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Ann wrote a column the other day criticizing Trump because he was blowing an uncertain 

trumpet regarding building a wall on our southern border.  As she rightly pointed out: “The 

government's No. 1 job is to protect the nation.” 

She further pointed out, again rightly: “Republicans are both corrupt and stupid, so it's hard 

to tell which one animates their opposition to the wall.” 

However, her claim that both Trump and the GOP are finished if they don’t build the wall 

is open to question.  Maybe.  In Ann’s opinion, though, it would be bad news: “It would be an epic 

betrayal -- worse than Bush betraying voters on ‘no new taxes.’  Worse than LBJ escalating the 

Vietnam War.  There would be nothing like it in the history of politics.”  In addition, “He's the 

commander in chief!  He said he'd build a wall.  If he can't do that, Trump is finished, the 

Republican Party is finished, and the country is finished.” 

This brought a response from Gary North, long time investment adviser, who writes for the 

Lew Rockwell website.  In a recent column, North accused Ann of talking tough in print but being 

a wimp in reality.  He cites her cancellation of her talk at Berkeley as proof of this.  “I have kept 

my mouth shut about her for 15 years,” says North, “but it's time to call a spade a spade.  The 

woman is tough verbally, but a wimp personally.” 

Apparently, North does not realize that the University refused to provide a safe venue for 

the speech, and for that reason, Ann’s sponsor, the Young America’s Foundation pulled out.  What 

we see in the case of Ann, and earlier Milo, is what was going on in Germany during the 1920s.  

In his Mein Kampf Hitler explained why his party organization became militant and adopted semi-

military clothing and behavior.  It was because Marxist thugs disrupted National Socialist 



 2 

gatherings and the local governments and police either would not or could not protect them. 

Meetings were often shut down for that reason. Hitler’s solution was to train a militarized group 

that could fight back and they did. It’s sad to think that if the government and police had done their 

job, Hitler might not have militarized his Party and history might have gone down a different course. 

We see the same thing going on when police do not intervene to stop leftist thugs. 

Thankfully, there is no movement to militarize the Republican Party as a way to stop the left from 

violently taking away the free speech rights of others, such as Ann or Milo.  The reason is that 

Republicans are, for the most part, classical liberals whereas Hitler and the Nazis were socialists. 

In any case, instead of going the way of Hitler and creating vigilante squads, those who want to 

protect free speech should give more authority and power to the police to shut down these violent 

leftists and thugocrats.  For the fact is, if you cannot peacefully speak your mind without being 

threatened with violence or intimidation, you really don't have free speech. 

It is not incumbent upon Ann to commit suicide in order to prove that Berkeley protestors 

are nuts.  

Aside from the issue of whether Ann is a wimp or not, North comments on Ann’s 

frustration that President Trump is going back on his promise to build the wall and that he has sold 

out his supporters on NAFTA.  “This is what all Presidents do,” claims North.  “All of them.  

Anyone who fails to understand this fails to understand American politics.” 

Putting the Berkeley (or Berzerkeley) matter aside, North thinks Ann’s pessimism about 

Trump and the GOP is “nonsense.”  He says, “The absence of a wall is not going to finish this 

country or the Republican Party.” 

In addition, North says that politics is not central to the life of a free nation. “It is mostly a 

side show.  Family life, church life, business, entertainment, culture in general: these are the heart 
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of every society.  This is what philosophical conservatism has taught, beginning with Edmund 

Burke.” 

Moreover, the real threat to the country is not illegal immigration, or the failure to build 

the wall, but -- wait for it -- administrative law.  Says North, “Conservatives and libertarians alike 

should get this straight, or else we will lose the war for liberty: administrative law is the main 

threat to liberty today, all over the West.”  [North’s emphasis.] 

He gets upset that Ann regarded a Trump betrayal on the wall as worse than LBJ’s betrayal 

in escalating the war in Vietnam.  Yes, that was a bad analogy, but to call Ann a “moral imbecile” 

for making a bad analogy?  Please….  In any case, North thinks Ann was naïve in supporting 

Trump: “This befuddled woman actually believed that electing Donald Trump was going to make 

a difference.  She really believed in politics as the way of national salvation.” 

So North gets all that national salvation stuff out of one article criticizing Trump? 

He isn’t satisfied with attacking Ann, but he also attacks Trump: “Washington is a Punch 

and Judy show, and Donald Trump has made it more interesting -- comical, even.  He is not going 

to build any wall.  He had no intention of building the wall.  He is also not going to throw out 11 

million illegal immigrants. He is going to stay for four years, tweet daily, and go away.” 

Now that North has come out of the closet on what he feels about Trump, as a Trump 

supporter I should inform the reader about North.  He hates the U.S. Constitution, believes it was 

a coup, and wrote a whole book telling us what he thinks about the Constitution.  In addition, he 

has made all sorts of pessimistic predictions over the years that never came to pass, and as far as I 

know has only apologized for one of them, the Y2K fiasco.  At various times, North has (1) warned 

that the Soviet Union would be capable of launching a successful first strike against America’s 

undefended missiles, and that ministers should start new congregations, or laymen  leave their 

http://thehill.com/homenews/administration/331154-trump-first-100-days-just-about-the-most-successful-in-history
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congregations, if his message was too much for them; (2) predicted the dollar would be dead and 

that nuclear war would happen perhaps within 2 years; (3) that AIDS would kill 100 million 

people, public schools would be abandoned, and millions of teenagers were under a death sentence; 

(4) Y2k would result in the collapse of civilization.  It turned out that even those computers that 

failed to upgrade (in other words, ignored the warnings) had few, if any, problems. 

North’s attack on Ann is an example of his penchant for pessimism.  I think this stems from 

his libertarianism.  Libertarians are essentially anarchists and as with Marxists, they have a utopian 

vision of the world as one of freedom from any kind of authority.  Like Marxists, they are angry 

that the real world doesn’t conform to their anarchist vision.  They blame the State for this.  No 

State action can ever be good in the long run, because it will lead to oppression.  No politician can 

ever be trusted.  No bureaucrat can ever do anything right.  There is always a “ruling class” out 

there whose sole purpose in life is apparently is to thwart human freedom and place man in 

bondage. 

The human penchant for cynicism and scapegoating is behind all this, both in its Marxist 

and libertarian forms.  Given how far the world fails to conform to the libertarian vision, it’s no 

wonder that libertarians like North would develop a deep and abiding pessimism regarding politics. 

His latest cause for pessimism is “administrative law.”  Technically speaking, however, 

there is no such thing as administrative law in the United States.  The various government agencies 

make rules in order to implement the laws that are passed by Congress, States, or city governments.  

Government agencies, however, don’t have the power to make laws.  That is reserved to the people, 

working through their representatives.  The real ruling class in this country is the people, who 

either vote for oppressors or throw the bums out.  If they do the former, it’s their own fault, not 

the fault of a nebulous “ruling class,” nor of “administrative law.”  
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Because of his pessimism and cynicism, North believes writers like Ann “will not admit 

what should be visible to every American: national politics does not change anything significant, 

except when some President pushes us into a war. Other than starting wars, no President makes a 

difference.”  In addition, “The public understands intuitively that nothing that they do in the voting 

booth is going to change the basic momentum of American political life.” 

North has been a pessimist as long as I can remember, and takes the cynical view of 

political fatalism, that no President makes a difference (tell it to Gipperus Magnus) and that voting 

will not change anything either.  Apparently, for North there would be no difference in the long 

run if Hillary Clinton had won the Presidency.   

North concludes that political columnists “live in a fantasy world” and “believe in national 

salvation by politics” and that Ann’s short-term pessimism about Trump is for the purpose of 

“book royalties.” 

This is all just plain cynicism and even hypocrisy.  It accomplishes nothing other than to 

depress the right.  North himself is a political columnist whom some might say appears to be living 

in a fantasy world.  I also don’t remember North ever writing such a scurrilous attack on Hillary, 

but that’s typical.  The right tends to gather in a circle before it starts shooting, and North’s angry 

attack on Ann because of her (short-term) frustration over Trump is just another example of 

North’s continuing membership in the cult of pessimism. 

 

Finis 

 

 


