[bookmark: _GoBack]Michael asks: Are strength, courage, ambition, and competitiveness inherently masculine—or are they human qualities principally shaped by culture and circumstance?
Pete Hegseth:
Only the warrior ethos.  And I know you feel it, because I've been to your units and met with your troops.  It has transformed entire formations as it was intended to do.

But it's worth saying again, so that the Fake News understands it.  We are no longer the Woke Department or the Weak Department. 

Simple translation of that:  No fatties.  No trannies.  No beardos.  No weirdos.  No wimps.  No radicals

Walt Whitman:
I am of old and young, of the foolish as much as the wise,
Regardless of others, ever regardful of others,
Maternal as well as paternal, a child as well as a man
Stuff’d with the stuff that is coarse and stuff’d with the stuff that is fine…

Carl Jung spoke of the anima and the animus. I can’t claim to agree or disagree for this would me to feel a confidence in my understanding of his point. But, I will say this, anecdotally:
My grandson Lewie has two moms. Almost all of the adults in his day-to-day life are female. And his other grandfather and me aren’t of the type who value traditionally male interests above other things. And yet, Lewie’s favorite things to play with (he’s two-and-a-half) are toy cars and trucks, tractors, and the like- the kinds of things that have traditionally been seen as toys for boys. 

Is there something to the thought that there is a fundamental inherent difference between the masculine and the feminine understanding of the world? Based on the two quotes above, I suspect that Pete Hegseth and Walt Whitman, both of whom are thought to be symbolic of those valuing a cultural sense of masculinity, might not come to the same conclusion. And Carl Jung’s thoughts on this might well be supported by Lewie’s situation.

I’m anxious to hear everyone’s thoughts in discussion.
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