I was asked several months back why I seem to always dwell on history.  After all, history is in the past, so who cares, right?  Wrong.  There are two reasons to study history – the present and the future.

Why are things the way they are?  To understand the present, we must understand the past; only by understanding how things evolved, how things got to be the way they are right here and right now, can we even begin to address the problems of today and make the future better.

Ah, the future.  The second reason to understand and appreciate history.  You see, history is an excellent predictor of the future. History does repeat itself, time and time and time again.  By understanding these historical trends and patterns one can get a glimpse into the future and the various potential futures.  

Sadly, history has been relegated to the sidelines.  Instead of being taught with the fire and passion to make it come alive, it has been reduced to the mere memorization of dates and places and taught by football coaches who would rather be doing anything but teaching history.  This is a shame, for if history had been given the respect it deserves, we may not be in the messes that we are currently in, because we would have understood that certain actions would have resulted in certain outcomes and would have (hopefully) chosen those actions that result in the most positive outcome.

For example, did you know that the five most scandalous Administrations all have a common link?  Did you also know that the four darkest periods in American history with respect to violations of civil liberties also have a commonality?  Or that the scandalous Administrations and the dark days have are connected?  If you are like the 99.999 percent of Americans who hate and have absolutely no interest in American history, then the answer is, of course, “No.”  Which is, of course, why we are in the messes that we are in at present.

While I am not going to reveal too much right now (or else you wouldn’t read any further), I will provide a few hints, the first of which is that all of these events occurred after 1860.  (While I do admit that the “Alien and Sedition Acts” were particularly nasty, they paled in comparison to what would follow and did not really have broad support.)  Ready for the second hint?  Each of the five presidents were elected on a “Restore the grandeur to the Presidency” type of platform and followed a president who was painted as being weak and out of step with American values and morals.  Finally each of the “dark days” followed a major event that traumatized the nation.

Need more clues?  Okay, how about this.  The five presidents were perceived to be commoners and average.  Each of these presidents surrounded filled their administrations with loyalists whose loyalty was prized more than there integrity, and who later engaged in scandalous behavior.  The “dark days” all followed some act of war.

Ready for some more?  The five most scandalous U.S. Presidencies were (in chronological order):  Grant, Harding, Nixon, Reagan, and our current administration, Bush the lesser.  Each one of these presidents campaigned on a platform of not being like their predecessors, Johnson, Wilson, Johnson, Carter, and Clinton.  Each one of these men surrounded themselves with associates whose sense of ethics were nonexistent, and who would not hesitate to profit off of there positions of power.

Now that you have caught your breath, here is why these particular Presidencies stand out as the worst.  Let’s start with Grant.  Grant was a great general.  However, he also was not exert enough control over his subordinates.  I don’t think that anyone will argue that Sherman was anything less than a great military strategist.  However, don’t you think he might have went a tad too far in the destruction he wrought during his “March to the Sea”?  While Grant was the commander of the Army of the Potomac, which had spent four frustrating years trying to march the short distance from Washington to Richmond, he was also the general of all Union troops; yet, it seemed that his other generals seemed to do whatever they wanted.  Blame it on lack of communication, or blame it on delegating too much authority to the other generals.  The problem is that this same lack of control over subordinates dogged Grant during his Presidency.  While Grant himself was extremely popular (he was elected to two terms), his subordinates were engaged in cronyism, influence peddling, and other such rotten behaviors.  The corruption of the in the Grant administration was far worse than any previous administration, including the Johnson adminstration, and Johnson had been impeached!  (Prior to Lincoln, the Presidency did not have the influence that it acquired during the Civil War.)
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