
 

POLITICAL VIOLENCE 
Who Commits Most Of It and The Double Standard On How It Gets Reported 

The most dangerous lie in American politics isn't told by politicians. It's told by the people who count bodies — and 
then decide which bodies matter. 

If you've paid any attention to how political violence is covered in this country, you've noticed the pattern. A 
left-wing extremist commits an act of violence, and within hours the establishment is scrambling to explain why it 
wasn't really political — he was mentally ill, it was an isolated incident, let's not rush to judgment. A right-wing 
extremist does the same thing, and the opposite happens: the act is treated as the inevitable result of conservative 
ideology, proof that the entire movement is rotten to its core. 

The standard defense of this asymmetry is that the right's violence is older — McVeigh, Kaczynski, the militia 
movement — while the left's violence is a recent reaction to Trump. The timeline, we're told, is what justifies the 
double standard. So, let's test that defense the only way it can be tested: by running the full ledger, both columns, 
over the same half-century. Not eight years against thirty. Fifty-five years against fifty-five years. 

What you're about to read is the result. And the result is not close. 

This essay is quite long, because there has been a lot of violence from the left. You can reference the “Political 
Violence Ledger” for a quick comparison. However, the explanation of how the violence is categorized and skewed 
(after the “Body Count”) is important. 

 

🩸 Part One: The Left's Body Count, 1969–2025 

The left's violence did not begin at Trump's inauguration. It began a half-century earlier, with organized 
revolutionary movements that bombed federal buildings, assassinated police officers, and declared war on the 
United States government. That record has been systematically laundered ever since. Here it is, restored — every 
incident, no compression, because the listing itself is the argument. 

The Revolutionary Era (1969–1983) 

The Weather Underground (1969–1981). A self-declared revolutionary communist organization that bombed the 
U.S. Capitol, the Pentagon, the State Department, police stations, banks, and corporate offices — all in the explicit 
service of overthrowing the American government. And here is the crucial point that the ledger always gets wrong: 
the Weather Underground was not one act of political violence. It was a sustained, multi-year bombing 
campaign. The group claimed responsibility for roughly 25 bombing attacks between 1970 and 1975 alone — the 
New York City Police headquarters, the U.S. Capitol, the Pentagon, the California Attorney General's office, and 
more than twenty others — followed by the 1975 bombing of the State Department and a string of further attacks 
through the late 1970s. Their "Days of Rage" in Chicago (1969) was a planned riot in which hundreds of radicals 
smashed windows and attacked police. This was organized, ideological, sustained political violence on a scale the 
American right has never even approached. And here's the kicker: Bill Ayers, one of its founders, never served a day 
in prison for the bombings — the charges were dropped on prosecutorial grounds — and went on to become a 
respected professor and a figure in Chicago's political establishment, while the group's most famous fugitive, Kathy 
Boudin, was paroled and became a Columbia University professor. Imagine a right-wing bomber becoming a 
professor. The framing would never survive contact with the word "terrorism." 



The Symbionese Liberation Army (1973–1975). A left-wing revolutionary group that kidnapped Patty Hearst, 
murdered a school superintendent, and robbed banks in the name of "revolutionary justice." Today it's a trivia 
footnote — which is precisely the point. The laundering was so complete that the SLA isn't even remembered as 
political violence, just as a weird 70s cult. 

The Black Liberation Army (early 1970s). A revolutionary black nationalist group responsible for a string of 
assassinations of police officers across the country — explicitly targeting law enforcement as "pigs" in service of 
armed revolution. Dozens of officers were killed. The BLA's most famous member, Assata Shakur, escaped prison, 
fled to Cuba, was granted political asylum, and remains on the FBI's Most Wanted list to this day — and the left 
treats her as a folk hero. 

The FALN (1974–1983). A Puerto Rican Marxist–Leninist group that bombed more than 120 targets across the 
United States, killing six people — including four in a single 1975 bombing of Fraunces Tavern in Manhattan. Its 
leader, Oscar López Rivera, was convicted of seditious conspiracy and sentenced to 55 years. The left spent decades 
campaigning for his release, and Barack Obama commuted his sentence in 2017. A convicted terrorist whose group 
killed Americans became a cause célèbre of the American left. 

The 1981 Brinks Robbery. Former Weather Underground and BLA members robbed a Brinks armored truck in 
Nyack, New York, killing two police officers and a security guard. Left-wing revolutionary violence, again 
memory-holed. 

That's a single fifteen-year window that produced five organized revolutionary organizations — each with names, 
structures, manifestos, and multi-year operational histories. The right has produced nothing remotely comparable 
in its entire existence. 

The Eco-Terrorism Era (1990s–2000s) 

The Earth Liberation Front and Animal Liberation Front. Between the 1990s and the early 2000s, ELF and ALF 
committed hundreds of arsons, firebombings, and acts of sabotage — at one point the FBI designated them the 
number one domestic terrorism threat in the country. The 1998 Vail ski resort arson caused $12 million in damage. 
The 2001 University of Washington arson caused $7 million. These were explicitly ideological, explicitly organized 
campaigns — and they were almost never prosecuted as anything more than "vandalism" or "eco-activism." The 
word "terrorism" was reserved for the right; the left got a euphemism. 

The WTO "Battle of Seattle" (1999). Left-wing anarchists — the direct ideological ancestors of Antifa — shut down 
a major American city, smashed storefronts, and fought police in the streets. This is where the black bloc tactics 
that Antifa uses today were born and perfected. The template was set a quarter-century before Portland. 

The Obama Era (2008–2016) 

The standard story is that the left's violence is a reaction to Trump. But the record says otherwise: the eight years 
before Trump were already producing organized, ideological, and frequently lethal left-wing violence. Trump didn't 
create the pattern. He just made it impossible to ignore. 

2008 — The Anti-Prop 8 Riots. After California voters passed Proposition 8, left-wing mobs attacked Mormon 
temples, harassed donors, and in at least one case assaulted an elderly woman carrying a cross outside a church. 
The response from the establishment was not condemnation but sympathy — the violence was framed as the 
understandable rage of a marginalized group. The template for every "mostly peaceful protest" of the next two 
decades was set here: when the mob is on the left, its violence is a response to injustice, not an injustice itself. 



2009 — The Pittsburgh G20 Riots. Anarchists — the same black bloc lineage that produced Antifa — smashed 
storefronts, fought police, and vandalized a major American city during the G20 summit, explicitly targeting 
capitalism and the "police state." The coverage framed it as a handful of troublemakers marring an otherwise 
peaceful demonstration, not as organized political violence. 

2011 — The Occupy Movement's Violent Fringe. Occupy Wall Street was billed as a peaceful sit-in, and some of it 
was. But the movement also produced sustained, organized street violence across dozens of cities — assaults on 
police, vandalism, the occupation and trashing of public spaces, and the 2012 May Day riots, in which black bloc 
anarchists smashed windows in Seattle and Oakland and attacked police. The movement's own internal logic — 
that the "1%" was the enemy — was a moral license for violence, and a certain percentage of its base took it. 

2013 — The Christopher Dorner Manhunt. A former LAPD officer, radicalized by left-wing rhetoric about police 
racism and declaring a grievance against the "system," murdered four people — including two police officers and 
the daughter of a police captain — in a multi-day rampage and manhunt that paralyzed Southern California. The 
left's response was telling: Dorner became a folk hero to a vocal segment of the commentariat, who celebrated his 
"manifesto" as a legitimate indictment of the LAPD even as he was murdering innocent people. 

2014 — The Ferguson Riots. After the shooting of Michael Brown, left-wing mobs burned buildings, looted stores, 
and attacked police in Ferguson, Missouri, for weeks. The violence was framed as "civil unrest" and a legitimate 
expression of grievance — even after the Obama Justice Department's own investigation found no basis to charge 
the officer, and even after the "hands up, don't shoot" narrative collapsed under scrutiny. The riots were the point; 
the facts were secondary. 

2015 — The Baltimore Riots. After the death of Freddie Gray, mobs burned a CVS, looted stores, and attacked 
police in Baltimore. The mayor's infamous instruction to give protesters "space to destroy" was caught on tape — 
the clearest possible admission that the political establishment saw left-wing violence not as a crime to be stopped 
but as a pressure release valve to be managed. Dozens of officers were injured. The framing, again, was "unrest." 

2016 — The Anti-Trump Riots. The violence did not begin at Trump's inauguration. It began the moment he won. In 
the weeks after the 2016 election, left-wing mobs rioted in Portland, Oakland, and other cities — burning cars, 
smashing windows, and attacking Trump supporters in the streets — in explicit, organized protest against the 
election result. This was political violence against the outcome of a democratic election, before the man had taken 
office, before a single policy had been enacted. 

2016 — The Dallas Police Ambush. Five officers killed, nine wounded, by a black nationalist who said he wanted to 
kill white people and white police officers. This is the deadliest single attack on American law enforcement since 
9/11 — and it happened under Obama. The framing? "Lone wolf," "mentally ill," "let's not politicize." The shooter 
was radicalized by the exact rhetoric the left's own institutions had been amplifying for years — and the coverage 
bent over backwards to avoid saying so. Within days, the story was memory-holed, and the national conversation 
moved on to the next thing. 

2016 — The Baton Rouge Police Ambush. Just ten days after Dallas, a gunman — also radicalized by the same 
anti-police rhetoric — ambushed and killed three police officers in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, wounding three more. 
Again: "disturbed individual," "no clear motive," "let's not jump to conclusions." Two coordinated ambushes on 
police in two weeks, both motivated by the same ideology, both framed as isolated incidents. 

That's the Obama era. Eight years, and the left produced the anti-Prop 8 riots, the G20 riots, the Occupy fringe, the 
Dorner rampage, Ferguson, Baltimore, the anti-Trump riots, and two separate mass ambushes of police officers — 
one of them the deadliest attack on law enforcement since 9/11. All of it before Trump took office. All of it 
laundered as "unrest," "protest," or "isolated incident." 



The Trump Era (2017–2025) 

And then Trump. Twenty-six major incidents in eight years. Read them one at a time, and feel the weight of the 
column. 

2017 — The Inauguration Day Riots. The day Donald Trump was sworn in, left-wing rioters rampaged through the 
streets of Washington, D.C. — smashing storefronts, torching a limousine, and assaulting police officers. More than 
200 people were arrested, many of them black-bloc Antifa members in masks. The whole thing was framed by the 
press as "protests" over the election result, not as what it was: organized political violence against the incoming 
administration on the very day it took power. The message was unmistakable — anyone who voted for Trump was a 
target. And the media's response was to write think pieces about why they were angry, not to condemn the 
violence. 

2017 — The Congressional Baseball Shooting. A Bernie Sanders supporter opens fire on Republican congressmen 
at a morning practice, shooting Steve Scalise and four others, nearly killing Scalise. This was an explicitly political 
act — the shooter asked whether they were Republicans before firing. The coverage lasted a news cycle. Then the 
left's response settled into deflection and justification: arguing that the victims' own policies — on healthcare, on 
immigration, on whatever — cause harm and death. 

2017 — Charlottesville. A woman is run over and killed by a car at a protest. The entire incident gets filed as a 
"white supremacist riot" and attributed wholesale to the right. But look closer at what actually happened there: it 
was a protest over removing a statue that escalated when Antifa and white supremacists — both present, both 
spoiling for a fight — collided in the street. The press needed a clean villain, so it picked the one that fit the 
narrative and ignored the other side's role entirely. One lunatic behind a wheel became proof that the entire right 
is a white supremacist movement, while the left-wing violence that helped spark the chaos was quietly scrubbed 
from the record. 

2020 — The Summer of "Mostly Peaceful Protests." Billions in property damage. Dozens of deaths. A police 
precinct in Seattle surrendered and occupied. Chunks of the city declared an autonomous zone. Meanwhile, 
Kamala Harris promoted a bail fund for the people arrested, and CNN's Chris Cuomo asked the camera, "please 
show me where it says protesters are supposed to be polite and peaceful." The framing was not that this was 
political violence — it was that this was civic expression. 

2020 — The Rand Paul Mob. As Senator Rand Paul and his wife left the Republican National Convention, a left-wing 
mob surrounded and violently accosted them, forcing a police escort to get them out. This happened in full view of 
cameras, against a sitting U.S. senator and his wife, and the coverage was tepid at best. The attackers faced 
essentially no consequences — a preview of the Soros-funded district attorney machine that would later ensure 
rioters and arsonists walk. 

2020–2021 — Portland. The Portland federal courthouse became a battlefield for over a year. Night after night, 
week after week, Antifa and their allies firebombed the Mark O. Hatfield building with Molotov cocktails, 
commercial-grade fireworks, and improvised incendiaries. They tried to burn federal law enforcement officers alive 
by barricading doors and pouring accelerants. They blinded officers with lasers, launched projectiles, and turned a 
downtown courthouse into a nightly siege that went on for months on end. This wasn't a one-off riot — it was a 
sustained insurgency against a federal building, and it happened in an American city while the media called it 
"mostly peaceful protests." A police precinct in Seattle had already been surrendered and occupied. An 
"autonomous zone" had been declared. And the entire apparatus — press, politicians, prosecutors — treated it all 
as legitimate civic expression, not the organized political violence it so plainly was. 



Then, one night in late August 2020, an Antifa member chased down a Trump supporter and shot him dead in the 
street. The killer walked. The narrative: self-defense. The man was literally running away, and the media still found 
a way to make the victim the aggressor. 

2021 — The Waukesha Christmas Parade Massacre. A man with a fifty-page criminal record, out on a 
thousand-dollar bond for allegedly running over the mother of his child, drove an SUV through a Christmas parade 
in Waukesha, Wisconsin — killing six people, including four elderly members of the "Milwaukee Dancing Grannies," 
and injuring 62. The immediate framing was "fleeing a domestic disturbance," as if that somehow made it less than 
what it was. But run the inversion: if a white man in a MAGA hat with a political grievance had zigzagged through a 
parade at forty miles an hour, the word would have been "terrorism" before the bodies were cold. Darrell Brooks 
got "domestic incident" and a sovereign-citizen circus at trial. The framing did the work. 

2022 — The Kavanaugh Assassination Attempt. A left-wing extremist travels to Justice Kavanaugh's home armed, 
intending to kill him. He calls 911 on himself, confesses, and has a manifesto. The story evaporates within days. 

2022 — The Lee Zeldin Stabbing Attempt. This might be the single cleanest example of the double standard in the 
entire ledger. A man climbed on stage at a campaign event, told the Republican gubernatorial candidate "you're 
done," and lunged at his throat with a keychain blade. Zeldin was unhurt only because he grabbed the man's wrist. 
The attacker was charged with attempted assault — a misdemeanor — arraigned and released the same day. Then 
investigators fed the press the line that he "did not know who Zeldin was," as if that somehow made the attack 
apolitical. Compare: a right-wing lunatic approaches any Democrat with a blade and the entire apparatus calls it a 
politically motivated assassination attempt within the hour. Zeldin's attacker got a same-day release and a shrug. 
That's the machine protecting its own. 

2022 — The Turning Point USA Mob. A violent mob invaded a Turning Point USA event at the University of New 
Mexico, forcing speaker Tomi Lahren and others to barricade themselves inside. This is the "no peace, no sleep" 
apparatus in action — the routine mob violence that shuts down speech and never makes the national ledger. 

2022 — The North Dakota Murder. A man fatally struck a teenager with his vehicle because he believed the victim 
was a "Republican extremist." Notice the inversion: when a left-wing lunatic kills someone for being a Republican, 
the word "extremist" gets attached to the victim. The framing writes itself. 

2023 — The Nashville School Shooting. Audrey Hale, a 28-year-old who identified as transgender, killed three 
nine-year-old children and three adults at The Covenant School, a private Christian elementary school, and left 
behind a manifesto and detailed notebooks. What happened next is the categorization shell game in its purest 
form: the writings were locked away for two years behind a legal battle, the motive was declared "may never be 
known," and the coverage pivoted to protecting the shooter's community from "hatred." Run the thought 
experiment: if a cisgender white male had shot up a school after writing a manifesto, would the press have spent 
two years litigating whether it could be released? The question answers itself. 

2024 — The First Trump Assassination Attempt. A gunman opens fire at a Trump rally in Butler, Pennsylvania, 
clipping Trump's ear and killing a bystander. The immediate reaction from a media that had spent eight years calling 
Trump Hitler and an existential threat to democracy? Not a moment of national reckoning about the rhetoric. 
Instead: "let's not politicize this," "both sides need to tone it down," "the shooter's motives are unclear." Within 
days, the story was memory-holed. The man who spent years being told his political opponent was a fascist who 
must be stopped — by any means — nearly succeeded, and the machine that spent those years fueling that belief 
suddenly discovered the virtues of restraint. 

2024 — The Second Trump Assassination Attempt. A would-be assassin with a rifle lies in wait at Trump's golf 
course in Florida, caught before he can fire. Again, the same script: "disturbed individual," "no clear motive," "let's 
not jump to conclusions." Two attempts on the life of a former president and current candidate in a matter of 



months, and the framing is never "this is what happens when you tell people the other side is Hitler." The framing is 
always some variation of "isolated incident." 

2024 — The UnitedHealthcare CEO Shooting. Luigi Mangione guns down a health insurance executive in cold 
blood on a Manhattan street. The response from the left isn't condemnation — it's celebration. He becomes a folk 
hero overnight. Fundraisers spring up for his defense. The media runs soft-focus profiles on his "motivations" and 
treats the murder as a legitimate expression of grievance against the insurance industry. A man is executed in the 
street, and half the commentariat's reaction is to ask whether the victim had it coming. Imagine, for a moment, if a 
right-wing activist had gunned down a Planned Parenthood executive or a media figure. The framing would be 
"domestic terrorism." But when the victim is a healthcare CEO and the shooter's politics lean left, it's suddenly 
complicated, nuanced, "a symptom of a broken system." 

2024 — The Abundant Life Christian School Shooting. This is the inverse of Nashville — and it proves the machine 
runs in both directions when a shooter breaks the narrative. Natalie Rupnow, 15, killed a teacher and a student at a 
Christian school in Madison, Wisconsin. Within 48 hours, authorities were leaking that she had shown interest in 
"neo-Nazi ideology" — an OK-sign photo, a Parkland shooter image — because that narrative is convenient. But the 
"white power sign" claim was always flimsy (the OK sign has been a juvenile meme for a decade, and the Parkland 
shooter was a left-leaning loner, not a Nazi), and the motive was quietly walked back to "unclear." Notice the 
asymmetry: when a shooter might be right-wing, the media rushes to label it ideological on the thinnest evidence. 
When a shooter is definitively left-wing, the media rushes to call it unknowable. The same evidence standard, 
applied in opposite directions. 

2025 — The Tesla Attacks. Across the country, Tesla dealerships, charging stations, storage lots, and vehicles were 
firebombed with Molotov cocktails, shot at, and vandalized — the FBI confirmed incidents in at least nine states. 
The perpetrators acted on grievances against people they perceived as "racists, fascists, or political opponents." 
That's political violence by any honest definition. Yet the framing was "vandalism" and "property crime," with the 
FBI's own alert noting offenders "may perceive these attacks as victimless." Imagine the coverage if the target had 
been a Planned Parenthood facility or a left-leaning media outlet's offices. The word would be terrorism. 

2025 — The Los Angeles Riots. Radical left-wing mobs rioted in Los Angeles — attacking law enforcement, hurling 
projectiles at police cruisers, burning vehicles, and shutting down freeways. The standing apparatus in action: the 
"mostly peaceful protest" that burns and blocks and assaults, then gets laundered as "civil unrest." 

2025 — The Israeli Embassy Murders. Two Israeli Embassy staffers — a young couple about to be engaged — were 
shot dead outside a Jewish museum in Washington, D.C., by a man who shouted "Free Palestine" during his arrest 
and admired a self-immolator as a "martyr." An explicitly political assassination. Yet watch the coverage: the 
institutional reflex was to reach for "antisemitism" — which it was — while carefully avoiding the harder question 
of which ideological camp produces people who gun down embassy staffers. When a right-wing shooter kills, the 
ideology is named in the headline. When the motive is "Free Palestine," the shooter becomes a "disturbed 
individual" with no broader context. 

2025 — The ICE Facility Attacks and the Dallas Sniper. The attacks on ICE facilities are the daily grind made 
concrete — organized mobs and arsonists targeting federal immigration facilities, blockading, vandalizing, 
firebombing. But the Dallas sniper attack is where the double standard gets exposed with the official record itself 
as the witness. A man named Joshua Jahn opened fire on an ICE field office from a nearby rooftop, killing two 
detainees and wounding a third. He left notes saying he viewed ICE's work as "human trafficking" and wanted to 
give agents "real terror." He used apps designed to track ICE officers. He wrote "anti-ICE" on his ammunition. The 
FBI called it an attack on federal law enforcement — and still could not bring itself to name the ideology. Because 
ask yourself: which side's rhetoric for the last decade has described ICE as a "deportation force" running 
"concentration camps"? The shooter's notes are a direct echo of the left's institutional framing of ICE — yet the 
coverage carefully avoided connecting those dots. When a right-wing shooter's manifesto echoes conservative 



rhetoric, the connection is the headline. When a left-wing shooter's manifesto echoes left-wing rhetoric, it's an 
"isolated individual." Same evidence. Opposite treatment. 

2025 — The Annunciation Church Massacre. In Minneapolis, a shooter fired 116 rifle rounds through the windows 
of a Catholic church during Mass, killing two children — ages 8 and 10 — and wounding 17 others. The manifesto 
included "Kill Donald Trump" written on the rifle magazines. The FBI is investigating it as domestic terrorism and a 
hate crime targeting Catholics. And here's where the machine's rearguard action is visible in real time: the 
Minneapolis mayor's immediate reflex was to push back against "hatred directed toward the transgender 
community," as if the real story was protecting a demographic category rather than two dead children. When a 
shooter fits the right-wing template, the instinct is to indict an entire movement. When the shooter breaks the 
template — trans, targeting Christians, with "Kill Donald Trump" on the magazines — the instinct is to protect the 
shooter's community from backlash. 

2025 — The Attempted KUTV Firebombing. In Utah, an arsonist attempted to firebomb KUTV, a local television 
news station. An attack on the media itself — and the media barely covered it. This is the machine's self-interest on 
display. When the press is the target, the story evaporates, because reporting it would require asking who's been 
telling their base for years that the press is the enemy. The same outlets that turn every right-wing criticism of 
journalism into a "threat to democracy" suddenly found nothing to say when the threat was a literal bomb at their 
own colleague's door. 

2025 — The White House Correspondents' Dinner Attack. An attack on a gathering of the press itself — the very 
institution that defines what counts as political violence — and the story still couldn't hold the front page. 

2025 — Charlie Kirk. A young conservative activist — not a politician, not running for office — is assassinated. The 
same outlets that spent years labeling him a fascist, white supremacist, homophobe and transphobe suddenly 
discover the virtues of civility, while making sure to add that his ideas were still bad, of course. 

That's twenty-six major incidents in eight years, on top of five organized revolutionary organizations, hundreds of 
bombings, and dozens of murdered police officers in the decades before. And that's still before you get to the daily, 
unglamorous violence — the campus mobs that shut down speakers, the doxxing campaigns that destroy careers, 
the restaurant confrontations encouraged by sitting members of Congress ("no peace, no sleep"). 

The Daily Grind: Antifa, "Mostly Peaceful" Riots, and the Machine 

This is the part the ledger never captures, because it's too diffused to headline. The assassinations and shootings 
are just the tip. Underneath is the constant background hum of left-wing street violence that never makes the 
national news because it's too routine: 

●​ Antifa black bloc operations — masked, coordinated, armed with improvised weapons — showing up at 
any event they deem "fascist" and beating people in the street. This isn't occasional; it's their entire 
function. And they are the direct lineal descendants of the Weather Underground and the Battle of Seattle 
anarchists. 

●​ The "mostly peaceful" riot as a recurring event. Burned police precincts, torched federal courthouses, 
looted storefronts, occupied city blocks. Each one framed as "civil unrest" or "social justice 
demonstration" rather than what it is. 

●​ The ICE and courthouse riots — organized mobs storming, blockading, and vandalizing federal facilities, 
physically obstructing law enforcement, and attacking anyone who tries to enter. 

The point is that this is daily. It's a standing, organized apparatus of street violence that operates continuously, not 
a rare event. It has operated continuously, in one form or another, for fifty-five years — from the Weather 



Underground to the Battle of Seattle to Portland to the Tesla firebombings. And it never gets counted, because 
counting it would break the narrative. 

The Rhetoric That Enables It 

None of this happens in a vacuum. For over a decade, the left's most influential voices have told their base that the 
other side isn't merely wrong — they're existentially evil. And the revolutionary organizations of the 60s and 70s 
were built on the same logic: that America itself was irredeemably evil, and therefore violence against it was not 
merely justified but noble. 

●​ 2016: Trump is Hitler. His supporters are "deplorable" and "irredeemable." 
●​ 2018–2019: Maxine Waters tells crowds to harass administration officials in public spaces. 
●​ 2020: Pundits openly argued that stopping Trump mattered more than preserving democratic norms — 

that any negative outcome was worth it if it kept him out of power. 
●​ 2023–2024: The lawfare campaign — raids, a mugshot, four jurisdictions — sends the explicit message 

that every lever of state power will be used to destroy the opponent. 

When you spend a decade telling people their political opponents are subhuman fascists who will end democracy, 
you've handed a certain percentage of your base moral permission. You've defined speech as violence, which 
means violence becomes self-defense. The people who built that framework don't get to act shocked when 
someone takes them at their word. 

 

🎯 Part Two: The Right's "Body Count," 1978–2021 

Now run the same exercise on the other side. Ask a mainstream journalist to name right-wing political violence, 
and they'll reach for the same examples every time — because right-wing violence is so rare they have to dig back 
decades, and/or recite debatable examples to make their case. 

And notice the dates. Even granting the press every example it can muster, the right's entire ledger — everything — 
is five incidents. Over the same half-century the left produced five organizations before 1983 alone. 

1995 — Oklahoma City 

Timothy McVeigh is held up as the archetype of right-wing terrorism. But look at what actually radicalized him: 
Waco and Ruby Ridge — the federal government burning civilians alive in a compound and killing a woman holding 
an infant. McVeigh was a Gulf War veteran who watched his own government massacre American citizens, and he 
struck back at the institution that did it. Calling that "right-wing" requires ignoring that his grievance was directed 
at state violence, not at a political party, and that his politics were more anti-government than conservative. The 
label is doing a lot of work to make the example fit the narrative. 

1978–1995 — The Unabomber 

Ted Kaczynski is even harder to pin on the right. Read his manifesto — it's an anti-technology, anti-industrial screed 
that reads like a Green Party fever dream. He hated capitalism and the modern world. He was a hermit who wanted 
to tear down modern society, not advance any conservative cause. The only reason he gets filed under "right-wing 
violence" is that the category needs bodies, and he's convenient. 

2011 — Gabby Giffords 



The cleanest proof the trick is real. Jared Lee Loughner was a paranoid schizophrenic with no coherent politics at all 
— a man obsessed with grammar, delusions about currency, and his own fractured inner world. He was not a Tea 
Party supporter, not a conservative, not a Republican. None of that mattered. Within hours of the shooting, before 
anyone knew who he was, the media and the Democrat establishment had already filed the act under "right-wing 
violence," because Sarah Palin had once put Giffords' district on a map with crosshair graphics. No manifesto. No 
motive. No evidence. The label was applied before the shooter was even identified, and it stuck. A mentally ill man 
shooting a Democrat is "right-wing terrorism." A mentally ill man shooting a Republican is "an isolated incident." 
The categories are rigged before the counting starts. 

2017 — Charlottesville, Again 

And here's the thing about Charlottesville — it does double duty. The woman's death becomes proof that the right 
is violent; the entire event gets reclassified as a "white supremacist rally" so it can anchor the claim that the right 
commits organized political violence. But the event was a protest over statues, not a Nazi recruitment drive. The 
violence that day came from both sides — Antifa and the white supremacists both showed up armed and both 
wanted the fight. The press simply airbrushed one side out of the picture and kept the other as the eternal villain. 
One death, one lunatic with a car, becomes the entire right-wing violence narrative for a generation. 

And now the irony has a federal indictment attached to it. 

In April 2026, a federal grand jury in Alabama charged the Southern Poverty Law Center — the very organization 
that spent a decade defining what counts as "hate" and "extremism" in America — with 11 counts of wire fraud, 
false statements, and conspiracy to commit money laundering. The allegation is simple and devastating: between 
2014 and 2023, the SPLC secretly funneled more than $3 million in donated funds to individuals associated with the 
Ku Klux Klan, Aryan Nations, the National Socialist Movement, and the American Nazi Party — the exact groups it 
claimed to be "dismantling" in every fundraising appeal. 

And the Charlottesville connection is right there in the indictment. One SPLC informant, paid more than $270,000 
between 2015 and 2023, was a member of the "online leadership chat group" that planned the 2017 Unite the 
Right rally. That informant attended the event at the SPLC's direction and helped coordinate transportation for 
several other attendees. 

Think about what that means. The organization that turned Charlottesville into a national moral panic — the one 
whose "hate map" and "extremist" labels shaped how the entire media covered the event — had a paid asset 
sitting inside the planning apparatus of the very rally it later used to raise tens of millions of dollars. Donors were 
told their money would fight white supremacy. Instead, a portion of it was going to people inside the white 
supremacist groups themselves, for decades. 

So the "right-wing violence" that Charlottesville supposedly proves was, at least in part, an event that the left's own 
designated hate-watcher was quietly embedded in and funding. What it unquestionably does is expose the 
machine: the people who define "extremism," who count the violence, and who sell the panic to the public had a 
direct financial stake in the extremism continuing to exist. 

2021 — And Then There's J6 

This is the one everyone reaches for, and it's the strongest-sounding case the left has — which is exactly why it 
deserves the closest look. 

Start by conceding the obvious: there was violence on January 6. Windows were broken. The Capitol was breached. 
Officers were attacked. No honest account pretends otherwise, and this essay doesn't either. The entire narrative, 



though, rests on a single unexamined assumption: that the people committing that violence were Trump 
supporters. 

That's the load-bearing claim, and it's the one the official story refuses to let anyone test. 

The case for it falls apart the moment you look at who was actually doing the breaking. Some of the most violent 
footage from that day — people smashing windows, fighting police, working in disciplined coordination — looked 
nothing like the peaceful Trump crowd that had gathered to wave flags and hear a speech. It looked like a trained, 
disguised street operation. And in at least one documented instance, a man filmed trying to break a Capitol 
window was called out on the spot as Antifa by other attendees. 

Then there's the timing, which should settle the question for anyone who's ever actually met a Trump supporter. 
The Capitol was breached while Trump was still speaking. Think about that. People drove across the country, 
stood in the cold, waited through hours of preliminaries, specifically to see and hear Donald Trump — and they're 
going to skip his speech to go smash windows a mile away? The people whose entire Saturday was built around 
listening to Trump weren't the ones peeling off early to riot. The ones doing the rioting had no interest in the 
speech at all, because they weren't there for Trump. They were there for the riot. 

That's the question the whole narrative hinges on, and it's never answered: were the genuinely violent actors that 
day organic Trump supporters, or were they something else? Because if they were provocateurs — and the 
presence of federal informants and agents in the crowd has since been documented — then the event stops being 
"right-wing insurrection" and becomes something far more complicated, and far less convenient. 

You're right — it truncated again at the J6 section. Here's the remainder, picking up cleanly from that exact point, 
through the end of the essay including the table. 

 

Meanwhile, the only person killed by a weapon that day was an unarmed protester, Ashli Babbitt, shot by a Capitol 
Police officer. Hundreds of nonviolent attendees — grandmas, veterans, people who wandered past removed 
barriers and in through open doors — were held in pretrial detention for years. The violent minority got the press; 
the peaceful majority got the prosecutions. That's an inversion worth sitting with. 

None of this is a defense of what happened at the Capitol. It's a demand that we stop lying about who did it — and 
the refusal of the official narrative to answer that question honestly is itself the tell. 

The Full Half-Century, Side by Side 

Now put the two columns next to each other, same fifty-five years: 

The left produced five organized revolutionary organizations before 1983 — the Weather Underground, the SLA, 
the BLA, the FALN, and the Brinks robbers — plus the ELF/ALF eco-terrorism wave, plus nine major incidents under 
Obama, plus twenty-six major incidents since 2017. And that's counting conservatively. The Weather Underground 
alone was roughly twenty-five separate bombings. The FALN was more than one hundred twenty. The eco-terrorists 
were hundreds of arsons. The BLA killed dozens of police officers. Measured as acts of political violence, rather 
than "incidents," the left's column runs into the hundreds. 

The right produced five examples over the same span — and four of the five collapse under scrutiny. McVeigh 
was striking back at the federal government that burned Waco and Ruby Ridge. Kaczynski was an anti-technology 
hermit whose manifesto reads like a Green Party fever dream. Charlottesville was a two-sided brawl that the left's 
own paid informant helped plan. Giffords was shot by a schizophrenic with no politics whatsoever. That leaves J6 as 
the lone act of "right-wing violence" the entire narrative can point to — and even that is littered with question 
marks about who actually broke the windows. 



Measured by scale — the Weather Underground's two dozen bombings, the FALN's one hundred twenty-plus, the 
eco-terrorists' hundreds of arsons, the BLA's dozens of murdered officers, the thirty-five major incidents since 
2008, and the never-ending Antifa violence — against the right's five debatable lone actors, the ratio runs into the 
hundreds to one. And the Antifa violence isn't vague: a year-long nightly siege of a Portland federal courthouse, 
firebombings across nine states, a standing black-bloc apparatus inherited directly from the Weather Underground. 
Even measured by the narrowest possible count of named groups and major incidents, and counting all five 
debatable acts of violence, it's 8-to-1. And every one of the right's five collapses under scrutiny while the left's are 
documented and largely unprosecuted. 

The Day-to-Day Reality: Zero 

But here's the thing that really buries the narrative. Whatever you make of those five historical examples, they have 
one thing in common: they don't happen anymore. 

Day to day, week to week, the right commits essentially zero organized political violence. There is no conservative 
equivalent of Antifa — which is itself the direct descendant of the Weather Underground and the Battle of Seattle 
anarchists. There is no right-wing street army showing up to beat people with bike locks, torch courthouses, or 
blockade federal facilities. There is no standing apparatus of conservative mob violence at all. The right does not 
riot. It does not "mostly peacefully protest" by burning down city blocks. It shows up, it waves signs, it goes home 
— and then it gets lectured about insurrection by the people whose side has been bombing, burning, and rioting 
for fifty-five years. 

The contrast is stark enough that you can state it plainly: political violence in America is — and always has been — 
a left-wing phenomenon. The right's violence is historical, isolated, and debated. The left's is historical and current, 
organized and constant. 

The Ghosts They Invoke 

And this is where the whole edifice gets exposed. Because ask yourself: when was the last time the KKK or a 
neo-Nazi or a white supremacist organization actually committed an act of political violence that harmed anyone? 
Not a rally. Not a march. An actual act of violence. The answer is: it's been decades, and even then, those groups 
are tiny, despised, and universally condemned. And don't forget that the KKK was a Democrat organization before 
the Democrats conveniently assigned it to the right — founded by Democrats, run by Democrats, its membership 
rolls filled with Democrat politicians and judges, its terrorism deployed in service of the Democrat Party's grip on 
the South. The left spent a century building, funding, and protecting the very monster it now waves in the right's 
face as proof of the right's violence. They didn't inherit the Klan as a burden; they created it as an instrument, and 
they only disowned it the moment it became politically useful to pin it on their opponents. 

Here's the crucial point: no conservative and no Republican supports these people. The KKK, white supremacists, 
and neo-Nazis have no institutional support, no political backing, no funding network, and no media allies. They are 
pariahs. Mainstream conservatism has spent generations denouncing them, and they are as reviled on the right as 
they are anywhere. They are not the Republican base. They are not even a faction. They are a handful of losers 
whose entire political significance is manufactured by the left, which needs them to exist as a boogeyman. 

Now compare that to the left's relationship with its street muscle — and its revolutionary forebears. The Weather 
Underground produced respected professors. The FALN's leader got his sentence commuted by a Democratic 
president. The BLA's most famous member is a celebrated folk hero. Antifa, BLM, and the broader protest 
apparatus are fully supported, funded, and platformed by the Democrat establishment. Kamala Harris promoted 
their bail fund. Corporate America and Wall Street poured billions into BLM. The Soros-funded district attorney 
machine ensures that rioters and arsonists face no consequences. The media covers for them in real time. These 
aren't "lone wolves" the left is embarrassed by — these are the party's ground troops, and the party protects them. 
Always has. 

The asymmetry is total. The left's boogeyman (white supremacists) is a ghost the right has always disowned. The 
right's boogeyman (Antifa/BLM and their Weather Underground ancestors) is a five-decade standing army the left 
funds, defends, deploys, and then launders out of its own history. 



 

📊 Part Three: How the Data Gets Skewed 

Here's where the essay gets its teeth. The claim that "most political violence is right-wing" is not a finding — it's a 
methodology. And the methodology is designed to produce that answer. 

The Counting Trick 

The most famous studies claiming right-wing violence dominates rely on a definitional sleight of hand. They 
exclude left-wing violence from the category of "political violence" by reclassifying it: 

●​ A left-wing shooter is "mentally ill," so his act isn't political. 
●​ A left-wing mob is "civil unrest," "protest," or "social justice demonstration," so it isn't terrorism. 
●​ A left-wing assassination attempt is "a disturbed individual," so it isn't ideological. 
●​ And a left-wing revolutionary organization is "the turbulence of the era," "eco-activism," or simply 

forgotten — so five decades of bombings vanish from the ledger entirely. 

Meanwhile, the right gets the opposite treatment. A right-wing shooter is always political, even with no manifesto 
and no clear motive. A right-wing act is always ideological, even when it's a lone lunatic. And a right-wing individual 
is retroactively drafted into an "organization" — McVeigh becomes "the militia movement," Kaczynski becomes 
"right-wing extremism" — so that five lone actors can be made to look like a movement. 

The Gabby Giffords shooting is the cleanest proof the trick is real, and it's already been counted above. A mentally 
ill man shooting a Democrat is "right-wing terrorism." A mentally ill man shooting a Republican is "an isolated 
incident." The categories are rigged before the counting starts. 

The Categorization Shell Game 

The people who compile these numbers don't just count — they sort, and the sorting does the work. "Right-wing 
extremism" gets defined broadly enough to swallow everything: anti-government militia types, sovereign citizens, 
even ordinary Trump voters who got mad at a school board. "Left-wing extremism" gets defined so narrowly that 
almost nothing qualifies: it has to be an organized, explicitly anarchist or communist group — which conveniently 
excludes the vast majority of left-wing violence, committed by lone actors radicalized by left-wing rhetoric but not 
members of any named organization. 

But here's the irony the shell game can't escape: even by its own narrow definition, the left still out-produces the 
right. The Weather Underground, SLA, BLA, FALN, and ELF/ALF were organized, explicitly revolutionary groups. They 
fit the narrowest possible definition of "left-wing organized political violence" — and they still get laundered out of 
the record, because keeping them in would break the narrative that the right is the violent faction. 

The result is a category that's a funnel on one side and a sieve on the other. Everything right of center falls in. 
Almost everything left of center falls through — including, incredibly, five named revolutionary organizations with 
body counts. 

The school shootings show the shell game running in both directions at once. Nashville's shooter fit none of the 
right-wing template — transgender, targeting a Christian school — so the machinery locked the manifesto away for 
two years, declared the motive unknowable, and pivoted to protecting the shooter's community from backlash. 
Madison's shooter might fit the template — so the machinery leaked "neo-Nazi interest" within 48 hours, then 
quietly walked it back when it didn't hold. The sorting did the work in both cases. The counting was never relevant. 

The White-Supremacist Angle 

And this is the real game, the one hiding inside every "right-wing violence" statistic. Because when they say 
"right-wing violence," what they actually mean — what they're really playing on — is white supremacist violence. 



That's the emotional payload. That's the image: a tiki-torch Nazi, a Charlottesville ghost, a hooded Klansman. It's 
the one image guaranteed to short-circuit the public's critical thinking. 

The logic works like this: 

1.​ Establish that white supremacy is the defining feature of the right. 
2.​ Attribute any violence with even a whiff of racial animus to the entire conservative movement. 
3.​ Ignore that actual white supremacist violence is vanishingly rare, and that the organizations committing it 

are tiny, despised, and universally condemned by mainstream conservatives. 
4.​ Conclude: the right is violent, because white supremacists are violent, and white supremacists are the 

right. 

It's the Hitler move. The same trick they use to tie every conservative to fascism. You don't have to prove your 
opponent is a Nazi — you just have to associate him with one, loudly and often, until the association becomes the 
proof. The word "Hitler" does the work that evidence can't. 

The white-supremacist angle is the keystone of the entire narrative because it's the one frame that makes the lie 
emotionally self-sustaining. Once you've convinced the public that the right is secretly the Klan, you never have to 
produce a body count again — which is convenient, because the actual body count points the other way. Every 
conservative is guilty by association, forever, and the actual violence — the five revolutionary organizations, the 
hundreds of bombings, the dozens of murdered police officers, the Antifa beatings, the burned courthouses, the 
ICE sniper — can all be safely ignored, because none of it fits the picture. The ghost replaces the ledger. 

Why the Frame Exists 

The reason this asymmetry persists isn't incompetence. It's function. The media's job is not to report political 
violence accurately — it's to maintain a narrative in which one side is dangerous and the other is righteous. If the 
public ever ran the actual ledger — the full half-century, both columns — the narrative collapses. Not just the 
post-2017 narrative. The entire narrative, going back to the Weather Underground. 

So, the ledger is kept the way it is: left-wing violence laundered, right-wing violence inflated, five decades of 
revolutionary bombings memory-holed, and the whole thing anchored to the one image that makes the frame 
emotionally unassailable. 

 

🔚 Conclusion: Who Benefits? 

It's not that the right has a violence problem and the left doesn't. It's that the left's violence is minimized, 
reclassified, reassigned, or simply forgotten — while the right's is generalized and used to indict an entire ideology. 
Same bullet. Same body. Completely different narrative — because the narrative was never responding to the facts. 
The narrative is the weapon. 

The experts who pin leftist violence on the right aren't making an error. They're running the machine. And the 
machine has one job: to make sure you never notice that the side lecturing everyone about "political violence" is 
the side that produced the Weather Underground, the FALN, the Black Liberation Army, the eco-terrorists, the two 
Obama-era police ambushes, and the twenty-six incidents of the Trump era — while the side being lectured 
produced five debatable examples in the same fifty-five years, and has no street army, no riot apparatus, no 
revolutionary forebears, and no boogeyman it actually funds or defends. 

The question to leave the reader with is simple. Who benefits from pretending only one side is dangerous? And 
the answer, as always, is: the side that needs you to believe it — the Democrats. And they've needed you to believe 
it for fifty-five years. 

 



📊 Quick Reference: The Ledger, Side by Side 

🩸 The Left's Ledger (1969–2025) 

Era Organization / Incident Scale 

1969–81 Weather Underground ~25 bombings: Capitol, Pentagon, State Dept., NYPD HQ 

1973–75 Symbionese Liberation Army Kidnapping, murder, bank robbery 

Early 1970s Black Liberation Army Dozens of police officers assassinated 

1974–83 FALN 120+ bombings, 6 killed 

1981 Brinks robbery (Weather/BLA) 2 officers + 1 guard killed 

1990s–2000s ELF / ALF eco-terrorism Hundreds of arsons, $12M+ single incident 

1999 WTO "Battle of Seattle" Anarchist black bloc, city shut down 

2008 Anti-Prop 8 riots Mobs attack churches and donors 

2009 Pittsburgh G20 riots Anarchist black bloc, storefronts smashed 

2011–12 Occupy's violent fringe May Day riots, assaults on police 

2013 Christopher Dorner rampage 4 murdered, including 2 officers 

2014 Ferguson riots Buildings burned, police attacked 

2015 Baltimore riots "Space to destroy," dozens of officers injured 

2016 Anti-Trump riots Mobs burn cars, attack supporters 

2016 Dallas police ambush 5 officers killed, 9 wounded 

2016 Baton Rouge police ambush 3 officers killed, 3 wounded 

2017–25 26 documented incidents Inauguration riots → Kirk assassination 

Total: 250+ bombing and arson attacks, dozens of officers killed, 9 major Obama-era incidents, 26 Trump-era 
incidents — and the perpetrators became professors, folk heroes, and clemency recipients. 

🎯 The Right's "Ledger" (1978–2021) 

Year Incident Scrutiny Applied 

1978–95 Unabomber Anti-tech hermit — filed "right-wing" anyway 

1995 Oklahoma City Anti-government grievance from Waco/Ruby Ridge 

2011 Gabby Giffords shooting Schizophrenic, no politics — still "right-wing" 

2017 Charlottesville (reclassified) Double-counted; SPLC informant embedded 

2021 January 6 (violent minority) Who broke windows left untested 



Total: 5 examples over 43 years — 4 of 5 collapse under scrutiny. J6 is the lone debatable entry. 

⚖️ The Asymmetry, In One Glance 

Metric Left Right 

Time covered 55+ years 55+ years 

Acts of violence 250+ bombings/arsons + 40 major incidents 5 (4 collapse) 

Organized revolutionary groups 5+ 0 

Standing street apparatus ✅ Weather → Antifa lineage ❌ None 

Boogeyman status Real, funded, party-adjacent Ghost, universally disowned 

Fate of perpetrators Professors, folk heroes, clemency Life sentences, pariahs 

The table does in one page what the essay argues in full: the ledger isn't a count. It's a sorting mechanism. And it's 
been sorting in the same direction for fifty-five years. 
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