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Obama Supports Black Liberation Theology; His Persona: John Kennedy or Gollum? Alinsky Strategy: Hoist the 
Enemy by His Petard 

 

Obama's Own Faith 

Barack Obama expends an entire chapter in his book, The Audacity of Hope, writing 
about faith.  In a chapter of 31 pages, he gives only 2 pages to his own decision to finally 
"walk down the aisle of Trinity United Church of Christ" and "be baptized."   

Having been raised by a "spiritual," but non-religious mother, Obama says that he had 
quite a bit of antipathy for organized religion, but was able to overcome this at Trinity, 
where he recognized that faith was more than "just a comfort to the weary or a hedge 
against death," but that faith was rather an "active, palpable agent in the world."   

Obama's statements on his own faith in his book are as vague as his now all too familiar 
mantra, "Yes, we can."   

Obama continues to see some of us as "oppressed," and he spouts a very 
condescending attitude towards those of us who have found spiritual food in evangelical 
Christian churches.  Writing about why these churches have been growing by leaps and 
bounds, he says explanation for the success of these churches could be anything from 
"the skill of marketing religion" to the "charisma of their leaders," but primarily points to 
"hunger for the product they are selling." 

So, how does Obama describe this "hunger"? 

"They (religious seekers) want a sense of purpose, a narrative arc to 
their lives, something that will relieve a chronic loneliness or lift them 
above the exhausting, relentless toll of daily life.  They need an 
assurance that somebody out there cares about them, is listening to 
them—that they are not just destined to travel down a long highway 
toward nothingness."  (Audacity of Hope; p. 202) 

That's a very bleak picture of our lives.   

Precisely the kind of picture Marxist revolutionaries have always painted for the masses, 
right before they offer up the "hope" of something new and different, and the perfect 
"blueprint for change" that will make it all better. 

As for me, I have been at the very, very bottom of life's rungs, even downright oppressed 
at times, but I have never been so far down that I would look to a mere man, or any 
government or movement, or even a church community, for salvation.  And I'm surprised 
that anyone with a grain of self-respect or reverence for God would swoon over the 
purely preposterous notion that any man or government has such power to offer. 

Senator Obama is a charismatic speaker: articulate and erudite, well-spoken and 
stentorian, poised and composed—a perfect package by which to bemuse the 
masses. 

Obama’s meteoric rise to political stardom by means of his verbal derring-do is 
accompanied by general ignorance about which personality he has assumed.  
Some contend the is the second coming of John F. Kennedy, however, I am 
reminded of Gollum, the mercurial character in J. R. R. Tolkien’s \täl'-kēn\ The 
Return of the King: whatever is expedient for him is how he decides.  Obama even 
resembles the movie’s physical depiction of the Hobbit. 

Obama’s “ring” is the presidency and he is willing to use the deception and 
deceit taught by his mentors, Alinsky, Wright , and Cone to gain it. 

Whether he and his ring are hurled into the fires of Mount Doom will be 
determined on November 4, but meanwhile he will continue to use the 
terminology and techniques of his mentors to accomplish his chosen destiny.  
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It turns out that his references to peace, hope, and change, are not as vague as 
first assumed.  When they are defined from the Alinsky lexicon it becomes 
starkly clear what the man means and what he means is not beneficial to the 
Republic.  Yet his nebulous speeches hide his true intent: a combination of 
socialist political theory and nefarious liberation theology.   He is the messianic 
personality needed for Antonio Gramsci’s “long march through the institutions” 
to reach critical point. 

The targets of the grand plan for “liberation of the oppressed” are any and 
everyone who has accomplished something in our land of plenty.  We return for 
a final time to the commentary of: 

Shiver, Kyle-Anne.  “Obama, Hillary and Alinsky’s Tactics,” American Thinker, 
(January 17, 2008).  
http://www.americanthinker.com/2008/01/obama_hillary_and_alinskys_rul.html: 

The emergence of a racial tinge to the Democratic Party nomination fight was all but 
inevitable, given both Hillary Clinton’s and Barack Obama’s training as disciples of Saul 
Alinsky.  Hardball tactics right out of Rules for Radicals provide perspective for 
understanding the unfolding battle.  

Saul Alinsky, the hero of bloodless socialist revolution in America, was a master at 
explaining how to patiently use whatever weapons one has to bring about the transfer of 
power from the Haves to the Have Nots.   Alinsky's definition of the Haves was broad and 
rather ill-defined; he simply called the Haves the "establishment."   He included all those 
whom he believed stood in the way of his re-ordered vision.  People with money.  People 
with status.  People in government.  People in the corporate board rooms.  
Unsympathetic people in the media.  The lawyers.  The doctors.  The merchants.  Non-
unionized workers.  And on and on.   

In other words, you didn't have to have a lot to be a Have.  All you really needed to have 
was a political view other than socialism.   

Obama's four-year stint as a political organizer and agitator in Chicago's South Side 
neighborhoods gave him a hands-on education in Alinsky revolutionary tactics, which he 
seems adept at using now.  His problem, however, may be that he is in direct competition 
for the ultimate power prize, the presidency, against another Alinskyite, Hillary Clinton, 
who studied Alinsky and his rule book and turned down an offer to work for him. 

Now we have a real fight between two Alinskyites—Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton—
each of whom has positioned himself/herself as a champion of the Have-Nots, a fighter 
for socialist remedies to every human problem.  And the verbal stabs each is aiming at 
the other have become more of the focus of the contest than has any substantive issue.   

At the moment, I would have to say that Obama is more vulnerable, for he has built a 
campaign whose themes are at variance with his longstanding affiliations.  He is in 
danger of choking on his own petard, explained thusly by Alinsky in Rules for Radicals: 

The fourth rule:  Make the enemy live up to their own book of rules. 
(p. 128) 

Alinsky defines "political jujitsu" as constantly pushing an adversary to live up to his own 
rule book, thereby using the weight of the enemy's inevitable inability to perfectly adhere 
to his rules to "choke him on his own petard." 

 “Choke him on his own petard” is a derivation of the phrase “hoist by his own 
petard,” defined for us by: 

Morris, William and Mary Morris.  Morris Dictionary of Word and Phrase Origins.  
(New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, 1977), 285-86: 

http://www.americanthinker.com/2008/01/obama_hillary_and_alinskys_rul.html
http://www.americanthinker.com/2007/10/hillary_soros_alinsky_and_rush.html
http://www.amazon.com/Rules-Radicals-Saul-Alinsky/dp/0679721134
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Hoist by his own petard means “destroyed by his own trickery or inventiveness.”  A 
petard, in medieval warfare, was an explosive charge which daring warriors would affix to 
the walls or gates of a castle under siege.  This action in itself was a most hazardous 
one, but the greatest danger came after the petard was in place.  The explosive was 
detonated by a slow match or slowly burning fuse.  Occasionally, of course, the explosive 
went off prematurely, in which case the warrior was hoist (lifted or heaved) by his own 
petard.  Today it is chiefly used to describe a person ruined by plans or devices with 
which he had plotted to ensnare others. 

Alinsky, an avowed atheist, considered the “rules” adhered to by Traditionalists 
as devices by which their oppression of the Have Nots was maintained.  His 
intent was to breach, tear down, and rescind these “rules” in order to transition 
American away from capitalism over to socialism. 

In reality, these “rules” were principles of establishment that were designed to 
maintain order in the society and provide a structure through which all could 
prosper if they were so inclined. 

 


