The Left Couldn’t Care Less
About Blacks
Virtually every conservative in America knows the title of
this column is true. Virtually every leftist knows it, too,
but lying for the cause is what the left does (think “Russian
collusion”). And those liberals who have become increasingly
indistinguishable from leftists know it’s probably true but
won’t say so — lest they side with conservatives and, more
importantly, be branded “racist” by the left. How the left
brands a person now determines many people’s moral and
political positions.
If the left cared about blacks, leftists would work to raise
blacks to universal academic standards, not lower and abolish
standards as they have done for decades, most recently in
abolishing the SAT exam at the University of California.
If the left cared about blacks, leftists would work to elevate
all people, including blacks, not only to universal academic
standards but also to universal personal/moral standards.
Perhaps the most obvious of these is that women should marry
before having children, and men should stay in the lives of
children they conceived — ideally as the husband of their
mothers, but at least as a father, mentor and breadwinner. But
when University of Pennsylvania Law School professor Amy Wax
wrote a column advocating such “middle-class, bourgeois”
standards, leftists denounced her as a “white supremacist” (as
if those are “white” values — a racist view if there ever was
one) and “racist.” Nearly half her Penn Law colleagues
denounced her.
If the left cared about blacks, they would encourage a vibrant
religious life in the inner city (and everywhere else, for
that matter). What proportion of black (or nonblack) murderers
had attended church the Sunday before they committed murder?

But the left despises traditional Judeo-Christian religions as
much it despises America.
If the left cared about blacks, leftists would increase — not
lobby and demonstrate to decrease — police presence in black
neighborhoods, where blacks are murdered, raped and beaten in
the thousands each year by other blacks — almost never by
whites, whether policemen or anyone else. In 2016, the last
year for which I could find FBI data, 2,870 blacks were
murdered. Of those, 2,570 of their murderers were black; 243
were white.
A typical left-wing reaction to all this was written in June
2019 by journalist Michael Coard in the Philadelphia Tribune:
“Today’s black so-called thugs/monsters are created by the
evil American system that miseducates them, unemploys them,
underemploys them, over-polices them, and over-incarcerates
them. America is Dr. Victor Frankenstein.” Note “overpolices.”
Coard is correct about one thing: Today’s blacks are often
miseducated,
which
leads
to
their
unemployment,
underemployment and other terrible consequences. Who has been
running America’s schools for decades now? (Hint: Not the
right.) But that doesn’t cause violence. Black murderers and
rapists are the only people in America told that no matter
what they did, they are not responsible for it. America is.
And the people telling them that are all on the left.
Why does the left do this?
First, because, as opposed to liberals, the left — everywhere
in the world — hates America. And why does the left hate
America? Because it is a living refutation of left-wing
ideology. America is the most successful country while also
being the most capitalist, most religious and most
nationality-affirming of all the industrialized democracies.
The left-wing mantra of “America is racist” has little to do

with caring for blacks; rather, it is indispensable to
bringing America down.
Second, without a lopsided black vote for the left-wing party,
the Democrats, no Democrat could get elected to national
office. It is therefore imperative to repeat as often and as
vociferously as possible how anti-black America is. The
angrier a black person is at America, the more likely he or
she is to vote Democrat. Some years ago, after talking to
listeners of every race on my radio show for decades, I came
up with this riddle:
“What do you call a happy black person?”
Answer: “A Republican.”
To the left, blacks are not real people as much as they are an
electoral bloc. How else to explain Joe Biden’s recent
comment, “If you have a problem figuring out whether you’re
for me or Trump, then you ain’t black.” The contempt for
blacks — from the sentiment that one is “not black” unless one
is a Democrat to his use of the word “ain’t” — is obvious to
any nonleftist.
Further proof that the left doesn’t care about blacks is that
the left doesn’t care about any group in whose name it speaks.
The left uses groups to attain power and to give themselves
moral legitimacy.
The communists never gave a damn about workers, but they
preached incessantly on workers’ behalf.
Left-wing feminists don’t give a damn about women. Girls in
Connecticut and elsewhere routinely lose track competitions to
biological males who identify as female. Every rational person
knows this is unfair to female athletes. But feminists, with
very few exceptions, side with the biological males who
identify as female. And the few who speak up on behalf of
women — such as the lifelong gay and feminist activist, tennis

champion Martina Navratilova — have been rejected as LGBT or
feminist spokeswomen.
And whereas liberal Jews constituted a bedrock of support for
Jews and the Jewish state, left-wing Jews, like George Soros,
don’t give a damn about Jews or Israel. Likewise, their
support for Palestinians has nothing to do with care for
Palestinians; it is all about hatred for Israel and America.
Tears for George Floyd are universal and justified. Anger at
what happened to him is universal and justified. But for
leftists, that poor soul is little more than a weapon to be
used in their ongoing rage against America, the police and
white people. And to further enrage blacks against them.
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The Lockdown, Evangelicals
and the Afterlife: A Response
to Steven Pinker
Harvard professor of psychology Steven Pinker tweeted last
week:

“Belief in an afterlife is a malignant delusion, since it
devalues actual lives and discourages action that would make
them longer, safer, and happier. Exhibit A: What’s really
behind Republicans wanting a swift reopening? Evangelicals.”
Before responding to Pinker’s remarkably ignorant tweet, I
want to praise him. He is one of the few professors in America
to call out the left’s destruction of our universities. Most
human beings lack courage, but no group is more cowardly than
academics. This has been true for 100 years. From the German
universities to today, professors have almost never taken a
position that required courage. Indeed, one might say that
when you send your child to college, your child is taught to
be a coward by the cowardly.
Two years ago, Pinker wrote:
“Universities are becoming laughing stocks of intolerance,
with non-leftist speakers drowned out by jeering mobs,
professors subjected to Stalinesque investigations for
unorthodox opinions, risible guidelines on ‘microaggressions’
(such as saying ‘I believe the most qualified person should
get the job’), students mobbing and cursing a professor who
invited them to discuss Halloween costumes, and much else.
These incidents have drawn worldwide ridicule, and damage the
credibility of university scientists and scholars when they
weigh on critical matters, such as climate change.”
It takes courage for a professor to write that our
universities are “laughing stocks of intolerance,” that they
engage in “Stalinesque investigations” and draw “worldwide
ridicule.”
Having praised Pinker, let me now respond to his tweet.
First, “Belief in an afterlife is a malignant delusion … “
I am not a Christian, evangelical or otherwise. I am a
religious Jew who has written and lectured extensively on the

afterlife. My belief in the afterlife is based entirely on a
logical argument: If there is a just God, it is axiomatic
there is an afterlife. There is little justice and fairness in
this life, so if there is a just God, there has to be an
afterlife. There is only one honest atheist response to this:
“There is no God, so there is no afterlife. But if there is a
God, you are right that there must be an afterlife.”
So, belief in an afterlife is no more a “delusion” than belief
in God. But it takes an unsophisticated arrogance to dismiss
belief that the world has a designer and that intelligence
must be created by intelligence as a “delusion.” I was
disappointed in Pinker, who I respect for his courageous
comments and with whom I have dialogued on my radio show. His
tweet reveals a truly shallow atheism.
In fact, I would argue that it is atheism that is a “malignant
delusion.”
Regarding the delusion part, I asked one of America’s leading
thinkers of the last half-century, the late Charles
Krauthammer, a secular agnostic, what he thought of atheism.
To my surprise, he responded:
“I believe atheism is the least plausible of all the
theologies. It is clearly so contrary to what is possible. The
idea that all this universe always existed, created itself? I
mean, talk about the violation of human rationality.”
And as regards the “malignant” charge, while there are,
obviously, good individuals who are atheist, atheism is
morally worthless. It makes no moral demands, whereas Judaism
and Christianity posit a God who demands people obey, for
example, the Ten Commandments. Atheism demands nothing; it
only destroys the Judeo-Christian bases of morality in Western
civilization, the civilization that gave the world democracy,
liberty, women’s equality and an end to slavery.
In fact, evangelical Christians are the greatest defenders of

Western civilization, while Pinker’s atheist colleagues at
Harvard and elsewhere are the most active opponents of Western
civilization. How does Pinker explain that? Which exactly is
the “malignant delusion”?
Finally, evangelical Christians and other religious opponents
of the continuing lockdown do not oppose continuation of the
irrational, fear-driven, life-destroying lockdown — projected
to result in more deaths worldwide and even in parts of
America than the coronavirus itself — because of our belief in
the afterlife. This is both stupid and a smear. It shows how
even a Steven Pinker can be rendered foolish by atheism.
No one who actually knows evangelicals believes they oppose
continuation of the lockdown because they value life less than
secular proponents of continuing this lockdown.
Do evangelicals love their children and grandchildren less
than atheists? Do evangelicals not do everything possible to
save lives? There are evangelical hospitals and doctors
serving in the poorest countries in the world. Where are the
atheist hospitals?
Evangelicals oppose the continuing of the lockdown because
they, more than any other large community in America, continue
to believe in freedom. Without the evangelical community, we
will no longer have liberty. From before the birth of America,
liberty has been the cornerstone belief because it was a
cornerstone Christian value. The founders engraved a libertyaffirming verse from the Bible (Leviticus 25:10) in the
Liberty Bell. At the same time, from Lenin to Soros and
today’s Democratic Party, liberty has never been a left-wing
value.
To Pinker and his colleagues, Patrick Henry’s famous plea,
“Give me liberty, or give me death,” the foundational
principle of our republic, must sound truly foolish. It must
have been the product of a malignant delusion.
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In a recent “Fireside Chat,”
my weekly talk show on the
PragerU platform, I commented on society’s increasing fixation
on being “safe.” The following is a condensed version of what
I said:
We have a meme up at PragerU: “‘Until it’s safe’ means
‘never.'”
The pursuit of “safe” over virtually all other considerations
is life-suppressing. This is true for your own individual
life, and it is true for the life of a society.
I always give the following example: I have been taking
visitors to Israel for decades, and for all those decades,
people have called my radio show to say, “Dennis, I would so
love to visit Israel, but I’m just going to wait until it’s
safe.” And I’ve always told these people, “Then you’ll never
go.” And sure enough, I’ve gone there over 20 times, and they
never went.

I have never led my life on the basis of “until it’s safe.” I
do not take ridiculous risks. I wear a seatbelt whenever I’m
in a car because the chances are overwhelming that in a bad
accident, a seatbelt can save my life. But I get into the car,
which is not 100% safe.
You are not on earth to be safe. You are on earth to lead a
full life. I don’t want my epitaph to be, “He led a safe
life.” It’s like another epitaph I don’t want: “He experienced
as little pain as possible.”
The nature of this world is such that if you aim for 100%
safety and no pain, you don’t live. I have visited 130
countries, some of which were not particularly safe. Safe, as
in “no risk,” doesn’t exist. Accepting there are degrees of
safety and balancing risk with reward are part of the reason
I’ve led a rich life.
I’ll give a personal example. I started teaching myself to
conduct an orchestra when I was in my teens. I have conducted
orchestras periodically for much of my adult life. As a guest
conductor, I raise funds for orchestras, as I did two years
ago at the Disney Concert Hall, where I conducted a Haydn
symphony with the Santa Monica Symphony Orchestra.
Now, I rarely get nervous. But the first time I conducted, I
was so nervous I was actually dripping sweat onto the score —
and it was only a rehearsal.
What I did was not play it safe. Playing it safe would have
meant I wouldn’t have accepted the invitation to conduct.
All of life confronts you with
take risks or play it safe? If
married. If you play it safe,
real risks in getting married;
children.

this question: Are you going to
you play it safe, you don’t get
you don’t have kids. There are
there are real risks in having

Take the issue of the word “safe” on campuses. “Safe” is used

to suppress freedom of thought: “If we have a conservative
speaker on campus, we need a ‘safe space’ where we can avoid
feeling discomfort from exposure to ideas we don’t like.” A
conservative speaker comes to campus and some students go to a
“safe space” where they’re given Play-Doh, hot chocolate and
stuffed animals. I’m not joking. That’s what they do at some
colleges — for people who are 18 and older.
That’s why Adam Carolla and I named our movie about free
speech “No Safe Spaces” (which you can and should watch at
NoSafeSpaces.com).
“Safe” has become a dirty word. I rarely use it in the context
of living life. It’s one of the reasons I’m a happy person and
have led a full life. I’m thinking of a trivial example, but
life is filled with trivial examples. Most of life is not
major moments. If I am at a restaurant and my fork or knife
falls, I pick it up and use it. They rush over to give me a
new one, like I am flirting with death if I take the fork from
the floor. My view is there’s no reason to come over. The fork
fell on the floor. What did it pick up — diphtheria? Am I
going to get pancreatic cancer from a fork that fell? I’m not
troubled by these things.
“Safe” is going to suppress your joy of life.
When I was 21 years old, I was sent to the Soviet Union to
smuggle in religious items for Soviet Jews and to smuggle out
names of Jews who wanted to escape the Soviet Union.
It wasn’t safe. I was in a totalitarian state, smuggling
things in and out. But it was one of the most important things
I’ve done in my life. Not to mention a life-transforming
experience.
Before I went, I told my father about my plans. We both knew
it wasn’t safe. I’ll never forget what my father said:
“Dennis, I spent two and a half years on a Navy ship in World
War II, fighting in the Pacific. So, you can take risks for a

month.”
Yes, he was worried. But this was a man who, despite having a
wife and child, enlisted in the U.S. Navy to fight in World
War II. He was an officer on a troop transport ship, a prime
target of the Japanese. He wasn’t safe. The World War II
generation has been dubbed “the greatest generation.” Part of
what made them great was the last thing they would ever ask
was, “Is it safe?”
If you want to lead a good and full life, you cannot keep
asking, “Is it safe?” Those at college promoting “safe spaces”
are afraid of life, and they want to make you afraid of life.
We’re going crazy on the safe issue. It is making police
states. That’s my worry: In the name of safety, many Americans
are dropping all other considerations.
“Is it safe?” shouldn’t be the overarching element in your
life. Pick the fork up. Wipe it off. And use it.
Postscript: Some left-wing media cited the remarks about
picking up a fork (transcribed above word-for-word) in order
to smear me and the message. The Daily Beast led with this
mendacious headline: “Dennis Prager Licks Dirty Forks To Show
COVID Who’s Boss.” And the Daily Mail offered its attack with
this headline: “Right-Wing Radio Host Dennis Prager Boasts
About Using Dirty Forks From Restaurant Floors in His Latest
Rambling Message Downplaying Dangers of Coronavirus That Has
Now Killed 88,000 Americans.” As is obvious, my talk was about
“being safe,” not the coronavirus. Please read my last
column
about truth and the left.
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Truth, Not Politics, Is at
the Root of the Left-Right
Divide
Three years ago, I wrote a column explaining left-right
differences on 35 different subjects. Any one or two of them
would make for a major political/cultural divide. Thirty-five
make the divide unbridgeable.
As the thesis itself is not really debatable, what is more
difficult to explain are the roots of this divide.
I believe it is commitment to truth.
Since I began studying the left as a graduate student of
communism at the Russian Institute of the Columbia School of
International Affairs, of one thing I was certain: Truth is
not a left-wing value. It is a liberal value, and it is a
conservative value, but truth has never been a left-wing
value. From Lenin to today’s left, lying, especially about
opponents, is morally acceptable as long as it serves the
left’s goals of defeating opponents and attaining more power.
Once you realize this, the divide becomes explicable.
Why has YouTube taken down the video of two emergency room
physicians who argue that the lockdown may not be called for?
Because the left does not argue with opponents; it shuts them
down. And that is because it has no interest in truth. That’s

why the left is pressuring YouTube and Facebook to prohibit
anything the left differs with from appearing on their
platforms. Just as the Soviets labelled everything in the
Western press “imperialist propaganda,” the left labels
everything with which it differs “misinformation.”
That is also why virtually every university does whatever it
can to prevent conservatives from speaking on their campuses.
And why has The New York Times just received a Pulitzer Prize
for what leading liberal historians have labelled its
“mendacious” rewriting of American history, known as “The 1619
Project”? Because to The New York Times and the Pulitzer Prize
committee, truth is less important than smearing America.
When it cannot stifle opponents, it smears them. Every
prominent conservative or liberal opponent of the left has
been smeared — which is just another way of saying “lied
about” — as being sexist, intolerant, xenophobic, homophobic,
Islamophobic, racist, bigoted, misogynistic, white
supremacist, transphobic, etc.
Allow me to use an example I know well: me.
In the span of just this past year, I have written about
Newsweek’s lie claiming I “mocked” Anne Frank. To Newsweek’s
credit, they revised the column and published a corrected
headline. Then I wrote about Purdue University’s “vice provost
of diversity and inclusion,” who told a Purdue newspaper that
I said in a speech I gave at Purdue, “Slavery was not bad.” I
sent this person a recording of my speech proving I never said
anything remotely like what he charged. After many of my
listeners and readers protested to the vice provost and to
Purdue’s president, the vice provost wrote me a private letter
saying he was sorry if he “misunderstood” me. His charge was
public, but his apology was private.
This past week, as pure a lie as the previous two was
manufactured by Media Matters — a left-wing organization whose

sole purpose is lying and smearing conservatives — and then
picked up by various media.
This is what I said — word for word — on my radio show:
“How many names have blacks gone through in my lifetime?
‘Colored,’ ‘Negro,’ ‘African American,’ ‘black.’ That’s four
different titles for the same human being. What was wrong with
‘Negro’? What was wrong with ‘colored’? There’s no problem
with any of them. Do you know that the NAACP is still the
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People?
And then ‘African American’ — that changed, too. Does it have
a dash or hyphen, or not? I don’t remember what was connoted
by having a hyphen or not.”
Media Matters declared the comments “racist.”
And the allegation was dutifully picked up by the New York
Daily News, which headlined: “Conservative Talk-Radio Host
Dennis Prager Bemoans Loss of Racial Slurs, Gets History
Lesson.”
And by the Daily Mail, which headlined: “Conservative TalkRadio Host Dennis Prager, 71, Bemoans the Loss of Racial Slurs
in Society to Describe Black People.”
The article, by Daily Mail writer James Gordon, a Media
Matters follower (he actually appended a link to Media Matters
at the end of his column), claimed:
“Prager … used his show to bemoan society no longer using
racist language coined during eras of slavery and
segregation.”
Everything about these articles is a lie.
Not one of those titles for blacks is racist. Therefore, I
could not possibly “bemoan” the fact that society no longer
uses these words.

The term Martin Luther King Jr., every other black leader and
every nonblack anti-racist through the 1960s used to described
black people was “Negro.” There is, to this day, a major black
organization called the United Negro College Fund.
A variant of the term “colored” is regularly used by liberals
to this day — “people of color” — to describe nonwhites.
“Black” is used by everyone, including most blacks — except
liberals afraid of not using “African American.”
And “African American” is not only not a “racist slur,” but it
is also the contemporary left’s preferred term for blacks.
Media Matters created a lie out of whole cloth about me. And
those who rely on Media Matters — such as James Gordon at the
Daily Mail and Nancy Dillon at the Daily News — repeated it,
word for word. I invite both of them to come on my radio show
to defend the accuracy of their articles.
Given how many people read or watch left-wing reports and
study under left-wing teachers, the world would be a much
finer place if the left valued truth.
For the record, my view on race is taken from Viktor Frankl.
There are only two races: the decent and the indecent.
If you wish to send either or both of these writers this
column and/or your own thoughts, I can only tell you that your
doing so in the cases of Newsweek and Purdue was immensely
helpful. We need to fight back.
Nancy
Dillon:
twitter.com/NancyDillonNYDN.

ndillon@nydailynews.com;

Daily
Mail:
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/home/contactus/article-3701145/Fac
tual-Inaccuracies.html.
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The Worldwide Lockdown May Be
the
Greatest
Mistake
in
History
The idea that the worldwide lockdown of virtually every
country other than Sweden may have been an enormous mistake
strikes many — including world leaders; most scientists,
especially health officials, doctors and epidemiologists;
those who work in major news media; opinion writers in those
media; and the hundreds of millions, if not billions, of
people who put their faith in these people — as so
preposterous as to be immoral. Timothy Egan of The New York
Times described Republicans who wish to enable their states to
open up as “the party of death.”
That’s the way it is today on planet Earth, where deceit,
cowardice and immaturity now dominate almost all societies
because the elites are deceitful, cowardly and immature.
But for those open to reading thoughts they may differ with,
here is the case for why the worldwide lockdown is not only a
mistake but also, possibly, the worst mistake the world has

ever made. And for those intellectually challenged by the
English language and/or logic, “mistake” and “evil” are not
synonyms. The lockdown is a mistake; the Holocaust, slavery,
communism, fascism, etc., were evils. Massive mistakes are
made by arrogant fools; massive evils are committed by evil
people.
The forcible prevention of Americans from doing anything
except what politicians deem “essential” has led to the worst
economy in American history since the Great Depression of the
1930s. It is panic and hysteria, not the coronavirus, that
created this catastrophe. And the consequences in much of the
world will be more horrible than in America.
The United Nations World Food Programme, or the WFP, states
that by the end of the year, more than 260 million people will
face starvation — double last year’s figures. According to WFP
director David Beasley on April 21: “We could be looking at
famine in about three dozen countries. … There is also a real
danger that more people could potentially die from the
economic impact of COVID-19 than from the virus itself”
(italics added).
That would be enough to characterize the worldwide lockdown as
a deathly error. But there is much more. If global GDP
declines by 5%, another 147 million people could be plunged
into extreme poverty, according to the International Food
Policy Research Institute.
Foreign Policy magazine reports that, according to the
International Monetary Fund, the global economy will shrink by
3% in 2020, marking the biggest downturn since the Great
Depression, and the U.S., the eurozone and Japan will contract
by 5.9%, 7.5% and 5.2%, respectively. Meanwhile, across South
Asia, as of a month ago, tens of millions were already
“struggling to put food on the table.” Again, all because of
the lockdowns, not the virus.

In one particularly incomprehensible act, the government of
India, a poor country of 1.3 billion people, locked down its
people. As Quartz India reported on April 22, “Coronavirus has
killed only around 700 Indians … a small number still compared
to the 450,000 TB and 10,000-odd malaria deaths recorded every
year.”
One of the thousands of unpaid garment workers protesting the
lockdown in Bangladesh understands the situation better than
almost any health official in the world: “We are starving. If
we don’t have food in our stomach, what’s the use of observing
this lockdown?” But concern for that Bangladeshi worker among
the world’s elites seems nonexistent.
The lockdown is “possibly even more catastrophic (than the
virus) in its outcome: the collapse of global food-supply
systems and widespread human starvation” (italics added). That
was published in the left-wing The Nation, which,
nevertheless, enthusiastically supports lockdowns. But the
American left cares as much about the millions of nonAmericans reduced to hunger and starvation because of the
lockdown as it does about the people of upstate New York who
have no incomes, despite the minuscule number of coronavirus
deaths there. Or about the citizens of Oregon, whose governor
has just announced the state will remain locked down until
July 6. As of this writing, a total of 109 people have died of
the coronavirus in Oregon.
An example of how disinterested the left is in worldwide
suffering is made abundantly clear in a front-page “prayer” by
a left-wing Christian in the current issue of The Nation: “May
we who are merely inconvenienced remember those whose lives
are at stake.”
“Merely inconvenienced” is how the Rev. Dr. William J. Barber
II, a Protestant minister and president of the North Carolina
NAACP, describes the tens of millions of Americans rendered
destitute, not to mention the hundreds of millions around the

world rendered not only penniless but hungry. The truth is,
like most of the elites, it is Barber who is “merely
inconvenienced.” Indeed, the American battle today is between
the merely inconvenienced and the rest of America.
Michael Levitt, professor of structural biology at Stanford
Medical School and winner of the 2013 Nobel Prize in
chemistry, recently stated, “There is no doubt in my mind that
when we come to look back on this, the damage done by lockdown
will exceed any saving of lives by a huge factor.”
To the left, anyone who questions the lockdown is driven by
preference for money over lives. Typical of the left’s moral
shallowness is this headline on Salon this week:
“It’s Time To Reject the Gods of Commerce: America Is a
Society, Not an ‘Economy,'” with the subhead reading, “America
Is About People, Not Profit Margins.”
And, of course, to smug editors and writers of The Atlantic,
in article after repetitive article, the fault lies not with
the lockdown but with President Donald Trump. The most popular
article in The Atlantic this week is titled “The Rest of the
World Is Laughing at Trump.” The elites can afford to laugh at
whatever they want. Meanwhile, the less fortunate — that is,
most people — are crying.
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