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OPINION

Campaigning for the primaries is in full-cir-
cus � enzy mode. � e candidate emerging 
� om this � ee-for-all will advance to the 
November general elec� on. Integri� , 
respect, and rhetoric that uni� es are never 

spoken—the specter of fear is employed.
We are a socie�  of reasonably intelligent people. 

We are a na� on that boasts of our grounding in faith 
principles. We are a coun� y where integri� , decency, 
and respect for the common man are ingrained in the 
creed of � eedom and jus� ce for all. � is promise is not 
situa� onal. It’s not prac� ced at the will of convenience. 
It’s why the stars and s� ipes � u� er in the winds.

But the calculated campaign rhetoric inverts fairness 
and fear. When the loss of 
status is threatened, fear is 
the ace card up the sleeve. 
Poli� cians are skillfully 
adroit house dealers.

Poli� cs are the ideolog-
ical iden� �  of the na� on. 
Poli� cal leaders are elected 
to carry out the will of the 
people. Calculated rhetoric 
manipulates the electorate 
with emo� ons rather than 
with policy pla� orms that 
o� er concrete solu� ons. 
Immigrants, policies and 
programs promo� ng equi�  
become the targets of ridi-
cule, and exploita� on. It’s a 
repeated pa� ern employed 
to resist social reforms and 
poli� cal reckoning.

Two candidates are vying 
for the Senate seat of the 
re� ring Mitch McConnell. 

Sen. McConnell (R) represents roughly 4.5 million 
residents of Kentucky. � e demographics: nearly 87% 
white, with small percentages of A� ican Americans, 
Hispanic, and Asian cons� tuents.

Candidates in the primaries employ the means nec-
essary to get to the November general elec� on. Fear 
and exaggerated promises are the rails the candidates 
ride through the primaries landscape. � e rhetoric is 
dismissive.

One candidate unapologe� cally stated, DEI stands for 
“dumb, evil, indoc� ina� on.” If this candidate wins, can 
the A� ican American, Hispanic, and Asian cons� tuents 
expect equitable representa� on? � e other candidate 
will champion deporta� on of immigrants. � ey are 
taking our jobs. � ey are criminals and thugs. � ey 
threaten the securi�  and safe�  of our communi� es. 
Both voter appeals promote exclusion.

It’s a bipar� san American pa� ern. � e fear, fairness, 
and threat narra� ves mo� vate voters.

Here’s the dis� nc� on. Republican fear rhetoric 
historically emphasized—crime, coded racial disorder, 
immigra� on, cultural decline, government favori� sm 
toward minori� es, and status displacement. Whereas 
Democra� c fear rhetoric more o� en emphasized: eco-
nomic collapse, loss of social safe�  nets, war, healthcare 
insecuri� , and climate catas� ophe.

Richard Nixon � amed urban unrest, crime, and social 
disorder to jus� fy his adminis� a� on’s pla� orm of “law 
and order.” � e recommenda� ons of the Kerner Com-
mission were not implemented.

Nixon exploited “law and order.” Ronald Reagan, 
the quintessen� al Republican, weaponized welfare and 
harnessed the fear of government overreach. Reducing 
welfare and shrinking government was restoring fairness 
to “hardworking taxpayers.”

George H. W. Bush racialized crime—Willie Horton 
exempli� ed violent crime, criminal leniency, and racial-
ized danger. Bill Clinton endorsed the 1994 Crime Bill. 
Barack Obama’s � nancial collapse and loss of healthcare 
exploited the fear of losing safe�  nets during the Great 
Recession.

Fear mo� vates reac� on on any level. Both par� es 
exploited fears—it’s the pa� ern of American poli� cal 
con� ol.

Nixon, Reagan, and Bush messaging o� en � amed 
protec� on of � adi� onal order as fairness. Democra� c 
messaging more o� en � amed protec� on of vulnerable 
groups as fairness.

Fairness is rela� ve. It always favored those in power. 
� e marginalized, the vulnerable become a useful conve-
nience. � e electorate follows their emo� ons.

The Hamas paragliders, 
who were tentacles of 
Iran, began today’s 
war on Oct. 7, 2023, 
igni� ng one of history’s 

most spectacular back� res. Iran’s 
regime and its terrorism mul� pli-
ers, Hamas and Hezbollah, have 
uninten� onally magni� ed Israel’s 
securi� . And Iran’s regime, whose 
man� a since its incep� on in 1979 
has been “Death to America,” is 
near death by the clasped hands of 
Israel and America.

� e wielders of Iran’s regime, 
which is founded on fear, surely 
experienced a sudden, terrifying 
epiphany when the aerial a� acks, 
unlike previous ones, began in day-
light: � e a� ackers knew when and 
where the regime’s senior o�  cials 
would be mee� ng in Tehran that 
day. Precision muni� ons, directed 
by spectacular intelligence, enabled 
a decapita� on s� ategy.

� e at least 30,000 protesters 
who perished in Iran’s s� eets in 
early January did not die in vain. � e 
1956 Hungarian Revolu� on failed 
to topple a � ranny, but refuted 
the then-common pessimism that 
� rants can assure their permanence 
by con� olling the consciousness 
of their publics. (George Orwell in 
“1984”: “If you want a picture of the 
future, imagine a boot stamping on 
a human face — for ever.”) Iran’s 
protesters drama� cally underscored 
the regime’s barbarism, so those 
who today regret the regime’s de-
mise reveal their barbarism.

Some say that U.S. involvement in 
Iran cons� tutes a “war of choice.” 
� at too casually bandied phrase 
rarely � ts un� dy reali� . America’s 
Civil War was a choice: Lincoln 
chose not to heed those — they 
were not few — who agreed with 
the prominent publisher Horace 
Greeley. He said of the seceding 
Southern states, “Let the erring 
sisters go in peace.” Lincoln chose 
against such na� onal suicide. 
Donald Trump’s adminis� a� on has 
chosen not to wager U.S. safe�  on 
Iran’s abandoning its mul� -decade 

pursuit of nuclear weapons, or on 
Iran’s acquiring them but not really 
meaning “Death to America.”

For Israel, the death of Iran’s 
self-proclaimed genocidal regime 
was a choice only in the sense that 
Israel chose to believe the regime 
when it called Israel a “one-bomb 
coun� y.” Tyrants lie promiscuous-
ly, but occasionally are candid. In 
1939, Adolf Hitler said a world war 
would mean “the annihila� on of the 
Jewish race in Europe.” Israel exists 
because Hitler meant that. Israel’s 
survival depends on forever thinking 
that nothing is unthinkable.

� e U.S. ac� on for regime change 
in Iran is not su�  cient to produce 
regional � anquili� . It is, however, 
a necessi�  for beginning to rees-
tablish a precondi� on for a more 
peaceable world: the credibili�  of 
U.S. deterrence.

A nadir of post-1945 U.S. pow-
er — and its precondi� on, con� -
dence — was the 1975 departure 
of the last helicopter � om the U.S. 
Embassy roof in Saigon. A second 
low point was reached when Barack 
Obama drew, in 2012, and then ig-
nored a red line (concerning Syrian 
chemical weapons). A third was in 
2021 when Joe Biden produced a 
chao� c exit � om Afghanistan.

Today, Vladimir Pu� n is watching 
Venezuela, Iran (a source of some of 
Pu� n’s drones) and soon, perhaps, 
Cuba, join Syria as vanished clients. 
� e swi� ness of their downfall 
illus� ates the hollowness of Rus-
sia’s claim to be a formidable global 
actor.

Today’s world, where the veloci�  
of informa� on and the capabili�  of 
weaponry annihilate distances and 
compress � me, resembles an Alex-
ander Calder mobile: a disturbance 
here � anslates into disturbance over 
there. In one of history’s s� anger 
caroms, Oct. 7 led to regime change 
at Harvard and other universi� es, 
and forced a U.S. reckoning with 
an� semi� sm’s infec� on of both 
ex� emi� es of the poli� cal spec� um.

Unlike in Venezuela, mere decap-
ita� on — regime modi� ca� on — is 
insu�  cient for Iran. � e ayatollahs’ 
regime loathed not just moderni� , 
which America exempli� es, but 
humani� , whose digni�  is in imag-
ining be� erment through reason 
banishing supers� � on.

Let there be no more incom-
prehension akin to Obama’s � rst 
inaugural, in which he said, with 
Iran likely in mind, “We will extend 
a hand if you are willing to unclench 
your � st.” Or George H.W. Bush’s 
inaugural, in which he said to bel-
ligerent na� ons, “Good will begets 
good will.”

Iran’s poten� al for � ourishing is in 
what is ancient and what is young. It 
can draw on more than 20 centuries 
of cultural iden� �  that preceded 
the recent decades of theocra� c 
primi� vism. And the median age of 
Iranians is about 34. � is guarantees 
the restless energy that � eedom 
requires.

Na� onalism, so o� en derided, was 
never captured by Iran’s regime. In-
stead, na� onalism simmered against 
the state, which warred unceasingly 
against the na� on. As America pre-
pares to help, � om a distance, Iran’s 
poli� cal rebirth, we should heed 
an American poet’s advice of bold 
thoroughness. Robert Frost: “� e 
best way out is always through.”
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