
Was  the  Current  Madness
Birthed in the University?
By Victor Davis Hanson

America is currently sick.

The young conservative organizer and media personality Charlie
Kirk was just murdered in a political assassination by a 22-
year-old ‘anti-fascist’ and trans advocate, Tyler Robinson. As
planned,  he  eliminated  the  most  astute  and  successful
political activist in a generation. Indeed, Kirk may well have
ensured that Donald Trump won the 2024 election by not just
increasing his youth vote by 6 percent since 2020 but, more
importantly, by margins in the swing states of 15-24 percent,
ensuring Trump’s victory.

No sooner was he killed than thousands on left-wing social
media erupted in celebration—among them scores of teachers and
professors.  Their  venom  was  eerily  reminiscent  of  their
earlier  canonization  of  left-wing  murderer  Luigi  Mangione.
Recall,  Mangione  was  the  spoiled  nepo  baby  who  lethally
ambushed  UnitedHealthcare  CEO  Brian  Thompson.  Thereby,  he
became  an  icon  to  the  Left  as  a  social  justice  warrior
fighting the evil capitalist system, which had so enriched
himself and his own family.
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Such utter moral bankruptcy was on display as well by the
social media praise of Palestinian activist Elias Rodriguez
(“Free Palestine”), after he brutally murdered a young Jewish
couple at the Jewish museum in Washington, D.C. Rodriguez
supposedly showed the world how to deal with Zionists—reifying
the hateful rhetoric that pervades the modern campus.
Was that ghoulishness confined to such anonymous left-wing
nuts and fringe trolls?

Not really.

MSNBC’s  guest  “analyst,”  Matthew  Dowd,  casually  raised  an
asinine  suggestion  that  the  lethal  shot  came  from  a  Kirk
supporter firing off a round. And then, in Pavlovian fashion,
he blamed the assassination of Kirk—on Kirk himself—for being
an unapologetic “divisive” activist.

Dowd,  who  was  subsequently  fired  by  an  embarrassed  MSNBC
president, only took his cue from anchorwoman, the untouchable
Katy Tur, who first editorialized Kirk as a “divisive” figure.
By her logic, would that mean that, say, a Bernie Sanders or
Zohran Mamdani would also be divisive? What does Joe Biden, by
Tur’s logic, deserve after labeling half the country as “semi-
fascists”  or  reducing  them  to  “garbage,”  “chumps,”  and
“dregs”—or boasting he’d like to take Trump behind the gym and
beat him up?
Does  Tur  mean  that  anyone  deemed  “divisive”  then  should
naturally expect what befell Charlie Kirk?

Yet, in truth, Charlie Kirk was an upbeat, happy warrior not
unlike William F. Buckley in his youth, willing to politely
debate political opponents without anger and bias.

The  multimillionaire  socialist  Rep.  Ilhan  Omar,  who  once
claimed that the Trump “dictatorship” was worse than what she
had fled from in her native Somalia, claimed the slain Kirk
mourners were “full of sh-t” in a long, incoherent rant. Such
creepy  examples  could  be  easily  multiplied,  such  as  the
accustomed lunacy of Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez. She now
claimed that those who block gun control legislation could not



blame others for inciting the violence: i.e., Charlie Kirk
should have expected to reap what he sowed.

A dense AOC seems clueless that not even her fellow leftists
seriously  advocate  confiscating  bolt-action  .30-06  hunting
rifles  of  the  sort  that  the  assassin  used  to  kill  Kirk.
Perhaps it might be wiser not to try to hunt down and round up
500 million guns in America, but rather to enforce existing
unenforced gun laws that prohibit felons, the mentally ill,
and  domestic  terrorists  (“anti-fascists”)  from  possessing
them.
Just prior to the murder of Charlie Kirk, a video had been
issued of a 23-year-old Ukrainian immigrant, Iryna Zarutska,
brutally  murdered  on  public  transit  in  Charlotte,  North
Carolina. Her throat was slashed by one Decarlos Brown, an
African-American,  14-time  felon,  recently  and  prematurely
released from custody.

The horror followed the now familiar left-wing script. The
left-wing  mayor,  Vi  Lyles,  immediately  tried  to  stop  the
release of the transit video, lest it cause anyone or anything
to be blamed. Then she followed with the usual DEI boilerplate
that excuses evil: do not judge the homeless, arresting people
solves nothing, and the murder was merely “tragic,” as if
there is no culpability, just bad luck or fate.

As expected, most of the media suffocated the murder story.
After all, it upset the dominant racial narrative that must
remain  unquestioned.  We  have  been  told  for  decades  that
systemically racist Americans prey on victimized blacks, and
thus, Ibram X. Kendi-style antiracism—de facto stigmatizing
and demonizing whites—is needed to stop racism.

The left knows that black males, age 15-40, commit well over
50  percent  of  the  most  violent  crimes  in  America,  while
comprising about 3 percent of the population. They know it and
privately navigate accordingly, but few speak of it, and none
seem to have answers to it. So the topic remains taboo.
Any “tragedy” that highlights that fact—such as the murder of



Ms. Zarutska or the recent brutal strangling of Auburn retired
professor Julie Schnuelle by a young black man with a felony
record  who  was  released  back  into  the  public—must  be
suppressed. So too we rarely hear of the recent murder of the
elderly Queens couple by the alleged career felon and released
criminal Jamel McGriff. He robbed them, he tied them up, he
murdered them, and then he torched their home. And on and on
the crime continues, the narrative continues, and we dare not
say a word.

In our post-Daniel Penny world, three young black people,
sitting just feet away from Zarutska, witnessed Decarlos Brown
slit her throat—and did nothing. Perhaps they were afraid, we
were told. Perhaps, we were advised, no first aid could have
staunched such horrific wounds. Perhaps, perhaps, perhaps…

Nonetheless, when Zarutska was staring out at eternity in her
death throes, bewildered that someone or something had just
ended her life, none of the three lifted a finger to help
her—or even console her in her final moments. Instead, the
killer, blood dripping from his person, calmly walked off the
train unmolested. And even then, in his absence, there was no
effort of any of the nearby witnesses to tend to the dying
Zarutska. Instead, they sidestepped her and left her behind on
the train as she lay gasping her last breaths.

The killer, Decarlos Brown? He can be heard on the video
mumbling twice, “I got that white girl.” Yet we were told
either  that  the  video  was  doctored,  or  too  unclear,  or
irrelevant.  If  accurate,  it  demolished  the  media  elite’s
insistence that Decarlos Brown had not a racial thought in his
mind.
Instead,  we  were  to  listen  to  media  analyst  Van  Jones
pontificate  that  the  late  Charlie  Kirk  should  have  been
ashamed  for  connecting  Decarlos  Brown  to  racist  hatred.
Perhaps Van Jones should reconsider. He should review the
entire narrative of how Zarutska found herself a target of a
killer. Brown was a 14-time felon. He was out on cashless



bail. The magistrate Teresa Stokes, who freed him, had no law
degree. Such a “judge” had never taken, much less passed, a
bar exam.

She owned an out-of-state alternative treatment center and was
involved  in  another  local  one.  In  a  prior  sane  world,
magistrates  had  law  degrees.  They  had  been  certified  as
competent by the bar exams. They followed conflict-of-interest
protocols that prohibited them from even indirectly profiting
from their judicial decisions.

But again, that narrative too is passé, given the power of
diversity, equity, and inclusion to exempt norms and protocols
for the supposed greater collective good.

From where does all this hatred, violence, and moral vacuity
arise? Why did the shooter inscribe his bullets with “anti-
fascist” messaging, cruel taunts, and trans jargon?
Is  the  hatred  caused  by  the  media,  who  talk  about  toxic
“whiteness” nonstop? Is it the collateral damage from the
racial  obsessions  of  a  Jasmine  Crockett,  Joy  Reid,  and
septuagenarian Al Sharpton, now ending his racialist career
where he started it?

Or is the promulgator the Democratic Party and the Left, out
of power, impotent, and angry that their superior intelligence
and morality are not properly appreciated by 51 percent of the
people? Who put a photoshopped Trump on a New Republic cover
as Hitler?

If a General Milley (“now I realize he’s a total fascist”) or
a General Kelly (“certainly falls into the general definition
of  fascist,  for  sure”)  calls  a  current  or  ex-president  a
fascist, and presidential candidate Kamala Harris agrees (“a
president…who admires dictators and is a fascist”), then does
an unhinged 22-year-old “anti-fascist” college student feel
the  popular  culture  might  approve  of  his  own  efforts  in
dealing with “fascist” Trump supporters?



Milley, Kelly, Harris, and the rest can call anyone a fascist
but  without  ever  defining  the  term.  Did  Trump  suspend
immigration law to let in 12 million illegals? Did he invite
into the DOJ or White House the prosecutors Nathan Wade, Jack
Smith, and the revolving door Michael Colangelo to coordinate
lawfare against an ex-president?
Is Trump ignoring the improper usurpation of executive power
by left-wing lower-court judges or instead appealing their
decisions through lawful channels?

Did he hire a foreign national to undermine his presidential
rival with a fake dossier?

Did he round up “51 former intelligence officials” to lie to
the American people to warp the election?

Did he pardon his entire criminally minded family and then
cover  it  up  by  in  absentia  outsourcing  to  his  aides  the
pardoning of hundreds of criminals through an autopen? So
please define fascism before smearing a president and lowering
the bar of the acceptable.
What is the point of the past violent braggadocio of Hakeem
Jeffries, the House Minority Leader, posing with a baseball
bat, or huffing that he will take the “fight” against the
Trump agenda “to the streets?” Was he merely following on the
earlier example of Rep. Maxine Waters, who urged supporters to
whip up a crowd and physically confront Trump officials in
stores and restaurants?

Why are congresswomen kickboxing and punching the screen as
they video their seriousness to assault Trump?

What  does  now-campaigning  California  Governor  Gavin  Newsom
mean  when  he  promises,  “It’s  not  about  whether  we  play
hardball anymore—it’s about how we play hardball. We are going
to fight back, and we’re going to punch this bully in the
mouth.” What would a potential third assassin think of that
promise?

If the governor of the largest state in the union wants to



bloody the face of the President of the United States or
physically attack his opponents (“We’re gonna punch these sons
of b‑‑‑‑es in the mouth”), then might lesser underlings and
sympathizers try to outdo that?
Or, finally, is the culprit for the madness found ultimately
in the elite university? Who, after all, mainstreamed the idea
of racial re-segregation in dorms and graduation ceremonies
and taught America that racial essentialism is part of the new
tribal America?

Who ignored court rulings and civil rights legislation in
their arrogance to recalibrate admissions by race? Who taught
the anti-Jewish assassin Elias Rodriguez his hatred of Israel
and his pro-Hamas zealotry, and who influenced Luigi Mangione,
an honors graduate, to despise “capitalist” CEOs?

Where did the practice of identifying one’s pronouns at the
end of memos start, or demanding that biological males could
compete in women’s sports, and demonizing anyone who objected
that there were still two, not three, biological sexes?

Where did the critical race theory and critical legal theory
that empowered Black Lives Matter, Defund the Police, Cashless
Bail, and all the laws that assured the public that thefts
less than $950 were not really thefts?

From where did the new anti-Semitism come, and so strangely
after the slaughter of October 7—if not from the campus?

Where else in America were young Jews fleeing to a library
with the mob pounding on the windows? Where else are Jews
roughed up by a thug who is subsequently given an award by
their university? Where did demonstrations arise on behalf of
those who murdered 1,200 on October 7?

Why, in the aftermath of the murder of Charlie Kirk, are so
many teachers, professors, and college-graduate bureaucrats so
eager to gloat over and cheer his death? Who taught them that?
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