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IN-MOVERS 

By 

Raymond White 

 

Popular causes and powerful movements that are brought to an end are very often 

brought to that end by a high ranking person in that cause or movement. And that person 

is able to effect that change because he is a ranking insider with sufficient power and 

influence (gravitas). Either that or he exits the movement to join an opposition and takes 

with him sufficient inside information to mount a formidable attack.  

Either way, I call such insiders “in-movers,” as opposed to “out-movers” who 

effect their changes entirely from the outside. 

 

Here are just a few examples of history’s great in-movers: 

[1] Soviet Communism: Only a high ranking communist could have ended Soviet 

Communism. A high ranking communist did. His name was Boris Yeltsin. Credit also 

goes to Mikil Gorbachav who pointed the way, but it was Yeltsin that actually did it. 

Only a person with sufficient influence in that communist government could persuade 

that government to see the error of its ways and abandon communism.  

[2] Slavery: Great Britain finally outlawed its Atlantic slave trade. But it was not 

because of the complaints of black slaves who were powerless, but because of one 

determined member of British Parliament, William Wilberforce, and one determined ex-

slaver, John Newton, who was William’s pastor and anti-slave conscience. Newton, then, 

was an in-mover, a slaver who became an ex-slaver whose influence ended slavery.  

Further, American abolition grew out of American notions of fair play which 

came directly from the Declaration of Independence which was written, paradoxically, by 

a slave owner: Thomas Jefferson. Yes, that’s paradoxical. How could a slave owner have 

written: “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they 

are endowed by their creator with certain unalienable rights, that among these are life, 

liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” But write them he did, and those words were and 

are the foundation of America’s core notions of freedom. And had he not written those 

wonderful words, it is highly likely that no one else ever would have. 

[3] American Independence: Only a British officer could defeat the British army 

and successfully assert American independence. That British officer who became 

America’s first general was, of course, George Washington. It was Washington’s 

experience as a British serving officer during the French and Indian war (he was a major) 

that enabled him to defeat the British. 

 [4] British Scotland: The English had tried to conquer Scotland and never did. 

Edward the First (Long Shanks) could not defeat William Wallace and no English army 

ever managed to get the best of the Scots. Yet today England and Scotland are one 

nation: Great Britain. How did that happen? Because the king of Scotland, James the 

Sixth, claimed the English crown after the death of Queen Elizabeth. And when he 

became king of both England and Scotland as James the First, they became one country 

without a drop of blood being shed. And, amazingly, the Scots did not object. 

 [5] The Vast Roman Empire: Only a Roman Emperor could manage to split the 

Roman empire in two. A thousand years of wars could not do it, but one Roman 
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Emperor, Justinian, finally did just that: he divided the east (Constantinople) from the 

west (Rome) because the empire was, in his opinion, too big to manage.  

 [6] Roman Defeat: Arminius was a German patriot, but he had also been a 

Roman general. Because of his privileged knowledge of Roman warfare as a commander, 

he and his Visigoth army were able to defeat and destroy three Roman legions under the 

command of Verus in 9 A.D. to stop Rome’s eastward conquest through Germany. 

Without that privileged knowledge, the Germans likely would not have won.  

 

These are just a few of history’s great in-movers, people who were part of some 

system, who rose up through its ranks, and used their prominence to change the system 

because their consciences turned them in a different direction.  

Now, for sure, not all movers are in-movers. Out-movers are people who were 

never in the system they ultimately changed or demolished. General Douglas McArthur, 

who conquered Japan and effected many changes in Japanese culture and government, 

most certainly was not Japanese, Hernando Cortez was certainly not Aztec, and Abraham 

Lincoln was certainly no slave owner but was an opponent of slavery from early age. 

These men were not in-movers, they were out-movers. 

So, why is my distinction between in-movers and out-movers even worth 

noticing? My intention is not merely to fabricate new vocabulary, it is to give credit 

where credit is due.  

It is an easy thing to look at historic in-movers and brand them as villains; that is, 

to notice that they were first participants in the very villainy that they ultimately ended, 

and therefore deserve to be judged harshly for their part in that villainy. Thus we cast 

suspicion on the good that they ultimately do because maybe, in some sense, they were 

duplicitous — switching sides always seems somehow disingenuous. 

I think the exact opposite is true. If a man starts right and ends right, as Douglas 

McArthur did, he deserves credit for his good of course. But if a man starts wrong 

(because he was born to it) and ends right (because he chose it) and changes the world in 

the process, his personal change of heart is itself an act of courage, and he perhaps 

deserves double credit — not only for doing something good, but also for having had the 

courage to change his mind in order to do that good, and then to face the uphill battle of 

convincing everyone else to change their minds as well, often at great personal risk. 

We all resist change. Change is threatening. But some evils have been with us for 

so long and are so deeply rooted that the only way to finally end such things is from 

within by some gallant in-mover who takes charge and screams, “Enough is enough!” 

Then, too, there’s the matter of forgiveness. Can we forgive our in-movers for 

their mistakes? Can we forgive Jefferson of owning slaves? Should we? Dare we? Are we 

so smug in our hindsight morality that we think Jefferson needs our forgiveness?  Or can 

we just accept that in-movers were trapped in the age in which they lived, and be grateful 

that finally one of them, a slave owner, finally found his conscience and courage at least 

long enough to write “all men are created equal”? 

We, of course, see evil as evil — or think we do. But to be honest, we see it only 

because we have the perspective of time. Hindsight is 20-20. But it is short-sighted and 

unfair to gloat from our privileged position, sitting here, as we do, at the end of time, 

looking back and saying, “Hey, you evil people. Why weren’t you good like us?” But I 
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suspect that had we lived in older times, our moral sense would not have been much 

different than theirs.  

The human race had a lot to get through, and still does. I am quite sure that some 

future generation will look back at us and say, “They really murdered their unborn 

babies? Millions a year? And they thought they were people of conscience? How could 

they not see the paradox of that?” 

How do such things end? Only from the inside. Some evils seem to be wearing 

armor so impenetrable that they are impervious to change from the outside, and only an 

in-mover can bring it down. Hopefully, the madness and cruelty of abortion will soon 

have its end. Time will tell. 

Be grateful for the world’s in-movers who turn bad things into good things, and 

don’t condemn them because they were part of some bad thing at the start. They were 

born to it. When a man of conscience begins in a bad place then works his way out of it 

and drags the rest of us along for the ride, that’s a very good thing. It is in-movers who 

make the world better by ending the evil that they, themselves, were part of. 

Word of warning: Of course all this works the other way too. In-movers can just 

as well turn something good into something bad. Will America ever die? If so, it will not 

likely be from any attack from any out-mover. If our country dies it will almost certainly 

be at the hand of some traitorous in-mover — perhaps a sitting president. 

 


