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— Been Thinking About DIVERSITY — 
Looking back, it seems I've always enjoyed having a few great personal friends, many of whom are highly 

intelligent. Not sure how I might fit in with those folk, though. Maybe it's just that I've learned to recognize and to 
appreciate the usual behavioral characteristics of exceptional intelligence; ya'reckon? 

Have observed some fascinating things about our species in general, too. Among those things is that our 
breeding is remarkably less intelligent than the intelligently-designed selective breeding of all the other species. Have 
often wondered, "Is that because none of the other species, being less intelligent than we are, don't try to outsmart 
their intelligent designer?"  

And then there's this: Because we crave (perhaps subliminally) the accolades that The Intelligent Designer 
often gets we have, throughout history, tested our cognitive design skills on other living species. That is especially 
observable in our manipulative breeding of dogs. The resulting dog subspecies are myriad—giving us some breeds 
that are more intelligent and others that demonstrate excellence in canine athletics and such. 

Isn't such characteristic subspecies diversity also easy to observe in humans? So what's the difference? I have 
concluded that (borrowing, here, from the second paragraph) members of none of the other species try to outsmart 
The Intelligent Designer. Hmmm...maybe "outsmart" is not the best term for the tragic phenomena that the general 
absence of intelligence in human breeding has yielded. Maybe it's not so much our trying to outsmart The Intelligent 
Designer as being in rebellion against Him. Yes; I'll concede that that's often subliminal, too, but the aftermath of our 
mutiny hasn't been kind to us; has it. 

Given all that, how intelligent is the current tsunami of support for that politically correct thing called "diversity?" 
Tucker Carlson interviewed a fellow on June 1st who disclosed the curious and extremely dangerous preference for 
diversity over reasonable qualifications in the hiring our air traffic controllers by the FAA. That atrocity is apparently 
well documented. Such is the emergent pattern of corporate and government HR mindsets, I suppose. Fly much?  

 Here's a link to that FAA report: http://www.breitbart.com/video/2018/06/02/aviation-attorney-to-tucker-carlson-faa-is-putting-diversity-ahead-of-safety/  

And there's the also-well-documented blatantly systemic admissions discrimination of our publically funded 
universities against Asian applicants and others. How smart can it possibly be for our institutions of "higher" learning 
to prefer their diversity-targets over those Asians and others who're demonstrably more intelligent and academically 
qualified? Are medical schools guilty of that, too? How would you feel to learn that the doctor who is about to perform 
critical surgery on someone you love wouldn't have been able to get into or to graduate from a medical school except 
for his diversity-target worthiness? 

Ya'reckon those elitists who presume to think that they're smarter than all the rest of us ain't really smart at all, 
y'all? 
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PS: Comments? Questions? Rebuttals? They're all welcome! www.Link1.info/contact-us   
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