works far better for a sinner than admitting to one’s wrongdoings in the confessional; where, as both of you have made me well aware, you only get the priest’s and, hopefully, through his heavenly contacts: God’s clandestine absolution for one’s sinful deeds. But, these born-again Christians manage to wipe their public slates clean as well; they can expect to get forgiveness for all their past trespasses – this, from all who did, do and will ever know them. Consequently, for those politicians, like Bush-the-little, all of whom seem to have been men who – by touting their newfound moral veneer to sanctimonious, hypocritical voters – all of whom seem to proliferate the political right – being born again was a win, win situation.


It’s too bad for Bill Clinton that he lacked the tutoring of equally unscrupulous political hacks, and a willing-to-comfort wife, such as Bush-the-little seems to have had. Then, Clinton, by being born-again, could have been exonerated for his having committed the horrible crime of having an extramarital sexual encounter with a willing adult female.” 

Sean: “That may not have worked for Clinton. It’s just possible that if he had claimed to be  born-again, then, those people, who had considered the entire matter involving Lewinsky to be a politically-motivated tempest in a teapot, would have concluded that he was as much of a fraud as they now do Bush-the-little. 


Before we get back to the flag waving by some of the relations of members of the National Guard, I think we should be questioning Bush’s arbitrary sending of the Guard overseas. If I’m not mistaken, the establishing of local militias was intended to mobilize the men of the earliest English immigrant colonies to fight against the Native Americans – who were trying to protect their ancestral territories against further incursions by the earliest of America’s land-grabbing heroic Europeans.


Since those early immigrants who could afford to possess weapons of one sort or another did so, I don’t see any reason for the amendment to the American Constitution guaranteeing the right to bear arms – if the State Militias, as some are now claiming, were the only ones being referred to, and therefore allowed to bear arms. After all, if the militias were merely informal members of the nation’s armed forces, no amendment would have been required to authorize them to bear arms. So, the fact that a citizen’s right to do so became an Amendment to the Constitution – indicates, to me, that it’s the basic right of every American citizen to bear arms. It’s for that reason, that if the NRA wasn’t so dogmatic in fighting reasonable regulations: such as many of those surrounding sales to potential purchasers with criminal records and mental disorders – and  child-proofing fire arms, I could find nothing wrong with their determination to fight legislation that prevents the sale of guns to the vast majority of Americans.”

Anthony: “That’s nice to know, but I can’t see what that has to do with your initial observation that so many parents and spouses of those men and women going off to war in Iraq – often, at least when interviewed for TV, appear to be upbeat about their claimed loved one’s going off to kill - and possibly to die in Bush-the-little’s war: that futile attempt to impose, by force of arms, a pro-Wall Street, pro-oil, defense-of-an-intransigent-Israel distorted concept of democracy on the people of Iraq. Mind you, the only kind of democracy that we’ll accept appears to be one that will benefit a select number of Americans economically and politically – and will further their support for an American world hegemony. It should be realized, that Iraq’s next-door neighbor Kuwait, can hardly be considered a true democracy, yet it has the full support of the administration of Bush-the-little. Moreover, if Cheney and his cohort of Neocons had their way, we’d try to impose our self-serving policies on every national entity, worldwide – even if by doing so, we’d cause the death of a few million civilians – every time we attempt to do so.”

Sean: “I’m sorry; I didn’t intend to go so far off track, but that American tradition, the right to bear arms, which the anti-gun folks are trying to curtail, has, because of their claims that only the Guard can bear arms, caused me to think the way I do about the National Guard – and the way that it’s members are being arbitrarily shipped out of the country to fight a  war:: rationalized by lies and without the authority of an actual Congressional declaration of war.” 

Anthony: “Well I don’t know what all that has to do with the flag-waving relations of those men and women going off to Iraq. But, those parents, though certainly not all, who seem so pleased to see their sons and now their daughters, going off on a fool’s errand: the uncalled for geopolitical and oil-war in Iraq, does cause me to question their motivation. And I hope it’s not the monetary benefits that accrue from their enlisting, reenlisting – or, which would be totally unfair to even consider, due to the possibility of their receiving the proceeds from a hundred-thousand-dollar life-insurance policy. ”

Nance: “That sort of puts me on the spot. As you know, I am a veteran, although I never had to risk my life or fire a shot at anyone. But I recall that, during WWII, when my brothers were drafted, nobody appeared happy when they went off to war – and WWII was considered that oxymoron – a good war. My brothers, who before being drafted worked at a war plant, made no attempt to fake injuries or disabilities, as so many men did by claiming 4F status to avoid going off to war. When my brothers left home to report for duty, they appeared to be curious as to what’s next –– yet resigned to whatever fate had in store for them. At the same time my mother’s face displayed a mixture of sorrow – and fear.


It’s only today, after most of those veterans of WWII who actually saw action have passed away, that we hear the words of a handful of now old men recall and recount, after sixty years of neglect, their combat experiences and anecdotal recollections of their youthful adventures. .In truth, although draft-dodgers were in the minority, and after the throng of  patriotism-based, voluntary enlistments in the immediate aftermath of the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor, few men were all that gung ho for going off to war  – as some of the WWII vets, who may very well have been, and  now claim to have been. And, I recall that after WWII, when the vast majority of those sixteen millions who served during the emergency years came home, there was little talk of heroic doings amongst them. Moreover, if anyone did so, he was ignored or told that the only heroes were dead heroes. 


Today the attitudes of so many family members of today’s National Guard troops going off to war in Iraq, appear to show little or no anxiety about their sons and daughters being forced to take part in this questionable war in Iraq. Supporting Bush-the-little, and the Republican Party – as well as the exercising of their intrinsic racist, xenophobic tendencies: so necessary to have, if one is to be willing to murder another human being, seem to be the only things that count.


It’s for that reason that I too question the motives of some of those parents who appear to be so happy about their offspring and professed loved ones going off to kill or die in Iraq. After all, despite the nonsensical, fear-making claims that the bugaboo al-Qaeda will get us if we don’t keep up the killing and dying in Iraq, it’s now obvious to one and all, that the only everyday-Americans to benefit from the war will be those uncompromising owners of jumbo, gas-guzzling vehicles. Multinational big-oil will also benefit, as will the last remnant of Christian Europe’s racism-based colonialism, Israel: her establishment  and continuing support being due to the world’s Euro-Christians’ understandable attempt to compensate for their, at the very least, complicity in creating an atmosphere capable of bringing about the horrors of the Holocaust.”

Anthony: “Your Atheism, Nance, is showing again. In the past, I thought that it was solely directed against Christianity; I now see that you’re an equal opportunity Atheist – although, even when the Jews do something wrong, you place a lot of the blame for it on either the religiosity of Christians or the past iniquities they performed in its name. Anyone listening to you might think that it was the Christians who ethnically cleansed Palestine/Israel of its Moslem Arab population, and not Israel’s Jews.”

Nance: “Not so. It’s just that I think that Israel’s Jews genetically, are primarily Germano-Slavic Euro-Caucasians – with mighty few who could trace their ancestry back to Semitic roots. Moreover, the culture of the Israelis, even the most religious, is either heavily influenced by or deliberately made different from that of Euro-Christians. There’d be no such thing as an Israeli nation, if not for their well-over two-millennium-long exposure to Europe’s Greco-Latin, Germano-Slavic culture – which we all know was itself heavily influenced by inputs from civilizations originating in Egypt and Sumer – which predated both those of the Indo-European and Semitic peoples.


It was during the nineteenth century, as a result of Bismarck’s consolidation of a diversity of German states, which required the stressing of the commonality of their Teutonic heritage – that curtailed the integration of Jews into the cultural circles of Central European society. In addition, the stress of their Teutonic heritage had them playing down, and even reversing the belief by the German people in their Bible-based roots: Adam and Eve and all that stuff. 


Today, we see the result of Jews having been denied acceptance as equals into Central Europe’s primarily-Christian society. Impetus was given to the Zionist movement: you can’t fire us, we quit. In the aftermath of WWII, the state of Israel was established. And, because of a justly perceived hostility to their establishing a Jewish-dominated state in Europe – Israel was founded in formally held Arab lands: the Arab states were thought to be far less capable of violently expressing their hostility to the taking of their lands, than were Europe’s Christians – who were the folks most responsible for the Jews’ belief that they needed a secure homeland,”
Anthony: “Okay, you’re probably right But, getting back to our going off to war in Iraq, which, as you know I initially supported, I now realize that I was wrong – from its onset. And I just heard that the same claiming-to-be-a-liberal, Independent Senator from Connecticut, whom you seem to dislike so much, is now pressing for the bombardment of Iran. 


And why does he want it? As far as I can tell, it’s because Iran is just the latest nation thought to pose a potential threat to the existence, with its believed-requisite dominance, in the Near-East of a United States-cum-Euro-Christian sponsored Israel – which may very well also be the reason why Bloomberg’s police force has denied the Irani President the opportunity to lay a wreath at Ground Zero – an act that surely would have worked to condemn, by non-Arab Moslems, al Qaeda’s terrorist attack on America. After all, Iran, much like Iraq, had absolutely nothing to do with the attack of 9/11.  


Now, despite my current indisputable conviction that the Holocaust, with all its deplorable horrors, existed, it’s become apparent to me that its memory is being exploited by the Israelis. How? By disseminating what may very well have been a planned propaganda program – which has, with much success, made a substantial number of ethnic Jews, worldwide, believe that – if not for the existence of their state of Israel, they would be subject, yet again, to the evils of another Holocaust. 


I can well understand why so many Jews have swallowed the Israeli line, whole hog – after all, I am aware that anti-Semitism, though much watered down, is still somewhat prevalent throughout many communities, worldwide – and not only amongst Christians and Moslems. So, we see why the Israeli, paranoia-causing and -caused propaganda, which was so effective in gaining the support of world Jewry managed – in turn, to obtain the support for whatever Israel wanted from the West: militarily, politically and economically. And, all this was accomplished without the open questioning of just what Israel’s national interests really were – and how they would affect America’s.” 

Nance: “I think that you’re on the right track – and I’m sure that you, as a Christian will, like Carter, be labeled an anti-Semite should you say this for public consumption. And, should an individual, with a degree of Jewish ancestry that would have been sufficient for the asshole Nazis to have killed off – such as I have – speak out against the doings of the Israelis, he will be damned as a self-hater – and if with no known Jewish ancestry, like you two and Carter, an anti-Semite. So we see that so many ordinary Americans with any degree of Jewish ancestry, who once thought of themselves solely as Americans – now feel compelled to speak of themselves as Jews, or as part-Jewish Jews – who just happen to be living in America – or as hyphenates: Israeli-Americans. Although, this is not that recent a happening: I recall, as far back as the very early 1950’s, that one of my Christian, yet-to-be-wife’s Jewish roommates spoke of herself as having a face like the map of Israel. But these days, they have no choice; for, if they don’t flaunt their Jewishness, they’re condemned as cowards or self-haters. And by whom? – by losers, whether or not Jews, worldwide: no matter what their nationality, ethnicity or racial identity.”

Sean: “What you’re saying about losers seems logical to me. When those whose goal is beyond their reach, and for which they can have no other excuse for their failure to attain it, tend to almost always blame it on the actions or inactions of others. The German members of the Master Race, as did and do many bigots, blamed their failure to attain their goals, whatever they might be, on the nefarious doings of Jews –  while those claiming to be one of the Chosen People who fail to attain their goals, having no other excuse, claim anti-Semitism. The same would hold true for any number of groupings – whether majorities or minorities. It seems that everyone invents a scapegoat to give reason for their own shortcomings. And, since, the greater one’s expectations, the greater the letdown – when the goal is not attained, the striver, as often as not, resorts to racist, sexist, xenophobic, anti-Islam, anti-Catholic, anti-WASP and of course, the only one that’s routinely condemned: anti-Semitism. 


 But getting back to your continuing stress on the negatives aspects of hyphenation, Jews are not the only Americans who hyphenate themselves. It seems that every American has now found the need to become a hyphenate and stress their connection with a land they, and even their parents never lived in. It’s one thing if I call myself an Irish-American – after all, I was born in Ireland and although I became a naturalized-American citizen, I still have a marked accent – which tells the world that I’m that hyphenate: an Irish-American. But I find Americans who’ve been born here – with parents who’ve been born here – all of whom having pledged allegiance to the flag and what it stands for, and all that malarkey – still go about hyphenating their American nationality. So why should we be questioning Jews for their hyphenating their American nationality?”

Nance: “First, I’d like to point out that the reason why so many born-Americans go about, these days stressing their ancestry, is that many amongst our WASP Americans tend to act condescendingly towards all other Americans: for their being ethnics. So, by hyphenating their nationality – those condemned for their being ethnic are attempting to maintain  some sort of  dignity.


As to so many American Jews hyphenating their nationality, what Anthony and I were referring to is that, since Israel offers citizenship to just about everyone with any amount of Jewish ancestry – if sufficient for Adolf Hitler to have persecuted him for being a Jew – an awful lot of Americans have obtained dual Israeli and American citizenship. Although this is not illegal, the fact that an individual is expected to follow the laws of both nations, can result in activities being performed that conflict with the national interests of one of the nations. Nevertheless, as far as I can determine, the rules about dual citizenship apply to all Americans – and not only to those claiming Jewish ethnicity.”

Anthony: “I think it’s more than that. The Israelis, whether or not due to a heartfelt belief, go about claiming that without an independent, well-armed Israel all Jews would be subjected to the evils of a new Holocaust. And, as I’ve already said, as far as I can determine, what they’re really trying to do is coerce the world’s Jewry into obtaining political, financial and geopolitical support for whatever Israel does – this from those nations in which Jews have economic and political clout – which, by the way, alienates many non-Jews – and resulys in the growth of anti-Semitism in nations where it had never existed. So, much like the results of so many cunningly-contrived well-meaning plans that are carried out by self-righteous advocates of grandiose schemes, there are unintended consequences.”

Sean: “There may very well be. I’ve heard some people hold America’s pro-Israel, Jewish Americans responsible for America’s lie-based rationale for our unilateral invasion of Iraq –– but, I certainly don’t believe it. Nevertheless, there’s no question in my mind that some, as Neocons, played a part in it – and others, indirectly, also contributed to it – this by disseminating proved-to-be-false information that had Iraq holding all sorts of weapons of mass destruction – written up by a Times reporter – and no attempt was made by the paper to vet its accuracy.


Perhaps, it’s because I don’t know hundreds of ethnic Jews, that I can’t recall hearing even one speaking out, initially, against Bush-the-little’s invasion of Iraq. Of course, there’s no question in my mind that his manipulating-controllers, especially the oil interests who were so dominant in his administration, were instrumental in bringing about the decision of Bush-the-little: our not-too-bright leader, to send our troops off to kill and be killed in Iraq.


Moreover, their counterparts in England and Israel, many with the same sort of reasons for invading Iraq, as certain American interests – were quite happy to have America’s military prowess used to further their own national interests: Israelis’ to squelch any opposition to their continuing occupation of Arab lands and the Brits’ to find themselves in the war-making company of world a super power: as a major, world player – this time as a respected neo-colonial power. In addition, I can’t recall hearing one prominent Republican or seeing an article in even one major American newspaper, whether or not it championed every Neocon, world-conquest proposal, that didn’t support, or even encourage the invasion.”

Anthony: “Well, I’m not that aware of just what the extent was of all the other inputs that brought about the invasion of Iraq. But I have noticed that from about the beginning of the last decade, the Israelis and their unquestioning, American supporters, for what I can determine only benefits Israel, continually stress the horrors of the Holocaust. And now, I read that there’s been a steady increase in the number of Holocaust survivors who are suffering from dementia – all of whom seem to be reliving the horrors of their once-near-forgotten tribulations: outrages that they had been subjected to in one or the other Nazi death camps. And, as far as I can tell, for the most part, until the fairly-recent, proactive, rigorous Israeli stress on the horrors of the Holocaust began to reach its climax, those folks had managed to block out their memories of the horrors that they had endured  – and live a fairly normal life.”

Nance: “As a parent, I remember being in an accident when driving in Southern Vermont. My car suffered serious damage; I was hit from behind by an elderly driver from Brooklyn. Since it turned out that there was no physical hurt to either one of my two young children or my then-pregnant wife, I tried to avoid making it into a lasting traumatic experience for the children. So, my wife and I made no attempt, despite the urging of lawyers, to bring any kind of suit against the driver. Although, on the advice of the driver’s lawyer, his wife, who was in the car at the time of the accident, brought suit against his insurance company – this, by claiming that she had been hurt, just as she was converting to be a Christian Scientist – which prevented her from seeing a doctor – which prevented her from seeking care in a hospital.. Ergo: no doctor’s report.


Obviously, the Israelis, and their unquestioning supporters, by continuously stressing the Holocaust for political advantage – this for over sixty years since it’s occurrence – gives no consideration for the mental health of the Holocaust survivors who were being so adversely effected – their being continually reminded of its horrors. It seems that when collateral damage happens to the other guy’s population, due to its being publicized by one’s opponent, it’s sometimes reluctantly acknowledged – whereas, it tends to be ignored or brushed off as being of little consequence when one’s own people, as is the case of the Holocaust survivors, are harmed by an error in judgment: the stressing of its horrors – with its resultant collateral damage. 


Many Americans, after observing the rhetoric of the senator from Connecticut, have concluded that he’s an Israeli mole. So, if that’s true, it’s no wonder that he ignores the plight of the Holocaust survivors, as he continues to react, for political advantage, to the memory of the Holocaust. The sad part of all this, is that by his unwittingly sacrificing the mental health of the Holocaust survivors in order to gather support for Bush-the-little’s invasion and occupation of Iraq, will, in the long run, not work to benefit of either Israel or world Jewry.


Perhaps my dislike of the senator is based on my feelings about Orthodox Jews: they go about claiming religious freedom in order to justify a form of racism that rivals that of the Klan or Neo-Nazis. But, adding to that, although he’s supposed to be representing the people living in Connecticut, he’s using his pivotal vote, while claiming to be something of a liberal, to attempt to manipulate the American Congress into supporting an immoral,  no-win war – one, that he, as a paranoid Orthodox Jew, no doubt believes will benefit Israel.


This, sort of thing, though not always committed by politicos, is not an out-of-the-ordinary doing. America’s Poles, according to Roosevelt, attempted to use their political clout, to get political-cum-economic benefits for Poland; as did Irish Catholic politicians in support of the IRA; Hindu Indians to get support for a nuclear India – and on and on. But none of those doings had as inhumane a purpose and result as does that pushed for by the senator – think of the plight of those millions of Palestinians.


He seems to justify the doings of the Israelis, by stressing his belief that the world’s fifteen million or so individuals claiming to have a genetic connection with the Biblical Hebrews are the Chosen People of the One-and-Only Monotheistic God. That that God is the very same Egypto-Sumerian, Judeo-Christian-Islamic God Who was conceived of and worshipped over the course of numerous millennia by a few billion other believers in the very same Supernatural Force – One that is now worshipped by all  Moslem, Catholic, Protestant, Jewish and Sikh believers – doesn’t seem to phase either the Senator or his fellow Orthodox Jews. And, despite the written-in-Greek holy of holy book’s claim that the sole, all-powerful, elderly Gentleman had fashioned all of us – to look just as He does – they still believe that they’re his specially-chosen people. ”  

Sean: “It’s a good thing that you’re an Atheist with some Jewish ancestry – or surely you’d be declared an anti-Semite – but then again, you’ll probably still be called one. Sometimes, though I’m only an Agnostic: because I think that some Superior Force must have started this whole world going, I think that men like the senator are busy testing their belief in God: Does he really consider that he and his fellow Orthodox Jews are really the Chosen People of the One-and-Only All-Powerful God of over half the world’s earthlings? And, if so, how can he and his fellow Orthodox Jews fail to believe that the doings of Adolf Hitler were actually sanctioned by the very same omnipotent God Who designated Jews as His Chosen People? One need only look in the Old Testament to see how vindictive their God could be. And if their omnipotent God did sanction the Nazis’ inhumane destruction of those millions of Jews, how can the senator blame a puny Hitler; who could be no more than a mortal tool of the All-Powerful God of the Chosen People? And if Hitler was the tool of the Devil – how omnipotent is their God?


Sometimes I wonder whether men like the senator and a certain vocal, past mayor, are apprehensive about their chosen status when considering the will of their God – who is also the God worshipped by all the Monotheistic peoples. How can they rely on His beneficence? With Hitler they had no warning that their God was so incensed with their doings that He could impose the Holocaust on them. Although a sign of things to come were present, if one were to consider the rapid escalation of anti-Semitic sentiment promulgated by Christian-Europe’s militant leaders: Jewish business acumen was being blamed for capitalism’s collapse – which led to the Great Depression. The Great Depression destroyed the economic security of virtually everyone – but most severely that of the average non-entrepreneurial working man, the potential soldier – and not only in Europe – but worldwide.”

Nance: “Well, I might add, that the establishment of the militaristic state of Israel indicates to me, that Israel’s Jews either don’t really believe in the omnipotence of the God of the Bible’s Hebrews – or, if they do, they must not be believing in His ability to protect and support them. He’s either neither the nicest nor most omnipotent God invented by man – or they’re not His Chosen People.


As to the consequences of the depression – with its twenty percent unemployment even in the States – it must surely have caused resentment towards any economically-successful thought-to-be-outsiders living in Europe – many of whom were Jews. However, European Christians were not the only ones who resented the success of the outsider. I recall, when in the late sixties and early seventies, lower-middleclass losers, which included Jews, claimed that the reason Korean vegetable-cum-grocery stores were profitable was that the owners cheated. Of course, the fact that, to this day, many Korean stores don’t provide printed receipts – does cause one to believe that they may be doing what so many small retailers do: under-declare their incomes in order to avoid paying the sales taxes to which the state and city are, by law, entitled. No matter, Korean stores located throughout New York City – including in its areas of poverty, were a major factor in keeping the city from going the way of Detroit. But, their presence was still resented by many lower-middleclass New Yorkers, especially Blacks, because the Koreans were making more money then they were – although low income Blacks actually benefited a hell of a lot from their presence – at the time it would have been difficult to find even one supermarket operating in any of the city’s many ‘Harlems’.”

Anthony: “I guess, by your bringing up the business about the Korean grocery store owners – and how they were resented by the very people who had, in balance, benefited from their presence, you’re implying that the same held true vis-à-vis entrepreneurial Jews and those European Christians who were less motivated to expend the effort required to become financially successful. But if you are, then I think it’s far fetched.


As to your cavalier attitude about the character of God, I’ll make a point of ignoring it; after all you are an Atheist. But you’ve hit on a few points of interest for me and probably many others who are perplexed by the conflict: if Jews are, indeed, His chosen people, how could He, the omnipotent loving God have stood by while His chosen people were being slaughtered.  All of which makes me wonder: How on earth can Jews continue to think of themselves as His chosen people? After all, what the hell could they have possible done to so offend God, that had Him stand by while they were being annihilated? What could have caused Him to use the Nazis as His tool or to stand by as the Devil did his work: to punish them? And, for what? What could they have possibly done that caused their contract with Him to be broken – and cause Him to react with such cruelty?”

Sean: “That, I think is the question that had confused so many people: especially Jews – until, that is, they were apprised of the Israeli military success in 1967. Since then, many Jews, it seems, came to the conclusion that they definitely are his Chosen People – but must continually test their relations with Him in order to judge just how far they can go before He starts to get annoyed by their transgressions. This they do by engaging in tentatively, minor violations of their contract with Him: by not following thought-to-be-once-outdated dietary laws and their ilk. After all, if Jews, as His Chosen People really had a contract with a truly vengeful God, it would be logical for them to assume that they had been guilty of committing deeds so horrendous that it violated every aspect of their covenant with Him. Why else would their God have stood by as millions of His Chosen People were so inhumanely massacred – or worse still, that He had the Nazis carry out?” 

Nance: “Maybe so, but it’s just possible that many amongst world Jewry, are apprehensive about their relationship with their God. That’s why I think Jews are covering their bets: this they do, by assuring that Israel has the military power, like atomic bombs,  sufficient to defend themselves, in event that: a) They again infuriate their God; b) That there is no God; or: c) There is a God, but Jews are not His chosen people. 


So, as I see it, Jews, with an Israel believed to be militarily secure, like most followers of all religions who attempt to placate their God, merely go about being more observant of the rituals surrounding their High Holy Days – and maybe giving a little more when the plate is passed during their Sabbath service.


 But, it’s the way a person claiming to be a Jew, who for one reason or another is considered a loser,   goes about testing his God that causes the rest of society to resent him. – Why? He does exactly what he knows damn well will antagonize others: Jew and non-Jew alike, claiming that it’s his God-given right to do so – and anyone offended by it is either an anti-Semite, or a self-hater. And, if brought to task for any insult made to a non-Jew, whether or not intended, he or she can often be heard mumbling, as an excuse, something about the Holocaust. This does not mean that anti-Semitism doesn’t exist; it’s just that this sort of behavior causes Jews to be disliked solely because of what is perceived as their Jewishness. 


As a confirmed Atheist I find it difficult to comprehend how any sane, intelligent person can really believe in any sort of a controlling omnipotent Supreme, Supernatural Force: of a sort currently being worshipped by the followers of every known religion – let alone those individuals who deem it’s their God’s will, that they and only their fellow believers belong to a group of Chosen-by-God People. 

Sean: “Okay, you’re talking about the Palestine-Israel conflict. But, do you really believe that Israel’s Jews actually think that that gives them the right to do whatever they consider necessary to maintain their ascendancy over that new nation’s non-Jewish population? If they do, I question the fairness of it. After all, most of their ancestors: Arab Moslems, as well as European Christians, have lived in Palestine for at least a dozen centuries. And most of that time was peaceful – with religious freedom for all.”

Nance: “
Yes, I do think that there’s a belief by most Jews that they are, indeed, special in the eyes of their God. And, it should be noted that Israel’s non-Jews are primarily a Semitic people – yet, are not considered by Jews, most of whom have questionable Semitic roots, to have also been chosen by Him. This, despite their Bible’s claim that their One-and-Only God made all people in His image, which I would assume included the denigrated-by-them Palestinian-Arab followers of Islam – who also claim Abraham as an ancestor. Unless, that is, that Jews consider the Hebrews’ fellow Semites not to be related to Adam and Eve – much as the early Catholic invaders considered the misnomered American Indians – using them as beast’s of burden.”

.

Anthony: “I can agree with some of what you say, but your Atheistic rationales, especially those touching on Catholicism do irritate me no end. However, I too see that this Chosen by Him business, due to its self-serving and ego inflating aspects, has given Europe’s ethnic Jews a rationale for invading and reoccupying the land promised to their claimed, Biblical forebears by the Bible’s Universal God: One Who I, as a Christian and committed Catholic, have my doubts that Jews, by their denting Christ, actually have faith in.


Prior to the horrors of the Holocaust, the majority of Europe’s Germano-Slavic Jews were resented and sometimes persecuted for their ethnicity and to a lesser degree for their past refusal to integrate, as Christians, into European culture. And, I guess from your cynical, Atheistic point of view, who could blame them: better to be a people chosen of their God, than numbered, as we Christians are, amongst His sheep. I assume that after the Israelis successfully defended and reclaimed the Hebrews’ Promised Land, many ethnic Jews, worldwide, came to the conclusion that their God really did exist – and were therefore quite willing to accept the honorific of being numbered amongst His Chosen People.”

Sean: “Sure. And I imagine that being Chosen was thought to be a good deal for them. Although it was accompanied by an Israeli-inspired and disseminated mass-paranoia that was intended to get Jews, worldwide to garner financial and military support for Israel. Slews of those ethnic Germano-Slavic Jews, many of whom, due to the Holocaust, became non-believing Atheists – have become born-again-Jews. Evidence of which can be seen by the burgeoning number of men wearing skull caps – and women with six-pointed stars dangling from their necks – much as Latino baseball players do: crosses. 


I think that Israeli’s should consider just why, within decades after the end of WWII, Christian nations gave up their colonies. They found it impossible to rationalize the murderous actions required to maintain their dominance along with its consequential expenditures, to make colonization a  money losing proposition. Even before satellites were spinning around the earth with the ability to dispense pictures of the murderous doings required to suppress the people of an occupied land – think of the Afrikaner’s early successes in their attempts to preserve apartheid in South Africa, or even the doings of the Black and Tans in Ireland – such atrocities have become impossible to hide. So we see that with the beginning of CNN’s TV–com-satellite coverage of world events, even the Afrikaners realized that they had to cede the land back to the African population.


Mandela, to make up for years of subjugation by Europeans, realized that his fellow Africans needed the know-how of their know-how if they were to   avoid becoming the economic disaster that Zimbabwe has turned out to be. Accordingly he allowed the non-African minority to maintain much of their past racist-based privileges. This, however, despite it benefiting a slowly-growing Black middleclass, didn’t prevent the outbreak of violent criminal activity and the spread of HIF amongst South Africa’s Blacks which rivals that of its poorer, Black-dominated neighboring nations.” 

Nance: “But somehow, Israelis seem to believe that they can cleanse a land of their indigenous people, colonize that land and deprive its remaining former owners of true equality, and not expect world opinion to fault them for the killing and ethnic cleansing performed by them – all of which is required if they are to maintain control over their ‘Promised Land’. Moreover, one can expect that those who’ve lost their lands, with an assist from those who side with them, will continually attempt to retake their land – and, if history does really repeat itself, as so many claim – the Palestinians, with or without the aid of a modern-day Saladin, may very well succeed in doing just that.”

Anthony: “I think that the way things are going, we may very well end up involved in a world war that will end all wars. There’s no question, that even before WWII, America had her denigrators, both at home and abroad. Capitalism, due to the aftereffects of the crash of 1929, had failed the people; racist, religious and ethnic segregation was the norm; Latin American countries were brutally controlled by American business; and our culture, as far as the rest of the world was concerned, was considered near-non-existent. But, despite all those negatives, by comparison with all other nations, America was still looked up to: our nation offered a diversity of her citizens more freedom and opportunity than any other country in the world. By the time America entered WWII, Americans were looked up to as the potential saviors of civilization. Today, though, this damn fool Baby Bush has managed to destroy our credibility. No longer are we regarded with respect. 


All of which makes me so disgusted, that I think we should change the subject. So, let’s kick around the question of the American hyphenate. Nance, you’ve always found fault with the fact that America is becoming a nation of hyphenates. But, despite your contempt for those who go about hyphenating their American nationality, which is why you claim to be hyphen-free – an awful lot of other Americans: those with ancestors coming from the world over – now speak of themselves as being members of one or another of the nation’s ethnic, racial or religious groups of people – who just happen to be residing in America?”

Sean: “I’d like to put my two cents in here. You know [turnings to Nance], sometimes I think you’re way off base on your attitude towards the hyphenation of Americans. Everyone living in America has ethnic antecedents – and no Americans, even though born in the States, can deny their ethnicity. So, while you take issue with the fact that so many Americans have taken to hyphenate their nationality – how can you claim not to be a hyphenate? You’ve mentioned that you had been brought up as an Atheist, with your parents asserting that you and your siblings could choose your religion when you grew up. And, although I  can see your point: that born Americans shouldn’t feel the need to hyphenate their nationality, I don’t see why,  by your parents having allowed you to choose your religion when you grew up, it prevents you from being considered an ethnic American, whether you hyphenate yourself or not. I think you’re every bit as much of an ethnic as we are.”

Nance: “I have good cause for thinking that I’m ethnicity-free – which is why I don’t consider myself a hyphenate American.  Granted, my father was an Indian-born, practicing Hindu – but he was an adequately-moneyed and well-educated individual who arrived a century ago on America’s West Coast – this, as a passenger on a British ocean liner after having visited Java and Japan.


And my mother, who, due to her marrying my father was disowned, disinherited and effectively excommunicated by her parents: who were, according to my mother, relatively educated, well-to-do German Jews. She, my mother, was: born in Belgium, lived for a few years as a young child during the Boer War in South Africa and then, with her parents,  spent her formative years in Holland.


This was years before America’s entry into WWI, at which time she came to New York as a New Woman, to get a college education. And it was then, in New York, that she met and married my father. So, since neither of my parents arrived as members of an ethnic migratory group, which in no way makes me any better than those whose parents did; but with my being American-born without being part of any, at-the-time, recognizable ethnic group, I just don’t feel that I have a connection with any ethnic grouping. As a result, I feel I have no ethnicity – other than, I guess, a hyphen-free New Yorker. 


In addition, during the emergency years of WWII,   when I and my three older brothers were in the service we, along with the overwhelming majority of those serving in the military, were brain-washed into believing that we were Americans –– and only Americans – and we believed it. And, despite the varied ethnicity of the soldiers depicted in Hollywood’s wartime movies – when in the service, one’s ethnicity was not stressed – nor to my knowledge, officially mentioned. And, it was rarely, if ever, even kicked around in a negative way amongst the troops.” 
Anthony: “Based on what my father tells me, I imagine he’d agree with you. He said, from the time of the Great Depression, up until the late nineteen sixties, the overwhelming majority of all Americans that he came in contact with came through as being just other Americans – which held true for the relatively few I met with Jewish forebears. Since then, though, he’s noticed that many  of whom he’s come across recently, seem to consider themselves first as Jews – almost as if they were Israelis who just happen to be living in America. This, he said, didn’t really bother him; what did, was  that it reminded him of attitude displayed, in the years leading up to America’s entry into WWI, by members of the German-American Bund – which functioned openly where he grew up in upstate New York. They acted as if they were true Germans, and pro-Nazi ones at that, who just happened to be living in America – a country which, they claimed, would soon to be dominated by the Fatherland.”  

Sean: “All of what you’re saying, may very well be true – at least from the point of view of Nance’s and your father’s generation. But today, the only Americans who everyone seems to believe has a right to be hyphen-free, are those Protestants whose ancestors came here from England and Holland – although Protestants with ancestors coming from anywhere in northern Europe, who, I’ve noticed,  sheepishly also claim the same rights as the “real” WASPs to consider themselves to be hyphen-free Americans. And, do you know what? The majority of Americans seem to agree with those WASPs. So, Nance, even though your folks didn’t arrive in an immigration wave, most contemporary Americans would question your contention that you’re an ethnicity-free American?”

Nance: “Oh hell, I have no intention of allowing a bunch of shallow-minded ignoramuses determine, based on their self-serving, Euro-centric, Judeo-Christian prejudices – who and what I am and what rights I have. I am a functioning, intelligent person, who thinks of himself, strictly as an individual. But let’s face it – it’s not only WASP-types who wish to deny me my rights to be a free-thinking, law-abiding American.


Due to its having spread world wide, as a result of the West’s continuing, colonialism-based hegemony, I’ve had ignorant and not-so-ignorant individuals, coming from just about every religious and ethnic background, including Hindus and Jews, exhibit a bigoted attitude towards me for no other reason than the religion, ethnicity and fanciful concepts of race that they have of the ancestors of one or the other of my parents – none of whom have I ever met. And, the only response that I can lawfully make to those ignorant-cum-bigoted assholes is limited to my saying: Fuck You.”

<>

[There was a slight pause in the conversation until Anthony returned from dealing with the cashier – it was his turn to pay for their meals.] 

Sean: “It seems to me that we’ve always ended up with Nance stressing something about: the evil that religious belief causes; the destructive effects of the do-gooder works carried out by the advocates of the politically correct; the horrible effects of European, mostly-in-the-past, colonialism on the citizens of the once or still colonized nations; and how great American democracy is. All of which, it seems to me, he does to support his being an artist, an Atheist, the son of an Indian-born Hindu father and a mother disowned-by her Jewish parents for marrying his father – and his belief that this country, despite its obvious shortcomings, which we all agree it has, offers more opportunity to a greater diversity of peoples than any other nation. Why? Because the basic right to vote is allotted to all of America’s citizens” 

Nance: “Well, it’s not only that I couldn’t have summed it up better – but I’m surprised that you’ve bothered to remember all the stuff that I’ve said – all of which I had thought you believed was merely bullshit. Nevertheless, I have to admit, all that you’ve mentioned has played some part in making me the person I am today. My parent’s believed that when their children were older, they could choose their religion: assuming, however, that that choice would be limited to either Hinduism or Judaism – the religions that they themselves had been born into. 

When my siblings and I were born, India was still a colony of England – and the resurgence of a Hindu-dominated India was decades away from becoming an economically-significant, sovereign nation. Yet, my parents agreed to give us names that identified us as having Hindu, Indian ancestry – which, within six years or so after the birth of their first child, America’s Supreme Court ruled that Indians were not Caucasian, which they are, but Asian non-whites. Although my father had acquired his citizenship prior to America’s entry to WWI, at which time he served with the US Censors, Indians were denied the right to immigrate to America – in an even more restricted manner than were Southern and Eastern Europeans. 
This caused my father, rather than change his children’s very Indian given names, to plan a return to British-occupied India. And if not for a combination of his ill health, the outbreak of the depression, and finally his death, when I was eight, I would have ended up being a sun-darkened Indian. However, until the 1960’s, and the legislation liberalizing America’s immigration policy – there were few Indians in New York And, since my father’s complexion was no darker than that of most swarthy Mediterranean men – there was no such thing as the resentment shown towards him and his children that today’s Hindus and other Indians are sometimes subjected to. 


Most Indians, though Caucasian, having been exposed to the hot Indian Sun for numerous centuries, are fairly dark skinned. So it seems counterintuitive that people of color: Latinos and Blacks would be the most resentful of the successes of the immigrants from India – this, especially when one considers that many of the darkest skinned Indians are Catholics from the Subcontinent’s South.  But, it may very well be why so many Indian-Americans have become strong supporters of the Republican Party – rather than the Democratic Party – whose members were most responsible for enacting the laws permitting their immigrating to America.


Getting back to my siblings, they chose to consider themselves only according to their Indian roots – despite the fact that all of us were born prior to the advent of Nazi Germany. It was a time when Indians were a colonized and demeaned-in-the-West people – so inferior that from the 1920’s on, they were barred from immigrating to America. But it was also a time when citizens of North-European nations, whether or not Christians, such as my mother, could be permitted to immigrate to the States. 


I should mention that, although my mother would have been eligible for US citizenship in her own right: as a citizen of the Netherlands – she attained her American citizenship as a result of having married my father; his service with the US Censor, as an expert in India’s Sanskrit-based languages, required that he become a US citizen.   This was a time when only those claiming to be free, white and twenty one – Indians, though Caucasians, were not considered to be as good as European-Caucasians – and therefore, could not look forward to having full opportunity throughout America – or for that matter throughout the West.”

Anthony: “What you seem to be driving at, is that, when you and your siblings were born, Jews had it a hell of a lot better than Hindu Indians. And, I believe that you’re right. Recently there’ve been many descriptions of the lives of Jews in pre-Nazi Europe. From what I could determine, many of West-Europe’s Jews were numbered amongst the ancestors of the more adventuress and aggressive, economically-successful émigrés from Central and Eastern Europe. 
Though, from the time of Napoleon’s opening up of the ghettos, because of their ability to absorb Europe’s Christian culture, and their stress on economic gain, this from the get go, they met with a degree of hostility – which grew by leaps and bounds when they showed a better ability to weather the worst monetary effects caused by France’s post-WWI demands for reparations. 


Nevertheless, until the advent of the Nazis, who, at first, to the chagrin of  many Jews, were supported by wealthy Germans, and that included many who were Jews – Jews were treated a hell of a lot better than the Gypsies were, or the Turks in more recent times – as well as the born citizens of colonized nations.”

Nance: “Sure, it was during that pre-Nazi period that my mother married my Hindu father. And it was then, that my mother was disinherited and disowned by her Orthodox Jewish, German-living-in-Holland  parents – which was tantamount to her being excommunicated for having married my Hindu, Indian father. As a result, no one, including those Jews who new the children’s parents and their Indian heritage ever considered any of them to be Jewish.  The bigotry displayed by my mother’s family towards her husband and children, was only matched by the condescension exhibited towards her children, by those Jews who were aware of my parent’s ancestry. 
No doubt, the attitude of so many Jews was influenced by their exposure, in Germany, to post-Bismarckian racism – which was, no doubt, influenced, in turn, by their own claims of racial purity as Orthodox Jews.


This claim of racial purity by Orthodox Jews was, and still is, as nonsensical as it was when claims of being members of a master race were made by a diverse population of Germany’s Christians. Despite the presence of a majority of woman who state that they’re Jewish – who are fine featured, non-Semitic-looking brunettes, and my mother was one of them – plus any number who are blue-eyed blondes, Orthodox Jews claim to be the direct descendants  of the Bible’s Semitic Hebrew peoples.”

Sean: “I think Jews are as capable of inventing histories for themselves as any other people. And I see why you’re so annoyed by people questioning why you don’t consider yourself to be an ethnic. There were no Indians, to speak of, living in New York to form an ethnic grouping, and Jews didn’t consider you to really be Jews.” 
Anthony:  “I too, Nance, see your point. But what you’ve brought causes much to be considered. I think what you’re driving at is the fact that all Germans, no matter what there religion, were greatly influenced by the racism that pervaded port-Bismarck Germany. So it’s no wonder that Germany’s Jews thought of themselves in racial terms, much as Germany’s Christians did. But, besides telling us that that was one of the inputs to your mother’s family’s bigoted attitude towards your father, it also gives reasons why so many German Jews, at least initially, supported Hitler. Despite his being an Austrian, and having written Mein Kampf, they thought of him merely as a politician, out to win the German vote. No one could have foreseen the sickening, horrendous doings ordered by him. And, even to this day; it’s difficult for some to come to terms with the fact that such inhumane, loathsome acts could have ever been inflicted by one group of human beings on other human beings. 


And, possibly, because of Jewish inaction to the early ranting of Hitler, and the ability of so many who were well-to-do and wealthy to escape the horrors inflicted on the unfortunate others, Israel’s propaganda machine, which was galvanized in the aftermath of the 1967 War, was ever so successful in instilling a feeling of guilt on the world’s Jews who were relatively untouched by the Holocaust.


Until the 1967 War, according to my Irish-American father, most American Jews he came across appeared to have a tenuous relationship with the concept of a world Jewry. He said that it was commonly accepted amongst them that their being a Jew, at least for them, was merely a state of mind – and that they failed to see themselves as belonging to either a Jewish race or religion – and were just Americans.”

Nance: “Based on my experience as a native New Yorker, I can’t add anything to what your father said. However, I’d like to get back to the causes for my, and my siblings lack of any special empathy with those unknown-to-us family connections, who had the horrors of the Holocaust and a murderous, colonial repression inflicted on them. 


Soon after my father’s death, which occurred in New York during the depths of the depression, the Hindus, all of whom, in the Indian fashion were called cousins, who attended to his holdings in India, in what appeared to be all too convenient, advised my older brothers, by registered mail, that my father’s property: two houses in Bombay, had to be sold off in order to pay back-taxes which, they claimed, had been assessed by the Brits to cover a street widening.

The subsequent animosity built up towards the relations of our parents – though I was too young at the time to know what was going on –– had my siblings, and then me, reject everything to do with them. As a result, the children, possibly influenced by close friends of the family who were members of the Dutch Reform Church, created a pseudo Christian religion for themselves that required no active participation. It was a generic form of American-Protestantism, a la Norman Rockwell – which was so popular in the States during WWII. This was the closest thing to religion that any of us were to even consider. It meant that we engaged in the gift-giving and card-mailing practice associated with the goings on during the week-long Christmas and New Years merriment – which was so prevalent America at the time.


As time went on, some of my siblings came to think of themselves as being Agnostics or of becoming Unitarians. Regarding my own belief, I, some time before my honorable discharge from the army, came to the conclusion that all religion was nonsense. So, if asked, I said that I was a non-believer – who had the family name of my Indian-Hindu father.” 

Sean: “I’m sure, that if there was someone listening to us, they’d be overjoyed to hear your life story; but I think it would be more appropriate for you to put it in your autobiography. So, despite the fact that you’re older and served in the military – which, might make you more aware of what went on during an important period in American history, I really don’t think we should dwell on either your or the country’s past.


So, now I’d like to get back to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict – which, despite its being a subject that seems to be taboo, witness the denunciation of Carter, actually has a major affect on America’s geopolitical policies. Although I don’t think of myself as a bigot, it’s possible that I feel the way I do about the Jewish state of Israel – because, for the most part, I think that the drive for financial success by Jews  is extreme – which, granted, may very well be an insecurity thing. I know too many materialistic Christians and other non-Jews to believe that it’s a genetic thing; so, it must be something that is taught or absorbed by contact with materialistic fellow Jews. After all, what kind of a God would allow one of His chosen to be poor? It seems to me that the worst thing that can befall a believing-Jew is not to be, at the very least, well-off financially. It should be noted, that if a non-Jew is thought to be shrewd about making money, Jews consider it a complement to tell hum that he has a yidisha-kupf.

The worst thing about all this materialism is that it’s become like the contents of Pandora’s Box: greed has pervaded the world. And, although I realize the need to have money and I like to spend it, I don’t want fritter away my whole life trying to make it. There’s got to be more to life than that.


So, since as far as I can make out, the goal of so many Jews is such that if I were to vote for one to be my representative, they could hardly be expected to put forth legislation that would fit in with my ideas of what makes for the good life. And, I have no idea whether it’s this, or some other influence that’s caused me to have a knee-jerk, negative reaction to so much of what they do. All of which may very well cause me to be considered, that over-used term, an anti-Semite. No matter, though. I’ve reached the point where I won’t vote for any politician who I believe to be a Jew. I don’t feel that they have any intention of representing me and my interests or, for that matter, those of any other people, if and when they conflict, in any way whatsoever, with those of the Israelis.” 
Nance: “From what I can determine, what many of America’s Jews think, especially those considered to be Neocons, is that what they’re doing by supporting, when not promoting an aggressive, neo-colonialistic, geopolitical policy, is really defending the right of the state of Israel to exist –– which they believe protects all Jews from the sort of debacle that occurred in Nazi Germany. But, sadly, this has caused so many Jews to lose much of the tacit, moral support of America’s intelligent and more liberal-minded citizenry: many of whom are Jewish intellectuals. Due to the realization of the horrors inflicted on Jews, most of those intellectuals were known, in the past, to speak out for and use their political clout during the post-WWII years, to support the establishment and economic maintenance of Israel – despite the growing deep-seated belief, by many, that Israelis were guilty of resorting to terrorism and then despotically ruling over their new nation’s Moslem minority.”

Anthony: “What you’re saying is so. And, I can’t help comparing the tolerant attitude shown by Jews towards the nation-making activities accomplished by the Israelis to that of what my father, who’s now living in Florida, tells me – that the attitude displayed by some Jews who he comes in contact with, reminded him of the way German-Americans in pre-WWII upstate New York ignored or rationalized the despicable doings by the Nazis against all those Germans not considered to be members of the master race. This they did, while at the same time taking pride in Germany’s growing military and industrial prowess – and while also faulting everything that was French.”

Sean: “Sure. I too see the comparison. Here in America, most Jews whom I come across seem to be very proud of everything that the Israelis accomplish. While, at the same time, they either ignore or rationalize any misdeed committee against non-Jews living in Israel or in lands they occupy. And, when I say anything negative about their actions, I’m called an anti-Semite. And, as you, Nance, have inferred in the past, if I were a Jew, they’d be calling me a self-hater. God, are they a fucked-up people!” 

Nance: “Yeah, you’re right –– on all counts. Of course, my being a true Atheist, that is to say, I’m completely devoid of having any kind of a belief in any sort of a personal or universal God or of a Super-Intelligence whatsoever, causes me to question what motivates anyone claiming to be a Deist – no matter what his religion..


And, this leads me to the outspoken, uncritical support of Israel by the Neocons, so many of whom are ethnic, if not religious Jews – and their reasons for championing the building of an American Empire. As anyone who follows the growth of England as a major economic force – during, and even after the demise of the British Empire would realize; Jews made a major contribution to its economic power. The Earl of Beaconsfield, known better as the British Prime Minister, Disraeli, was responsible for England’s takeover of the Suez Canal and endowing Queen Victoria with the title: Empress of India; the Rothschild’s gave major financial support to the British Exchequer during England’s many wars – especially those intended to ensure a beneficial balance of power in Europe and to finance their conquest and maintenance of their colonies; and the wealth acquired in India by the Sassoon’s, which helped to finance the continued colonization of the Subcontinent by the Crown. And, these are just a few of the examples of how ethnic Jews had helped to bring fame to themselves and prosperity to both themselves and the British Empire. Rather than being denigrated for their money-making proclivities – as was the case in many other countries, they were honored by knighthoods and, though often disparaged by her middle classes, they were shown respect by her royalty and by those amongst England’s upper-classes.


But it’s the geopolitical ambitions espoused by the Neocons – which would require America’s worldwide hegemony that has them losing the support of many numbered amongst America’s conservatives who would otherwise support Israel and probably ignore any misdoings against Moslems.”

Sean: “Ireland, having been colonized by the Brits, has me empathizing with the Palestinians. So, unless I’m totally off base, I think I follow your line of reasoning – which is that if one is to support the establishment of an American world-hegemony and the continued colonizing of Palestine by Israel, it would require the rationalization of the commission of some of the same heinous atrocities carried out in the past against every once-free people – if they are to be willing to be subjected to the continuous will of a colonizer. And that’s whether or not there is such a thing as a   benevolent one. 


So, I see why you’re saying that it’s because so many Jews prospered when England was the ruler of an empire on which the sun never set, that Neocons are so adamant in attempting to make America into one. After all, our country, America, with our uncontestable military prowess, is today as capable, if we wish, of inflicting the required kind of murderous control over any nation we want to colonize, as was the British Empire – or, for that matter, France, Holland, Spain or Portugal during their peak empire-building periods.”

Nance: “Well, if I thought for a moment that our exercising of a world domination by America could result in a spread of true democracy, a form of government that I heartily support, I might be tempted to accept the concept of an American hegemony of the world. However, let’s face it, Israel is the only nation – out of all the countries in the Near East that has a more-or-less friendly relation with us and that is also touted as being a democracy. And Israel receives billions of dollars yearly, from the American taxpayer. Moreover, that nation, which is blindly supported by the Neocons, though denying it, is a racially-segregated, apartheid-practicing nation. Yet, Sean, it’s not only Jewish politicians who back everything Israel does, it seems impossible to find one American politician, no matter what his or her religion, who is evenhanded when involved in voting on any issue that concern Israeli-Palestinian relations.


Although, originally America’s ethnic Jews appeared ambivalent about supporting Israel, within a decade following Israeli’s successful, surprise, blitzkrieg-like attack on their believed-to-be-preparing-for-war, neighboring Arab-ruled states – Israel could do no wrong. And this became the norm, even when the supporting of Israel’s actions, no matter how outrageous, proved to be harmful to the interests of the American people: like their wanton attack and destruction of an American naval vessel.”

Anthony: “But it’s not just when they’re voting on issues involving America’s foreign policy that I find politicians’ failing to represent me. As an observing Catholic, I’m against birth control – and as a conservative, I’m against the Neocons’ policy of worldwide, nation-building intervention. 


Lieberman, an Orthodox Jew could have represented me when speaking out against Clinton for his sexual wrongdoing and for his attitude on abortion and for not pulling the plug on still-breathing, comatose hospital patients. But I couldn’t vote for him, if I were a resident of Connecticut because of his unflinching support for Israel and her national interests – this, even when conflicting with that of the American people. All in all, I can’t think of more than a few politicians, ethnic Jews, or not, who speak out for most of my interests.”

Sean: “I have a similar take. Since I’m a strong believer in unions, ever since Reagan’s firing of the air-controllers, I have trouble voting for any Republicans. And, this bothers me, because I’m far from being a liberal. It’s just I don’t feel that Republican’s, because of their anti-union attitude, represent me. All of which puts me in an odd position. The four Supreme Court Justices, as well as one who is not quite as consistently ultra conservative, are all Catholic – which is the religion I was born into. And two of those Catholic Supreme Court Justices were involved in the Reagan administration.


You can see my dilemma, as a pro-union man, my dislike for Reagan and anyone who was connected with him, due to his union-breaking tactics, knows no bounds. And this is what puts me in a dilemma. If not for the two Supreme Court Justices who are Protestant and the two who have Jewish antecedents, the Court would be one hundred percent reactionary and anti-union. So, although I would be more than content to see a Court composed solely of Catholics, I find that only the Protestants and Jews on the Court are more apt to see the Constitution as I do – than are those Catholic justices. And, that’s very troubling for me.”

Anthony: “Well, I find the Catholic members on the court, when they vote as a bloc, to be near-perfect. As a matter of fact, it would only be when and if they were to vote in agreement with the liberal justices that I might fault their decisions.”

Sean: “Like I’ve said in the past, Anthony, you should have been a Jesuit priest. I’m a Catholic, born and bred – though no longer a practicing one. So, I don’t believe that a person’s religion should determine his politics – or, whether directly or indirectly the Church, or any church for that matter, should get involved in American politics. Nor do I feel that when they do, that they’re right. But, although I have my doubts as to whether or not there is a God, I do believe that the world is a far better place for there having been religion.”

Anthony: “Of course. I agree with you, when you say that the world is a better place for their having been formal religions – but not all religions. I don’t see how there can be religion without the acceptance of the Catholic view of our almighty God. And, I don’t see why it’s so bad to have religion, with its moral values, involved in government. 


As a Christian who grew up in New England, I recall that there was a big hullabaloo made about the Sunday Blue Laws. And, if memory serves, the drive to remove those Blue Laws was instigated by some of the very same people who forced the establishment of a Sabbath elevator that’s activated on Friday evenings at New York’s hospitals. It stops on every floor – at which time its doors open and it remains there for a number of seconds before its doors close. It’s my understanding, that this is done to allow the handful of Orthodox Jews who may be working there, along with another handful of those who may be visiting a patient, to ride the elevator without disobeying the command of their God: which I’ve been told, is that, as abiding Jews, they forego doing any labor on Friday from sundown to sundown on the following Saturday. So my only gripe is that if the Sabbath elevator is okay, despite its causing non-Orthodox Jews, no matter what their religion or lack thereof, to be deliberately delayed in reaching their floor – why was it so bad to have everyone abide by New England’s Blue Laws?”

Sean: “Perhaps you could favorably compare the Sabbath Elevator to the wheel-chair access on New York City’s buses. After all, since it takes more time to facilitate the entry and discharge of a wheel-chair passenger than the time caused by the automatic stopping and door opening and closing of an elevator at each floor – why should the availability of a Sabbath Elevator be questioned?”

Nance: “As an Atheist, making buses accessible for those unfortunate enough to require that they be pushed or motor-about while in some sort of wheel chair may intrude on the rights of fare-paying commuters doesn’t bother me at all; it has nothing to do with forcing a religious practice on non-conforming religionists and non-believing individuals. At worse, you could consider the bus business an equal opportunity nuisance – but it’s intended to benefits anyone and everyone, who, due to their having a physical handicap, requires mechanical assistance in using public transportation. Whereas, those individuals belonging to a fundamentalist religious sect, in this case Jews, demanding that they  have access to an elevator that requires no pushing of a button – in order to fulfill a perceived religious requirement, which, besides, as far as I’m concerned, being ludicrous, impinges on the rights of non-believing individuals every bit as much as did the Blue Laws – which forced everyone, whether a citizen or visitor to the town, to abide by the religious prohibitions that were originally applied solely to a Christian sect. And that’s why the having of a Sabbath elevator is wrong. I believe that the manner in which Americans exercise their Constitutionally-guaranteed right to practice their religion has virtually no restrictions – except, that by doing so, they should not intrude on the rights of others.”

Sean: “I agree. Whether it’s to force the observance of the Blue Laws on everyone, which compelled businesses to close on Sundays and inconvenienced everyone or to force all people to be delayed due to a religious practice performed by some ultra-Orthodox Jews when they chose to avail themselves of a modern convenience, should not be allowed. It’s not the seemingly ludicrous obligations imposed on the believers of the various religions that are being faulted – just about every religion that I can think of has rituals of one sort or another, that any same person could find, at the very least, to be silly. It’s that when they’re imposed on others, that the practice becomes an intrusion on their rights, and often laughable.” 

Nance: “Well, it’s obvious to me that Orthodox Jews are as persistent in imposing what they believe to be their own religious imperatives on everyone – which, much like most other religions, are so often based on pre-modern-era ignorance and racist bigotry.”

Anthony: “You know Nance, it’s because I’m aware that your Atheism includes the denigration of all religions, that I realize that you’re neither anti-Catholic nor anti-Jewish. And I recall your claims, drenched in irony, that there is a laudatory aspect to the rigmarole involved in the practice of the Monotheistic religions – and that’s that One God is closer to No-God-Atheism, than are those Polytheistic religions, which I assume includes Hinduism, that have their followers worshipping a dizzying-array of a multitude of Gods and their avatars.”

Nance: “I said it, that’s true but remember, I said it as a joke. Though it has most of the same faults, at least Hinduism doesn’t have a Monarch, Pope, Ayatollah or Grand Rabbi to claim to be their holy-of-holy, requisite go-between in order to relate to their God(s). It seems to me that the followers of all religions, but especially one or the other of the my-God-is-the-only-God religions, have been indoctrinated with a belief that they have a special relationship to a singular omnipotent God – but that it requires a leader of some sort to help them realize it. And, that by their not abiding by any of their rulings will cause them to lose that relationship with their God. All of which has me rejecting, what I consider to be nothing more than ignorance-based rites which have been imposed upon a naïve populous by one or the other segments of the world’s powers-that-be. After all, if there is, indeed, an omnipotent Creator of this infinitely large and ageless Universe, can He, She, It really give a damn whether a believer presses a button on an elevator; sells something on Sunday, crosses himself as he passes a church; prays to Him only while facing in the direction of Mecca or doesn’t wear leather shoes? I think not!”

<>

[There was a short pause while Nance went to the men’s room to empty his leg bag. Upon his return, the men changed the subject.]


Anthony: “Tell me Nance: Since you appear to be fairly knowledgeable about art, and after seeing your work, I you may very well be – how come you’re not better known? And, why don’t your paintings sell? Is it because you’re not better known, or something more esoteric: that your work would be considered subjective and representational – rather than abstract and non-objective – which, from what I can determine, seems to be what’s selling?” 
Nance: “Thanks, I guess, for your opinion of my work. But, before answering your question, I’d like to point out that accomplishing a creditable non-objective, abstract painting requires that the artist, besides having the same general knowledge required to paint a good realistic painting, also possess the same hand to eye rendering skills. And, a good abstract painting is as capable of conveying an emotional experience: due to the work’s color, form, surface texture and size – as does a good realistic painting. This holds true, whether or not the experience is one intended by the artist. But, to answer your question, since an abstract painting, when hanging in a public space, is thought to have no meaning, it’s generally either ignored or merely considered a decorative element. As a consequence, it’s rare that a viewer gives the non-objective work even as much consideration to it as art, as a neurotic gives to an ink blot when taking a Rorschach test. All of which makes the corporate buyers happy. They can claim to be patrons of the arts, and in the process, not offend anyone.” 

Sean:
“I get it. Now I understand why you coined the expression ‘Lobby Art’ – right? But, from what’s on view in galleries and art museums, that term, Lobby Art, could also br applied to the works by many contemporary realists. They’re so incompetently painted that the subject matter, being totally unreadable, couldn’t possibly slight anyone. Whether a work is non-objective or realistic but so poorly painted that it appears meaningless – it has the same effect: the vast majority of passers-by would have no idea what, if anything it might mean. 


Of course, the art I’ve come across in public spaces, differs only in size from the sort of work that’s hung to decorate banks and the offices of publicly-held corporations. In retrospect, I now realize that all of it was only meant to be decorative – and that holds true even when the work is painterly, and rendered with professional skill.” 

Nance:  “I think you’re right. But there are lots of reasons for my not selling other than that I don’t, at least deliberately, paint what could be considered ‘Lobby Art’. For the most part, my paintings are based on personal, subjective experiences. Moreover, much of the reason for my selling so few of my works, besides their being so personal, is that, unless I’m broke and need the money to survive, I have no incentive to part with any of them. A case in point is my reaction to the owner of a respected gallery who an acquaintance and admirer of my work brought up to my studio-cum-apartment. He asked me if I had an agent. And my response was no; I’m a pain in the ass. Since I can get by on the limited income that I have, unless the gentleman was willing to handle my work without my having, at my age, to play the part of an eager-to-please, striving dauber, I had no interest in even getting an agent. Of course, that doesn’t mean that I wouldn’t like to get my work out – it’s just that I won’t suck-up to anyone in order to accomplish it.”

Sean:
“Since, as writers, we have similar problems – I full well understand why you feel the way you do about getting your work out. [Then, turning away from Nance:] You know, Anthony, I see why you think Nance’s work is representational-objective. It’s impossible for any viewer to figure out what the innumerable subjective inputs are that originate in the psyche of an accomplished artist – and that end up permeating his or her work. Moreover, this inability of the viewer holds true whether or not the artist’s work appears to be subjective or objective – or for that matter whether it’s non-objective or realistically-abstract.”

Anthony: “Well, perhaps it’s because I studied medieval philosophy that has me equating an object of thought as possessing no consideration for independent existence. But, I should have realized that the object in a painting is subjectively selected by the artist. [Turning to Nance] I now understand what you meant when, in the past, you said that your finished paintings were the result of having made a near-infinite number of subjective determinations. And those decisions, as far as I can ascertain as a non-artist, go far beyond the choice of subject matter; the size of the canvas, the placement of the subject matter: the object and the intensity and selection of colors used – to name but those that I’m aware of. So, I now understand why you consider your paintings to be the result of your subjective determinations – and why that holds true.”

Sean:
“Okay. All that Anthony says makes sense to me. But, Nance, even though your paintings are subjective and representational, I still don’t understand why it would be necessary to kiss ass in order to sell your works?”

Nance:   “Basically, paintings and sculptures that are non-objective abstracts, as well as realism with non-controversial subject matter: portraits, landscapes and such, or if at all controversial, are painted in a sufficiently hazy and ambiguous manner – are purchased by corporations and government agencies. For the most part, those buyers consider such works devoid of any controversial meaning – and therefore: usable as inconsequential public-wall and public-entranceway fillers. And that’s what I’ve dubbed: Lobby Art.”
Sean:
“You’re proud of that, aren’t you? But, since you’ve avoided telling us why you feel it necessary to kiss ass to sell your work I’d just like to say that from what I can determine, based on the few individuals I know who buy art, those with modest means buy whatever they like – but usually only when it’s cheap. And, those with adequate discretionary income buy whatever they’ve been told is good, which seems to determine what they like – and then, if they can afford it, they pay whatever the going competitive price is – and those paintings may or may not have a controversial subject matter.”
Nance:   “That that’s pretty-much the way it is. But it’s the subjective-representational works by little known artists, no matter how well they’re painted, that seem to have the biggest problem finding buyers – until, that is, the unlikely happens and the artist becomes famous. And, then, the skill of the artist doesn’t really seem to matter. It’s the fame or notoriety, for whatever reason, of the “artist” that counts: take for instance the very-limited-in-scope, primitive paintings by the Mexican lady who bedded both Rivera and Trotsky.”
Anthony: “You know, despite the current tolerant attitude towards unfettered freedom of artistic expression, which is why the Mexican lady can be accepted as a major artist,  no one will find fault with the statement that: Though cacophony and dissonance may be found in some of the greatest music ever written or played – all sound with intermittent silence is not necessarily music – although all music is composed of sounds – usually juxtaposed with periods of silence along with complementing or competing sounds. Nor do I believe that one would be faulted for rejecting the notion that every series of words separated by blank spaces make for what is considered literature. However, if one were to question today’s claims that every graphic expression or conception of a potentially visible manifestation results in a work of art – one would be considered a Philistine – and if that wanting-to-be-called-a-work-of-art was determined by a respected critic to be lacking as a work of art – and was produced by someone belonging to any of the groups currently arbitrarily favored by the determiners of the Politically Correct, then that critic would, most-likely, be considered a bigot, as well. – And, I’m afraid that could include you.”

Nance:   “Perhaps, because individuals, usually for their own enjoyment, go to concerts or buy the recordings of sounds they relate to – and people ordinarily buy books with a sequence of words that they can comprehend – the catering to the demands of the Politically Correct is not quite as destructive of the criteria that commonly delineates music and literature – as it is of the graphic and plastic arts.”

Sean: “Yes. I’ve witnessed that effect every time I go to an exhibit of contemporary art. In fact, what is now included in the parameters of what used to be considered fine art – has absolutely no boundaries. Everything is art, and everyone is an artist. What was once known as the plastic and graphic arts – need no longer even result in a visual manifestation. Just a written or verbalized concept is sufficient to cause anything to be considered fine art. All of which, due to the complete lack of any criteria delineating what is and what isn’t to be considered art – specifically the plastic and graphic arts – allows for the determinators of the Politically Correct to establish just what is and what isn’t fine art.”

Nance: “True. But this has produced an entire art industry. We now have a plethora of pay-to-show vanity and cooperative art galleries – all with the sole requirement for membership being the ability of the so-called-artist – and nowadays, everyone is an artist – to contribute to a goodly portion of the expenses of such cooperatives, as well as to the upkeep and profits of the vanity galleries.”

Anthony: “That’s not the only thing that I’ve noticed that denigrates the significance of the plastic arts – as well as to the stature of those individuals with the skills to make truly fine art. One need only read the nonsense written by those individuals claiming to be experts to realize that, without criteria having boundaries, art criticism is meaningless bullshit – subject to the non-art whims of anyone claiming to be a critic – and who has the ability to have his or her views published.”

Sean: “I think the only advice one need heed, when viewing what is currently touted as art, is: spend more than a fleeting moment in doing so. Moreover, before viewing it, it’s a good idea not to read or listen to the artist’s, curator’s, critic’s or gallery’s comments about the work. Since it’s supposed to be a visual statement – it should require no convoluted rationalization. If it does, it’s merely an illustration of an individual’s subjective opinion. If you must listen to or read an opinionated blurb, wait until after you’ve viewed the work and given it thoughtful consideration.”

Anthony: “On that bit of wisdom, I think it’s time to call it a night.”
–<>–
FINIS
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