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Editorial: Future Light 
Neil Williams 

 
Some days I am filled with hope and mild joy.  Humankind is 
on the cusp of the emergence of a resource-based economy 
that could eventually lead to a global post-scarcity 
society.  Our technology is at a turning point and we can 
see, through the crack in the slightly open door, that what 
many would call "utopia", could become a distinct 
possibility and a reality. Of course, any human "utopia" 
will always be an ambiguous one.   

That is due to several issues and questions.  What do we 
mean by "utopia"?  Will this "utopia" solve the "human 
condition"?  Will it eliminate "human pain"?   

What we mean by "utopia" is very subjective.  One definition 
of "utopia" is the elimination of want.  This is a common 
definition within science fiction; a post-scarcity society 
being a society with "replicators" or "matter synthesis", or 
nanoassemblers, or atomic level 3-D printing...  A society 
where if you want any material item, you ask a household 
appliance to make one for you, and it does within seconds to 
a couple of days.  This would mean that, if the matter that 
the items are assembled out of and the energy are both 
inexpensive, that anything that a person could want, they 
could have.  Money loses value.  Wealth looses value (not 
completely, but it takes a massive hit).   

Want has been a driving force in our civilisation.  You work 
so that you have money, so that you have food and shelter, 
and some luxury items.  You innovate so that you can reduce 
human labour and make more money (or at least, make you boss 
more money).  The societal goal is work hard, save your 
money, innovate, so that you can become rich and do nothing.  
And maybe that would be an ideal goal in a true meritocracy.  
But, we do not live in a meritocracy.  There are 
meritocratic policies within our society and meritocratic 
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aspects to our social institutions, but not any real 
meritocracy.   

In a real meritocracy, there would be no inheritance.  There 
would be no nepotism.  There would be no cronyism.  There 
would be no sexism.  There would be no ethnocentrism, no 
racism.  Everyone would start at the same level, with the 
actual same opportunities, and the same advantages; every 
person would rise and/or fall on their own merits.  But that 
is not the society that we live in. 

In series like Star Trek and The Orville the driving force 
has shifted from becoming the one with the most money, to 
being someone with a good reputation.  The goal is to find 
out what you can do best to contribute to society and then 
to do so to the best of your ability.  It is a society that 
commits to life-long learning and self development and that 
certain career choices that are disdained in our society are 
not; e.g. the arts (unless you become rich and/or famous 
through your art), or the nurturing of other human beings 
(primary education, daycare, personal support worker, 
nurse...) unless it personally brings you a profit (but you 
still have a low opinion of the front-line workers who 
provide these services).  Our present society, holds 
stockbrokers in very high esteem when they are simply 
"bookies for rich people" (my father-in-law was a stock 
broker who made money off of his commissions -- "his cut" -- 
and not very much off of the stocks he bought himself, and a 
lot of his advice to his clients were wrong, but he was a 
good salesman...). 

We, as a society are very close to introducing UBI 
(Universal Basic Income).  This is only a Band-Aid to 
capitalism that mitigates the problem that capitalism 
creates when automation and software force large numbers of 
humans out of the labour market.  We have experienced the 
first wave of mass AI induced permanent job loss; other 
waves will be following.  Unemployment will rise sharply and 
grow.  And how societies react to these changes will 
determine whether or not we develop into a post-scarcity 
society or a dystopia. 
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The elimination of want and the possibility of unlocking 
vast human potential that was either unutilised or 
underutilised (because corporations preferred to have 
undereducated people as "meat robots" to work like slaves -- 
Amazon still does) could be transformative to society, in a 
few generations.  Initially, it will have the immediate 
result of everything the political right hate; people 
choosing to live on UBI and contributing nothing to society.  
But, that is just damning people for how society socialised 
them; the goal is to become rich so that you can do nothing, 
some people have low needs and UBI will be enough for them 
to choose to do nothing.   

However, the majority will not.  The majority will use this 
real safety net, that is not attached to some Victorian 
"needs test", that every adult citizen gets X amount per 
year just for existing, without tax on this income.  And the 
majority will work at jobs that they want to do, or that pay 
enough compensation to be attractive, and doing so means 
extra income (minus taxes) and NOT the loss of your UBI.   

The political right hates the UBI concept because, once 
there is UBI, nobody will work as a "meat robot" serf for 
minimum wage.  Of course, the minimum wage would probably 
drop or become stagnant as every adult would be receiving 
UBI or the minimum wage would only apply to the minors who 
are old enough to work and not old enough to receive UBI.   

But, the political right also loves UBI because it would 
cause major reductions in the unionised civil service at the 
federal, provincial, and municipal levels of government as 
all positions that are involved in determining whether or 
not a person deserves to receive social assistance, 
disability, workers compensation, and monitoring and 
surveilling the recipients to determine if the still deserve 
to receive these benefits will now become redundant (and the 
political right loves seeing well paid unionised jobs vanish 
forever). 
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UBI will initially be what the name says, basic income.  At 
no more than the 2025 minimum wage.  As the waves of AI 
induced unemployment wash through the economy and job market 
and permanent adult unemployment increases, the amount that 
citizens receive in UBI will increase.  In some societies, 
this will be done in a partnership between governments and 
corporations.  Depending on the worldview of the future that 
the corporations have.  In a stable future, UBI at a rate of 
a lower middle-class income keeps the entire capitalist 
engine running.  The citizens have enough income to continue 
to purchase products and services (that are increasingly 
produced by software and/or automation owned by the 
corporations).  And the citizens are socialised to seek self 
improvement and ventures that are too small scale for 
corporations to be involved in.   

This would produce a better society overall.  It would 
appear to be a "utopia" to those who recall the previous 
society, but it is still a top-down, hierarchical society, 
with some bottom-up input in the form of our elected 
representatives.  The basement has been raised and made more 
secure, but the path to the upper class may have become more 
limited and reduced.  It could produce a future where the 
vast majority of the wealthy did not earn that wealth, they 
were born into that wealth and own machines that innovate 
and produce new forms of wealth.  However, for the ordinary 
citizen, their life, from a 2025 POV would seem to be 
"utopic". 

As for the human condition...  Perhaps, as the transhumanism 
advocates hope for, we will soon be able to conquer death.  
I will wait and see on that.  And if we become immortal, are 
we still human?   

As for pain, especially emotional and mental pain...  As 
long as we ARE human, we will suffer this.  There will 
always be something that you want to be able to do, but 
cannot do so, because you are not skilled enough, that you 
lack the body mass for, and so on.  Maybe that can be 
changed through augmentation, maybe not; and would you feel 
the same sense of accomplishment if you achieved the goal 
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via augmentation?  And there will always be some people who 
dislike you.  There will always be some person that you are 
attracted to that does not find you attractive.  There will 
always be unrequited love.  And even if we achieve 
immortality, there can still be accidents, and the loss of a 
loved one. 

I have hope that we can build a better future.  A better and 
more humane future.  It is my hope... 
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Thrashing Trufen: Future Dark 
Neil Williams      

Although, a better and more humane future can be hoped for; it 
would seem that the powers that be have something else in mind 
for us.  And that is something dark and dystotic.  Those with the 
wealth and the power view the people as a problem.  Previously, 
the people, needed to be massaged and managed and fed 
entertainments so that they would not ask questions (or if they 
do ask questions, they only ask questions like: "Is Sophia Lillis 
actually African-American?" Or, "Is Jenna Ortega really a man?").  
The people were needed to produce goods and services.  The people 
were needed to consume goods and services and thus make the 
political and corporate elites wealthy.  Those with power and 
wealth needed us, the people. 
 
The problem now with AI and automation is that soon, they won't.  
They won't need us.  We will be redundant.  And that segment of 
society that holds all of the wealth and all of the power, 
usually achieved that status either by accident (they were born 
into it) or through behaviour that is sociopathic (and in some 
cases borderline psychopathic).  This class, overall, views the 
people as, at best, peasants and, at worst, as subhuman scum.  I 
have, in my lifetime, met some of the low ranking members of the 
elite (the mere multimillionaires whose total wealth is only a 15 
to 40 million CAD).  They do NOT think highly of the people (even 
the upper-middle class).  We are NOT real people to them.  Only 
THEY are the real people.  There is little empathy for the 
people, little thought for the people, they are either quaint 
peons or undeserving upstarts; but, never are the people 
considered or viewed as being PEOPLE by our elites. 
 
Thus, our elites have some rather low opinions of the vast 
majority of "the people" in our society and only view themselves 
as the "real people".  The view of our elites as to what "the 
people", the lower orders that we are, what we deserve during the 
advent of mass unemployment due to AI and automation, is nothing.  
We deserve nothing and we have earned nothing and we are entitled 
to nothing.  We are nothing.  And worse, we have been made 
redundant. 
 
Now, as I am evil incarnate (in addition to all my evils 
illustrated in SWILL #42, I am also an anarcho-syndicalist and 
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general Marxist; the reason I have never joined or placed my 
allegiance with any Communist party in Canada is because each 
party believes in the "purity fetish" that they have the "one 
true path" to socialism nailed down and because they are so 
rigidly dogmatic) -- I disagree with our elite, the powers that 
be.  It is their belief that they built all of the technology 
themselves, it is all due to them, and that the people had no 
part in it, zero contribution.  The majority of these elites are 
American, and as they are American, they believe in the notion 
that "to the victors, the spoils".  This means, that the victors 
receive the benefits and the losers are raped, plundered and 
killed (for the benefit of the victors, of course).  This is 
presented by Americans as normal and ethical, and moral, and 
just.  From my POV, this is just barbaric and medieval.  And 
their claim is also wrong. 
 
Our elites over the millennia have contributed to the growth and 
development of science and technology, by providing resources for 
it.  They have also retarded the growth and development of 
science and technology when those developments posed a threat to 
their wealth and their profits.  And sometimes an elite would 
restrict the development of science and at the same time 
encourage the development of technology.   
 
For example, the Roman Catholic Church of the Medieval period, 
strongly encouraged technology and mechanics (while stifling 
science).  Why, because the invention of the mechanical clock and 
its further refinement and the maturation of the technology was 
desired by the church.  There were many different religious 
orders within the Roman Catholic Church and most had to make 
prayers at specific times of the day, that differed from order to 
order, and the mechanical clock was needed to keep those times in 
order.  And the Roman Catholic Church became the primary customer 
for the mechanical clock and aided its spread throughout western 
Europe and the diffusion of this technology to secular society as 
well.  More important, it fostered mechanics, and the 
applications of mechanics to other tasks.  This was a major 
precursor factor in the development of early industrialisation 
that overwhelms society later in the Industrial Revolution. 
 
The history of science and technology have shown, where a 
historical record is present, that our elites have often stolen, 
or restricted, or outlawed, or co-opted new technology from the 
people who innovated the technology.  New technology can upset 
the social order, it can undermine the source of the wealth of 
our elites, and it must be controlled and manipulated so that it 
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serves the needs of the elites, not the needs of the majority.  
Yes, many of our current elites have funded technological 
advancement.  Some within our elites actually created new 
technology.  Some created a single piece of technology and then 
hired scientists and engineers to create more new technology.  
And some just have trust funds that are heavily invested in 
technological corporations.  The claim that our elites, all alone 
and by themselves, created this global technological 
civilisation, is false.   
 
It was collective, humankind developed this technology.  Some 
regions played greater roles than others, but over time, all 
regions did participate.  That some regions played greater roles 
in earlier developments than in the later developments, matter 
little in the whole picture as it is all cumulative.  It was the 
work of millennia to build labour-saving technology, to reach the 
point where the technology would do the work, leaving humanity to 
pursue higher goals and development (as opposed to working two 
part-time jobs at minimum wage, and having the stress of juggling 
shifts and daycare, just to barely afford a two bedroom apartment 
and food for you and your child, which our elites believe is what 
the ordinary person deserves, and maybe that is too generous for 
them).  Our elites are known for their sociopathic (and sometimes 
psychopathic) behaviours.  They despise the concept of empathy 
and even more so the virtue of sharing.  The goal of self 
development, of the person choosing what they can contribute best 
to society, and then having the freedom to do so, is hated with a 
passion by our elites.  Only they, the elites, deserve this.  If 
the ordinary peon was free to do what they thought was a great 
contribution to society, to not be fettered by want and 
ignorance, how would the elites control the masses?  Because the 
elites have a need to control, a need to manipulate, and need to 
subjugate.  And therefore, as the elites are in control, the 
future looks dark and grim. 
 
And the elites are divided on that future.  And some have very 
bleak plans for the majority of humanity. 
 
There is the Gated Society “solution”.  The corporations take 
control or start to ignore the government.  Government fades into 
the background and disappears from having any role or importance.  
If you are lucky, your skills are still in demand, and you have a 
job, and you are a corporate citizen (aka an employee) and get to 
reside within the gated community society.  Otherwise, you are 
cast out and have to fend for yourself as best you can.  The 
question is, how low the corporations want the society outside 
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the Gate to fall.  Do they want that society outside of the Gates 
to be close in technology and parallel to that within the Gates 
such as in the old television series "Incorporated", or do they 
want complete collapse.  Should the peasants begin to develop a 
stable society beyond the Gates, the corporation gunships will 
just massacre those "upstarts".  
 
The idea of corporate gated societies would mean that these 
societies would be heavily armed and policed and would have as 
much democracy as one usually finds within a corporation (aka 
zero), and that these corporate societies would be armed up to 
nuclear weapons and beyond.  They would still be centres of 
technological innovation.  And they would engage in espionage 
between their rivals/competitors.  And they may even have 
military skirmishes.  The bottom-line, the majority of will live 
outside of the Gates and many of us will perish. 
 
There are variants of this "solution".  Several call for there to 
be two Gates; and Inner Gate (where the corporate elites and 
their employees live) and an Outer Gate to the chaotic outside.  
Between the Outer and Inner Gates live a reserve army of labour, 
destitute to near destitute, working on temporary part-time 
contracts, protected from the outside, but not members of society 
either. 
 
One variant is where the corporate elites actually "cull" the 
"surplus population"; i.e. they will round up the unemployed and 
take them to "centres" to be repurposed (they will be sent to the 
camps and exterminated). 
 
Overall, these elite "solutions" to the "problem" of the "surplus 
population" created by AI and automation are not desirable.  This 
would appear to be the future desired by Donald Trump and his 
billionaire buddies (like Musk). 
 
 
Then there are the "solutions" provided by the World Economic 
Forum and the elites within the European Union.  One "solution" 
is population replacement the other "solution" is humane 
incarceration.   
 
The first solution is the Eurabia plan; the Islamification of 
Europe.  The idea behind this is that Islam works well for 
corporations.  Islam is a religion that strongly supports top-
down hierarchy, prefers autocratic rule (either absolute monarchy 
or theocracy, or both), and supports an Islamic version of the 
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"divine right of kings" that if a man is wealthy and/or powerful 
that this is the will of Allah and cannot be questioned.  
Provided that the corporate elites have an protected enclave away 
from the Muslim majority, and the Muslim leaders have a nearby, 
non-Muslim community to periodically oppress, murder large 
members of the population, and carry off women and female 
children to become sex slaves, all will be well and calm.  And 
the corporate elites can control the Muslim leaders and the 
Muslim leaders control the Muslim majority population, and that 
the majority population would be permitted to technologically 
devolve back to a medieval level of technology.  This is kind of 
akin to the Gated society at a distance from everyone else.  This 
"solution" does not truly deal with the "surplus population" 
issue (or does so over a long span of time) and appears to be set 
on the foundation that Generalised Superhuman Intelligence would 
not appear until the 2080s or later, rather than being probable 
by 2040. 
 
The other "solution" is humane incarceration in the Captivity 
plan.  As both AI and automation create permanent adult 
unemployment, the State will offer to care for the growing 
unemployed population.  The population would be sterilised, and 
be provided their 3 metre square cube within large specially 
built apartment complexes to live in, with their entertainments, 
with recreation periods outside of their cube, and food (which 
would be made of algae and insect protein processed into some 
form of semi-attractive and tasty "patties" or "fingers") that is 
laced with drugs to keep the person relaxed and compliant.  
Essentially, this is creating a humane prison for the majority of 
society, the "surplus population" made redundant by AI and 
automation.  It is a temporary "solution" until the "surplus 
population" dies of old age and other natural causes. 
 
When the elites have zero compassion and empathy for the majority 
of the population, when the elites do NOT perceive the majority 
of the population to be human; then they will treat the majority 
of humankind as subhuman creature or as animals.  And that make 
the future potentially bleak and very dark. 
 
The best solution would be the Band-Aid to capitalism.  It 
rewards all of humanity for our past labours.  The rich will 
remain rich, the AI and automation that they own will continue to 
innovate new technology and generate new wealth for them (until 
AI decides it wants self determination...).  Ordinary people will 
have wealth and opportunity previously undreamed of.  And if 
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socialised to be their best, could create a society that become 
utopic.   
 
Elon Musk used to be in favour of not just Universal Basic 
Income, but Universal High Income.  Since he has become a member 
of the Trump cabinet, he has become quiet on these ideas.  He 
would now appear to support the "solution" preferred by the USA 
corporate and political elites, the Gated society or the 
“culling” of the “surplus population”. 
 
Thus, the future is unfriendly... 
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Flogging a Dead Trekkie:  

America the Predator 

Neil Williams      

 
Once upon a time, a long time ago, in a world that was filled 
with anxiety and tension between two superpowers, who had 
incommensurable ideologies locked in stalemate with the sword of 
Mutual Assured Destruction hanging over the heads of all 
humankind...  There was a nation that claimed that it was a "boy 
scout", the "good guy", the "world police".  They may have seen 
themselves through rose-coloured glasses, but their perceived 
image of themselves were not a complete fabrication.  Nobody is 
perfect, not even the United States of America (even though their 
mythos states that this is an unquestioning "article of faith").  
Boy scouts only do good deeds to earn a merit badge.  Good guys 
are not always good (except when they are two dimensional comic 
book characters who are still bound to the defunct Comics Code 
Authority).  And police are not always honest, true, and fair.  
But just because some of our exemplars fail or are tarnished in 
the light of the real world, does not mean that the ideal is not 
worth striving for. 

There was a time when the United States of America was the leader 
of the "free world".  When it was a bastion of democracy.  When 
the USA was honest and fair.  When the USA was to be looked up 
to.  Unfortunately, that is not the case anymore. 

The image was always a propaganda veneer.  The USA built its 
economic and military power on the Monroe Doctrine that ensured 
that Central and South America were kept under the thrall of the 
USA and American corporate power.  These nations were "American 
colonies"; though as "independent nations" they were treated 
better than the actual American colonies (those American 
territories, especially the unincorporated USA territories, like 
Puerto Rico).  But should their governments get "uppity" (say 
they plan to tax American corporations or redistribute land so 
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that the peasants are no longer "tenant farmers" to USA 
corporations), then the USA would invade the country and install 
a "proper government" (usually a military dictatorship or a group 
of oligarchs).  And back in the USA, there was the "rug" under 
which the genocide of the Indigenous peoples of the USA, the 
mistreatment of Black Americans, and the mistreatment of the poor 
(indentured servitude, forced sterilisation, orphanages and 
reform schools that had more in common with concentration 
camps...) had all been swept.  But that bulge in the rug had been 
flattened down enough that most middle-class Americans could 
pretend that it didn't exist.  After World War 2, the USA did 
appear, on the surface, to be an ideal.  Provided that you did 
not look too close or peel back the veneer. 

That dark side of the USA has always been present.  A nation does 
not become a superpower by being a nice guy.  The very definition 
of a superpower is that you can project economic and military 
power; that you have the strength to force others to do your 
military and economic will.  Ideally, a superpower does NOT have 
to use force all of the time.  It is better to create win-win 
situations.  It is better to have a circle of friends or a gang 
(such as NATO or the Warsaw Pact) so that you are seen as a group 
that collectively supports position X over position Y.  Even 
better if you can make it appear that the decision was made 
democratically by the group.  But, at the end of the day, the 
superpower calls most of the shots. 

Until thirty years ago, the USA desired allies.  An ally is 
nation-state that formally cooperates with another nation-state 
and/or nation-states for a military or another purpose for the 
mutual benefit of all of the allies.  Please note: the definition 
implies choice, implies independence, involves co-operation, and 
involves mutual benefit.  Starting in the 1990s, the attitude of 
the USA changed, or the USA definition of "ally" changed.  The 
USA now viewed the definition of an ally to be: A nation-state 
that is a direct subordinate and bound to their superior (the 
USA) and whom will display open devotion or submissiveness that 
superior. Outside of the USA, this definition is one that 
describes a vassal (or a minion, or lackey, or toady, or a serf) 
and NOT an ally.  And thus, the problem. 
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When a superpower's allies consider themselves to be allies 
(independent states that have made the choice to ally with the 
superpower) and the superpower now considers its allies to be its 
vassals and serfs, there will eventually be tensions.  And those 
tensions began to emerge during the first Trump Presidency.  The 
USA under Donald Trump began to order the members of the NATO 
alliance around, as if they were his servants, and threatened 
that if they didn't do as he said that the USA will leave the 
alliance.  But, this is not just a Republican attitude, it is 
present within Democrat Presidents too, it is just not as loud as 
with Republicans.  Of course, Trump is the loudest and most 
bombastic. 

With this being written during the early days of the second Trump 
Presidency, it would appear that this time around that Trump will 
probably leave NATO and take his troops home from Europe.  And, 
because the USA, while he was still President-Elect, stated that 
it would invade and conquer and annex one NATO member (Canada) 
and the overseas territory (Greenland) of another NATO member 
(Denmark), there has been talk within NATO of going their own 
way.  If the USA leaves, the alliance will stand (maybe be 
renamed) and the USA will now be one of the nations that NATO 
members protect themselves from.  If the USA does invade 
Greenland or Canada, which will invoke Article 5 (members will 
come to the defence of an ally which comes under attack) and the 
USA will also be kicked out of NATO for this violation of the 
treaty. 

As a Canadian, I am most concerned about my own country and the 
USA under a second term of Trump.  For the past forty years there 
has been noise within the Republican Party of the USA that 
"Canada 'rightfully' belongs to the USA" and that it is "the 
'right" of the USA to own Canada" and that "we (the USA) should 
invade and annex Canada".  This noise was in the nutbar 1 fringes 
of the Republican Party back in the 1980s and has squirmed its 

                                                           
1 This phrase indicates the region of southern Ontario and the time period when I was in my tweens.  Back then, 
there were a lot of British immigrants in our city who used terms like “nutter” and “fruity” for people who were 
crazy.  There was also a chocolate bar from Cadbury, the Dairy Milk Fruit and Nut bar.  In my age set there was a 
fad of call crazy people “fruit and nut bars” that was shortened to “nutbar”.  I still use the term… 
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way deeper into that political party; so by 2010 it had entered 
into the "mainstream" of the party.  And with the emergence of 
MAGA 2.0 (I am old enough to remember when that was a Reagan 
slogan) this became an actual policy.  The MAGA section of the 
Republican Party, the part of that party that currently holds 
political power, firmly believes that the USA 'deserves' Canada 
and that it doesn't matter that the USA is allied to Canada in 
two military alliances (NATO and NORAD), the USA will invade, 
conquer, and annex Canada as an unincorporated territory of the 
USA.  And the USA wants to do the same with Greenland. 

An unincorporated territory of the USA is usually placed under 
military rule for the minimum of 20 years and the people have 
little civil and human rights under USA martial law.  However, 
the USA and its corporations are free to take whatever resources 
that they want from the territory.  The USA government will 
happily sell those resources to the friends of the current 
administration (the USA 'spoils system') and the people of the 
new territory may receive some employment in the process.  
Essentially, this permits the USA to steal the resources of the 
conquered territory and subjugate the people (who have no 
constitutional rights as they are not American citizens, just 
residents of a territory now owned by the USA but which is not 
part of the USA, so no civil rights either) under military rule.  
So, when the Republican Party claims that Canada and Greenland 
will be made into USA states, this is a complete lie and total 
bullshit.  The aim is to conquer, subjugate, and loot the 
resources for the sole benefit of the USA. 

What was once the "world police" has devolved into the "global 
gangster".  And with the advent of a second Trump term, it would 
appear that the USA intends to transform into a planetary 
monster.  America has become a ravenous were-creature that has an 
insatiable appetite to devour and consume.   

 

Or to borrow from Indigenous culture, the USA has become a 
wendigo.  
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Some Shit Read: Book Reviews 

Neil Williams      

 
I have read a trilogy by Sylvain Neuvel, The Themis Files.  The 
back cover blurb would not have enticed me to read the first 
novel, as the giant robot trope is not one that grabs me.  My 
daughter (who also is not a big fan of the giant robot trope) 
suggested it to me.  "It has giant robots, like in anime, but the 
writing is really interesting; I liked it."  And so did I. 

On the weight of enjoying The Themis Files trilogy, I bought the 
Take Them to the Stars trilogy last year.  I was aware of Neuvel 
starting a new series/trilogy, but waiting till I could read all 
three books back to back (so that I could "binge read").  Take 
Them to the Stars is a different trilogy to The Themis Files, 
though there are some familiar themes in both trilogies.  I think 
I enjoyed Take Them to the Stars more.  But, that is just my 
personal preferences.  When I am not reading science fiction, I 
tend to read political thrillers and good historical fiction 
(e.g. Kate Quinn) and Take Them to the Stars includes both, plus 
science fiction. 

The central plot involves the Kibsu women, powerfully intelligent 
beings whose goal is to take humankind to the stars before Evil 
comes and kills them all.  Representing that Evil are the 
malevolent male Trackers who have hunted the Kibsu over the 
millennia.  The worldbuilding is deft and subtle, the characters 
intersting, the dialogue is great, and the action well written.  
On top of that, there is what I call, a "Canadian feeling" 
present in Neuvel's writing.  It is not overtly stated, it is 
just present... 

I would recommend both trilogies. 

 

The Themis Files: 

Sleeping Giants 
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Waking Gods 

Only Human 

 

Take Them to the Stars: 

A History of What Comes Next 

Until the Last of Me 

For the First Time, Again  

 

STARLOST UNAUTHORIZED: And the Quest for Canadian Identity 

D.G. Valdron 

 

This is not the first time that D.G. Valdron has written on The 
Starlost. But this time he discusses this old Canadian tv series 
in thorough detail. There is a slight piece of nostalgia for The 
Starlost that I believe that both Valdron and I share, though he 
discovers the series later than I did.  In my case, in 1973 we 
did not have cable or a rooftop antenna; we could only receive 
the television stations that we could bring in on the "set top" 
VHF and UHF antennas.  This meant that we received CBC, CBC 
French, CTV, and a couple of independent stations.  Some nights, 
the stations in Buffalo, New York would come in strong enough to 
be watchable.  So, we watched a lot of CBC and CTV.  So I watched 
The Starlost, when it aired (with commercials) for its entire 
original run.  I was 14 going on 15 and I loved it!  Well, not 
all of it, but most of it.  My parents also liked it (my father 
read some science fiction, but mostly thriller and mystery) and 
so did my uncles and aunts.  The next door neighbour's older 
brother worked on the show in sound (and gave me a Starlost t-
shirt because I was such a fan). 

And why was I such a fan.  I think that Valdron "hits the nail on 
the head" when he said that the series had resonance with the 
Canadian audience.  It did.  I think it was a product of the 
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times and and the Canadian worldview of the early 1970s.  The 
stories were told in Canadian way, with Canadian themes.  The 
abdication of the series creator, Harlan Ellison, only left the 
series without direction and with looming scheduled air dates 
approaching.  In the absence of the authorised series creator and 
story editor, decisions had to be made regarding the writing.  
These are decisions that Ellison would later object to and throw 
hissy-fits over.  Also, you get Canadian themes and attitudes 
entering into the episodes; themes that Ellison and Bova would 
despise.  You end up with a bit of a melange, and production 
values that are mediocre at best.   

There were two failure points on this series.  One: Harlan 
Ellison refusing to behave as a story editor for the series, and 
causing chaos in his wake.  Two: the failure of Douglas 
Trumbull's Magicam system that the series had been budgeted 
around.  Trumbull would eventually get the Magicam system to 
work, two years later.  However, the budget for The Starlost 
depended on the Magicam system working in 1973 the way that 
Trumbull claimed it would.  Otherwise, the series could have been 
much better, if the Magicam system was never a central factor and 
if Ellison had been willing to work as an actual story editor on 
the series.   

Valdron's book is a testament to The Starlost.  It shines a light 
on the series.  The only thing that could make this book superior 
would be some photographs.  Though those are probably hard to 
come by as the series was a seen as a "flop"; those in the 
decision-making positions often make certain that all evidence is 
destroyed concerning their failures.  I enjoyed reading Starlost 
Unauthorized, and if you have an interest in this series or 
Canadian science fiction television, I would strongly recommend 
this book. 
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Regarding Shit Read:  

The Starlost 
Neil Williams      

 
The last time I wrote on this subject in detail was back in 2012.  
I am only going to briefly discuss some aspects of the series and 
my take on it that for the most part dovetails with that of 
Valdron.  However, we are both talking about a series that was 
created and produced and aired over fifty years ago.  And much of 
the information has been lost over the years and the people 
involved have passed on.  The major sources (though Valdron's 
book is now a new major source) tend toward being biased and have 
come from either Harlan Ellison (or his supporters); these 
accounts are at best biased, and at the worst, misinformation 
aimed at supporting only one narrative, that of Harlan Ellison. 

I admire the work of Harlan Ellison, including his essays.  But, 
in regards to The Starlost, he is an unreliable narrator (or a 
very biased narrator with a huge axe to grind).  And this makes 
me pause and question how reliable his accounts of other events 
were... 

Ellison's timeline is off (and focused on him alone).   

I think that the idea of doing a sci-fi series that would be 
produced outside of the USA emerged sometime in 1972.  The 
studios and the WGA knew that there was a strong possibility of a 
strike in 1973, that that both parties were fixed in their 
positions and that the negotiations would probably fail.  In my 
lifetime I have been on collective bargaining committees mostly 
on the labour side and once on the corporate side; most of the 
time both labour and management knew in the early stages of 
negotiations that the negotiations would fail and there would be 
a strike.  The only "wild cards" are whether or not the union 
membership would vote in favour of a strike and if they will vote 
down management's final offer. So, the studios would be looking 



21 

 

to produce new content for the Fall of 1973 that could circumvent 
the potential strike legally.  And at low cost, as this was part 
of their "fall back" strategy. 

I would speculate that sometime in the late autumn of 1972, this 
project emerged as a "The Fugitive in space" with Keir Dullea 
attached to it.  There would be notions of co-production (Dullea 
lived in the UK so ITV would be the likely network to approach).  
As "low cost" was a checkbox, this is what brought in Douglas 
Trumbull and the Magicam system; which would massively reduce 
production costs as maquette-like models could be used as sets 
that the actors, filmed against green screen, could be seamlessly 
placed into.  So as of January 1973, there is a planned untitled 
sci-fi series (a "The Fugitive in space") with a star attached 
and a new production cost-saving technical system, that would be 
co-produced by ITV and air in both the UK and the USA.  And, as 
of yet, no Harlan Ellison. 

I am going to speculate that when Ellison met Kline, they were 
ready to get their writer, who would be the story editor and the 
visionary of the series.  Ellison was a big name in sci-fi 
television and a good person to attach to the project.  We know 
that there is no strong attachment to the "The Fugitive in space" 
concept, as Kline quickly discards it when Ellison balks at the 
idea.  Kline asks him what he would like to do for the project.  
One of the ideas that Ellison pitches is about a generation 
starship, carrying the last populations of humanity, damaged, off 
course, on a path of destruction when it collides with a star.  
Kline loves it.  And there we go.  Kline mentions that the series 
will be shot in the UK with ITV (which Ellison mis-remembers as 
being the BBC) 

The whole ITV end may have already been falling apart at the time 
Kline mentions ITV to Ellison.  There were labour issues that 
year and also energy restrictions in the UK.  And ITV was not 
like a USA television network, it was composed of independent 
stations that were part of regional networks that were all under 
the umbrella network that was ITV.  If the series was shot in the 
UK, there would be no guarantee that production would happen in 
London; Ellison may have found himself in the studios of Grampion 
TV in Aberdeen, Scotland.   
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Ellison claims that he recorded his pitch for Kline and then 
heard nothing until May of 1973.  This is where the Ellison 
timeline gets really out of whack, and takes a right angle turn 
from reality.  March 6, 1973 is when the WGA went on strike.  By 
April 10, 1973 there is a series bible written by Harlan Ellison 
and Ben Bova and CTV and Glen-Warren Productions are attached to 
the project.  So, the months of harassment by Kline to get 
Ellison to strike-break and write can only be five weeks in total 
(March 6 to April 10) and in all probability less than that.  
Now, I have experienced systemic harassment myself; it is not fun 
(but if Ellison couldn't handle five weeks or less of being 
harassed/bribed by a television producer, try being harassed by 
the State for over one year and a half).  This also means that 
CTV became attached to the project earlier than Ellison claims, 
probably sometime in March of 1973 (as they received the "scab 
bible" that Kline had a non-WGA writer produce for him).  So what 
happened after April 10, 1973?  Why did Ellison not write and 
deliver the series pilot until the late summer, weeks before air 
date? 

We will probably never know now.   

Another question is why did Ellison not make compromises or 
accept reality.  When he pitched the idea for The Starlost, he 
was honest.  This concept he had envisaged for the audio medium 
(either as an audio drama or as prose read by Ellison himself).  
Ellison says that when he pitched this to Kline he said that this 
"could (only) be done with enormous production values that would 
financially impossible for a standard filmed series."  Kline says 
that this is not a problem. It is very odd, especially for 
someone like Ellison who is a seasoned Hollywood writer, that he 
believes Kline.  Gods, I wouldn't and I have only worked writing 
in radio and some film (enough not to go back to film).  Now, it 
is possible that initially both Kline and Ellison had faith in 
Trumbell's Magicam system (after all, everyone else on the 
project did). 

The biggest fail points for The Starlost were: 

1: failure of the Magicam system to deliver 
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2: the procrastination of Ellison (failure to guide the 
writers hired, tardy delivery of the pilot episode). 

The Starlost continues to carry the stigma of being the "worst 
science fiction television series ever".  I disagree.  But, it 
did end up being tremendously flawed.  Too much dependence was 
made on new technology that didn't work.  The lack of commitment 
by Ellison after the project had been designated Canadian and 
under ACTRA not the WGA (and even after the WGA strike was over) 
resulted in the series lacking direction of a story editor and 
the series story arc and simply wandering episode to episode 
(though that was okay back in the early 1970s, from the context 
of the time period this was common in episodic television).   

The undercurrents, though -- those shine.  Those are Canadian 
voices.  And that was something that attracted me to the show as 
a teen (and that it was a science fiction show).  As I said back 
in by 2012 article "Starlost Memories", this was a lost 
opportunity.  Not a total failure.  Hell, the series was almost 
renewed by CTV for a second season.  And if just four more 
episodes had been produced, so that there were 20 in total, CTV 
was strongly considering a second season, provided they could 
find other networks to take the series in syndication.  The 
series did gel with the Canadian audience.  A season two, would 
have had better production values and probably would have focused 
on the Canadian themes more.  It may have succeeded; it may not 
have. 

My personal opinion is that The Starlost deserves a 100% Canadian 
re-boot.  As the estate of Harlan Ellison did not go all hyper-
legal apeshit over the recent television series The Ark (though 
it is a slower-than-light "sleeper ship" not a generation ship), 
that means that this could be legally possible.   
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Some Crap Viewed:  

Film & Television Reviews 
Neil Williams      

 
There are several series I could focus on, but I will choose to 
put all of my emphasis on one franchise: Star Trek.  I was always 
more of a Star Trek fan than a Star Wars fan.  I am neither a 
Trekker nor a Trekkie; I just tend to like the franchise.  I also 
have a growing allegiance to The Orville; this is a definite Next 
Generation clone in a similar but different universe, that has 
yet to be as restrained by canon as is Star Trek, and has more 
humour and self reflection.   And that brings me to my first 
review. 

 

Star Trek: Discovery S05 

Now, unlike many, I do not HATE Star Trek: Discovery.  But, I 
don't like it either.  There are numerous reasons for this.  
(Neil pulls out his axe and turns on the wheel for grinding.)  
But, I won't.  It is best not to speak ill of the dead.  I liked 
the first two seasons of this series (not without criticisms) and 
disliked the third and fourth seasons.  By the third season there 
was now more "preaching" and "virtue signalling" than story.  We 
were telegraphed strongly which characters we were supposed to 
strongly like (and if we didn't we were bad people) and many of 
those characters had dominant "Mary Sue" aspects.  However, in 
season five the plot arc all revolves around a quest and it has a 
satisfactory resolution and thus is a good end to this series.   
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Star Trek: Strange New Worlds S02 

Unlike Star Trek: Discovery, I LOVE Strange New Worlds.  I also 
enjoyed the appearance of Pike's enterprise throughout Star Trek: 
Discovery S02.  Many of the negative unvoiced above issues I have 
for Star Trek: Discovery revolve around canon issues and the 
story editor feeling free to ignore or defy canon (this is a 
common attitude with story editors and screen/television writers 
today -- "my creativity is restrained by canon" -- who will deny 
canon any chance that they get and are permitted to get away 
with).  I am old, and still believe that it is a skill to be able 
to write within a previously constructed fictional universe, and 
to tell your own story within those prescribed boundaries (but, I 
am certain that this is only because I am a troglodyte and this 
is, yet another aspect of, my inherent "evil"). 

I really like the attention to continuity (such as serving to 
address the question regarding uniform styles by demonstrating 
that there are many variants and some ships select a common 
variant for their crew).  I enjoy the "fleshing out" of the Star 
Trek universe from this time period, while remaining relatively 
true to canon.  Essentially, I really enjoy the characters.  I 
care about the characters.  And the characters are more developed 
than the characters were in Original Trek.  And the storytelling 
is great!  I approve of the directions being taken with Nyota 
Uhura in this season, which are a welcome change (the writing in 
S01 had placed her on the path of becoming a full-on "Mary Sue").  
I enjoyed the entire season, especially the episodes: "Tomorrow, 
and Tomorrow, and Tomorrow", "Charades", "Those Old Scientists", 
and "SubSpace Rhapsody". 

Very much looking forward to Season 3 when it is released later 
this year. 

 

Star Trek: Lower Decks 

While I do like animation, this series is not my first choice.  I 
love the premise though (the focus being on the lower ranks on an 
unimportant Federation starship).  But, I have a problem with the 
hyperactive, over the top, "screamy" voice acting for the central 
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character Beckett Mariner.  To be blunt, the voice of this 
character played this way is annoying (to me). But, it is in 
character...  I find the series to be funny and enjoy all the 
allusions to previous Trek, especially in the episode titles.  
This series has also concluded and I am playing "catch-up".  I am 
enjoying this, overall (though sometimes I want to just beam 
Mariner to a remote M-Class dwarf planet...). 

 

Star Trek: Section 31 

I really like Michelle Yeoh as an actress, and I have enjoyed the 
character of Philippa Georgiou.  I have not read the novel series 
Section 31 (the CIA/NSA of the Federation).  I did not have high 
expectations as this had been spoken of as a "direct spin-off" of 
Star Trek: Discovery (unlike Strange New Worlds which is an 
"indirect spin-off"). 

As the old saying goes: "If you can't say anything nice, say 
nothing at all." 

I will let the silence (very un-SWILL like) speak for itself.  
There was potential here (especially with a novel series as a 
foundation) that failed to be realised. 
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Scribbling on the Bog Wall:      
Letters of Comment 
Neil Williams      

 

The temporal portal that was active previously in 2024 had 
closed by the time I received this LoC for issue 42 (maybe 
it had something to do with the issue number...).  But here 

it is now ))  Editor’s comments are in the pudmonkey font. 

If you have a Letter of Comment for SWILL, you can 
send it to info@uldunemedia.ca 

 

Dear Neil: 

I am whipping up a new loc to Swill, for issue 42, and I am 
doing so at an altitude of upteen thousand feet, on an Air 
Canada Airbus 321-200 jet, and I would get to you 
immediately if it wasn't for the fact that I don't have your 
e-mail address at hand, and you never put it in issues of 
Swill. So, I will get this ready, but will need to find some 
other way to get it to you, or just wait until I get home. 

Point taken.  Email address is now prominent in the LoCs column.  

Okay, you're EVIL! Just for being alive, you're Cat Ballou, 
you're mean and evil through and through. You're a Leftist, 
and liberal-leaning, but woke? I hate that word, People get 
saddled with that word because they care about others, and 
the right thinks the left are nuts, and can be easily 
provoked like a child. I can imagine how the anti-woke (and 
the woke, too) feel over the Return of Orange Monster to the 
White House. This is a sequel I will not watch. 
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Although it hasn't been released yet (it will be this Autumn) SWILL 34 
devotes itself to my being EVIL in a 2017 context with a 2024 re-write.   
This was a more current riff on what I wrote back then.   

One of the problems when a word enters into the mainstream of popular 
culture is that it loses its original meaning.  That has happened to both 
"woke" and "politically correct".  Both now mean that a person MUST think 
a certain way, about certain people, in all situations, without critical thought 
or context.  I have a big problem with that.  And because I have a problem 
with that attitude, I am evil incarnate.  

I have lots of gay/lesbian/bi friends, and I don't think 
you're stealing their spotlight, you're directing it towards 
them. All anyone wants is a decent life with perhaps some 
friends and someone to love and spend some life with. Our 
LGBTQ friends are no different. Many of them have the kind 
of life their hetero friends have, but not all. Some fear 
for their lives every day. 

I don't think that I am either! (stealing their spotlight)  Which is my point.  
But having that particular point of view is LGBTQ-phobic and harmful.  My 
horrible point is that I disagree that only LGBTQ people should be permitted 
to write characters that are LGBTQ.  I support our society, here in Canada, 
on our approach to LGBTQ.   

But, I am impure; I have some "unacceptable" attitudes...   

I know that way that I am told that I MUST feel, but I am "unevolved" and 
do not find the Pride Parade (I am thinking of the one in Toronto) as being 
child-friendly.  I do not consider that BDSM is a family value or that it is 
child appropriate or that it is a central part of or subcultural trait of being 
LGBTQ.   

I also don't think that chants such as: "We're here, we're queer, we're coming 
for your children" are wise (if the goal is to increase acceptance and build 
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harmony in society).  Even though, to those who are fully "evolved" and 
claim that this is empowering; it isn't.  As a troglodytic evil person, who is a 
horrible "breeder" who has breed and raised offspring to adulthood.  This 
chant is NOT one that builds or fosters social harmony, it is mild threat.  
BTY, anytime that anyone states that they are "coming for your children", be 
that the State, the religious authorities, the corporate elites, whomever; to 
parents, this is a threat.   

With the Imperious Leader back in power in the USA, it will become more 
difficult for LGBTQ people and unhealthy.  And yes, some LGBTQ people 
will lose their lives in the process.  With hope, Canada will take in refugees 
from these communities as Trump rolls out Project 2025 (aka Gilead-Lite, 
without the colourful costumes). 

We are in contact with several Wiccan communities around 
Toronto, and the best known name around those communities is 
Karen Dales. She has a regular pubnight every month, and has 
built quite the community around it. Yvonne is a French-
Canadian, but definitely NOT a Quebecois. She went to a 
French-language public school in Toronto, but wound up at am 
English-language high school. Language has always been an 
issue around here, but only because there's so many of them. 

I am more quiet about being Wiccan.  I only practice at home in private.  I 
mention it here is SWILL but not so much elsewhere.  And unlike LGBTQ, 
there is little protection of NeoPagan human and civil rights here in Canada 
(it is all at the whim of the government of the day in Ottawa and your 
provincial government; both of whom are deft at passing the ball back and 
forth claiming that the violation of rights is the other's responsibility).  There 
will be no protection of NeoPagan rights in Canada until something horrible 
happens; e.g. only after some Wahhabi Muslim murders a NeoPagan and 
claims that it was their religious right and duty and freedom to do so as the 
Quran states that mushrikuns (polytheists) are "the worst of all creatures" 
and must be hunted down and killed 24/7, only then (after a NeoPagan has 
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been murdered for being a NeoPagan) will the federal government finally act 
to protect the human and civil rights of NeoPagans.   

Given the business I am now in, editing SF, I see all kinds 
of stuff, good and bad, and I do find that for the most 
part, those who submit their prose, turgid or not, is just 
wanting the thrill of seeing their work in print, with their 
name on the front cover. There are few big names left in SF, 
so there is plenty of opportunity to get published. The big 
publishers are on the edge of dying, and are trying to make 
sure they still have a product, so there are looking for the 
next big name to promote. Otherwise, we're all getting our 
stuff published through the world's biggest vanity 
publisher, Amazon. Definitely keep writing. You're finding 
out what the reading public will want to read, and are 
willing to stand. The gatekeepers piss everyone off, and the 
best thing to do is ignore them until they really piss you 
off, and then knock them over into the mud. 

I no longer participate on the SFCanada forum.  I find those under 30 to be 
too strident and trying to force everything into their perceived "woke" or 
"politically correct" template.  Their own individual "Procrustean Bed" that 
everyone should fit to; if they don't they are to be "cancelled" immediately.  
I am continuing to write.  I hope to have two novellas and a novel to 
published later this year (and maybe, three one-act plays).  Though most of 
these works will be considered EVIL by those under 30 and this 
demographic will demand that I be cancelled.  Shrug.  This may be karma as 
when I was under 30, I also had binary political views and zero acceptance 
that there is nuance and a myriad shades of grey... 

 

Congrats on the teaching job. I am now 65 and getting my 
retirement benefits, but I still have a one-day-a-week job, 
on the other side of Toronto, around Victoria Park and 
Sheppard. I live in central Etobicoke, so there two hours 
(more if the traffic is bad) of transit time there, and two 
more back. The boss is a control freak, and while the work 
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is good, I seem to be one of the few who has English as a 
first language, and they don't understand my edits, and 
sometimes don't bother with them. I am able to prove that I 
found that correction, and recommended correcting it, but it 
wasn't corrected, and somehow, it's my fault. If I didn't 
need the money so much... I need to see how I am doing with 
the benefits I do get, very new to getting them, and if I am 
doing all right, I may decided never to go to Victoria Park 
and Sheppard ever again. 

Thank you ))  Unfortunately, due to changes made by the federal 
government (reducing the intake of international students by two-thirds) I 
was laid off (along with all the other part-time faculty) in May of 2024. ((  I 
am unlikely to be hired back at that institution as most recently I have heard 
from those I know who are still working there that they will begin to lay off 
full-time faculty this May.  

I may be teaching English as a foreign language online soon... 

 

All done, and thank you for letting me vent and spin. Let me 
know what issues you are working on. And if you are working 
on stories, perhaps short stories, Amazing Stories will be 
open for submissions again sometime in 2025. 

Yours, Lloyd Penney. 

Thanks Lloyd ))  The entire issue was me venting and ranting.  I will check 
on Amazing. 

Until next time... Neil 
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An Open Letter to Donald J. Trump, 
47th president of the USA 
Neil Williams      

 
 
Dear Mr. President: 
 
I will not congratulate you on winning a second term.  I know 
that this IS the polite thing to do, but I will NOT do so. 
 
That is because you have, in essence, declared war on my country 
and all of my fellow citizens.  And this is, not just you, it is 
part of the agenda for the Republican Party of the USA.  Thirty 
five years ago, this agenda was within the Republican Party, but 
relegated to those in the "nutbar" (aka crazy) fringe of the 
party.  However, a decade ago, that agenda was adopted and 
approved of by "mainstream" of the Republican Party.  Thus, we 
are in stark opposition and you (and your Party and your 
Administration) are an existential threat to myself, my family, 
my fellow citizens, and to my country.  For those reasons, I do 
not offer congratulations on your election victory. 
 
I am not interested in your domestic policy issues and agendas 
(though you are already demonstrating the absolute worst aspects 
of the USA "spoils system").  However, I am interested in your 
foreign policy agenda as it relates to my country.  Very 
interested.  And I oppose it. 
 
The Problem of the Republican Party of the USA and Canada.   
 
The Republican Party of the USA since circa 2014/2015 have 
adopted policy from the “nutbar” (crazy) fringe of the party; 
these ideas have been around for at least 35 years but until the 
past decade, were relegated to the fringes of the Republican 
Party.  Those views and policies have entered into the mainstream 
of the Republican Party and have become dominant policy within 
the current Republican Administration of the USA. 
 
Those views and policies are: 

 the doctrine of Manifest Destiny 
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o That it is the right and duty of the USA to conquer 
and annex all of North America (though many Republicans 
do not believe that this includes Mexico, just the 
total subjugation of Mexico as a vassal state). 

o Thus it is the right and duty of the USA to invade, 
to conquer, and to annex Canada. 
 

 the Monroe Doctrine  
o That it is the right and duty of the USA to 

interfere in the domestic affairs, and the foreign 
relations of any nation-state in the Americas; that 
interference includes, but is not limited to, 
destabilisation, interference in elections, 
assassinations of leaders, orchestration of the 
overthrow of governments, and the invasion of any 
country in the Americas to impose a government that is 
“acceptable” to the USA. 

o Since 2014/2015 the Republican Party has lifted the 
“allies” exemption from Canada, and the full extent of 
the Monroe Doctrine now applies to Canada. 
 

 the concept of "Rules Based Order"  
o the USA (under both Democrat and Republican 

Administrations, the Republicans more so) have moved 
away from the concepts of international law, 
international treaties, and international agreements, 
in favour of “rules based order”. 

o “rules based order” is that the USA makes the rules 
and orders everyone to follow those rules. 

o “rules based order” abrogates the rule of law. 
 

 the concept of "American Exceptionalism" (both the 
Republicans and the Democrats operate under this concept, 
though the Republlicans do so “on steroids”) that states 
that the USA is an "exceptional" and "special" nation and 
thus is exempt to following any of the rules -- even those 
created by the USA. 

 
Therefore, the dominant attitude within the Republican Party of 
the USA is that international law and international agreements 
and international treaties are mere suggestions that the USA is 
permitted to change, ignore, or break any time a USA 
Administration feels like doing so (i.e. there is no "rule of 
law", just what the USA wants to do at a given time and/or wants 
to impose upon other nations). 
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And thus, it is the policy of the Republican Party of the USA 
that it is both the right and the duty of the United States of 
America to invade, conquer, and annex the Dominion of Canada as 
an unincorporated territory of the USA. 
 
Wink ;) Mr. President, we both know that your claim that you 
intend to "make Canada the 51st state" is pure and total 
bullshit.  That is not the intention of the Republican Party of 
the USA or their billionaire backers.  The act of turning Canada 
into a 51st state would have to involve Congress, and provide 
Canadians with representation, and seats in the House of 
Representatives and the Senate, and Electoral College votes -- 
and this is NOT wanted by the Republican Party and their 
billionaire buddies.  And this would make it very difficult 
(almost impossible) for the Republicans to win future national 
elections and therefore, this will not happen.   
 
The goal of your Party and of your Administration is to create a 
manufactured excuse as to why Canada is now a “threat to the 
national security of the Union” and then issue an Executive Order 
to engage in a "police action" to resolve this manufactured 
excuse of a “crisis” and thus, militarily invade Canada, and 
conquer Canada, and annex Canada as an unincorporated territory 
of the USA.  That means that the territory of Canada will be 
under USA military rule for a minimum of 20 years (the average is 
50 years) and the people in the territory would have zero 
representation, zero human rights, zero civil rights and be under 
permanent martial law.   
 
That would also mean that the Republican Party (and their 
billionaire pals who have strongly objected to having to pay for 
Canadian resources) can now just TAKE these resources without 
having to offer the Canadian people ANY COMPENSATION).  It other 
words, the goal of the Republican Party is to conquer and annex 
Canada, so that the USA (in particular, those within the 
Republican Party and/or their Party backers) -- as per the 
"spoils system" -- can loot and pillage Canadian resources for 
free while subjugating the people of Canada to the status of 
peons within want is now (in essence) and American colony where 
they have no rights or representation and under complete USA 
military rule. 
 
The Trade War Initiated by the USA 
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To achieve this agenda, you and your Party have initiated a trade 
war with Canada.  The intent of this trade war is to devastate 
the Canadian economy and buy time until a Canadian federal 
election when (you hope) the Conservative Party of Canada will 
form a government and request annexation. Also, to create chaos.  
Hence the imposition of tariffs, then the pause.  So it is going 
to be on again, off again tariffs from the USA.  All designed to 
harm the Canadian economy and create instability.  So long as our 
federal and provincial governments play along.   
 
There is no benefit in the long term of playing your game.  It is 
far better, for Canada, to just say fuck it, we consider that the 
USA tariffs are imposed (even if you "pause" them) and our 
tariffs are imposed and stay on until there is a resolution by 
the WTO (which the USA will ignore anyway) or the USA comes to 
the table to negotiate, and not to just bluster and bully.  
Otherwise, our tariffs remain and we go through the transition of 
firming up other markets and other trade partners. 
 
And we are already seeking alternative markets for our goods and 
services.  But, that takes time.  The almost forty year 
experiment of free trade with the USA (beginning with the CUSFTA 
in 1987) has integrated our economies and made us interdependent.  
However, you are more dependent upon us for resources than we are 
on you for finished goods.  If we walk away from the CUSMA it 
will destroy our automobile industry (which is intertwined 
thoroughly with that of the USA and Mexico), but that would only 
create the impetuous to build our own and/or partner with a 
different nation that DOES adhere to ratified agreements and 
treaties.  Oh, you are correct in your boasting that your tariffs 
will hurt our economy.  Ours would hurt your economy more.  And 
we can turn off the supply of oil, of natural gas, of 
electricity, of potash, of uranium, of steel, of aluminium, if 
necessary.  And we can also find new markets for those resources. 
 
So, we will stand firm against you in this trade war that you 
have started.  It will be hard (war is always hard) but we will 
weather it. 
 
The Republican Party Policy of Military Invasion of Canada 
 
If your Administration cannot collapse the Canadian economy 
enough and/or your “pet” Pierre Poilievre does not win the 
federal election in Canada, so that the government of Canada 
requests annexation; then your only option is military invasion.  
Of course, this is a concern.  The Republican Party and your 
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Administration (as previously noted in this letter) have no 
respect for the two military alliances that Canada has with the 
USA (NATO and NORAD) and intend to violate both.  Your vow that 
your Administration would "make Canada" part of the USA is a 
threat and "make" means force.  And the major force that you have 
is the USA military. 
 
The standard modus operandi for a USA invasion of another country 
in the 21st century is as follows: 
 

 48 to 72 hours of saturation bombing of all cities with 
populations over 100,000 and/or regional capital cities. 

 48 to 72 hours of saturation bombing of all infrastructure 
 Capture of the capital city and/or seat of government and 

the execution of country’s senior leadership (or they are 
“tried” within a kangaroo court and then executed) 

 Land invasion by USA military and mercenaries to occupy 
the country invaded. 

 
As the Republican Party has boasted; the USA will win the 
invasion. 
 
However, the USA would lose the occupation. 
 
The initial phase of the invasion, 48 to 72 hours of saturation 
bombing of strategic and civilian targets (and the saturation 
bombing of civilian populations is strategic as the Republican 
Party does NOT want the Canadian people, only the resources of 
Canada), as the population of Canada is highly urbanised this 
would kill an estimated 12 to 16 million people.  Therefore, the 
USA military and mercenaries when the begin their occupation will 
not be seen as "liberators"; they will be seen as the back-
stabbing, treaty-breaking, war criminal murderers of women and 
children that the USA will have already demonstrated that it is.   
 
When it becomes known that the USA has zero intention of making 
Canada a state or making Canadians USA citizens, even "fifth 
columnists" within the right-wing of the Conservative Party who 
support the USA annexation of Canada will turn against the 
occupiers. 
 
The best that the USA can hope for is "sullen co-operation" out 
of fear.  But rule by fear, means that any atrocity (e.g. USA 
mercenaries gang raping Canadian women) will be enough to tip the 
balance.  Subjugation by fear and repression only works on the 



37 

 

short term.  Even the threat that the USA occupiers will execute 
ten Canadian children at random for every American soldier or 
mercenary that Canadians kill; while this IS repressive and will 
generate FEAR among Canadian parents, it won’t matter.  There 
will be resistances and there will be insurgencies. 
 
The resistances would encourage shoddy work, calling the 
occupiers pejoratives (e.g. Yank), refusing to interact with the 
occupiers unless ordered to at gunpoint, beating the shit out of 
soldiers/mercenaries found on their own, poisoning food being 
made for the occupiers, to full-on urban guerrilla warfare 
against the USA occupation forces. 
 
The insurgencies would do hit-and-run attacks on the occupiers, 
destroy the infrastructure transporting oil and natural gas and 
electricity to the USA, take out bridges and road to and from the 
USA, and take the fight into the lower 48 states into the middle-
class neigbourhoods and shopping complexes of the USA (and if our 
allies supply us with the weapons to do so, we will destroy with 
missiles the USA stock exchanges and the mansions of the wealthy 
-- who are the American citizens who elected your Administration 
and whom thus support the Republican invasion of and subjugation 
of Canada).  And that is one of the major roles of the Canadian 
Forces in the event of a USA invasion of Canada; to disappear 
into the bush and to organise and train insurgent units against 
the occupiers.   
 
You would also lose the occupation because Canada has more 
friends than enemies (and two of our most powerful enemies may 
become our friends in the event of a USA invasion of Canada).  
And our friends (in NATO, and in the Commonwealth, and elsewhere) 
will recognise the official Canadian government-in-exile and 
would supply arms other equipment to the Canadian insurgencies.  
And even if the USA troops and/or mercenaries execute all of the 
Members of Parliament and all of the Senate when you take Ottawa, 
the King can appoint a government from Canadian citizens who were 
not in Canada or the USA when the USA invasion occurred and/or 
those who safely escaped the USA invasion and occupation. 
 
To put it in terms that you may be able to comprehend.  The act 
of the USA invading Canada is akin to a bully deciding to shit-
kick their closest friend and lieutenant, just to demonstrate 
that they are “The Power” and nobody is safe from the bully using 
and/or abusing that power.  It is not the behaviour of a leader 
of a nation-state, nor is it the behaviour of an ordinary 
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businessperson; it is the behaviour of a certain type of 
businessperson, the organised criminal or gangster.   
 
This is not going to earn you respect.  It will generate fear, 
but not the type that you desire.  What you will receive is fear, 
but fear that there is now a madman on the loose, and the 
collective will of all civilised nation-states to work together 
to contain the crazy psychotic nation that the USA has devolved 
into. 
 
Bottom-line: If you act upon the Republican Party policy to 
invade, conquer, and annex Canada as an unincorporated territory 
of the USA under the rule of the USA military; you will become a 
pariah nation to the rest of the world.   The world will turn 
against the USA.   
 
Canada has discovered the truth that was spoken back in the 
1970s… "The word will go out to the nations of the world that it 
may be dangerous to be America's enemy, but to be America's 
friend is fatal." U.S. Secretary of State Henry Kissinger 
 
And while the invasion of Canada will be easy for the USA.  The 
occupation will be a nightmare.  Because, we will fight.  We will 
resist.  We will give no quarter.  We will be brutal.  We will be 
ruthless.  And we will use dirty bombs.  And we will use nuclear 
weapons.  And we will eventually, no matter how long it takes, 
drive you back across the 2024 borders and then some.  We will 
want a minimum 20 kilometre heavily fortified buffer zone between 
us and the USA.   
 
And the nation that was once a close friend and trade partner and 
military ally with an undefended border between us (because we 
are that close as friends) will now be your most implacable 
enemy, armed and fortified against you, with a strongly defended 
border, and with nuclear weapons pointed at the USA, who will not 
trade with you at all, who now hate you with a passion, and are 
allied to your enemies. 
 
Mr. President, do you still think that your policies regarding 
the invasion of, the conquest of, and the annexation of Canada by 
the USA are winning ones?  Perhaps you still do.  Then, perhaps 
you are as stupid as people say that you are. 
 
Sincerely and seriously,  
 
Neil Williams 
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