Nashville in the 1970's to pursue a
career in the music business, a world
he later described as a "worse jungle
than what I was in in Vietnam."
Sadler moved to Guatemala in the
mid 1980's. Officially he was technical
adviser to the Guatemalan Army, but
his other pursuits were widely known.
He was a fervent supporter of the
Contra cause, and he relished training
the Contras in combat techniques. He
was also a lifelong mercenary who had
doled himself out to eight or ten warring armies throughout the world; an
international arms dealer who sold
everything from Gatling guns to helicopters, which brought him big money
as well as threats on his life; a hero and
revered medic in Guatemalan villages
who spent tens of thousands of dollars

a year on medical supplies for the
peasants, who in turn called him affectionately their "Papa Gringo"; and a
notorious drinker and womanizer who
loved to mix alcohol with the handling
of loaded guns, who dubbed his Guatemalan house the Rancho Borracho
(the ranch of drunkards), and who was
incapable of divorcing himself from the
barroom brawl. (He shot a man in the
head during a bar fight in Nashville in
1978, for which he pleaded guilty to
voluntary manslaughter and drew a
suspended sentence.)
Perhaps what is most astonishing
about Sadler was his success as a writer.
He was the author of more than 30
books, including the volumes that
make up his semiautobiographical
CASCA: The Eternal Mercenary series.

which have sold more than two million
copies. Sadler is known as the Louis
L'Amour of the action adventure, and
his books are among the best-sellers of
the genre. Two additional books by
Sadler, including the 22nd CASCA
book, are scheduled to be released this'
spring. He was also a longtime contributor to Soldier of Fortune, and its
publisher, Robert Brown, along with
Sadler's friend Duke Faglier and literary agent Bob Robison, funded and
arranged for the medics, brain surgeon,
personnel, and planes that went to
Sadler's aid in Guatemala in 1988.
Barry Sadler was the most famous
and fabled soldier of the Vietnam War,
and he died — fittingly enough — at
the Alvin C. York Medical Center in
Murfreesboro. (TP)

Principalities & Powers
by Samuel Francis
Hjconomic globalism, beloved of many
on the contemporary right, may be the
major threat to the national and cultural
identity of American civilization in the
coming decades, but its logical counterpart is the political globalism, long beloved of the left, that marches under the
banner of "one world." As the economic dependence of the United States on
foreign trade, investment, and credit
waxes, the political autonomy, legal sovereignty, and national independence of
the country will wane. The architects of
the new world order understand this,
and they are quietly pushing a series of
treaties, laws, and new international
arrangements intended to diminish national independence and construct a
transnational regime to which American laws, jurisdictions, and citizens will
be subordinated.
The major achievement of political
globalism in the United States in recent
years has been the ratification of the
UN Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide
and the enactment of implementing
legislation by the US Congress to bring
federal law into conformity with the
convention's terms. Largely forgotten
until revived by Ronald Reagan on the
eve of the 1984 presidential election,
the genocide treaty originally provided
for the trial and punishment of persons.

including US citizens, who were accused and convicted of the crime of
genocide. American citizens, that is,
could be extradited to foreign countries
to stand trial for a crime unknown to
their own laws until the treaty created
it. "Genocide" under the original language of the treaty was so broadly defined as to be absurd. Telling Polish
jokes might have been construed as
genocidal under its terms if they caused
"serious mental harm" to sensitive Polish egos.
Mainly through the efforts of Senator
Jesse Helms, the genocide treaty was
amended and its most flagrant abuses
neutralized before a Republican Senate
adopted it. In 1988 the Congress passed
legislation that put the treaty into effect
and created the new crime of "genocide" for the first time under US law.
Regardless of the changes the Senate
approved, however, the principle of the
treaty remains as obnoxious and harmful as ever, enacting the fundamental
premise of political globalism that the
domestic laws of a nation must yield to
conventions passed by other states or by
international organizations.
One of the major reasons there was
any conservative opposition to the treaty
at all was the concern about its effects
on the state of Israel, which treats
Palestinians in a way that might plausibly be interpreted as genocidal under
the most generous reading of the definition contained in the treaty. I know of

one conservative aide in the Senate who
actually checked with the Israeli embassy to find out if it was all right for her
and her principal to oppose the pact.
Concern for the security of an ally is of
course a legitimate reason to adopt or
oppose a proposed act of statecraft, but
it would have been refreshing if conservatives in the 1980's could have mustered similar solicitude for the fate of
their own country.
Reliance on the treaty-making powers of the Constitution to change domestic laws is an old and favored trick of
the one-world lobby, and it was to
squelch such tricks forever that Senator
John Bricker sponsored his famous
Bricker Amendment in the 1950's. The
measure would have restricted the treaty-making powers of the President and
was a favorite hobbyhorse of conservative statesmen well into the 1960's.
Unfortunately, they failed in their efforts, and today with Republicans and
conservatives embracing virtually unrestricted presidential power in foreign
policy, we may soon expect to see some
of the worst nightmares of Senator
Bricker and Robert A. Taft take flesh
and come to life. The executive branch
and its diplomatic bureaucracy in the
State Department are already pushing
several treaties that bind or alter US
domestic laws — on labor relations, torture, human rights, and other subjects
of intense emotional appeal and closely
connected to the internal institutions
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and legal preferences of this or any
other country.
But nothing offers more opportunities for one-worldist mischief than
environmentalism. Since the "environment" extends across national borders,
managing it cannot be restricted to a
single state and has to be undertaken by
several governments. The result of the
"global environmental crises" now routinely discovered every year will be the
regulation of the social, economic, and
political life of particular nations in
accordance with environmental rules
promulgated (and presumably enforced) by a supranational authority.
• Writing in the lead article of Scientific American's September 1989 issue
devoted to the topic of "Managing
Planet Earth," William C. Clark of
Harvard's Kennedy School of Government announced that one requirement
for "adaptive planetary management"
is:
the construction of mechanisms
at the national and international
level to coordinate managerial
activities. . . . In fact, a dozen or
more global conventions for
protection of the environment
are now in effect. . . . [But]
the immediate need at the
international level is for a
forum in which ministeriallevel coordination of
environmental-management
activities can be regularly
discussed and implemented,
much as is already done for
international economic policy.
The kind of transnational management
of the natural environment that Mr.

Clark advocates would indeed complement the similar arrangements already
in place for global economic management. As libertarian scholar Llewellyn
H. Rockwell, Jr. recently pointed out,
"Under the aegis of the Bank for International Settlements . . . banking is
now regulated on a global basis. And
the Bush administration is pushing for
worid regulation of the stock, bond, and
futures markets. The administration is
also promoting—with the other G-7
industrialized nations — international
cash controls, international financial police, international tax collusion, international fiscal controls, and a UN treaty to
make confidential banking a crime."
If global management of the environment doesn't polish off the nationstate, managing the global economy
certainly will. The New Republic senior editor Robert Wright, in a recent
essay in explicit defense of oneworldism, argues that global economic
interdependence and the resulting
"policy coordination" are pressures for
the kind of "institutional subordination
of national autonomy to international
will" that he envisions for the planet of
the future. "As the leaky national
economy becomes hostage to international forces," he writes, "we can either
seize control of these forces in concert
with other nations-, or surrender a good
measure of control altogether."
The obvious but seldom-asked question, of course, is: who is "we"? Those
who will gain from the evanescence of
the nation-state and of the concept of
nationality itself will be those elites able
to preserve and enhance their own
power in the new, denationalized order
that the globalists anticipate — those

LIBERAL ARTS
AT LEAST IT WASN'T
NEA-FUNDED
Carhenge, Nebraska's curious automotive clone of Stonehenge, appears safe
from bureaucratic bulldozers. A truly
out-of-the-way sculpture fashioned from
junk cars by a hometown artist, Carhenge had been threatened with demolition after displeased neighbors in Alliance (pop., 9,800) seized upon a code
violation — it lacked a paved access road.
Carhenge supporters, citing the conspicuous absence of a Mt. Rushmore to

attract tourists, argued that a scrapheap
sculpture is a suitable alternative, even if
it's just 16 junk cars stuck trunk-side
down in the prairie, with six more clunkers plopped atop them as an ironic
tribute to prehistoric Stonehenge. And it
looks like they've won. Last November a
group called Friends of Carhenge drove
to the rescue of artist James Reinders
with $2,000 in asphalt money. Carhenge will remain.
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who will be managing the environment, planning and running the world
economy, and enacting, administering,
or enforcing the transnational laws and
treaties by which the planetary regime
is to be governed and the human
proclivity to differentiate into distinct
groups restrained. The cultures, religions, languages, and nations from
which this elite emerges will be largely
irrelevant to its powers and interests.
They will in fact present an obstacle to
the furtherance of its powers and interests and will therefore need to be
reduced or eliminated entirely if the
emergent transnational managerial
elite is to flourish. The elite may retain
some quaint vestiges of nationalism,
just as we today conserve places like
Williamsburg, and it may even find
nationalist imagery useful in gaining
the confidence of patriotic types who
fail to see the glories of the new age.
But whatever the merits of the globalist
argument that the world had just better
get itself together or else face disaster,
the logic of the new elite's interests will
increasingly ensure that nationality —
and the legal and political claims and
cultural identities that go with
nationality — is extinguished and its
own global technocratic regime perpetuated.
Americans, who began their national history by severing the bonds that
connected them to a dying civilization
and who ventured into history determined to build a new civilization politically independent of and culturally
unique among the powers of the earth,
will find themselves reduced in both
power and identity by the emergent
worid order that both the "right" and
the "left" today like to celebrate. They
will eventually find themselves delivered back to the mercies of whatever
glorified pencil-sharpeners from Europe or the Third World happen to be
in charge of their future this year, and
they may become indistinguishable
from the rest of the cattie in the global
barnyard who provide the fluctuating,
mobile populations of the planetary
economy and government. Americans
who don't want to become such cosmopolitan coolies need to start thinking about what they can do to preserve
their nation, its heritage, and themselves from the managerial colossus
that now begins to straddle the globe.
<^

\ \

^

round the
world, there is
much talk of
peace and that
is good. Ifet we
should remember,
as President
Reagan said,
'•^' "Peace isn't simply
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an absence of
/, war, but a presence of justice."
. Tyranny, in all its
forms, corrupts
justice and stifles
1 the human spirit.
We must never
forget this truth.
Our immigrants
wont. They know
that Americanism
is more than love
of country; it is
love of principles,
principles which
can change the
world. And will.
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PERSPECTIVE

Peace on Earth Among Men of Good Will
by Thomas Fleming

T

he dilapidation of the Soviet Empire at the end of
1989 became the minor premise of the argument that
man's dreams of peace and global unity are finally about to
be realized at the end of the second millennium. The
peaceful crusade of East Germans across the border ^has
convinced otherwise sober men that democracy's star is in
the ascendant. George Will made the point in one of his
Sunday morning lectures to David Brinkley and Sam
Donaldson: the third President of the United States is the
dominant man in Europe.
One wishes the Germans, East and West, nothing but
good, but the complaints most frequently heard on the
refugees' lips had little to do with the principles of representative government and a great deal to do with the shoddy
goods and low standard of living in the East. As they came
streaming back from a day in West Berlin, it was not copies
of the Declaration of Independence or any other forbidden
political or religious tract they were carrying, but tape decks,
T-shirts, radios, and stuffed animals. They looked less like
democratic revolutionaries than like K-Mart shoppers who
had just blown their welfare checks on cheap Japanese
electronics.
The news commentators all spoke of a new day dawning
in history, and only a few were honest enough to point out
that the real political drama being played out was a contest of
wills between the old hard-line Gommunists, led by Erik
Honecker, and the most powerful Gommunist czar since
Stalin. As if to rub in the message, Soviet spokesmen

declared that the East German government was paying the
price for its intransigence and threatened other hard-liners
(e.g., in Rumania) with a similar fate. It is a brilliant, if
dangerous strategy for Gorbachev; and one that could
plunge Europe into spasms of ethnic conflict as each little
nation and national fragment begins demanding its rights,
but so far the net effects are a qualified positive good for
everyone. At the best, it probably means Poland and East
Germany will go the way of Sweden — social democracies
addicted to consumerism and impersonal sex. At the worst,
it means Wodd War III.
However things turn out, there is as much cause for doubt
as for rejoicing. After five years of glasnost, the Soviets are
only beginning to trim their ruinously high military expenditures. Meanwhile, they continue to ship arms into Afghanistan, Africa, and Gentral America. At the same time the
USSR and its allies are negotiating trade credits, loans, and
other economic privileges from the West that will help them
to escape from the consequences of their vice and folly. A
cynic might suppose that this is the real point of Gorbachev's reforms: a chance simultaneously to cut defense
costs and attract Western capital, without abating his global
strategy of aggression.
whatever the facts on the case may be, the United States
would be ill-advised to rush in blindly. Politics is always
a matter of risks and benefits to be calculated according to
the rules of prudence, and Secretary Baker — to almost
everyone's surprise — has so far done a credible job of

12/CHRONICLES

LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED

