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Thanks for purchasing
 How to Trump SJWs
 ! You’re about to learn the history of radical Leftists who have morphed into today’s social justice warriors. You’ll also learn Saul Alinsky’s rules for radicals, how SJWs use them, and how conservatives can start using these tactics against the Left.



 



If you enjoy this book, especially if you got it through a promotion, please take a moment to leave a review on Amazon. Every positive review will improve my ranking on Amazon, allowing more readers to learn the tactics of the Left and how to fight back—and it’s now more important than ever for us to start taking our country back. Positive reviews will also lead to more book sales, which is important to me because I hope to eventually be able to write full-time.
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Introduction





During the past few years a new breed of radical Leftist has developed, one that’s just as intolerant and violent as rioters in the late 1960s or the Bolsheviks who created Communist Russia. Steeped in the “progressive” ideologies taught at liberal universities, social justice warriors believe in feminism, gay rights, political correctness, transgender rights, women’s rights, the Black Lives Matter movement, gun restrictions, and whatever else their liberal professors and the media can make them think is an “injustice.” Yet they are not content with equality. They seek special treatment and special privileges for those groups they consider to be marginalized.



The name social justice warrior (SJW) is a pejorative that refers to someone who talks a lot about “social justice,” but who in real life seems to care more about their own reputation and virtue signaling than effecting any real change.



Since SJWs believe straight white males have “white privilege,” they think white men have never suffered any injustice. They claim white men created a racist “patriarchy” in America and Europe that they use to suppress everyone else. SJWs don’t compare Western societies to other cultures — such as Islamic countries where women can’t vote, child marriage is legal, slavery is still practiced, and gays are put to death. If they did, they might feel fortunate to live in the freest countries in the world. Instead, they just complain.



This is because SJWs only examine history from the point of view of the oppressed. One of their favorite books is Howard Zinn’s
 A People’s History of the United States
 , which is filled with stories of white men killing Indians and the rise of the KKK. Because of this limited perspective, SJWs feel no gratitude for the European-Americans who gave their lives to end slavery, gave women and minorities the vote, put non-discrimination laws into place, built a social welfare net, and granted freedoms to all citizens years before the majority of the world. Their hatred doesn’t stop at just white men, even though it’s concentrated there. Anyone of any sex or race is worthy of SJW wrath if they’re a conservative.



Perhaps the worldview of SJWs wouldn’t be dangerous — only pathetic — if they were tolerant of those who disagreed. But today’s radical Leftists have turned social justice into a totalitarian ideology that all must follow lest they be bullied into submission. SJWs censor free speech, get people fired who dare to disagree with them, engage in violence, and even use social media to call for their enemies to be killed. If there was a kill switch on Twitter that could actually murder people, they’d hit the button. In fact, the scariest aspect of SJWs is their self-delusion: They honestly believe they’re tolerant and open-minded. 



As Urban Dictionary puts it: “Social Justice Warriors or SJWs are: People with paper thin skin who always find something to be offended about. They generally have no concept of humour.” Words they commonly use include: intolerant, offensive, triggering, sexist and racist.
 
 [1]



If you’re out of college and working, you’re most likely to encounter SJWs on the Internet. They spend a lot of time online, since it’s easier to post comments and memes on social media than it is to do something good for the world in real life. SJWs also flock to sympathetic message boards and online groups because they’re easily “triggered” — meaning they freak out over everyday occurrences that they view as traumatic. When SJWs are triggered, they retreat to a “safe space” like those offered on college campuses. There might be blankets, teddy bears and coloring books, or signs saying “women only”
 
 [2]
 or “no whites allowed.”
 
 [3]
 Because although SJWs preach diversity, they only want to congregate only with others who think exactly like they do. Their lives are echo chambers, where the only voices they hear are those of their friends and news media who agree with them. If a distant relative has ever deleted you on Facebook for making a positive post about Donald Trump, chances are they’re an SJW. They literally have “no tolerance” for differing opinions.



SJWS are typically millennials, but Gen X Bernie Sanders and middle-aged feminist Hillary Clinton supporters now veer into SJW territory. Most have this free time to spend online because they’re either in college or underemployed. It’s rare to encounter a family with two working parents and a couple kids that adheres to the SJW mantra — they’re too busy with other pressing issues to care about how many “gender options” Facebook allows its users to choose from (currently it’s somewhere around 70).



And of course, working families understand that it’s
 their
 money that will be taken to implement the thousands of social justice programs demanded by SJWs. The one exception is the very rich — especially Hollywood celebrities — who must endorse liberal policies to stay working. And those celebrities that are serious about liberal policies have enough money to not care how SJW policies like bringing in Muslim refugees will affect their bottom line or safety. They’re not going to live next door to them.
 
 [4]



 




2015: The Year of the SJW




The year 2015 was dubbed the “year of the social justice warrior.”
 
 [5]
 But what created the SJW? Why now?



Like so much on the Left, it starts with Karl Marx. (Ironically, Marx was chronically unemployed, lived off others’ money most of his life and kept his children living in such fifth and poverty that four of his seven children died.
 
 [6]
 ) Marx’s plan was for a classless society, an ideal world that would exist after the workers seized control of the means of production from the capitalists. But everywhere they tried to implement it, the Marxists’ platform was met with resistance.



So an Italian communist, Antonio Gramsci, tried to figure out why the communist revolution was never successful in Europe. He determined that the failure was because most people’s dominant ideology was still capitalism (“rule by the bourgeoisie” in Marxist terms). If Marxism was ever to succeed, he said, first they’d have to change the culture. After that, placing a vote in the ballot box for Marxist policies would come naturally to the brainwashed masses.



Thus the Left started its “long march through the institutions” — what Marxist
 Herbert Marcuse said was the only effective way to take power. The plan involved taking over every institution they could — colleges, government agencies, media outlets, advertising, and later Hollywood. Any institution that influences public opinion was a target for Marxist takeover.



During and after World War II, numerous Marxists fled to the U.S. (they weren’t welcome in Nazi Germany). They took up residence at American universities, most notably at New York’s Columbia University. The Left’s takeover of the universities, media and other cultural institutions (like art museums) was not by chance. The cultural destruction of the West so communism could take power was a deliberate, multi-generational plan. Sadly, many of those involved were merely indoctrinated pawns.



Today’s SJWs stem from those Marxists, though most deny the association, claiming instead to be on the side of “truth,” “reason,” or “progress.” Like the Communists before them, SJWs are totalitarian; they even like the idea of reeducation camps. Also like the Communists, they are mostly secular. When SJWs are religious, they tend to be secular adherents of a religion. For example, they only like the teachings of Jesus or the Buddha that fit into the progressive agenda and they discount all other aspects of the religious tradition as outdated or somehow less pure. Most SJWs are atheists or agnostic. But like religious fanatics, their blind adherence to Left-wing ideology puts them clearly in the category of being a secular cult.



One of the main traits of SJWs is that they tend to engage in issues not to cause any real change, but simply to raise their personal reputation. This is “virtue signaling” — signaling to their friends and community that they’re a virtuous person without having to actually do anything. This is why so much SJW activism takes place online — it doesn’t even require getting out of bed, but their friends on Facebook and Twitter can congratulate them for “speaking out” or “being brave.”



Real-life activism by SJWs is often just virtue signaling as well. They hold protests to try to make
 other
 people
 do something. Why don’t they use their own money to build a homeless shelter, hold diversity classes or house refugees? Because all those things require more effort than holding a sign or burning a flag. It’s pure hypocrisy, motivated by improving their image. If SJWs wanted more events that talked about racism in America, they could form a club, raise money and bring speakers to campus themselves. But they want universities to bear the burden of both organizing and paying for it.



Another trait of SJWs is their verbal abuse and bullying. And while they’re abusing others and calling them names, SJWs play the victim — leading to the nickname “crybullies.” They are adept at using crocodile tears to feign victimhood so people give into them. The goal, after the temper tantrums pave the way, is a totalitarian state in which their rules are enforced by jail time or huge fines. Already in New York City,
 employees, landlords and businesses who refuse to use someone’s preferred pronoun can be fined for violating their human rights. This could be accidentally calling a transgender woman “him” when the person prefers “her,” or refusing to use a plethora of new pronouns like “ze” and “hir.”
 
 [7]
 This is how SJWs fight oppression: by becoming the oppressors themselves.



SJWs are also the most selfish element in today’s society. Like so many other traits, they’re oblivious to this as well. SJWs claim to be unselfish because they agitate for groups they consider to be oppressed — the LGBT community, minorities, women — but they have no consideration for groups like men, whites, Christians and heterosexuals. Ironically, most SJWs are young, white people. SJWs will say it’s racist to mimic an Asian accent, then turn around and make fun of rural conservatives in a redneck voice — obviously not caring at all about stereotyping or hurting the feelings of those on the Right. In fact, SJWs will go out of their way to insult, oppress and make fun of anyone not on board with the Leftist agenda.



SJWs do this because all they really care about is their own feelings and whether people are accommodating them. They’ll even be offended on behalf of other groups, like white liberals who try to get the name of the Washington Redskins changed even though nine out of 10 Native Americans polled aren’t offended by it.
 
 [8]



The classic example is liberal politicians who pander to minority voters. Many minority voters — like the gays and lesbians who jumped on the Trump train after the 2016 Orlando massacre — are starting to see through the rhetoric of the Left. 



Notice how SJWs care about the feelings of transgender people and which bathroom they can use, but completely discount the feelings of parents concerned about pedophiles and peeping Toms taking advantage of such policies. SJWs care about the feelings of illegal immigrants and Muslim refugees. They don’t care one iota about the feelings of legal Americans who are struggling to pay for their own children because so much of their money gets stolen through taxes to pay for other people’s kids. 



This lack of caring for others — except for themselves and the supposedly oppressed — ties into SJW’s greed. They have a long list of demands, all which must be “free” — free college tuition, student loan forgiveness, free healthcare, free universal basic income and free reeducation classes for professors who aren’t “progressive” enough.



SJWs don’t bother with the facts. For example, confiscating 100 percent of the earnings of Americans who make $10 million a year or more would fund current federal spending for 24 days. Taxing those who make $1 million a year or more at 100 percent would fund current federal spending for just 72 days. In fact, the more than $700 billion taken every year wouldn’t even cover Medicare and Medicaid, which cost $1 trillion a year. And those numbers are before the additional costs of “free healthcare” and “free college” for everyone.
 
 [9]



Yet SJWs insist the upper middle classes and the rich aren’t paying their “fair share” of taxes. According to the Pew Research Center, Americans who make $250,000 a year pay 51.6 percent of total income taxes collected by the U.S. government. Individuals who make $50,000 a year or more pay 94.3 percent of income taxes. In contrast, those who make under $30,000 a year pay just 1.5 percent of income taxes.
 
 [10]
 So who’s not paying their fair share again?



SJWs also love to complain. They feel justified in whining because in their minds, their problems are always someone else’s fault. They have no concept of working hard and making sacrifices to get ahead in life. They believe what Massachusetts Senator Elizabeth Warren
 said in 2011: “There is nobody in this country who got rich on his own.”
 
 [11]
  



The Occupy Wall Street movement that started in the fall of 2011 is another example of SJW whining. They had some fair complaints about the banking system. But their rallying cry, “We are the 99%,” tried to paint rich people out as the bad guys. I doubt if any of them realized that it only takes an income of $32,400 to make it into the global top 1%.
 
 [12]
 Despite being the most privileged people on earth — Americans—SJWs somehow twist this into having a special status as perpetual victims.



On a given night in America there are more than half a million people who are homeless.
 
 [13]
 There are children struggling in school due to absent parents, depressed veterans with no one to talk to, and people just out of jail or rehab who are confused about how to navigate successfully in the world. Do SJWs spend their free time at the homeless shelter or jail or countless other charities? No. They prefer protests, hunger strikes and trying to get people fined for not using the correct pronouns. 



A famous example of an SJW is seen in a video of young woman in Paris who goes up to a police officer and starts hitting him on the head with a balloon. As he brushes it away, the balloon pops. The girl doubles down and starts shrieking as if the policeman struck her. Lucky for him, the whole charade was filmed.
 
 [14]
 It’s a classic example of abusing someone else while pretending to be the victim.



That’s not the only example of SJWs manufacturing offenses. At
 Vanderbilt University, there’s the case of the
 bag of poop found on the front steps of the Black Cultural Center. Members of the group “Hidden Dores,” described on its Facebook page as “Minorities Rendered Invisible at Vanderbilt,” immediately called it a “hate crime.” They issued a statement about the exclusion and isolation of blacks on campus, the desecration of their home and how they were “in grief.” Vandy police investigated and it soon came out that the bag of poop was put there by a blind girl who couldn’t find a trash can after cleaning up after her service dog. What’s more, the guide dog school even instructs blind students to place the bagged poop by a door if they can’t find a trash can — the idea being that a responsible citizen or groundskeeper will find it and toss it out. The group issued an apology, diffusing blame by claiming they’d been “
 absolutely misinformed” about the situation.
 
 [15]



College-age SJWs have gotten so bad that comedians are refusing to perform at universities.
 Jerry Seinfeld — one of the cleanest and most PC comedians — said political correctness has gone too far. Along with
 Chris Rock and Larry the Cable Guy, he no longer plays colleges because the kids are too sensitive and will scream “racist” or “sexist” at every joke.
 
 [16]



 




SJW Logic: It Doesn’t Exist




SJWs pay no attention to facts or logic. Millennials tend to get their news from two main sources: Facebook and comedy shows. On Facebook, they share memes, photos and quotes with specious sources. A study showed that 68 percent of 14- to 30-year-olds choose social media like Facebook and Twitter as their first news sources.
 
 [17]
 Comedy shows seem like a strange place to get the news — especially for a crowd that yells “bias” at anyone who tries to back up an argument using an article from Fox News. But satire news programs like Comedy Central’s
 The Daily Show with Trevor Noah
 and HBO’s
 Last Week Tonight with John Oliver
 rank high in the list of millennials’ news sources. Gone are the days of Johnny Carson and David Letterman, who may have done a few political jokes, but didn’t make their entire shows SJW rants to spread propaganda. Now all of the late-night shows, and even
 Saturday Night Live,
 have a Leftist agenda. It’s all due to copying the success of Jon Stewart, host of
 The Daily Show
 from 1990 to 2015, who turned it into a satirical political news show.



While some young adults still read traditional news sites, SJWs gravitate toward those with a strong Left-wing bias — MoveOn.org,
 The Huffington Post
 ,
 Slate
 ,
 Salon
 ,
 The Daily Beast
 , Daily Kos, Politico, AlterNet,
 ThinkProgress
 and many others. 



This lack of facts and logic results in rants like the following, when an SJW was arguing with a black Trump supporter. The SJW said of Trump:


“He’s extremely xenophobic. He’s incredibly corporatist. I mean, like, how can, like, tell me what policy that he has is not fascist. I mean, like, the thing is, like, the wall is fascist. His immigration policy is fascist. Hold on. His war policy, his foreign policy, his war policy, just the act of saying, you know, we need to target family members of the terrorists, we need to target children in some cases. That’s incredibly fascist. That’s something that Hitler would say. That’s ridiculous. Who? Who? Name me one other politician who has advocated for killing a child.”
 
 [18]



First of all, it’s very obvious this person doesn’t know the meaning of fascist or how to construct an argument. The name-calling is stereotypical, lazy SJW behavior. Anyone with just a basic knowledge of logic knows that claiming someone is “fascist” is the conclusion on an argument — one that should be made only after a long string of supportive premises. If someone tries to discuss issues with you this way, it’s not worth your time. The young man then says a border wall is fascist, implying that enforcing immigration laws like every other country is somehow fascist. Finally, he completely twists Trump’s comments about the families of terrorists. Had he done some research rather than relying on Facebook and Left-wing comedy shows for his news, he’d know that Trump was talking about investigating family members like the mother of the San Bernardino shooters, who lived with her son and daughter-in-law in a house where bombs and bomb parts were discovered. Or the family and friends that harbored one of the terrorists responsible for the shootings at the Bataclan theater in Paris.
 
 [19]
 Or Noor Mateen, the wife of the Orlando shooter, who helped him pick out guns and scope out the crime scene, who promptly disappeared (though she’s now under investigation by a grand jury).
 
 [20]
 And of course, Trump never advocated killing children.



 



 
Microaggressions: SJW
 Thought
 Police Seek out Thought-Criminals




One of SJWs’ main goals is to prohibit free speech for any position they find offensive. Whether it’s banning the use of certain words or phrases or banning people they disagree with from speaking, SJWs now act like the Thought Police in George Orwell’s dystopian novel
 Nineteen Eighty-Four
 .



The
 Foundation for Individual Rights in Education (FIRE) reports that more than half of America’s colleges enforce some type of speech code. Universities also issue guides for understanding “microaggressions” — words and actions so tiny that a well-adjusted person wouldn’t even notice them, but that to SJWs are threatening. Asking an Asian or Latino, “Where are you from?” is a microaggression. Saying “There is only one race, the human race” is a microaggression. Telling an Asian, “We want to know what you think. . . . Speak up more” is a microaggression. And yes, even saying “I believe the most qualified person should get the job” is a microaggression. All of these examples are from a University of Missouri diversity handout.
 
 [21]



In an ironic turn of events, at the University of Manchester in Britain a debate on feminism sponsored by the school’s Free Speech & Secular Society banned two speakers from an event called, “From liberation to censorship: Does modern feminism have a problem with free speech?” The first, Julie Bindel, is a lesbian feminist who campaigns against violence against women. She was banned for apparently being a “transphobe” and a threat to the school’s “Safe Space policy” because in 2004 she wrote that a man who has a sex change is still a man. Gay conservative Milo Yiannopoulos was also banned from the event. He has called being trans a “psychiatric disorder,” which is exactly what the
 American Psychiatric Association's
 DSM-5 labels gender
 dysphoria.
 
 [22]
 In fact, it’s only because it’s classified as a disorder that treatments like hormone replacement therapy and gender reassignment surgery covered by Medicaid.



SJWs call banning people they disagree with “no-platforming.” They don’t understand that there’s no “right to
 not
 be offended.” Or that it’s only offensive speech that really needs protection under the First Amendment. Or that the great social and political reform movements throughout history began with people saying unpopular things.



As you can see, SJWs have already gone from being a nuisance to being a real threat to freedom and liberty. As Michael Walsh said, writing for the
 National Review
 : “As for Alinsky, somebody should turn the tables, and instruct the Right how to use his principles against him. It’s the only way to beat his ghost — and his hate-filled love children.”
 
 [23]
 This book aims to do just that.



 




Alinsky’s Handbook for Leftist Agitation




Saul Alinsky was a community organizer in the slums of Chicago, and later numerous other locations including New York, Michigan and California. President Obama, a community organizer in Chicago himself, contributed an essay in a compilation book in praise of him.



Hillary Clinton knew Alinsky personally and wrote her 92-page senior thesis at
 Wellesley
 College about his tactics in 1969. In a letter to him in July 1971, she wrote:



“Dear Saul,



When is that new book [
 Rules for Radicals
 ] coming out—or has it come out and I somehow missed the fulfillment of Revelation? I just had my one-thousandth conversation about
 Reveille [
 for Radicals]
 and need some new material to throw at people. You are being rediscovered again as the New Left-type politicos are finally beginning to think seriously about the hard work and mechanics of organizing.”
 
 [24]



His secretary sent Hillary several reviews of
 Rules for Radicals
 in reply, since she knew Alinsky was fond of her. She also told Hillary where she could meet up with Alinsky when he was in California later that month. Alinsky had even offered her a job out of college, but she opted to go to law school at Yale instead. Though she agreed with some of his ideas, she thought “
 the system could be changed from within.”
 
 [25]
 For more on Hillary’s relationship with Alinsky, check out Dinesh D’Souza’s 2016 documentary
 Hillary’s America: The Secret History of the Democratic Party, o
 r the book by the same name.
  



Although for most of his career Alinsky organized black communities in the ghetto, in 1972 he described his plans for organizing the white working and middle classes — those called the “silent majority” by President Richard Nixon several years before. Alinsky was worried that these whites — due to economic despair, increasing crime, taxation and inflation — would end up turning to the Far Right. They would be “ripe for the plucking by some guy on horseback promising a return to the vanished verities of yesterday.”
 
 [26]



Alinsky died later that year, succumbing to a heart attack at age 63. Yet his tactics for Left-wing radicalism have remained in play, from the hippie and Black Power movements of the ’70s, the New Communist Movement in the ’80s and ’90s, to Occupy Wall Street and Bernie Sanders’ presidential campaign in the 2000s.



Alinsky said his tactics could be used for the Have-Nots to take power away from the Haves. His view was the same as SJWs today — that people who have money and power, even if just enough for a middle-class life in the suburbs, must have gotten it by theft, oppression or the elusive lottery ticket of “white privilege.” It’s the same sentiment President Obama expressed in a 2012 campaign speech: “
 If you’ve got a business, you didn’t build that. Somebody else made that happen.”
 
 [27]



By the middle of Obama’s presidency, the silent majority had descended into despair. All their worst fears seemed realized on the news each night — the White House lit up in the rainbow colors after the Supreme Court ruling on gay marriage yet did nothing when five police officers were shot and killed in Dallas; a mischievous Muslim boy, whose “homemade clock” would cause panic if left under a park bench, was lauded as a victim and invited to the White House; police were targeted for shootings by Black Lives Matter supporters, a group that seems to cause more racial division than unification across racial lines. Then, like Alinsky warned, “some guy on horseback promising a return to the vanished verities of yesterday” rode in with a plan to Make America Great Again.



At first, conservatives’ were divided on Trump. Some — like Ann Coulter and the so-called Far Right — loved him immediately for his tough stance on illegal immigration. Others, still caught in the PC tentacles of the mainstream media, didn’t like Trump’s “tone.” But once they saw that upwards of 50 percent of Republicans were voting for him, they realized his tough tone was exactly what was needed and that it was OK to not kowtow to the PC police. As a sign seen at a Trump rally proclaimed, “The silent majority is no longer silent.”



Trump continued to rise in popularity — in the polls, but more importantly, among people who were actually voting. Before the primaries were even over, he had broken the record for the most votes ever received in a Republican primary (beating out George W. Bush’s 10.8 million votes in 2000).
 
 [28]



Trump’s popularity is a historical milestone for conservatives. Since the publication of Alinsky’s
 Rules for Radicals
 in 1971, patriot-minded Americans sat at a near-idle for 40 years while the radical Left increased its power. With the election of Obama, they thought America was at the threshold of their socialist paradise. Things just weren’t quite bad enough for conservatives to start to act. Then, Alinsky’s worst nightmare came true: Moderate and conservative Americans had been pushed too far. A candidate rode in on a while horse who finally said what everyone had been thinking about illegal immigration, the refugee crisis, taxes and the economy. Because of the economic crisis created by George W. Bush’s bank bailouts and seven years of Obama, Trump easily won over the white working and middle classes. Regardless of whether he wins the presidency, his nomination as the Republican candidate has huge implications. It’s shown Republican politicians the issues they must address to win. It’s shifted the discourse outside of the small box of what’s politically correct. It’s shown Americans that they can demand that politicians put “America first.”



The reign of radical Leftists and SJWs is coming to an end. Either everyday Americans will take back control of the country by massive GOP and Tea Party victories in November 2016, or Hillary Clinton will get in and prolong the Great Recession until everyone is too poor to worry about pronouns and microaggressions.



I hope that America doesn’t experience a complete collapse like socialist Venezuela, but that’s certainly a possibility if Hillary gets elected and things continue down the same path. Another civil war is a terrifying thought, but given how divided the nation has become due to Obama and the mainstream media, it’s another possibility. This time around, it won’t be the North vs. the South. It will be freedom-loving patriots vs. fascist SJWs and anyone else who believes they’re “oppressed.” That’s why it’s so important to start using these tactics now, while there’s still time to shift the tide by using just words.



Perhaps the final nail in the SJW coffin will be that Trump’s platform echoes the words of Alinsky the year he died: “I love this goddamn country, and we're going to take it back.”
 
 [29]
 Here’s how to do it.



 




Alinsky’s Rules for Radicals




Rules for Radicals
 is the most popular how-to guide for Left-wing agitation. As more and more conservatives have grown tired of SJW-style antics over the past decade, it’s become a No. 1 bestseller among the Right-wing who, confused by the hypocrisy and violence of the Left, have looked to the book to understand why the Left has been so successful and how to fight back.



Alinsky was dismayed by what he saw as ineffective strategies on the Left — such as when the Weather Underground vandalized houses and assaulted police officers during the “Days of Rage” in the summer of 1969, eventually starting a series of bombings. He called such people “rhetorical radicals” because they offered no real solutions — only chaos and violence. And when these rhetorical radicals did engage in conversation, they did so by issuing lists of demands that were outrageous and unrealistic. Alinsky wrote
 Rules for Radicals
 to teach Leftists to work within the system rather than against it, in order to bring about lasting change.



Alinsky gives numerous examples of tactics he used during his tenure as a community organizer. One of his ideas was to go after
 Eastman Kodak (now the Kodak Co.) for exploiting the black community in Rochester, New York. His suggestion was to target the Rochester Philharmonic, the “cultural jewel” of the city’s elite, and thus Kodak.
 
 [30]
 The plan, which he never carried out,
 was to buy 100 concert tickets for an orchestra performance (one with quiet music), give the tickets to local African-Americans, and before the show take them to a community dinner where they were fed tons of baked beans. The idea was to cause so much noise and stink that rich women who attended the symphony would plead with their husbands, many of them Kodak executives, to give into whatever demands they wanted. Alinsky liked the tactic because it played into what he considered the black community’s “hatred of Whitey.” Going to the symphony, however, was outside their area of experience and could therefore misfire (see Rule No. 2, below).
 The Rochester fart protest has become notorious for proving the depraved tactics the Left is willing to go to.



In fact, Alinsky was the inspiration for a similar fart-in at the 2016 Democratic National Convention in Philadelphia.
 The Poor People’s Economic Human Rights Campaign set up a feeding station of beans for Bernie Sanders’ delegates, journalists, and other attendees to feast on prior to the event where Hillary Clinton was officially nominated as the Democrat nominee.
 
 [31]
 Given that the convention isn’t a recurring event like the symphony, it’s uncertain how they thought it would do anything except elicit stories in the news. And apparently, they didn’t have many people turn out for the event.



Alinsky had a penchant for thinking up “stink bombs.” Another proposal he never used was to get poor people, presumably African-Americans, to tie up all the bathrooms at Chicago’s O’Hare International Airport. It’s legal for people who don’t have plane tickets to lock themselves in stalls and just read for 10 hours straight, and everyone getting off a plane needs to use the bathroom. You can see the elation dripping from Alinsky as he describes how mothers would tell their children to just “do it right here” in the airport hallway. The tactic was leaked and the city of Chicago gave in before what Alinsky gleefully called his “shit-in” was carried out.



I’m not suggesting you resort to “stink bombs,” or risk people suffering dire medical consequences by blocking access to bathrooms. But you must remember these stories if you forget the utter depravity of the Left and the lengths they’ll go to in order to win — and this was from a book published in 1971. We know from the violence of Black Lives Matter and anti-Trump protestors, that today they’re willing to go much further. This is the most important thing to remember when dealing with the Left:
 They don’t follow your rules
 . Thinking they do is committing activist suicide.



Conservatives tend to fight “like gentlemen” by default. They don’t want to bring their opponents’ wives or kids into the fight, and they’d be horrified at the notion of petitioning for someone to be fired unjustly. When you’re dealing with the Left, however, you have to forego all chivalry and fight the battle at their level. These tactics will give you ideas for doing just that.



The success of the Left stands on the shaky foundation of the Right’s sense of decency and its opposition to fighting dirty. Conservatives today are like soldiers trying to win a modern war using techniques from line
 infantrymen
 hundreds of years ago. Soldiers would be dead in a flash if they didn’t abandon old-fashioned rules of warfare. We need to adopt both the methods and the weapons used by the Left if we’re going to win.



This is one reason Trump has been so effective — he’s the first Republican to call the Dems out for their tricks and punch back with the same methods. This is why throughout this book I refer to Trump’s success in his political campaign. Today he’s the best example we have of someone beating the Left at its own game.



The following is a list of Alinsky’s 13 rules for radicals (sometimes it’s shortened to 12), along with suggestions for successfully using these techniques against the Left.








Rule No. 1:
 Power is not only what you have, but what the enemy thinks you have.





Alinsky says that power is derived from two things: money and people. The Leftists in his day were what he called the Have-Nots. They had little money but lots of numbers. This was before the Left completed its “long march through the institutions,” rising in power to some of the highest positions in politics, media and academia.



The Left tries to brand the Right as the evil rich who are in control. They even believe that the mainstream media is biased toward the Right.
 
 [32]
 They don’t know that everyday conservatives are dismayed by the actions of neocon and RINO elected officials and feel just as powerless as the Have-Nots in Alinsky’s day.



The fact that most conservatives are disenfranchised (and by that I mean middle class, without endless resources to devote to political aims) actually works in our favor. Because that’s who Alinsky’s Rules were written for — the poor and disenfranchised.



Rule No. 1 explains that if you don’t have money, numbers of people can make up for it. And if you don’t have a lot of people, making a big enough ruckus will give the impression that you have a ton of supporters behind your cause.



This rule explains why SJWs show up to protest everything they can think of and are loud and violent. In truth, the numbers of people as radical as SJWs are very small. At colleges, students have started to speak out and say, “Please don’t judge all of us by these crazies — there’s only a small number of them.” In addition to their numbers being small, SJWs generally only exist on college campuses and other areas where a pseudo-intellectual Left can convince gullible people to support impractical policies. But being loud and violent gets them noticed, gets them reported on, and gets the public thinking their numbers are much larger than in reality.



Numerous examples of the “low numbers can have a big impact” were seen during the nationwide speaking tour of Breitbart.com tech editor Milo Yiannopoulos. Yiannopoulos called it the “Dangerous Faggot Tour” — he’s a gay conservative who’s controversially politically incorrect and supports Trump — and at every event at a college campus there were protests. At an event at Rutgers University in New Jersey, female protesters in the audience stood up and smeared fake blood on their faces during his speech.



At a June 2016 talk at UCLA, protesters blocked the entrance of the building where the speech was to be held, then blocked new doors opened by police. The program was finally able to go on an hour late. Shortly after its conclusion the LAPD entered and cleared the remaining attendees out of the room due to a bomb threat. (Police dogs swept the room and no bomb was found.)
 
 [33]
 The protesters were small in number, but capable of massive disruption.



SJWs also use hoax “hate crimes” to get attention. Before a Yiannopoulos event at DePaul University, a student painted “TRUMP 2016 FUCK MEXICO” on the sidewalk, which students called a “hate crime.” After the student was apprehended by the Chicago police, it was revealed that he studied “poverty and inequality” and previously participated in Occupy Chicago events and an anarchist rally.
 
 [34]
 Not exactly the profile of a legitimate Trump supporter.



Another “hate crime” hoax at DePaul involved an alleged “noose” that was found hanging on campus. The only problem was that the “noose” was just a piece of rope.
 
 [35]
 As writer Mike Cernovich discovered, the girl who found the rope previously Tweeted “How can I get famous?” and said she considered doing a sex tape. Then she deleted the Tweet of the noose after Cernovich told her she’d get arrested if she filed a false police report.
 
 [36]
 The radical Left is so desperate they’re now inventing stories about “hate crimes” to try to prove that the Right is intolerant and threatening. Meanwhile, they continue to assault people, send death threats to people, and block traffic so supporters can’t make it to Trump rallies.



One of the most important lessons conservatives can learn from Trump is how to use people to show how much power you have, all without having to resort to violent protests, shutting down free speech and making up hate crimes. In the beginning of his presidential run, a lot of pundits said Trump was running as a joke and had no chance. But Trump took every opportunity to self-promote and call attention to how much support he had. Every time he took the mic he talked about how 30,000 supporters attended his rally in Mobile, Alabama. At the start of his speeches he read off lists of polls he was winning. It helped that Trump actually was drawing huge crowds and doing great in the polls. But the takeaway is that anything you can do to make your candidate or issue seem more popular, the better. Using a bit of what Trump calls “truthful hyperbole” can work wonders here.



One of the fundamental tactics in sales is that people want to buy what everyone else is buying. It sounds counter-intuitive because most of us like to think of ourselves as individuals who have unique tastes. But if you look over lists of best-selling books, music or shoes, it’s easy to see that popularity brings more and more people to your side. Being popular, or even just giving the impression of popularity, snowballs until you have massive numbers. No doubt much of Bernie Sanders’ support came from peer pressure among college students and the fear of ostracism if they didn’t support him. This is why the Left denigrates conservatives. They try to make everyone think only a few rednecks in trailer parks are still Republican. Conservatives need to be “loud and proud” like the gay community in order to show our numbers.



Here’s one example of how to use “power is what the enemy thinks you have” in everyday activism. If you’re targeting a business, you only need a small number of people to convince them that they’re the target of a massive boycott. Just five to 10 dedicated callers over a period of a couple months can make a local business think there are hundreds of people angry about its policies. Hit *67 before making the call so your number doesn’t show up on caller ID and use various phones to call from, to avoid detection of your small numbers.



Although generally newspapers insist that letters to the editor be signed with your real name, if they don’t verify your name with an ID it’s possible to use this tactic for letter-writing campaigns as well. Just one person can ghostwrite 10 articles if there are multiple aliases or multiple people willing to sign their name to one.








Rule No. 2:
 Never go outside the expertise of your people.





Alinksy didn’t want community organizers to go outside of supporters’ comfort zones because it creates too much fear and confusion, and can even paralyze people from taking action. A tactic people consider too bold can end up backfiring if people back out or do it half-heartedly.



Similarly, even just talking about policies your supporters don’t understand can cause misunderstandings, or lead to people abandoning you. This effect can be seen in the SJW crowd. Moderate liberals have been pushed away because of the violence from supporters of Black Lives Matter, La Raza, Bernie Sanders and other SJW causes. While it’s true these groups have pushed the liberal agenda to the Left, in doing so they also pushed large numbers away.



This tactic can be seen in action in some of Infowars’ YouTube videos where reporters interview anti-Trump protesters at rallies. A reporter will ask someone holding a “Trump’s a racist” sign to give a few examples of why he’s racist. The only words they can spout back are either more name-calling or incoherent mistruths with no basis in reality. Debate, logic and facts are completely outside of their area of expertise — and that’s why those are great to use.



Although Trump introduced a plethora of new tactics into the political process, he never went outside the experience of his supporters. This included keeping his talking points simple. When you’re trying to appeal to a mass audience you must appeal to the lowest common denominator (LCD). If you talk at a graduate level, like many Libertarians do when trying to explain the gold standard to the general public, many people just can’t follow along. Trump didn’t get caught in this trap. Rather than detail a Heritage Foundation study on the cost of amnesty to Americans, he focused on a few points that everyone can relate to: crime, drugs and building the wall. Those obsessed with details were free to talk about policies in-depth on their own; meanwhile, everyday Americans had the visceral and powerful image of a wall to throw their support behind.



His critics said the way Trump talked was at an elementary school level due to his use of simple words and sentences that sometimes seemed to be backward. To be precise, according to the Flesch
 –
 Kincaid readability test, Trump’s announcement speech was at a fourth-grade level (4.1). Ben Carson’s was at 5.9, Rand Paul at 7.5, Hillary Clinton at 7.7, Jeb Bush at 8.0, Marco Rubio and Chris Christie both at 8.6, Ted Cruz at 8.9, and Bernie Sanders 10.1.



One analysis of Trump’s language showed there was a method, even genius, to the madness. From a random 220-word selection from Trump, 78 percent of his words were just one syllable. Only four words had three syllables, and three of those words were the word “tremendous.” Trump uses simple sentences, like “We have a real problem” He uses the second person frequently, saying “Look at Paris. Look at what happened in Paris” and “if you remember.” He repeats himself to drive home the message. He rearranges sentences around, even awkwardly, so that they end on the most punchy word. Often, the words at the end of a sentence are the ones that linger in the listener’s mind.
 
 [37]
 All of this has the effect of hitting people deep in the heart and making the message resonate. If Trump used a lot of big words, his speeches would be over many people’s heads.



This tactic comes into play if you’re trying to organize people on a local level. Always think about what type of people support your cause and what’s within their comfort zone. A 20-year-old organizing a group of fellow college students will want to use some extreme (and fun) tactics like showing up to provoke SJWs at their events, filming them and making up infamous nicknames for them on social media in order to embarrass them. A younger crowd familiar with entryism would be keen on infiltrating social justice groups and pushing them ridiculously to the Left to cause them to lose supporters. If you really want to destroy an SJW group, pose as a member and try to get on TV or interviewed by the local media and say something outrageous.



If, on the other hand, you’re trying to organize a typical group of 65-year-old Republicans from the suburbs, such tactics go beyond their experience. You’ll have better luck getting them to write letters to the editor, make phone calls, or share more straightforward memes on Facebook.



The takeaway is, when rallying a group of people to action, don’t push for activities that will make them scared or uncomfortable, don’t talk over their heads and don’t isolate any supporters.








Rule No. 3:
 Whenever possible, go outside the expertise of the enemy.





This is simply the reverse of Rule No. 2: By going outside of your opponents’ expertise, you’ll create anxiety, insecurity and confusion.



To reverse engineer this tactic, we only need to ask “what are SJWs’ areas of expertise?” and go outside of them. The answer is simple: SJWs never talk about real policies and they never use logic. Everything is “fear-mongering,” name-calling, catchphrases and false data. They have no expertise in anything else. More importantly, they’re so used to name-calling causing people to succumb that they’ve never developed a back-up plan.



If you can successfully call them out for lying or not knowing the facts, SJWs tend to get so upset that they literally run away or resort to screaming tantrums that make them look even more ridiculous. You can see this in action when Gavin McInnes talks to an anti-Trump supporter outside of a Long Island, New York, rally. The protestor was, according to her sign, an “American Student Feminist Human Against Trump.” After being overloaded with facts, she misunderstood the meaning of “coyotes” who rape women crossing the Mexican border and ran off.
 
 [38]



Sometimes just holding a sign can trigger an SJW into becoming a maniac. Someone filmed a Christian holding a sign and being very civil while an atheist gay man screamed at him about how awful Christians and Muslims were until the cops showed up. Then the man told one of the cops, “You need to do something about the Christians on here! I don’t feel comfortable with them!” When an officer told him he needed to quiet down and that the Christians weren’t disturbing the peace, the man asked, “Well can I report them [for] just being complacent?” Even the people who normally would have sided with atheism and gay rights were laughing at him.
 
 [39]



At Arizona State University, a student assaulted a man holding a sign that quoted a Bible verse about the unrighteous not inheriting the kingdom of God. The student continually lunged at the man (causing his Christian friend to fight him off). The student screamed things like, “F-ck you!” and “Your sign is f-cking offensive!” When the man tried to hand him his glasses that had fallen on the ground, the student hit him and cried, “I don’t like you!” then started moaning or growling before screaming “That’s hate speech!” The Christian man, who by this time was talking into the camera filming the incident, said he wasn’t going to press assault charges. The student screamed that his “hate speech” was what “provoked assault.”
 
 [40]



Conservative author and political commentator Ben Shapiro said there are only two reasons to debate a liberal: If you’ve met the one logically minded Leftist in the world who’s open to hearing new facts, or if you have an audience. “Not every fight is worth having. You have to pick your fights,” he said.
 
 [41]
 In the examples of people screaming above, there’s not much point in having a debate unless there are a lot of people watching. The same is true for online debates such as comment sections or on social media. Don’t waste your time trying to convince someone with the opposite view unless they seem reasonable or unless a lot of people are following the thread. If you’re at a city council or PTA meeting (i.e., a large audience), arm yourself with facts and pose questions to the Left. Facts and questions are two of the best ways to go outside their area of expertise.



Another simple way to go outside of the expertise of SJWs is to attack their name-calling by using logic and general intelligence (both outside their experience). If an SJW calls you a bigot, tell them that a bigot is defined as “a person who is intolerant toward those holding different opinions” then ask, “So by calling me a bigot, you realize that means you’re a bigot too, right?” If they’re confused or agitated, it’s a sign you’ve gotten under their skin and should keep going. Ask them why you should value the opinion of someone who’s obviously so bigoted. They’ll probably change the subject, walk away, or call you another name — all signs they’ve been defeated.



The reason the above example works is because this throws a wrench into the SJW’s game plan. When a conservative is called a bigot, their typical response goes something like, “No, I’m not a bigot! Please — say anything but that! Let me list off a million examples of how I’m not bigoted so you’ll quit calling me names!”



So you spend five minutes detailing all your non-bigoted views, or explaining why being opposed to illegal immigration isn’t bigoted. Then you turn to the SJW expecting them to accede to your view. Instead, they say, “Yeah, but you support a wall so you’re a racist!” Whatever you do,
 don’t get caught in the trap of explaining yourself
 — that’s been within the Left’s realm of experience for decades and they ignore it. More often than not, it’s their goal to get you on the defensive because it makes them seem morally superior. Go on the attack, make them go on the defensive, then watch them squirm.



Another favorite insult of SJWs is that someone’s “intolerant.” Intolerance is “unwillingness to accept views, beliefs, or behavior that differ from one's own.” But SJWs are the most intolerant people in the world, probably about the same level as radical Muslims since members of both groups have even called for people they disagree with to be killed. Yet SJWs’ lack of self-awareness means they don’t even realize they’re intolerant. They actually believe they’re accepting of “all people,” without recognizing the irony in how intolerant they are of conservatives. This lack of self-awareness is a weakness ripe for exploiting.



This rule is one reason Trump’s primary campaign was so successful. He went completely outside the experience of every other politician and strategist, causing rabid panic throughout the GOP establishment. Here are just a few examples of how he went outside of his opponents’ expertise:



	
He wasn’t a slave to political correctness. By being willing to actually say the things that everyday Americans were already thinking, he made the other Republicans look weak cowards.


	
He was willing to talk strongly about immigration rather than pander to the Hispanic voters who wouldn’t vote Republican even if he took a softer tone.


	
He was willing to take a hard stance on radical Islamic terrorism, even suggesting a temporary ban on Muslim immigration until we can “find out what’s going on.” The idea of such a ban was something that Leftists and the GOP establishment thought would be political suicide. Instead, Trump continued to rise in the polls because he was tapped into what real conservatives were thinking.


	
He talked about putting “America first” — another statement usually deemed heretical but had enough popular support to bring rallying cries of approval.


	
He drew away the curtain of how most politicians are just puppets for their Wall Street and big business donors, a message that resonated with liberals as well.


	
Demanded that states have more control, such as being able to be in charge of their own “bathroom laws” and schools.


	
Gained support from the LGBT community when he said North Carolina’s bathroom law would be bad for the state’s economy and that Caitlyn Jenner could use any bathroom she wanted in Trump Tower — a radical departure from what most conservatives would have said.


	
By far, the South Carolina Republican debate showed more than anything that Trump was willing to point out false narratives that no one else had the guts to address. He garnered a lot of support from libertarians and independents when he took on a man they consider the worst president in history, George W. Bush. At the debate, Jeb! attacked Trump, saying, “And while
 Donald Trump was building a reality TV show, my brother was building a security apparatus to keep us safe.”





Trump hit back a point no one else had ever dared to say: “The World Trade Center came down during your brother’s reign, remember that.”



Marco Rubio tried to jump in to defend Bush, to which Trump once again pointed out the obvious: “How did he keep us safe when the World Trade Center — the World — excuse me. I lost hundreds of friends. The World Trade Center came down during the reign of George Bush. He kept us safe? That is not safe. That is not safe, Marco. That is not safe.”



Jeb! then acted like a child when he said,
 “
 I'm not going to invite Donald Trump to the rally in Charleston on Monday afternoon when my brother is coming to speak.”



Trump nailed it when he replied, “I don't want to go.” Peals of laughter erupted from the audience.



It was the same speech where Jeb! said his mother was the strongest woman he knew. Trump interjected, “She should be running.”



 



 



 








Rule No. 4:
 Make the enemy live up to its own book of rules.





SJWs have become masters at using this, but they’re so sloppy that their antics come crumbling apart once a little logic is applied. SJWs like this tactic because it’s easy — all you have to do is call out hypocrisy. The bad news for them is that along with Rule No. 5, ridicule, it’s one of the only tactics that younger, less-educated SJWs know how to use. That means that once you learn to stump SJWs when they use this tactic, they don’t have much ammunition left over.  



One of SJWs’ favorite ways to “make the enemy live up to its own book of rules” is to cite Bible verses at conservatives. Their goal is to make their opponent feel like a Christian hypocrite and get him sidetracked. Conservatives fall into the trap when they assume the SJW is trying to have a genuine theological discussion about the meaning of a certain verse.



The Christian hypocrisy tactic comes up a lot in the debate over America accepting refugees. A typical SJW will quote “Love your neighbor 
 as yourself” (Mark 12:31) and “
 Do 
 to
  others as you 
 would have them
  do 
 to
  you
 ” (Luke 6:31). The biggest mistake you can make is to get into a debate with them about what Jesus actually meant. Save that for talking with people who are actually Christians. If you engage with them on little points like this, you lose in two ways: 1) They win by successfully diverting you from the real issue, refugees, and getting you engaged on a totally different topic, Christian theology; 2) They win because you’re taking them at face value, rather than calling them out for using a sneaky diversion tactic.



First of all, it’s illogical to think that you can win a debate over the true meaning of Christianity with an SJW. Christians have been arguing about what it means to be a “true Christian” for two millennia, and even today, there’s no consensus on what’s required for salvation or even what books should be in the Christian canon.



Secondly, SJWs don’t really care about what the Bible says. They’re simply trying to make you live up to your own book of rules. Most SJWs aren’t Christians, and some will even lie and say they are just to get you to take them seriously. SJWs aren’t concerned with the true meaning of Jesus’ teachings. They only like the verses in line with their ideology — the same Bible verses they’ll use against you to paint you as a hypocrite, either in public or in your private conscience.



This rule is the best example of why conservatives should study logic. Not to debate Leftists — as we’ve already seen that’s often pointless — but simply as a means to use logic to trip them up.



Logic, in its simplest definition, is the methodology used to construct a sound argument. In the above example of refugees, an SJW is using the following logic: “You’re a Christian. Christians follow the Bible. In the Bible, Jesus says “Love your neighbor.” Refugees are our global neighbor. Therefore, we must love refugees. If we love someone we’ll help them. Helping means letting them into our country. So if you’re a Christian you’ll support refugees coming into America.”



You can probably notice numerous holes in this argument, and that’s fine from the SJW’s point of view. In fact, it’s exactly what they want. Leftists
 want
 you to get caught up in discussing the meaning of “love” or the definition of “neighbor.” As long as you’re doing that, you’re not debating the real issue of refugees. When you’re on the defensive, they win.



If you want to win, you’ve got to go outside of the loop they’re trying to create. Say, “Hold on a minute. Are you advocating that we base all American policies on the Bible?” They’ll squirm and try to get out of answering. Maybe they’ll tell you you’re a hypocrite or say that you’re the one who wants that because you’re a Christian. These are all diversion tactics — don’t fall for them!



Instead, keep pushing back. They don’t actually want American foreign policy to be based on the Bible. They’re assuming you do and constructing an entire false narrative around it. Stay on the attack. Ask them why they’re advocating for a religious theocracy, which is what America would be if we made policy decision based on Biblical teachings. If they don’t run away, your goal is to get them to discuss actual facts — like the high percentage of Muslim immigrants who support Sharia law, the high cost of refugees to taxpayers, and how from a financial standpoint more refugees can be helped if they stay in the Middle East due to the high cost of living in the U.S.



Arguments like this example are a type of logical fallacy called a red herring. While no one knows the exact origin of the term, it likely refers to the use of a pungent fish to throw hounds off a scent. In logic, a red herring is a diversionary tactic — something that seems related to the subject at hand but is actually irrelevant.



One of the blessings of how illogical SJWs are, is that when they try to make you live up to your own book of rules, they’re usually dead wrong. It’s easy to call out the fallacies they use. And in the same way that SJWs try to label you as a hypocrite, you must do the same back to them — only with the Left it’s so much easier to point out ways they’re actually hypocritical.



Trump is a mastermind at making his opponents live up to their own rules. Republicans like Rand Paul and Ted Cruz — both very logical — point out many of the same inconsistencies as Trump, but they’re too long-winded. It barely makes the news, if at all. Trump, on the other hand, is hilariously bold in describing how the Left doesn’t follow its own rules. That means he gets more press, expands his audience and people have fun watching him.



A few examples:



	
We all know Obama loves to preach about climate change. He even shut down Yellowstone National Park over part of a busy Father’s Day weekend in 2016 so he could give a speech about it. Trump called him out for jetting off to Hawaii on Air Force One — an old Boeing 747 with
 old engines: “
 But think of it. Flies a 747 to Hawaii and back, and then he gets up and gives a speech about global warming. I mean, give me a break,” Trump said.
 
 [42]


	
When Hillary Clinton tried to play the women’s card, Trump called her out because the Clinton Foundation pays male executives 38 percent more than female executives.
 
 [43]





	
 
 When Hillary called Trump sexist, he brought up how she was an “enabler,” alluding to how she participated in the harassment of women Bill had affairs with or raped (as detailed in Roger Stone’s book
 The Clinton’s War on Women
 ).
 
 [44]
 In September 2015, Hillary said to victims of sexual assault: “You have the right to be heard. You have the right to be believed and we're with you.&quot;
 
 [45]
 At a campaign event few months later Hillary was asked whether J
 uanita Broderick, Kathleen Wiley and Paula Jones — who claimed Bill Clinton raped and/or sexually assaulted them — should be believed. Hillary’s response was obviously scripted: “Well, I would say that everybody should be believed at first until they are disbelieved based on evidence.”
 
 [46]
 And then, brilliantly, Trump came out with the ad “Is Hillary really protecting women?” The ad uses voices of some of Bill Clinton’s sexual assault victims, followed by Hillary cackling. It was a subtle video. Their names weren’t mentioned, and it was only 15 seconds long. The ad didn’t need to be specific though — reporters took care of filling in all the details.
 
 [47]
  





Remember that when you’re debating with Leftists, it’s not really a debate. They’re incapable of logic, they don’t actually care about the issue, and all you need to do is trip them up. There’s always some way in which they’re being hypocritical — you only have to find it. 



Watch
 Last Week Tonight with John Oliver
 or
 The Rachel Maddow Show
 and you’ll start to notice deep flaws in the thinking of the radical Left. Read a couple books or watch some videos on logic and debate. Watch Trump, especially his interviews with liberals like George Stephanopoulos and Anderson Cooper. Or his news conference on the $6 million he raised for veterans at Trump Tower, which will go down as one of the biggest attacks on the mainstream media in history.
 
 [48]
 Once you start to pick apart the logical fallacies of the Left, you can use those same tools for almost any topic.



 








Rule No. 5:
 Ridicule is man’s most potent weapon.





Ridicule is subjecting someone “to contemptuous and dismissive language or behavior.” Liberals have been using ridicule for years now, whether it’s trying to paint all Republicans as “rednecks” or making fun of them on
 The Daily Show
 , where the only “news” reported on is mischaracterization of conservatives.



The Right traditionally has been hesitant to ridicule people because we’re too concerned with bourgeois values like “being nice.” The Left knows conservatives have this propensity for decentness, and they turn it against us. They claim to be concerned with people’s feelings, but then attempt to censor people by calling them names like “racist” and “sexist.” They know mainstream conservatives are too nice to hit them back. Let’s hope we take a cue from Trump and start using ridicule more, because it’s truly a powerful weapon.



Democrats wouldn’t have so many votes except people are ridiculed for being conservative, especially the younger generation. Among millennials especially, there are now “liberal rednecks” — basically rural kids who are insecure about their worldliness, who identify as Democrats for no obvious reason than trying to prove they’re not hicks.



Ridicule works on SJWs because words really do hurt them. That’s why on college campuses they demand “safe spaces” free from “mean words.” At Emory University in Atlanta in May 2016, students woke up one morning to find pro-Trump messages written in chalk on sidewalks all over campus. SJWs were so upset that they stormed the office of the president to talk about how they felt unsafe and intimidated. As
 Reason
 noted in its coverage, Trump “represents glorious resistance to the noxious political correctness and censorship that has come to define the modern college experience.” SJWs know it, and they play the victim when others use free speech and try to shut it down.



It’s a rather unfair playing field. SJWs get upset about Republicans writing “Trump 2016” in chalk. Conservatives have to worry that SJWs’ claims that they’re sexist or racist will get them fired. To combat this, conservatives need to do two things simultaneously: shun all claims of “racism,” “sexism,” and “Islamophobia” as ridiculous, and attack the Left with both ridicule and the same words, like “bigoted,” “racist,” and “intolerant.” SJWs use these words because to them, they’re the worst insults imaginable. That’s why it’s good to throw the same words back in their faces. For the virtue signaling, ignorant SJWs, it’s only fear of being labeled sexist or racist that keeps them loyal to the liberal agenda.



SJWs never admit that they only care about the feelings of people on their own side. They’re certainly not calling people “bigots” as a compliment, and they know how horrible these insults can make people feel and the negative impacts it can have on their life. Their goal is to humiliate you and get you to concede, not to be nice to you. SJWs will go out of their way to hurt you, as evidenced by the many people who’ve been fired or let themselves be pushed into resigning due to SJW pressure.



So while SJWs claim to be morally superior, they’re actually the exact opposite. They are mean bullies who verbally abuse those who disagree with them without any remorse. Even Alinsky said, “in war the end justifies almost any means.”
 
 [49]
 The Right needs to realize that the Left has actually declared war on us, and start fighting back.



Another reason conservatives don’t default to ridicule is because we’re logical. When we see someone like Trump called sexist, we know it’s completely illogical, not backed up by any facts, and that it doesn’t fit any definition of sexist that exists outside of the warped mind of an SJW. Conservatives don’t want to call someone a name unless it’s actually true. This is another thing we need to stop. SJWs use ridicule and name-calling because it’s effective, not because it’s a sound argument.



To demoralize SJWs the most, ridicule them in areas that you know are weak spots and will hurt them the most. Obviously you wouldn’t use these words with co-workers you need to have a good relationship with, but for online SJW trolls and those who call you names to your face, those people deserve to be given the same treatment. 



We know most SJWs are insecure about their lack of success, so call them “pathetic” and “losers.” We know SJW women are insecure about their appearance, otherwise they wouldn’t try to banning photos of attractive women in advertisements. Call them “fat” or “ugly,” or say how it’s not surprising they haven’t found a husband yet. When someone can’t answer your questions after starting a debate with you, fall back on names they use — “low education,” “low information” or “redneck.” Ask why should you even waste your time with someone who can’t even answer simple questions. It sounds mean, but if you’re engaging with a Leftist who’s not willing to debate but only call you names, it’s perfectly fair to hit back.



Keep in mind that successful ridicule involves
 devaluing
 the person you’re attacking. If you had a real threat — like a business competitor with a stellar reputation — you might need to show him some respect. But ridicule involves not even taking the other side seriously enough to think they deserve any respect. As Alinsky advised:


“Is should be remembered that you can threaten the enemy and get away with it. You can insult and annoy him, but the one thing that is unforgivable and that is certain to get him to react is to laugh at him. This causes an irrational anger.”
 
 [50]



SJWs are particularly vulnerable to being laughed at and ridiculed since they live in a bubble where everyone agrees with them. Laughing at someone completely devalues him. That’s the outcome ridicule aims at.



Trump uses the tactic of shaking his head of making faces at people. Those tactics are great to use, especially in situations like a family reunion or the office where you don’t want to draw too much attention to your disapproval. 



To affect culture — which ultimately creates policy — the Right has to quit relying solely on reason, and instead use techniques like ridicule that have made the Left so appealing to younger voters. Most young Democrat supporters don’t dislike Trump because they’ve actually thought about his policies. They hate him because the liberal media has created a narrative where being a Democrat is hip and cool, and conservatives are ridiculed as redneck, low-information and low-education. 



Younger members of the Right are already effectively fighting back by ridiculing SJWs. Just go to YouTube and search for “SJWs” or “social justice warriors” and you’ll find a plethora of videos showing civilian journalists and Trump supporters ridiculing liberals for their ridiculous policies and for not being able to provide any data to back up their statements.



Members of the Alt-Right are notorious for making memes out of SJWs. Many SJWs caught on video have now been given names to cause embarrassment. Some of the most famous SJWS are:



	
 
 Trigglypuff: A morbidly obese
 Hampshire
 College student who threw a tantrum during an event hosted by conservatives Milo Yiannopolous,
 Steven Crowder and Christina Hoff Sommers because they were criticizing feminism.
 
 [51]


	
 
 Carl the Cuck and AIDS Skrillex are two SJWs who protested a Trump rally in
 St. Louis, Missouri,
 and made fools of themselves when they clashed with Trump supporters. The YouTube video about
 anti-Trump protesters going berserk went viral, and now their faces are used on memes even months later.
 
 [52]





	
 
 Safe-Space Sally, a middle-aged woman who screamed “You’re a f-cking white man who gets to do whatever he wants to.” Then she added, “Your privilege is not welcome here.”
 
 [53]


	
 
 Chanty Binx (aka Big Red), who screamed at a Christian black man, “You’re being disrespectful by showing up and spewing your Jesus shit at a fucking Pride event!” while wearing a “SLUT” sticker.
 
 [54]


	
 
 Wailing Banshee, who screamed what sounded like “zombies” and threw a trash can ahead of a
 Yiannopolous speech at UCLA.
 
 [55]


	
 
 Big Red’s Husband, a guy who was part of a protest against a Yiannopolous and
 Sommers event at the University of Minnesota where SJWs were chanting “
 They say free speech we say hate speech!&quot;
  The student told the person filming the protestors that he was a misogynist and told him he should “go home and blow your f-cking brains out.” The SJW kept cursing at him and telling him he shouldn’t even exist and should have been aborted.
 
 [56]





If you ever doubt that SJWs hate you and want you dead, just refer back to some of these videos and see how crazy and intolerant they are.



I’m not suggesting you walk up to every feminazi and call them names. Filming them and asking them questions is a great way to make your points. Spreading the video online makes the ridicule more powerful. 



But if someone attacks you one-on-one, ridicule is a good way to hit back twice as hard. I’m opposed to the trend of using overtly racist remarks, whether online or in person. Some think they’re pushing back against PC culture by doing so, but you risk losing supporters while giving the enemy ammunition to use against you. Successful ridicule comes from a place of power and dignity, not from making your side look bad.



It’s also important to mention that SJWs made a fatal flaw in the way they’ve tried to attack their opponents nowadays. They should have listened to Alinsky, who advised his radicals to refrain from using worn-out words like “white racist” and “fascist pig.” But the Left today is so uncreative — probably because these words have worked for decades — that now they know nothing more to call people. Already people have noticed that they’re like the boy who cried “racist” at every little thing until it became meaningless. Because of this the Right has started to counteract these insults of “racist” or “sexist” by completely blowing them off and not even addressing them, or even laughing in the person’s face for saying something so contrived.



If someone calls you sexist, racist, homophobic or Islamophobic for your views, there’s no reason to panic (unless it’s at work). There’s no need to defend yourself. Treat anyone who uses these names as the complete idiot they are.



Ridicule creates anger, nervousness, fear and impulsive lashing out. Take Marco Rubio as an example. A couple weeks before the 2016 Florida primary, Rubio started relentlessly attacking Trump. His rallies sounded more like a comedy routine than a speech. He told multiple jokes in a row, but his timing — combined with the fact that he was doing a poor imitation of Trump’s own strategy of ridicule — may have been the final blow that knocked him out of the race. Rubio was on the defensive when he went after Trump, and it was obvious he was doing it from a place of fear.



In contrast, Trump uses ridicule from a place of strength, not from a place of weakness. When he made comments like “Jeb! is a mess” in the ninth GOP debate, it showed such complete disregard for one of America’s most powerful political families that it worked. Around that time, Trump fought back after Jeb! made some negative comments about Trump to
 CNN's Dana Bash.
  Trump
 told CNN's Wolf Blitzer that Jeb! was “an embarrassment to his family” and pointed out that he “doesn't even use his last name in his ads.”
 Trump added, “
 He's a sad person who has gone absolutely crazy. I mean, this guy is a nervous wreck. I've never seen anything like it.&quot;
 
 [57]



If you’re skeptical about whether ridicule — rightly used — is successful, just look at who won the Republican primary.








Rule No. 6:
 A good tactic is one your people enjoy.





Whatever tactics you decide on, they need to be fun. Obligation are hard enough to keep, and even moreso when they’re boring. Plus, it’s tiresome for leadership to have to continually prod people into action.



This is one reason Leftists hold so many protests. For an SJW, going to a protest is a way to virtue signal, to let everyone they’re a virtuous person without having to actually
 do
 anything. How many Leftists do you know who are sponsoring refugees to live in their own homes, and pledging to pay for everything themselves so the refugees can forego living on the taxpayers’ dime? Probably zero. But Leftists love to attend pro-migrant rallies to agitate for you and me to pay for them. Feeling morally superior without having to do anything is fun for them, especially if they can get on the news holding their “progressive” sign or post photos of themselves on Facebook or Instagram.  



SJWs came out in droves to protest against Trump because it was fun — it was a big party where they could bully people. The only time it became unpleasant — except when they were getting arrested for hitting police horses
 
 [58]
 and pepper sprayed for throwing large rocks at police and their horses
 
 [59]
 — was when journalists and Trump supporters pummeled them with questions they couldn’t answer, making them look like idiots on the few news channels that covered it. But sometimes it’s more fun for SJWs when they do get harassed by the cops. Then they have a story to tell for years about how they were a “victim.”



Conservatives have traditionally been opposed to these types of antics. We’re pretty law-abiding, and we have careers where getting on the news assaulting police officers could be disastrous. So instead of being violent, conservatives have peaceful protests or form conservative think tanks, which are invaluable for their studies but hardly something millennials (or even old folks) get excited about.



Trump has changed this to a large extent. When I went to one of his rallies, despite being about to collapse from standing in line for three hours, it was a blast. We chanted to get protesters kicked out, and afterwards shouted “get a job” and “build that wall” at the anti-Trump crowd who had lined up by the exit. Imagine a White House Correspondents’ Dinner with President Trump — it would be a blast.



Trump has always known the importance of having a good time. “It never stops,” he wrote in
 The Art of the Deal
 , “and I wouldn’t have it any other way. I try to learn from the past, but I plan for the future by focusing exclusively on the present. That’s where the fun is. And if it can’t be fun, what’s the point?”
 
 [60]



This certainly came through in his presidential campaign. Supporters have never enjoyed a candidate as much as Trump. Even with Obama’s massive support in 2008, his campaign was more about grievances and resentment of others than it was about having fun. But in 2015, Trump fans started making videos that are essentially just compilations of Trump’s humor — his imitation of “Little Marco” drinking water, mocking Hillary Clinton’s screeching voice, and poking fun of Rand Paul’s height (“Rand, I’ve had you up to here,” Trump said, holding his hand to indicate Paul only came up to his chest).
 
 [61]



Supporters loved shouting out “Mexico!” when Trump asked, “Who’s going to pay for the wall?” They loved it when Trump asked, “Do we hate the media?” For the first time, conservatives had some cool slogans of their own to chant back at the Left.



They loved chanting Lyin’ Ted (and calling Cruz the name to his face). They even loved the protesters, whether it was to get crazy SJW footage for YouTube compilations or filming them assaulting Trump supporters, proving to the world that the anti-Trump crowd was the most violent.



While we can’t sit around waiting for Trump to come to town to have fun, there’s a lot to be learned from these tactics. Direct engagement with the Left, like holding counter-protests, is more fun than stuffing envelopes. A letter to the editor that uses humor and ridicule is more fun for readers than one listing facts. Starting an absurd campaign and making it look like the Left is behind it is more fun than a serious campaign. Picking a prominent Leftist as a target to focus attacks on is more fun than fighting against “high taxes.” Use your imagination and brainstorm with your core group to determine what’s both fun and within everyone’s comfort zone.








Rule No. 7:
 A tactic that drags on too long becomes a drag.
  





Alinsky wrote: “Man can sustain militant interest in any issue for only a limited time, after which it becomes a ritualistic commitment, like going to church on Sunday mornings.” This is one reason why SJWs switch issues as quickly as they change sexual partners. They don’t want to talk forever about how cafeteria workers at Clemson University dished out tacos while wearing sombreros at the school’s “Maximum Mexican” night (the Senior Associate Vice President of Student Affairs apologized for it after SJW outrage for cultural appropriation).
 
 [62]
 So they have to turn to something else, like how the Oscars are “too white.”
 
 [63]
 And so it goes, following the news cycle, creating a constant stream of offensive excitement for SJWs.



Trump seems to understand this tactic intuitively. He constantly told his supporters:



“We’re going to win so much, you’re going to be so sick and tired of winning. You’re going to come to me and go, ‘Please, please, we can’t win anymore.’ . . .  And I’m going to say ‘I’m sorry, but we’re going to keep winning, winning, winning. We’re going to make America great again.”
 
 [64]



Trump was fortunate to have 17 opponents to take out in the primary. Cycling through Ben Carson (“
 he took the knife and went like this and he plunged it into the belt!”
 ), Little Marco, low-energy Jeb!, Lyin’ Ted Cruz, and 1-for-38 Kasich, it was such a roller-coaster ride of high-energy antics that supporters didn’t have time to get bored. Every week or two another person was eliminated and Trump was onto something new. It was variety and the subject matter never became a drag.  



Changing up tactics has the added benefit of keeping you or your issue in the news cycle. One criticism I have of conservatives is that they don’t know how to have a good time while also getting media coverage (and hence, new supporters). The Right needs to take a clue from the stunts pulled by SJWs and start holding their own fun events (though I’m sure they’ll have a bit more class).



A few people are already doing this successfully. Mark Dice takes to the boardwalks of California to film people signing fake petitions, like one to get Karl Marx on the ticket as Hillary’s vice-president. In many of his YouTube videos he just asks questions like “what is the meaning of Memorial Day?” and numerous people agreed it was to celebrate the Wright brothers. In another video he tried to sell a 100-ounce bar of silver (worth about $1,600 at the time) for $25 and got no takers.
 
 [65]



Conservative activist James O’Keefe has drawn viewers and news coverage with his undercover videos. The most popular was in 2009, when he and
 Hannah Giles, another conservative activist, posed as a prostitute and her boyfriend and made recordings of employees at ACORN (Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now) giving them advice, including how to avoid detection by authorities for tax evasion, prostitution and human smuggling. Donations to ACORN, including federal funds, dropped dramatically, leading to the group’s closure the following year.
 
 [66]
  



Another video by O’Keefe showed NPR executives talking to people they thought had ties to the Muslim Brotherhood who wanted to donate to NPR. A 2012 video showed
 O’Keefe’s associates obtaining ballots for the New Hampshire primary by using the names of deceased voters. In 2014, he dressed up as Osama bin Laden and crossed back-and-forth across the border between the U.S. and Mexico to
 “show that our elected officials were lying to the American people” about border security.
 
 [67]



O’Keefe got his start while a student at Rutgers University, where one video shows a food service employee earnestly taking his complaints about how Lucky Charms was offensive to his Irish Heritage. Another stunt at Rutgers was holding an affirmative action bake sale, at which whites were charged super high prices and blacks got discounts. O’Keefe often turned for inspiration to
 Rules for Radicals
 .
 
 [68]



The anti-consumerist group Adbusters keeps people interested by making fake advertisements, like one featuring the Camel cigarettes’ camel icon as “Joe Chemo” in a hospital bed. They’ve created campaigns like Buy Nothing Day (the day after Christmas, the biggest shopping day of the year, where supporters pledge to buy absolutely nothing) and Buy Nothing Xmas, a series of free Christmas e-cards that encourage people to forgo buying presents at Christmas.



Even standard forms of activism can be fun, so long as they don’t drag on too long. Use this rule when trying to decide how long a Patriot rally should be, such as changing out the two-hour long schedule to be 45 minutes of speakers followed by a potluck. Change up your monthly lecture series by occasionally holding meet-and-greets and activism brainstorm sessions. Standard tactics like making phone calls and writing letters are fine, so long as they don’t go on too long.



If you’re part of an anti-refugee group, switch out your usual flyers with ones featuring cartoon pigs, the dog bans and poisonings throughout Europe,
 
 [69]
 or highlighting the massacre of 12 people that happened after the French newspaper
 Charlie Hebdo
 published cartoons of Muhammad. While talking about national security or refugees’ staggering use of welfare might be all your “official” group can discuss without reprisal, organize some younger members to get more creative and leave your logo off of those flyers and memes.





Rule No. 8:
 Keep the pressure on. Never let up.





SJWs know how to keep the pressure on — probably because most are college students or under-employed adults with plenty of free time for agitation. (Of course, that didn’t stop students at Oberlin College from creating a petition asking the school to ban grades lower than C and to let them talk with a professor rather than write an essay, claiming they spent so much time on activism that their grades were suffering.
 
 [70]
 )



One of the most recent examples of “keeping the pressure on” comes from the University of Missouri. A variety of SJW groups picked Mizzou President Tim Wolfe as their target for supposedly failing to address racist incidents at the school. Apparently someone dropped some cotton balls in front of a Black Culture Center. Then, a gay black
 student who had been elected the student government president said guys in the back of a pick-up truck shouted racial slurs at him while he was walking near the university. This pushed SJWs over the edge and they held two “Racism Lives Here” protests.
 
 [71]



Next, a white student who was drunk walked on stage while members of the Legion of Black Collegians, a black student government organization, were rehearsing for Homecoming. After being asked to leave he used the n-word while walking off. This prompted Chancellor R. Bowen
 Loftin to record a video message about how racism was heinous
 and damaging.
 The group “Concerned Student 1950” was formed later that month, named after the year the first black student was admitted to Mizzou.



A couple weeks later a black student named Jonathan Butler started a hunger strike, vowing not to eat until
 President Wolfe
 resigned. Butler, whose family is worth an estimated $20 million, claimed that the president’s car ran into him. A video from Concerned Student 1950’s own YouTube account showed that it was actually Butler who walked into the car. He was also mad that Obamacare had changed the rules for health insurance, meaning graduate students would now receive less money; but Butler chose to blame it on the university.



A week later, black football players joined the movement, vowing to not practice or play until Wolfe resigned. The school was in danger of receiving a $1 million fine if it forfeited an upcoming game. Wolfe resigned the next day, and Chancellor Loftin announced he’d resign at the end of the year. All told, it took less than two weeks from the start of the hunger strike, and two days after the football boycott, for the two resignations.
 
 [72]



Despite Wolfe’s comments that
 “
 This is not, I repeat not, the way change should come about. Change comes from listening, learning, caring and conversation. We have to respect each other enough to stop yelling at each other and start listening, and quit intimidating each othe
 r
 ” — it was the way change came about at Mizzou.
 
 [73]
 SJWs bullying put two more notches on its belt.



Note that the resignation came before the much-publicized event on Nov. 9, 2015, when several faculty members physically confronted people trying to enter the Carnahan Quad
  that had been declared a “safe space.” And before the same student body president publicized a false claim that KKK members were on campus and the National Guard had been called in. And before a
 Concerned Student 1950
 meeting was held only for “
 black students and students of color,” a move that puzzled many who thought Leftists were fighting against segregation, not for it.



The events at Mizzou — where faculty and students bullied others to get their way — are just oneexample of how Obama constantly praised SJWs during his tenure as president
 .
 “There is clearly a problem at the University of Missouri, and that's not just coming from students. That's coming from some faculty,” he said, adding “I'd rather see them err on the side of activism than being passive.”
 
 [74]



In contrast, Trump commented on the event saying, “
 I think the two people that resigned are weak, ineffective people,&quot; adding, &quot;I think that when they resigned they set something in motion that's going to be a disaster for a long period of time.”
 
 [75]



Trump’s attitude of not giving in is one reason he was able to cinch the Republican nomination even though he was constantly attacked by SJWs, establishment Democrats and even Republicans. They kept the pressure on him to the tune of 64,000 negative ads costing more than $75 million in the primaries alone.
 
 [76]
 Had Trump wavered or apologized for something he said, it would have shown enough weakness for his enemies to sense a possible defeat and jump back in with renewed strength. Instead, he flippantly wrote off attacks — like saying they were from the “failing”
 New York Times
 — and hit back twice as hard. Just as your opponents will keep the pressure on you, you must do the same back to them.



Trump’s Republican opponents didn’t follow that line, and one by one they finally folded. Ted Cruz tried to fight back against his “Lyin’ Ted” moniker by christening Trump “Sleazy Donald.” He only said it a couple of times before abandoning the tactic. Perhaps if he’d come up with a better name and kept the pressure on, he could have held out against Trump a bit longer.



Keeping the pressure on also involves trying out new tactics, seeing what works, and sticking to that. The key is to attack again before the enemy has a chance to recover from the first blow. This also ensures that even if one strategy is a flop, you can be back in a couple days trying something new. This happens to Trump too, for example, when he called for a boycott of Apple products that went nowhere. It wasn’t a big deal because he was already onto something new. Keeping the pressure on is a matter of commitment, as well as constant attack, constant offense.








Rule No. 9:
 The threat is usually more terrifying than the thing itself.





This rule describes how by simply threatening an action, your opponents’ imaginations will run wild with ideas of how disastrous it will be. They may even give in without you actually having to go through with it. A threat can cause an organization to waste huge amounts of resources preparing for an event that never materializes, or the threat itself could be demoralizing.



We saw in the Mizzou example that the chancellor and president both resigned just two days after the football players threatened to boycott their games. No doubt the imagination of school officials ran wild with lost money and endorsements. Who knows what would have happened if, instead of resigning the next day, the president had immediately suspended the athletes until they stopped the boycott. The counter-threat could have been intimidating enough to get them to play.



The president and chancellor probably thought the threat was so ominous that their only option was to resign to save the school. To prove that giving into bullying tactics makes a bad situation worse, their refusal to stand up against the threats probably hurt the school:
 Heat Street
  
 and
  
 National Review
 reviewed 7,400 emails the school had received, revealing a loss of support from donors, alumni and sports fans.
 
 [77]
 After the protests, donations to the athletic department were down 68.7 percent from the previous year ($191,000 in December 2015 compared to $685,000 in December 2014). Also in December, new pledges and donations fell $6 million for that month alone.
 
 [78]
 And just six months after the controversies, it was reported that Mizzou freshman enrollment was down 25 percent, representing a $32 million funding gap that caused four dormitories to close. Mizzou even lost
 football coach Gary Pinkel, who said he supported his players’ boycott and claimed his resignation (just five days after he Tweeted his support) was due to his recent diagnosis of lymphoma.
 
 [79]
 Based on these numbers, and the many parents vowing to never send their kids to Mizzou, it certainly seems to be case where the threat was more terrifying than the thing itself.



We see these kinds of threats in action all the time with SJWs. They’ve created a society — that’s thankfully now crumbling away — where the mere accusation of being “sexist” or “homophobe” causes people to worry their life is about to be ruined. If you stand your ground rather than running away, often you can overcome the charge. It’s typically the people who give in, apologize and grovel for SJWs’ approval who end up the worst. They resign or get fired, and their fear becomes a self-fulfilling prophecy.



We saw Trump masterfully handle this at the beginning of his campaign in 2015. The day he announced he was running for president, Trump said in his speech that some of the illegal immigrants from Mexico were bringing drugs and crime, some were rapists, and some were good people, adding, “I speak to border guards and they’re telling us what we’re getting.” His citation of border guards never seemed to make the mainstream media reports, and the Left twisted Trump’s words to “all Mexicans are rapists.”



After his speech, Media Matters executive Angelo Carusone started a petition on MoveOn.org calling for Macy’s to stop selling Trump’s products. Soon after, Macy’s caved and announced it was phasing out the Donald J. Trump Signature Collection, which it had sold for 11 years. In a statement, Macy’s said: “We are disappointed and distressed by recent remarks about immigrants from Mexico. We do not believe the disparaging characterizations portray an accurate picture of the many Mexicans, Mexican Americans and Latinos who have made so many valuable contributions to the success of our nation.”
 
 [80]
 As you can see, even Macy’s fell for the twisting of Trump’s words from “some illegals” to “all Mexicans.”



This was on July 1, 2015, just a few weeks into Trump’s campaign. Already,
 Univision Communications Inc.
 had announced it would cancel its telecast of the Miss USA pageant. And in June, NBC had said it would no longer air the Miss USA and Miss Universe pageants.
 
 [81]
 (
 The 2016 Miss USA was later picked up by Fox.
 ) A few months later, Trump announced he had purchased NBC Universal’s half of The Miss Universe Organization
 , just days before he sold it
 to the talent agency WME-IMG
 .
 
 [82]
 My guess that he made good deal.



Trump never once apologized for his comments. To do so would have been disastrous because it would have cast him weak and wavering. Instead, he doubled down, posting a letter on Facebook (of all places) that read in part:


“I have always said that if you are successful, it is very hard to run for office, especially the office of President. I have also continually stated that I am not beholden to anyone and this includes NBC and Macy’s. Clearly, NBC and Macy’s support illegal immigration, which is totally detrimental to the fabric of our once great country. Both Macy’s and NBC totally caved at the first sight of potential difficulty with special interest groups who are nothing more than professional agitators, who are not looking out for the people they purport to represent, but only for themselves. It is people like this that are actually running our country because our leaders are weak and ineffective.



“If elected, I will greatly strengthen our border, making it impenetrable, putting a stop to illegal immigration once and for all. I will bring jobs back to the United States--- I will Make America Great Again!”
 
 [83]



This is a great model to follow. Instead of apologizing or explaining, Trump went on the attack, saying Macy’s and NBC support illegal immigration and cave to special interest groups.



As a testament to not giving in or apologizing, Trump’s poll numbers just got higher. I’m sure Macy’s wishes it still sold Trump’s menswear line and that NBC wishes it still had the Miss USA and Miss Universe pageants. It really was a case where their threats were “more terrifying than the thing itself,” and Trump seemed to understand that.



It’s a philosophy that seems to guide his life.
 “I fully think apologizing’s a great thing, but you have to be wrong,” Trump said in September 2015. He added, “
 I will absolutely apologize sometime in the hopefully distant future if I'm ever wrong.&quot;
 
 [84]
 Of course, you want to apologize if you’ve actually done something wrong. But the type of apologies SJWs demand are for ridiculous things like having an opinion that’s not sanctioned by the mainstream media. Never show weakness by apologizing for that. An added benefit is that your hardline stance will freak out SJWs, who don’t understand that there are Americans who won’t back down to them. It’s completely demoralizing to them.



The same thing applies when people threaten you. Perhaps your boss calls for you to resign or apologize for something you posted online. You have more power if you don’t give into pressure. Vox Day gives great advice in
 SJWs Always Lie
 : Insist on a written complaint signed by the person who made it. Say you won’t take the complaint seriously until then. And whatever you do, don’t resign. It can be hard to fire someone, and your company will pressure you to resign instead.
 
 [85]
 This gives you two possible ways out of the situation — the person making the complaint will likely want to stay anonymous, and your company may run into trouble if they try to fire you for spurious reasons.



Making a threat can be harder, since ideally you’d have the numbers to follow through with it. Having one of your supporters leak the threat to the local news is a great way to get publicity. They’ll need to send cryptic emails asking for anonymity, refuse to give their phone numbers, or say in a panicked voice that they don’t consent to be recorded to make it sound legit. You can always pretend the plan was cancelled only after it was exposed. Then you could make the media look like fools by saying it was just a game all along, to expose how they lie and don’t bother checking their sources.



Although SJWs resort to illegal tactics, like calling in bomb threats, there’s no reason to go that far and risk going to jail or being investigated as a potential terrorist. Simply threatening to vote for the Democrat might make a Republican running for local office fall back in line. Threats of boycotts can work the same way.








Rule No. 10:
 The major premise for tactics is the development of operations that will maintain a constant pressure upon the opposition.





Without constant pressure, your attack will be just a blip on your opponent’s radar. Alinsky said it takes “unceasing pressure” to garner reactions essential to the success of your campaign.



In other words, the whole reason to develop a tactic and act on it is to constantly apply pressure to your opposition. Note how this says nothing about picking the most logical target or the most common-sense issue to protest. It’s all about the most effective strategy, developed with the end in mind. Too often, people get hung up on the issue itself, rather than thinking about the long-term change they hope to create.



SJWs don’t think long-term enough to understand this. But despite many college-age SJWs not thinking big picture, their tactics work because of their impulsive, illogical thinking. Take, for example, the controversy at Yale University in October 2015, which didn’t appear to be planned but now is influencing Halloween policies at schools across the nation. It started when
 the International Affairs Committee sent an email warning students against “cultural appropriation” — such as wearing a costume with a headdress or turban. Specifically, it called for students to be sensitive to Native American/Indigenous people, socio-economic strata, Asians, Hispanics/Latinos, women, Muslims and a vague “etc.” category.
 
 [86]
 Notice that white men and Christians aren’t included.



In response,
 Erika Christakis
 sent an
 email to students in Silliman College where she and her husband,
 Nicholas, were
 faculty masters. Part of their job description was to
 help “foster and shap[e] the social, cultural, and educational life and character of the college.”
 
 [87]
 Her email read:


“
 As a former preschool teacher, for example, it is hard for me to give credence to a claim that there is something objectionably ‘appropriative’ about a blonde-haired child’s wanting to be Mulan for a day. Pretend play is the foundation of most cognitive tasks, and it seems to me that we want to be in the business of encouraging the exercise of imagination, not constraining it. I suppose we could agree that there is a difference between fantasizing about an individual character vs. appropriating a culture, wholesale, the latter of which could be seen as (tacky) (offensive) (jejeune) (hurtful), take your pick. But, then, I wonder what is the statute of limitations on dreaming of dressing as Tiana the Frog Princess if you aren’t a black girl from New Orleans? Is it okay if you are eight, but not 18? I don’t know the answer to these questions; they seem unanswerable. Or at the least, they put us on slippery terrain that I, for one, prefer not to cross.



She noted that no one on campus was concerned about offending religious people by wearing skimpy costumes, adding:


“
 I wonder, and I am not trying to be provocative: Is there no room anymore for a child or young person to be a little bit obnoxious… a little bit inappropriate or provocative or, yes, offensive? American universities were once a safe space not only for maturation but also for a certain regressive, or even transgressive, experience; increasingly, it seems, they have become places of censure and prohibition.”
  



And finally, she put another nail in her coffin by suggesting that students just look away if someone wears a costume they don’t like:


“Nicholas says, if you don’t like a costume someone is wearing, look away, or tell them you are offended. Talk to each other. Free speech and the ability to tolerate offense are the hallmarks of a free and open society.”
 
 [88]



Soon after, Yale University’s William F. Buckley, Jr. Program held a forum about the future of free speech. A protester interrupted the meeting, and leading
 speaker Greg Lukianoff commented: “Looking at the reaction to Erika Christakis’ email, you would have thought someone wiped out an entire Indian village.” His remark got even more SJWs lining up outside to protest for nearly two hours.
 When Buckley Program President
 Zachary Young offered the protesters some cookies to be nice, he was called a “white colonizer” and told he should stick around to be “educated.” Attendees were called “traitors” and “racists” and at least one was spit upon.
 
 [89]



Then SJWs gathered in front of Yale’s main library to draw in chalk (appropriate for their toddler mentality) about how Yale is inhospitable to black students, especially black women. Nicholas defended his wife’s email, and a week later he was confronted by a black student,
 Jerelyn Luther, who demanded he step down from his post as faculty master. The video of her screaming in his face and calling him “disgusting” went viral and showed the world the deep intolerance of SJWs.
 
 [90]



In December 2015, Yale issued a statement saying Erika was resigning from her teaching position at Yale.
 
 [91]
 And in May 2016, almost seven months after the controversial email, Nicholas
 announced he was resigning from his role as the Head of Silliman College.
 
 [92]



As Erika alluded to in her initial email, even preschoolers understand the playfulness of Halloween more than these SJWs. Yet, due to the variety of operations and pressures in the Yale Halloween scandal, both Erika and
 Nicholas folded on their own, without needing to be fired.



Resigning and apologizing makes SJWs feel they have a precedent for this type of behavior and that future attempts to push for more extreme measures will be successful. Since mob rule won out at
 Yale, there have been even further restrictions on freedom of expression.
 For example, in addition to demanding that whites not wear costumes from other cultures due to “cultural appropriation,” SJWs now demand that European-Americans not wear costumes from their own culture, such as Viking costumes. Meanwhile, the University of Pennsylvania announced it was changing the title of its “faculty masters” to “faculty directors”
 
 [93]
 and Harvard announced that its “House masters” would be called “Faculty Deans.”
 
 [94]



Alinsky said
 “the action is in the reaction.” When people cave like this, that’s exactly what SJWs want. Compare this to when
 Hillary supporter George Stephanopoulos (he gave $75,000 to the Clinton Foundation
 
 [95]
 ) asked Trump about people comparing him to Hitler for suggesting a temporary ban on Muslim immigration. Trump wasn’t fazed and he didn’t apologize or try to backtrack. “What I am doing is no different than what FDR did,” Trump said. “This is a president who is highly respected by all . . . he’s one of the most highly respected presidents . . . They named highways after him.”
 
 [96]



Conservatives must learn to keep the pressure on, and to not give in when pressure is put on them.








Rule No. 11: If you push a negative hard and enough, it will push through and become a positive.





Alinsky said this rule is based on the fact that every positive has its negative, but even with that explanation it’s still enigmatic. He cites Mahatma Gandhi’s passive resistance as an example. Gandhi, and later Martin Luther King, Jr., used passivity — seen as a “negative” since protesters generally used force — and turned it into a positive that was successful. Alinsky cites an example of when his office was burglarized and the only records taken were those related to a corporation he was organizing against. Combined with a death threat against him, Alinsky was able to use this “negative” to gain sympathy and outrage. 



Whenever I see Leftist protesters do things like use vehicles to block the road so supporters can’t get to a Trump rally, chain themselves to those cars or smash windows of police cars — all which happened during the 2016 presidential race — I’m glad to see them arrested. But getting arrested is simply part of their plan. Alinsky outlined three ways time in jail can help a Leftist cause:


1) it builds up the conflict between the two groups: Haves and Have-Nots in Alinksky’s case, or the rich and the 99% in Occupy Wall Street, blacks and the police in the Black Lives Matter movement, or women and men in the third-wave feminism;


2) it surrounds leaders who are jailed with an aura of martyrdom;


3) it helps the leaders be seen as just one of the people.



Of course, conflict also stirs up feelings of injustice, which will lead more people to act. Alinsky credits the free time he had while in jail for giving him so much time to think that he conceptualized his first publication.



SJWs use this by purposefully doing things that will get them into trouble and then playing the victim. It happened when a young female protester at a Trump rally in Wisconsin tried to punch a male Trump supporter after accusing him of groping her. Another person shot pepper spray in her face — a legitimate use since people are allowed to use self-defense on behalf of others.
 
 [97]
 But the mainstream, liberal media reported only the pepper spraying, not the fact that the woman had brought it on herself by assaulting someone. The completely misleading
 USA Today
 headline for the story read: “Teen girl pepper-sprayed in fight outside Trump rally.”
 
 [98]
 The teen girl
 was recommended for disorderly conduct charges, according to police, and the man was completely cleared of any groping allegations after police reviewed numerous videos and interviewed witnesses.
 
 [99]



SJWs have been using this tactic aggressively ever since Black Lives Matter got started. But playing the victim after being violent has started to backfire. After Black Lives Matter riots in Ferguson, Missouri, people started to view the protesters as street thugs rather than victims. Instead of a negative (i.e., the shooting of a black man by police) being turned into a positive, a negative was turned into even more of a negative.



Then the Blue Lives Matter movement was formed as a way for conservatives (and others) to show support to the police. People who didn’t even like the police much — libertarian anti-statists, for example — started to sympathize with the cops after seeing so much violence from Black Lives Matter supporters. Further hurting BLM’s cause, people started researching statistics about African-Americans being killed by police — and found that more whites are killed each year by police than blacks, and that police are actually more reluctant to kill blacks than whites.
 
 [100]
 Instead of being a sympathetic underdog, the Black Lives Matter group pushed too far and instead was rightly viewed as the cause of much of the violence and racial discord that was spreading throughout the country. People started saying the movement could lead to Trump winning the presidency.



Trump supporters used anti-Trump riots at rallies to effectively brand SJWs as the ones responsible for the attacks. At nearly every rally, there were new reports and videos showing protesters as the ones causing violence. At a
 rally in San Jose, California, the anti-Trump crowd did the following. Remember, this is just from one rally:



	
 
 Protesters set a red Make America Great Again hat on fire (while holding a “We Need Socialism” sign).


	
 
 Men cornered a woman wearing a Trump T-shirt and threw eggs and other food in her face, after which they celebrated by waving Mexican flags.
 
 [101]


	
 
 They burned an American flag.


	
 
 They tore up Trump signs and left them on the ground.


	
 
 Protesters waving Mexican flags surrounded a car stopped in traffic and jumped on top of it, including one young man holding a Mexican flag. 


	
 
 They went into the parking garage, surrounded cars trying to leave the rally and blocked their way.
 
 [102]


	
 
 A police officer was assaulted.


	
 
 Some victims were left bleeding on the ground.
 
 [103]





	
 
 A man chased and tackled a young white male Trump supporter. A Muslim man on Twitter later claimed to be the man in the video. A video released later shows the Trump supporter speaking calmly before he was attacked. The same Muslim man was photographed jumping on the roof of a car.


	
 
 Trump hats were stolen off people’s heads.


	
 
 A dozen or more Trump supporters were punched.
 
 [104]





As Trump said the next day, “Last night in San Jose we had an amazing, packed crowd. It was a love fest inside, no problems whatsoever.” After the rally, however, “they get accosted by a bunch of thugs burning the American flag . . . And you know what they are, they’re thugs.”
 
 [105]



Meanwhile, Democrats started to worry that violence from anti-Trump crowd, just like the violence from Black Lives Matter, was actually helping Trump get elected. An article from the Left-wing
 Daily Beast
 read, “
 Americans admire protest movements and civil disobedience, but they draw the line at violence, so harassing and beating up Trump supporters could do him a lot of good.”
 
 [106]
 Just like Alinsky said, a
 negative pushed hard enough, will become a positive.








Rule No. 12: The price of a successful attack is a constructive alternative.





This rules means not letting the enemy score points because you’re caught without a solution to a problem. Let’s say your protest garners attention, leading the town council to invite you as a panelist at a community forum. You’d better have a well-thought-out, practical strategy ready to present, and know what you’ll compromise on to still consider it successful.



Alinsky made a distinction between “realistic radicals” and “rhetorical radicals.” He had little use for the latter, whom he also called “suicidal” radicals. A rhetorical radical is someone so idealistic that they have no hope of effecting change. Although their supporters would deny it, the platforms of Bernie Sanders and the Green Party fall into this category. Alinsky wanted Leftists to work within the system, where change is possible, rather than just bucking the system. In
 Rules for Radicals
 he wrote:


“
 The Revolutionary force today . . . are reminiscent of the idealistic early Christians, yet they also urge violence and cry, ‘Burn the system down!’ They have no illusions about the system, but plenty of illusions about the way to change our world. It is to this point that I have written this book.”



Alinsky cautioned his readers against isolating too many people, and suggested that Left-wing radicals form alliances with “blue collar” and “hard hat” workers even if they had to compromise a little. “If we fail to communicate with them, if we don’t encourage them to form alliances with us,” he wrote, “they will move to the right.”



For the Left, it’s too late to heed those words now, especially since Bernie pushed Hillary even more to the Left. After seven years of Obamacare and SJW antics, Trump was able to bring those very working and middle class voters over to his side. Working class white Democrats — who had voted for Obama with the same zeal as college students and African-Americans — even started switching to the Republican Party. In Pennsylvania alone, more than 60,000 Democrats switched to the Republican Party ahead of the primaries.
 
 [107]
 It’s not surprising given sky-rocketing health insurance costs and poor jobs reports combined with being constantly attacked for having “white privilege.”



When Bernie and Trump came on the presidential playing field, Trump tapped into the deep-seated anger that people had over SJW shenanigans, violence against police, the mistreatment of veterans, gun rights and the dangers of radical Islam, especially with refugees entering the United States. The Left thought they could win on an SJW platform — amnesty, refugees, sexism, racism, gay marriage and welfare — but instead they isolated moderates.



The radical Left also failed by not having a clear solution to any problems. The Green Party’s platform is a great example since it reads like a list of demands issued by a kidnapper, with zero solutions for how to pay for everything. The Green Party wants equal representation of women in Congress, a universal basic income, reparations for slavery, compensation to Hawaiians, access to sex reassignment surgery, to revoke the Congressional charter of the Boy Scouts, free college tuition, forgiveness of all student loans, elimination of military programs like JROTC in schools, better condoms, flexible working schedules, pensions for all workers, day care at every workplace, the release of all prisoners “too old” to be a threat, gun control, permanent border passes for every citizen of Mexico and Canada, dismantling of existing border walls with Mexico, rent control, a reduced-hour work week, and a minimum of one month per year of vacation for everyone.



In addition, the Green Party says people have the right to “food, housing,
 medical care, jobs that pay a living wage, education, and support in times of hardship.” They also want free comprehensive lifetime benefits for “dental, vision, mental health care, substance abuse treatment, medication coverage, and hospice and long-term care.”
 
 [108]
 Bernie’s platform was almost as extreme but offered a couple ideas for how to pay for such programs, ideas that were derided as unfeasible even by liberal economists. This is why so many people wondered why Bernie had any support at all, since there was almost no chance he’d be able to push through any his policies.



Alinsky explained that you have to be willing to make compromises to get some of what you want. By far, the best book I’ve read on this is
 The Art of the Deal
 . On the first page Trump says, “Deals are my art form.” He writes about how he loves complicated deals, and details tactics like using leverage and dealing from a position of strength. Even Trump knows that you have to be willing to compromise: “
 As hard as I push, in the end I’m practical. If it took making some compromises to get the project moving forward, and the result didn’t undermine the project’s economic viability, I was prepared to make the changes.”
 
 [109]



Be prepared to make small concessions to get the solution. You can lose a few battles but still win the war.
 As the phrase popularized by Voltaire goes, “The perfect is the enemy of the good.”








Rule No. 13: Pick the target, freeze it, personalize it, and polarize it. 





SJWs have started to use this tactic a lot the past few years. They pick a person and attack them relentlessly, with the ultimate goal of getting them fired. It’s sad but true, that the reason SJWs go after people is because individuals are more likely to crumble under pressure than institutions.



One of the most famous examples is Brendan Eich, co-founder of the Mozilla Corp., which developed the Firefox web browser. Eich was promoted to Mozilla’s CEO in March 2014. Then his critics discovered he had
 donated $1,000 to California Proposition 8, a ballot initiative to ban gay marriage in the state. They were able to rally gay rights activists
  to harass Eich on Twitter and organized a boycott of the Firefox browser. Just ten days after he was appointed CEO, Eich resigned from the company, issuing a statement on his blog that “
 under the present circumstances, I cannot be an effective leader.”
 
 [110]



It seems like things worked out OK for Eich personally. He was making $779,000 a year when he was Mozilla’s CTO, and he’s already founded a new company.
 
 [111]
 But across America, everyday people have started to fear the wrath of SJWs and how they’ll try to ruin their lives. For those of us who haven’t been making near-seven-figure salaries, that’s a very scary thought. It’s even worse in Europe, where people are being arrested for “promoting hatred.”
 
 [112]



For example, the Dutch Far-Right politician
 Geert Wilders, founder and leader of the
 Dutch Party for Freedom,
 is on trial
 in the Netherlands (again) for allegedly inciting hatred against Moroccans in the country. His sin was referring to them as “scum” on TV and for — when people chanted they wanted “Fewer!” Moroccans in the country — replying, “We'll take care of that.” Wilders was acquitted in a 2011 case, brought about after he equated the Koran with
 Adolf Hitler's
 Mein Kampf
 , said Muslim criminals should be deported, and called for a “towel-head” tax. The judge only let him off because his comments targeted a religion rather than a race.
 
 [113]



French Far-Right leader Marine Le Pen, the head of the National Front party, was acquitted of charges of inciting religious hatred against Muslims.
  The alleged crime?
 Comparing Muslims praying in the street to the German occupation of France during World War II.
 
 [114]



There are countless examples of others who have been targeted in the same manner, many who are not politicians and have few resources to defend themselves. SJWs hope the draconian rules against free speech in Europe will soon come to the U.S. Even U.S. Attorney General Loretta Lynch, while speaking at a Muslim Advocate’s dinner a day after the terrorist attack in San Bernardino, California, vowed to prosecute anti-Muslim speech. “When we talk about the First amendment we [must] make it clear that actions predicated on violent talk are not American,” she said. “They are not who we are, they are not what we do, and they will be prosecuted.” In the same speech she said her “greatest fear” was not terrorist attacks, or any number of violent crimes a sane person would be most fearful of, but the “incredibly disturbing rise of anti-Muslim rhetoric.”
 
 [115]



At
 Claremont McKenna College (CMC) in Claremont, California, Assistant Vice President and Dean of Students Mary Spellman was made a target by SJWs. Back in April 2015, a group of self-described “students of color” sent a list of demands to the college’s president, Hiram E.
  Chodosh
 . These included a
 Diversity Chair, institutional funding for multicultural clubs, a resource center for students of color, greater diversity in faculty and staff, a mentoring program for first-year students of color, yearly sensitivity trainings on Islamophobia, mandatory and periodic racial sensitivity trainings for all professors, improved diversity in speakers, and annual surveys on the climate of race and ethnicity at CMC.
 
 [116]



Nothing happened with their list of demands. But then in October 2015, a female student named
 Lisette Espinosa wrote an op-ed in a student newspaper, detailing how once she entered college she realized she had been taught to be ashamed of her working class, Mexican immigrant family. She talked about how her family and community were “dehumanized” and didn’t get the “respect they deserved” in society. Remember, these are all things completely unrelated to the school. She said felt her family would fit in better with the working class staff at CMC, where tuition costs more than $49,000 a year,
 
 [117]
 as if her feelings are somehow the college’s fault. She said she felt like she “was admitted to fill a racial quota.” She referred to the school as being “predominantly-white” even though the school’s fact sheet says it’s only 42 percent white.
 
 [118]
 Espinosa also said she was “a proud Chicana.”
 
 [119]



Espinosa emailed her op-ed to
 Dean Spellman, who replied:


“Lisette –


Thank you for writing and sharing this article with me. We have a lot to do as a college and community. Would you be willing to talk with me sometime about these issues? They are important to me and the DOS staff and
 we are working on how we can better serve students, especially those
  who don’t fit our CMC mold.


I would love to talk with you more.


Best,


Dean Spellman”
 
 [120]



So did
 Espinosa take the dean up on her offer to meet and talk about her concerns? Were students of color happy that she admitted there was work to be done and wanted to hear more about their issues? Not a chance. What Espinosa did, however, was take a screenshot of the email and circulated it among her peers. The “controversial email” led to calls for Dean Spellman’s resignation and two students went on a hunger strike. Spellman apologized multiple times for her poor choice of words about students who don’t fit the “CMC mold,” which for all we know based on Espinosa’s op-ed, could have been referring to income rather than race.



Meanwhile, two white girls posted a Halloween photo in which they were wearing sombreros, causing further outrage. Finally, Spellman resigned and the school issued a list of diversity initiatives it would start. The junior class president also resigned — she was in the sombrero photo, but her costume was as a back-up dancer for pop star Justin Bieber’s video “Sorry.” Apparently the “Sorry” sign she was holding (mimicking the dancers in the music video) was somehow offensive too. As commenters on one article noted, the whole charade read like something from the humor news site
 The Onion
 .
 
 [121]



A horrific example of an everyday person who was targeted by SJWs was college student Ashley Rae Goldenberg, who uses the blogging site Tumblr under the screen name “CommunismKills.”
 
 [122]
 After the shooting of Michael Brown in Ferguson, Missouri, she posted a limerick about the shooting and subsequent riots: “There once was a thug named Brown / Who bum-rushed a cop with a frown / Six bullets later / He met his creator / Then his homies burnt down the town.” In response, two SJWs bloggers posted her name and address online and encouraged people to burn down her house.
 
 [123]



In Internet slang this is called doxxing — publicly publishing a person’s real name, address, phone number, perhaps even their place of work and boss’ phone number so SJW comrades can call to demand the person be fired. In Ashley’s case, the doxxers also posted her parents’ home address, her phone number, her Facebook page (meaning people had access to the photos and personal information on the account), her mother’s Facebook page, her work information, her mother’s work information, and Ashley’s school information. SJWs sent her death threats, threatened to murder her, and contacted her university to try to get her expelled. Others called for her mother to be raped, burned, tortured or murdered.
 
 [124]



All of this was done by people who claim to be motivated by “social justice” and “progress.”



Notice that in most of these examples it wasn’t organizations that were targeted, but specific people. Targeting a person is best, because then they can be polarized, which involves isolating the target. When someone is accused of “racism” or “transphobia,” for example, most of their colleagues become so fearful for their own jobs that they won’t stick up for them. When you isolate someone from all sympathetic sources it also serves to further demoralize them. And when others see the target will not be a person rather than an organization, people become scared into silence. This tactic not only silences the target but discourages others from speaking out in the future.



Polarization can also be used effectively with a group. Alinsky gives an example involving boycotting businesses. He says don’t try to organize a boycott of all downtown shops for Christmas shopping (who would actually follow through with that?). Instead, simply picket in front of one. People will avoid it and spend their money elsewhere. Then the boycotted store will work to rally all of the other shop owners to give in to the Leftists’ demands.








Conclusion: The Left Is Losing — Keep Fighting





You’ve now seen a lot of examples of SJWs and their tactics of intimidation and persecution. Actions like these are the reason so many people are now convinced the radical Leftists are actual fascists who want to silence — and even kill — those who stray from the party line. Currently in communist China, the Internet and television are censored by the government. If SJWs had complete control, they’d do the same thing. When Adolf Hitler was in charge of Germany, the Nazi Party took control of the newspapers, radio and film industry. Jazz music and music by Jewish composers was banned. Telling jokes about Hitler could land you in a concentration camp.
 
 [125]



The Left has already started its program of radical censorship. For example, a high school teacher in Washington state called for Mark Twain’s
 Adventures of Huckleberry Finn
  to be banned for using the n-word. A 2011 edition of the book replaced the word with “slave,” which makes no sense because Jim was no longer in captivity. The new edition also removed the word “Injun.” Judy Blume’s
 Blubber
  
 was banned in Montgomery County, Maryland, for “lack of moral tone.”
 
 [126]
 In Toronto, a patron at the public library tried to get the Dr. Seuss book
 Hop on Pop
 banned because it “
 encourages children to use violence against their fathers.” Also in Canada, in Vancouver the Dr. Seuss book
 If I Ran the Zoo
 was banned from use at storytime and from being promoted in reading lists due to its description of Asians as having “eyes at a slant.”
 
 [127]
 In the summer of 2015, during calls to remove the Confederate flag and Confederate memorials, people started calling for
 Gone with the Wind
 to be banned. Shortly after that, the film became the No. 1 selling Blue-ray feature film on Amazon’s U.S. website.
 
 [128]



Unless Trump is elected, the U.S. will turn into a country where it’s illegal to share a negative about anyone that’s on the Left. Conservatives, and especially Christians, will be political prisoners in the country they founded, once the freest country in the world.



The Greek philosopher Plato, in his book on the perfect state, said, “
 One of the penalties for refusing to participate in politics, is that you end up being governed by your inferiors.” We need honest and smart thinkers to enter the political and social arenas. Future generations (and our own retirement years) will be doomed if more smart, rational don’t get involved.



But always remember that SJWs consider you the enemy. If you end up as their target, they’ll try to get you fired or destroy your business. On social media SJWs actually call for the assassination of people they dislike. Don’t allow your faith in the goodness of humanity to convince you they don’t want you dead as well. They even talk about how great America will be once the Baby Boomers die.



SJWs are completely ruthless, and you must deal with them as enemies. They’ve already declared war on us. They’ll show no mercy toward you, and if given the opportunity you must return the fight.








Epilogue: Why Do You Hate SJWs?





The following rant against SJWs was posted by an anonymous commenter to a “Campaign for Social Justice” message board. An SJW asked,
 “What is wrong with social justice warriors? What do you have against us? We are fighting to end hate, to unite as one and love each other. We are fighting to be treated right without discrimination and for everyone to have equal opportunities. So why? Why do you hate us? Why do you want us out? I don’t understand.”



The anonymous reply perfectly sums up the twisted logic and bullying nature of SJWs. Read it and weep for its accuracy. Then go out and work to save your country before SJW idiots take over.



Bullshit. You have no quantifiable metrics for injustice, so you have no victory conditions (for a very simplified example, when blacks hold X% of all engineering jobs and are only Y% of all prisoners, racism is ended). That would be fine by itself, but you believe in fighting injustice with injustice (gays have historically been denied gay marriage? let’s get random CEOs fired for opinions they held six years ago). You don’t seek converts, you seek to punish and bully – straight white males who disagree with you must be purged and publicly humiliated. Even the jihadists will spare you if you convert; no apology or future correction will satisfy a SJW.



I could forgive that too if you weren’t all hypocrites and liars. Your treatment of women and minority dissenters is appalling; if they don’t want you acting on their behalf, that’s their choice, not “internalized patriarchy” or whatever. You rob them of moral agency. When called out for these behaviors (as you always insist on calling out others), you lie. You strawman your opponents (criticized a woman? misogynist!), you group them with the worst (you’re a gamer? you’re as bad as the anonymous rape threateners!) and when confronted with your own flaws, you restate them less threateningly (motte and bailey argument). You phrase all arguments as kafkatraps (disagreeing with your assertion that we are evil is taken as proof that we’re evil). You publish manipulated and misleading statistics, then lambast anyone who questions them.



You insist on vigilante justice against random acts of the week for your two-minutes hate. Why is it the NFL’s business to punish domestic violence? And, if it is their business, why isn’t Hope Solo receiving the same attention from your side?



Then you claim to be arguing for equality, but you’ve taken the idea of racism (hatred based on skin color is bad) and replaced it with a new concept where only one race can be guilty of racism. You excuse racial prejudice and hatred based on what I’ve already explained are arbitrary, unmeasured states of being. Your solution for the unequal treatment of whites and blacks is to hold whites to a higher standard. Your side lobbied the FBI to redefine rape so more women victims would be counted, but also so that “made to penetrate” does not count, leaving male victims in the cold. Because male privilege, apparently.



Historically ignorant SJWs think whites hold collective guilt for the awful things our ancestors have done. But they don’t care about the unspeakable atrocities by other races. The only difference between whites and others was that whites had the social and technological prowess to do evil efficiently; Africans, Asians, Indians, and everyone else practiced genocide and slavery, they were just less adept at doing it right. Given the means, they would have done the same. But nope, only whites are guilty; Arab oppression of blacks and caucasians never happened, not to us, nope.



I’ve been lucky enough to grow up in America, so this shit is new to me. But I’m descended from puritans, and I know my history; I know how they treated dissent. I also know how commies treated dissent; I grew up next door to a grizzled old Russian who barely avoided the gulag by smuggling himself out of the country. I know what you petty tyrants have turned into every time you gained enough power.



Worst of all, you turn the very principles of freedom against us. We tolerate you because we believe in free speech and civil discourse, not bullying and violence. But that means we have to watch you advocate against that very freedom. We don’t believe in ruining a stranger’s professional life over an opinion, but that means that we can’t punish your actions.



We believe that the rightness of our actions should speak for itself. You believe in bullying, even as you claim to love the oppressed.



Funny how the evil and all-powerful patriarchy has seen fit to act according to SJW whims for all of recent memory, punishing those they hate and protecting those they love. Funny how the evil oppressor males have to speak anonymously, while the SJWs fighting the power can use their real names and get mainstream media coverage for fun and profit. How when a million straight white male nerds get bullied, no one cares, but the minute one fag hangs himself, suddenly bullying matters – and the solution, of course, is more bullying, but by the “right” people.



That’s the arrogant core of it. You do the same evil, in the same pattern, as so many before you, because mob justice, punishing dissent, and repression of others is just fine and dandy so long as the “right” people are doing it to the “wrong” people.



Eat shit and die. All I ever asked was to be left alone.
 
 [129]



  








Further Reading





If you’ve made it this far, thanks for reading and I hope you enjoyed
 How to Trump SJWs
 !



 



I hope you’ll head over to Amazon to leave a review, especially if you purchased this book at a discount. Every positive review will improve my ranking on Amazon, allowing more readers to find this book and learn about the radical tactics of today’s liberals and SJWs. Positive reviews will also lead to more book sales, which is important to me because I hope to eventually transition to writing full-time.



 



If you’ve already written a review, thank you!
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