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HE CULTURE OF THE TRADITIONAL
FAMILY IS NOW AT WAR WITH A VERY
DIFFERENT ANTI-CULTURE—A WAR
DECLARED BY ONLY ONE SIDE. THE
EPICENTER OF THIS POLITICAL AND
SOCIAL STORM IS THE SEXUAL IDEAL AND HOW IT IS
VIEWED, TAUGHT AND PRACTICED—BECAUSE HOW
THE SEXUAL IS HARNESSED HAS HISTORY-CHANG-
ING IMPLICATIONS FOR EVERY LEVEL OF SOCIETY.

Western society, the fruit of Christianity, is based
on and organized around lifelong sexual monoga-
my—that is, having a sexual relationship with only
one person, a spouse, in a lifetime. The competing
anti-culture, which is growing virulently, is poly-
amorous, defined here as serial sexual relationships,
before, after, or instead of, marriage.

This anti-culture now has an expansive institu-
tional infrastructure gradually put in place over the
last 200 years. They have learned that the sexual is
the softest underbelly of human nature, and thus
of Christians and the Christian West, and they are
experts at exploiting it. Harnessing the insights of
Fredric Engels—Marx’s collaborator and coauthor
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of the Communist Manifesto, who identified the
family and religion as the two great obstacles to

the triumph of the Communist State—his mod-
ern disciples and their allies have constructed an
anti-culture that has deeply penetrated the United
States over the last 50 years. To emphasize the
sexual core of this war, this article will use the terms
“monogamy” and “polyamory” to refer to these two
sides to highlight the differences between Western
Civilization and its opponent anti-culture, and the
consequences of lifelong sexual commitment on the
one hand, and polymorphous sexuality on the other.

Monogamy vs. Polyamory

Many people occupy a fuzzy middle between
these two different cultures, which puts them—in
practice—on the side of polyamory, even if they
regard themselves as being of the culture of mo-
nogamy, or as being Christian. They are confronted
with a choice of sides that differ in profound ways
in the following basic societal structures.

Family. The culture of monogamy is built around
and protects the traditional, natural family. In the cul-
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ture of polyamory, the natural family is just one op-

tion among many, and is often considered a nuisance.
Sexual Restraint. In the culture of monogamy;,

men are anchored in their families and tied to their

wives and children through the free and deliberate
focus of their sexuality.

In the culture of polyamory, such sexual con-
straint by men and women is not expected nor is
any attempt to foster such restraint considered accept-
able, because at its core polyamory treasures sexual
license masquerading as freedom. Such monoga-
mous restraint would be the antithesis of the main
project of the culture of polyamory, which is a
polymorphous sexuality when mutually desired by
two or more partners.’

Religious Worship. The culture of monogamy is
infused from top to bottom with the sacred, in per-
sonal, family, community and national life. Worship
of God is frequent and assumed. Polyamory culture
tends to worship God less and demand that religion
be private.?

Freedom. The culture of monogamy views free-
dom as the freedom to be good, while the culture
of polyamory views freedom as the absence of all
self-restraint.

Morals/Values. The culture of monogamy em-
braces universal moral norms, while the culture of
polyamory embraces moral relativism across the
board. The language of virtue sits well with the cul-
ture of monogamy but uncomfortably with the cul-
ture of polyamory, where even fundamental virtues,
such as chastity and modesty, are held in disdain.

Law. In the monogamous culture, and tradition-
ally in Western civilization, laws protect by for-
bidding certain actions. The culture of polyamory
protects by prescribing programs and outcomes for
all, no matter their choice.®* Above the floor of the
forbidden, the monogamous culture leaves all goals
and actions freely available to everyone. The poly-
amorous culture, having less of a floor, constantly

increases prescriptive and regulatory detail, telling
people how they must act.

Human Life. The polyamorous culture denies
the personhood of the unborn and the infirm, thus
denying the law’s protection of the innocent. In
the monogamous culture, the key function and first
principle of legitimate government is the protection
of these most innocent human beings.

In the monogamous culture, a// human life is
sacred and protected, from the pre-born to the elderly.
In the polyamorous culture, about one-third of
the pre-born are killed by their mothers, and the
handicapped and elderly are increasingly vulnerable
to early elimination.

Government. Most importantly, the constitution-
al state was the product of a monogamous culture;
it could never have emerged from a polyamorous
culture, cannot survive there, and has not emerged
in non-monogamous cultures. The culture of poly-
amory got its greatest boost when the American
Constitution was altered “in the name of privacy,”

a principle found in the “penumbra of the Con-
stitution,” so that the sexual norms of the country
could be changed in Griswold in 1965, and most
especially in Eisenstadt in 1972, when unmarried
couples were given full rights to sex outside of mar-
riage. The rationale for this decision was used again,
devastatingly, in Roe v. Wade, to legalize abortion on
demand. Planned Parenthood was the agent of legal
change in all of these. [Editor’s Note: More recently,
the concept of privacy was used in Lawrence v. Texas to
strike down portions of sodomy statutes in several states,
including North Carolina, and legalized certain private
adult consensual sexual acts.]

Children. The culture of monogamy is future-ori-
ented and full of hope because it is child-oriented,
and the next generation is the main focus of society’s
work. For the polyamorous culture, the main focus is
the welfare of adults, even at the expense of children.

Men. The male ideal is totally different in both
cultures. Despite the denials of radical feminists, the
culture of polyamory aggressively fosters the male
they most decry: the sexually harassing, abusing,
and abandoning male. As a result, these and related
dysfunctions are accepted but then used to justify
and necessitate more safety nets and bigger bu-
reaucracies. The degree of their attachment to their
license is visible in the absence of the promotion of
marriage or abstinence.*

By contrast, in the culture of monogamy, men
not only are anchored, they are required to be so. In
the polyamorous culture, women are the anchors,
while men can drift or be cast adrift, as they or
their women desire, and they do so in very large
numbers—to the massive detriment of all, especially
children. The culture of polyamory also cultivates
strong girls (a good) but at the cost of weaker boys
(a great social weakness).’

Citizenry and Social Policy. The culture of

monogamy is more effective in raising citizens with
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habits and aptitudes needed by society, especially
by democratic republics, while the polyamorous
culture only fractionally achieves these, and always
with major unintended consequences. For instance,
its welfare program has engendered a permanent
underclass. The culture of monogamy assumes
responsible citizens, while the expanding social
welfare state is built primarily on those who have
been sexually irresponsible and have left marriage
behind—members of the polyamorous culture.®

'The culture of polyamory’s social policy is not
working, while marriage and worship are, and mas-
sively so.” By contrast, without its welfare safety
nets, the polyamorous culture would collapse under
its own weight and disorder.®

Can These Two

Cultures Coexist?

'The political question that defines our day is
whether it is possible for these two cultures to live
together in the same political order? Over and above
the differences just delineated, two issues leap to the
fore in their political consequences. In population,
the culture of monogamy is fertile and expanding,
while the culture of polyamory is below replacement
and contracting.’® Secondly, the monogamous cul-
ture is inexpensive, while the polyamorous culture is
very expensive,'' and depends on a massive transfer
of payments from the culture of monogamy.

Because of these two “killer conclusions,” and
contributing significantly to the tension between the
two, the culture of polyamory has figured out a way
to thrive by controlling four critical areas of public
policy, which yield big gains in “converts” from the
culture of monogamy to theirs. These four are: 1)
welfare, 2) childhood education, 3) sex education,
and 4) adolescent health programs. By controlling
these four, the polyamorous culture expands its reach
into the traditional monogamous culture and gradu-
ally dismantles it, especially when aided by the en-
tertainment industry, which now routinely portrays
polyamory as a positive state with little downsides—
deliberately undermining chastity and worship.

Child Snatching

By controlling these four areas, the culture of
polyamory diminishes the influence and dismantles
the authority of parents from the culture of mo-
nogamy, particularly in their ability to form their
children as members of their own culture. One
could say they “snatch” children away. This “snatch-
ing” by these four programs is almost complete
when teenage children of monogamous parents
accept sexual intercourse outside of marriage as the
norm. Every time these anti-monogamy programs
and the media succeed in drawing teenagers into
sexual activity they have captured another child and
won a number of victories simultaneously, which
include the following.
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* Early Sexual Activity. The adolescent has
been initiated into the polyamorous culture
by having his first sexual experience outside of
marriage, the greatest [consequence] of which
is a one-in-two chance of divorce by their
early thirties;"

* Unwed Births. With unwed births or abor-
tions that follow, these programs have delib-
erately broken the family before it has started,
solidifying the polyamorous stature of the
adolescent and young adult, and with power-
ful consequences.

* Lack of Faith. They have pulled the young
person away from ordering their lives under
the sacred because formerly religious teenag-
ers, who begin to engage in sex outside of mar-
riage regularly, tend to stop worshipping God.

'The polyamorous culture achieves all this without
any overt attack, and it protects the control of these
programs with a flerceness nothing in the culture of
monogamy rivals in intensity. For instance, in the
last decade, the rise of abstinence (or monogamy)
education immediately galvanized the anti-culture
of polyamory into a massive counter-attack, which
culminated in the elimination of federal funding
for abstinence programs. This came to pass despite
all the good that came with abstinence, including

State controlled programs
today, almost universally,
are polyamorous-friendly
and monogamy-hostile.

reducing teen abortions, unwed births and STDs,
while simultaneously increasing educational success.

How Can the

Monogamous Family Survive?

Since the 1960s the polyamorous culture has led
to a massive weakening of the U.S. through a weak-
ening of our citizens in the five basic tasks of every
society, family, and individual. These are the tasks
of 1) sexuality, 2) religion, 3) learning, 4) income
and 5) governance. Normally, we call these tasks the
institutions of family, church, school, marketplace
and government. In all, we are weaker.

State controlled programs today, almost univer-
sally, are polyamorous-friendly and monogamy-
hostile. This is unjust because those who choose
monogamy are the most effective, the cheapest and
the safest in raising the next generation. But it is
unjust mainly because it is the inalienable right of
parents to raise their children as they see fit in their
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Men are at the epicenter
of this competition, and
unless they act, their place
in society will be defined
for them by those fromgthe
polyamorous culture.
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own culture. It is also a universal right of every child
to have the married love of both parents to reach
his full potential.

Even more egregious: the social welfare state asks
the monogamous to support the polyamorous, and
uses universal safety net insurance schemes to en-
sure that the monogamous pay more to support the
polyamorous and their pathologies. This is plainly
unjust, but even more so because the monogamous
do not have their own culture-friendly programs,
while their children are the target of the polyam-
orous culture’s child-snatching scheme. One way to
reduce tension and increase justice would be to have
the culture of polyamory pay its own costs.

The Need for Strong Fathers

'The presence or absence of the father is one of
the great defining differences between the two
cultures. Men are at the epicenter of this competi-
tion, and unless they act, their place in society will
be defined for them by those from the polyamorous
culture. Their women and children need them in
the sacred core of the family; society needs them in
the same way—out front, taking their fight for their
culture right to the center of this discourse.

Every male in the monogamy culture, and espe-
cially every father, will naturally find his way to be
engaged in this protection of his children and his
culture. The battle will come to him with increasing
frequency, and he will either engage or yield to the
opposing anti-culture. Given what is at stake—the
protection of their families, and their own way of
life—all men and women of the culture of mo-
nogamy will come to expect aggressive protection of
their own cultural territory for their family and its
free presence in society.

Fathers must fight for control over what is their
family’s just due, what their taxes fund, and what
they can use to raise their children—the four big
programs of welfare, childhood education, sex
education and adolescent health—so that they can
be carried out in a way that supports the norms of
the culture of monogamy. In this rearrangement,
parents of the monogamous culture have the same
control to do as they wish for their children as the
polyamorous-friendly bureaucracy now does.

Now, we are tasked with exhorting each other
and drawing to our side not only monogamous men
but all fathers, including those who have strayed
into the culture of polyamory. Their children need
them to protect them from the present forms of the
Big Four programs.

Western Christian civilization, the culture of
monogamy, has never before encountered this type
of competition, nor has the family faced such an
attack. Mothers and fathers must engage, if we are
to have an equal standing as citizens in all spheres
of national life and the peace that comes with it. We
need men of courage, all of whom must be men of
tremendous trust in God.

Regaining Control
To redress and change our weak position we must
first get control of our own families and institutions
for our own good, especially in the following areas:
* Control of schools
* Control of sex education
* Control of health care

* Reform in our churches

Restoring the

Monogamous Culture

Restoration of the defense of chastity by men, in
public, is needed and will make a huge difference.
We have the best sexual relations and give the best
to our wives. We need the courage to request mod-
esty of dress from women around us.

In our universities, we need to develop the
economic sciences more, showing the intimate
connection between marriage and the economy:
that marriage and worship together have profound
strengthening effects on the economy. Both have
profound effects on the growth of small busi-
nesses (the major employment sector of the major
economy on earth and the source of 80 percent of
the growth of the major economy on earth). Family
businesses are intimately linked to marriage, so too
is the growth of capital, stocks, investing, and the
payment of taxes.

'The future needs a new type of warrior: both
tough and tender. Men who are tender in their
families (though occasionally tough when their
children need it), and who are tough in their public
stance (though tender with those wounded by the
polyamorous culture). The time is already here when
we need a confident “warrior” mentality in our men
and our women. Furthermore, we have to form our
children as confident “warriors.” For never in hu-
man history have we had to confront democracies
going sour on the family before.

Such is the work that lies before us, and it is best
achieved from the bottom up: first at the personal
level, then at the local and state levels. That is where
most of us live out our lives, and where services are
delivered in schools, hospitals, and doctor offices.
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'The research is all on our side, illustrating, anew, the
way God made man. And the pen (and persuasion)
is mightier than the sword.

1.'The history of federally funded abstinence education is the
clearest case in point. Hundreds of millions of dollars go into
polyamorous sex education. Opponents (members of the culture
of polyamory) worked tirelessly, and successfully to defund
abstinence education.

2.The modern discussion on the place of the recognition of God
and religion in America’s original self definition is increasingly
illustrating the stance of the Founding Fathers, even the more
non-conformist of them, as one of reverence. (See for instance
Michael Novak’s book “On Two Wings”). By contrast the ACLU
and its academic allies would have a very different place (none)
in public, or in public institutions for God or religion.

3.This clash of views on the nature of law is the big contributor
to disagreement in the health care reform debate of 2009.

4. One of the clearest instances of this was the revolt by the
membership of the National Council of Family Relationships
(NCFR), against a joint project by NCFR with the federal

Dept. of Health and Human Services to produce a database on
marriage. NCFR is the publisher of the premier journal on mar-
riage, a journal which repeatedly documents the superiority of
monogamy over other family forms. For NCFR’s handling of the
issue see http://blog.lib.umn.edu/perry032/impossible/nhmrc-
memberletter_may305.pdf NCFR pulled out of the project.

5.This difference can be seen rather clearly in education gradua-
tion rates where boys are continuously falling behind girls.

6. It is worth noting that the bending (if not the eventual break-
ing) of the Constitution began with Griswold vs Connecticut
(1965) when Planned Parenthood’s efforts wrought the change
in the way the Constitution was interpreted so that contracep-
tives could be used. This was gained by finding a “right to
marital privacy”. It was quickly followed (1972) with a ruling
expanding that right to individual privacy (not marital privacy as
in Griswold) thus conferring the right to procreation outside of
marriage: “"If the right of privacy means anything, it is the right
of the individual, married or single, to be free from unwarranted
governmental intrusion into matters so fundamentally affecting a
person as the decision whether to bear or beget a child." EISEN-
STADT v. BAIRD, 405 U.S. 438 (1972)

7.The Mapping America project illustrates this repeatedly with
charts from national sample US federal government surveys.
See www.mappingamericaproject.org. Linda Waite and Mag-
gie Gallagher’s book, The Case for Marriage is another. “Why
Religion Matters” and “ Why Religion Matters Even More” also

make the case from the data.

8.The deliberate implication here is that there is a massive trans-
fer of payments from the culture of monogamy to the culture of
polyamory to pay disproportionately for the safety net.

9. Maybe not ... see NCFMR on large families
10. See Mapping America TK

11. The studies cited directly above and myriad related studies
all point to the increased cost of non intact families and the
increased costs of non worshipping or less worshipping families.
There is a need to do the gross cumulative estimate on these dif-
ferences. One good study exists on the cost of divorce (though
it deliberately underestimates the cost): The Taxpayer Costs of
Divorce and Unwed Childbearing. Their estimate: $122 billion

per year or over a $1trillion every decade.

12. Women over thirty who have had one extramarital partner
--- and normally that is before marriage --- have almost a one
in two probability of having a divorce. For those with two sexual
partners —ever --- outside of marriage, it is more than one in two
and with three such partners it is 60:40. Adolescents are not
taught this.
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