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Reds, Still

Thestory noonewantsto hear about theantiwar movement
by Byron York

When thousands of protesters marched down PennsylvaniaAvenue during thebig
antiwar demonstration in Washington on January 18, they just happened to passthe
national headquarters of the College Republicans. And on that afternoon there just
happened to be someyoung Republicansinside, drinking wineand hanging out. When
they heard al the commotion outs de and saw the protest going by—they hadn’t known
their officewas ontheroute—they couldn’t help making astatement.

The students pulled adry-erase board of f thewall and wrote asimple message:
“HippiesGoHome.” They took it out to their second-floor balcony overlooking the
march, and what followed waswhat diplomatssometimescall afrank exchangeof idess.

“F*** Y QOU!” agroup of the protestersyelled. “Nazis!” someoneshouted. Others
began chanting: “Hey hey! Hoho! Yuppief***shavegottogo!” The College Repub-
licansseemedto enjoy it al, smiling and waving and making peace sgns. They enjoyed
it somuchthat after awnhile, they found another board and madeasignthat said: “ Saddam
Kills” That seemedto particularly agitatethe protesters. “Bushkillstoo!” they screamed.
“Bushkillstoo!”

It all madefor good street theater, but in one sense the young Republicanshad it
wrong. If they had really wanted to get to the heart of the matter, they might haveraised
asgnthatsad, “CommiesGoHome.” Whilethat wouldn't havebeenfair tomost of the
marchers, it would have been adirect hit at the peoplewho organized the demonstra-
tion—and who arethe most forceful voicesintoday’santiwar movement.

The protest was put together by agroup called International ANSWER, which
stands for Act Now to Stop War and End Racism. ANSWER is an outgrowth of
another group called the International Action Center, a San Francisco-based organiza-
tion that showcasesthework of Ramsey Clark, the Johnson administration attorney
genera who has specidized in anti-American causes. BothANSWER and the Interna-
tiona Action Center areclosdly dliedwithasmal but energetic Marxist-Leninist organi-
zation known asthe WorkersWorld Party, which in itsturbulent history has supported
the Soviet interventionsin Hungary and Czechod ovakia, the Soviet invasion of Afghani-
stan, and the Chinese government’scrackdown in Tiananmen Square. Today, the WWP
devotesmuch of itsenergy to supporting theregimesin Irag and North Korea

Dwell on the past and you'll lose an eye; forget the past and you'll lose both eyes.” Old Russian Proverb
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At the demonstration, which many mediareports por-
trayed asagathering of mainstream Americans, speaker after
speaker condemned the United Stateswith ancient Commu-
nist rhetoric: “revolution,” “struggle,” “ oppressed peoples,”
“imperidism,” and*“liberation.” One speaker even addressed
her fellow protestersas” comrades.” Giventheimpressive
strength of the public-addresssystem, it felt likealiteral blast
fromthepast. Andif the subject had not been so serious, it
might have seemed almost quaint.
But the demonstration’s organi zers,

gust, hetraveledto Iraq aspart of adelegation led by Ramsey
Clark. Inanarticlein Workers\World, hebitterly condemned
the"lawlessaggression” of the*imperidist” and“racis” U.S.
air patrolsenforcing the no-fly zone. Inearly 2000, Becker
traveled to North Koreato help build what he had earlier
called " amovement of genuine solidarity” with Pyongyang.
Accompanying Becker wasaWWPwriter, who described
the deep impression North Korea made on them. “Wher-

ever we went and whomever we

spoke with,” she wrote, “what im-

perhapsunwittingly, madeavery se-
rious point: Morethan adecade af -
ter thefall of the Soviet Union, and
long after most Americans stopped
worrying about the Red Menace, a
significant part of themovement that
hasrisenupinoppositiontowar in
Iraqg is, in essence, a Communist
front.
COMRADE BRIAN
Perhapsthemost visibleface of
the demonstration wasits co-direc-
tor and chief spokesman, Brian

“Former”
Communists
thrivein the
new NATO.

pressed usthe most wasthe unbreak-
able determination of the North Ko-
rean peopleto defend their socialist
society againgt U.S. imperidism.”
Such statements do not add up
totheideal profilefor aleader inan
antiwar movement that seeksbroad
mainstream support. But don’t sug-
gest that to Becker. At anews con-
ferencetheday beforethe protest, he
grew angry when asked about hisas-
sociation withthe WWP. “| want to
talk about you,” hesaid. “National

Becker. Becker got alot of expo-

sureinthedaysleading uptotheraly; hewasquoted in news-
paper articles, appeared on TV, and did radio interviewsto
promotetheevent. A member of the secretariat of the Work-
ersWorld Party—and called by somethe party’shouseintel-
lectual—Becker isacontributor to the party’s newspaper,
Workers\World, aswell asatop official of International AN-
SWER and the Internationa Action Center.

Thereisan amost central-casting quality to Becker’s
Communism. For example, inaDecember 2000 addressto
the WorkersWorld Party conferencein New York, Becker
began by discussing issuesraised by “comrades’ who had
recently been to Cubaand then launched into adetailed and
impassioned analysis of Marxism and revolution. Becker
stressed that the Workers World Party had “ supported the
Soviet Union against imperiaism and domestic counter-revo-
lution.” He praised the Sovietsfor having“sentinvauableaid
to Vietnam, Cuba, the African National Congressin South
Africa, and other national-liberation movements.” Herailed
against “U.S. imperialism.” And he concluded: “Weknow
that the biggest single contribution that we can we maketo
thefind transitionto socialismeverywhereisto build atruly
revolutionary party that can lead the struggleto overthrow
imperidismat itscenter.”

These days, with the Soviet Union long dead, Becker
spends much of histimesupporting rogueregimes. LastAu-

Reviewisaracist pro-war magazine.
It sgot along—many, many generationsof racismand milita:
rism. Soyour so-caledinterestinthe L eftiscompletebullsh**.
You' rejust looking to try to divide the antiwar movement.
Thisisaright-wing, racist, militarist magazine. You should be
embarrassed to beworkingforit.” End of conversation.
OBNOXIOUS

Becker isnot theonly WWP activist who played akey
roleinthe January 18 demondration. Another co-organizer—
and M.C.—of theevent wasaman named Larry Holmes. A
member of theWorkersWorld Party secretariat, Holmeshas
runfor president twice ontheWWPticket. Attherally, he
used histimeto lecturethe crowd on the plight of political
prisonersinthe U.S. Hecited two examples, MumiaAbu-
Jamal and Jamil Al-Amin (better known asH. Rap Brown),
who have both been convicted of murdering police officers
and have become causes celébresinradicd circles. “There
aresomany politica prisoners” Holmestoldthecrowd. “They
want peace more than any of us, and they’rein prison for
fightingforit.”

Yet another member of the WWP secretariat, awoman
named Sara Flounders, al so spoke at therally, denouncing
GeorgeW. Bush's*racist arrogance” and* plansfor crimina
war of colonia conquest.” Inaddition, thecrowd heard from
representativesof other groups—the Free PalestineAlliance,
Free the Cuban Five, and the Korea Truth Commission—
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that are apparently front organizations associated with the
WWP. By thetimetherally wasover theaudience had heard
enough criesof “Butcher Sharon!,” “We don’t want your
racistwar!,” and“FreeMumia’ tolast for many monthsto
come.

For outside observers, the effect of it all wasto raise
questionsabout thereal nature of the peace movement. “The
WorkersWorld Party isone of the most obnoxious groups
onthefar Left,” says Stephen Zunes, an associate professor
of politicsat the University of San Francisco who studiesthe
antiwar movement. The WWP exercisesinfluence, Zunes
explains, by itssheer energy and resourcefulness. “Histori-
caly, you havethesegroupsthat arejust ableto out-organize
anybody else. Onething you can say about Marxist/Leninist
groupsisthat at least in the organization stage, they arevery
efficient.” TheWorkersWorld Party hassmply out-hustled
other leftist groupsinthework of getting parade permitsand
organizing big events. Accordingto Zunes, that hascreated a
problem for moremoderate antiwar organizations. “ It causes
division among the nonauthoritarian Left groups. They say,
"Dowemarch at arally organized by agroup likethis? |
don’'t feel comfortable with this, but it’sthe only gamein
town.””

Butitisnot at all clear that other Left groupsaretruly
distressed by the WWP'stactics. Ininterviewswith severa
representatives of peace-movement groups, most declinedto
condemn the politics of Brian Becker and his associates.
“Goodfor themfor having thewherewitha to call thedemon-
strations,” says Scott Lynch, aspokesman for PeaceAction,
considered thelargest antiwar group inthe country. “Thisis
ANSWER'’s dance, and they get to call thetune.” Ledlie
Cagan, along-timeantiwar activist with thegroup United for
Peace, adds, “Weareat apoint whereitisrealy, really criti-
cal that many, many groups come out and voicetheir opposi-
tiontothiswar. Somein the hard-core Left havetaken the
lead onthat, and | applaud those groupsfor that.”

But othershavetheir fears. “ Thesegroupswiththemore
radical agendaget alot of mediaattention,” saysBob Edgar,
the general secretary of the National Council of Churches
whoishel ping lead anew, more centrist antiwar group called
Win Without War. “1 don’t think they discredit the move-
ment, but they turn off some[people] inMiddieAmerica.”

If anyonein the crowd on January 18 was turned off,
therewaslittleevidenceof it. Most people seemedtolisten
enthusiagtically to the WWP speakers. But the WWPhasnho
morethan acouple of thousand membersintheworld, and

therecan’t beenough Marxist-Leninigtstofill alargeportion
of theNationa Mall. Sowhy didthey listen?

The answer appeared to be this. Because they hate
GeorgeW. Bush. Yes, they opposeawar, but thething that
seemed to unitethe attendeeswas an intense hostility toward
the president. Thesignsthey carried seethed with rage and
condescension. “HelsA Moron...AndA Bully,” said one.
Another denounced* Bush, Cheney, Rumsfeld: TheRed Axis
of Evil.”

Therewereold peaceniks: “We' ve been marching for
peace since 1960, and it hasn’t happened yet,” one gray-
haired couple said. Therewere college students doing their
best imitationsof hippies. And thereweretheassorted nuts,
like the man who stood naked, but for hisunderwear, inthe
24-degree cold, inviting peopleto usefet-tipped penstoin-
scribe peace messageson hisshivering flesh (hesaid hewanted
to“ get peopletogether on my body—Iiterdly, everyonesgn-
ing upfor peace’).

Spesker after gpeaker claimed that the crowd represented
the“real America,” themillionswho are said to passionately
oppose awar to oust Saddam Hussein. And that was the
way therally was covered inthe press. Onefairly typical
report on M SNBC said the demonstrationincluded “agrow-
ing number of people[who] are speaking out against awar
with Irag— students, grandparents, businessmen, politicians,
teachers, actors, and activists, standing shoulder to shoulder
inprotest.”

Newspaper reportslargely ignored what was said on
the stage; the New York Times and Washington Post failed
to mention much of anything that was said by ANSWER’s
speakers. The Timeseditorial page said thedemonstration
“represented what gppearsto bealarge segment of theAmeri-
canpublic. .. [and was] impressivefor the obvious main-
stream roots of themarchers.”

Surely the Timeseditorialist did not actually attend the
march. And surely heor shehasnot spent muchtimelistening
to Brian Becker and hisWWPallies. Many ontheleft are
trying towill themselvesto believethat thereisamassive,
grassroots, centrist oppositiontowar inlragrisngintheheart-
land—andfindingitsvoiceinralliesliketheoneon January
18. Perhapsthat sounds plausibleto peoplewho weren't there.
But not to anyonewho was.

—February 10,2003, p. 29f., © 2003 by National
Review, Inc., 215 Lexington Avenue, New York, NY 10016.
Reprinted by permission.
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NATO’sLeft Turn

by John Laughland

The high point of last November’s NATO summit in
Prague came when acouple of aging rock starswearing sun-
glasses and black |eather staggered onto a stage and sang
John Lennon’s “ Power to the People!” to the assembled
summiteers. Earlierintheevening, the suitshad watched an
avant-gardeballet, inwhich filmswere projected at high speed
of dancersintheir underwear miming copul ation onan enor-
mousbed. If any proof were needed that the Cold War has
been won by the L eft, such in-your-face postmodern trash
wasit: asoneBritish NATO cheerleader wrote, “1n Prague,
NATO became apeace movement.”

Thecultura program for the Prague summit wasatypi-
ca choiceby the Czech president, Véclav Havel. Anicon of
the 1960s, Havel isknown asan advocate of freelove, world
peace, and the end of the nation state. It isalso rumoured
that he dabblesin New Age and the occullt.

Whatever thetruth, the key point about thisgiganticjam-
boree—2,000 del egates, 3,000 journaists, 14,000 policeand
troopsto protect them, and 200,000 Praguerswho fled their
homes for the week—was that the West extended awarm
embraceto someof themost senior henchmen of the Commu-
nist tyranny, and thereby proclaimed the Cold War over.

Theleadersof the new NATO member statesincludea
former Chairman of the Supreme Soviet of the Estonian So-
viet Sociaist Republic; aformer General Secretary of the
communist Youthin Romaniaat the height of that country’s
bloodiest Stalinism; asenior communist apparatchik from
Czechodovakia, whose career blossomed for 20 years after
the crushing of the Prague spring and who ended up asa
member of the Central Committee; aminister inthevery last
Communist government of Poland; and aformer agent of the
Hungarian KGB. They werejoined in Pragueby thevarious
Oriental despots and thugswho continueto run theformer
Soviet Central Asian and Caucasian republics, asthey did
during the Soviet Union, and who have signed various asso-
ciation agreementswith theAtlanticalliance.

TheWest did thisbecauseitsownideology isviscerally
hostileto anti-communists. Thewarm welcomeextended to
Peter Medgyessy, the new prime minister of Hungary who
was rumbled asacommunist secret agent shortly after his
election inthe summer, contrastsvividly with the distaste
Washington barely hidesfor his predecessor, Viktor Orban.
That young man, who roseto prominenceasavehement anti-
communist at the end of the 1980s, is now dismissed asa
“nationalist” in Beltway circlesandisrepeatedly accused of
“having tolerated anti-Semitism.” By thesametoken, U.S.

4

government agenciesintervenedillegdly in September’selec-
tionsin Sovakiato do downtheconsarvativeVladimir Meciar,
themost popular politicianin Sovakia.

Oneby one, indeed, the West has systematically worked
toundermineor eliminateanti-communigts: Franjo Tudjman
inCroatia, Sali BerishainAlbania, Alexander Luka-shenkoin
Belarus...thelist goesall theway back to the early 1990s,
when the West hel ped toppl e the anti-Soviet Georgian presi-
dent, Zviad Gamsakhurdian, preferring instead thelong-serv-
ing First Secretary of the Communist Party in Soviet Georgia,
Edward Shevardnadze.

AsHavel’srock concert showed, thevictor inthe Cold
War wastherefore not anti-communism, but “reform.” | will
never forget attending ameeting of bearded Romanian and
Hungarian*“ dissdents’ in the summer of 1990, shortly after
the“fall of communism”: they al remained convinced Marx-
ists. Their goa, and that of their colleaguesacrossthe East-
ernbloc, had never beento destroy Marxism, but toreformit
by encouraging a“convergence’ between East and West.

Thisultimately Gnostic dreamof aworldwithnodivisions
wasthepolitica creed of dl tolerated dissidentsfrom Sakharov
toHavd ; sriousanti-communigslike Sol zhenitsynand Zinoviev,
in contrast, areno friendsof thenew world order.

For what the New L eft redlly hated about the communi st
systemwasitsconservatism. Encouraged by theideology of
the 1960s, the younger generation of Marxistsresented the
socid prudery and patriotism of thepost-Stainist ruling class.
Theanti-Zionism of the USSR anditsalies, whichincreased
after the Six-Day War, al so made many communistsfee un-
comfortable. Consequently, these peoplereinvigorated the
dormant oppositionthat Trotsky had articulated againg Sdin's
“socialismin onecountry”: they wanted world revolution.
They knew, asMarx and Engels had taught in The Commu-
nist Manifesto, that thebest way of achieving thiswasthrough
“the bourgeoisrevolution,” i.e., global capitalism, whichthe
New Left likedfor itsperceived mora nihilismanditsterrible
revolutionary force.

LikeMarx, the New L eft understood that globd capital-
ismwould destroy al traditional socia structures, especialy
thefamily and thenation. Just asMarx idolized theworker
“who hasno country,” so Marxistshad no difficulty identify-
ing with theinternationalist ideals of the new world order.
Abovedl, they recognized that thekey Marxist-L eninist goa
of thewithering away of the state could never be achieved
unlessthe old communist structureswerejettisoned in favour
of theWestern cosmopolitan ideology of globa marketsand
administrativerule by ostensibly apolitical supranational or-
ganizationslikethe UN, the EU, NATO, the IMF, and the
WTO.

Consequently, theeminently communistideology of anti-
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fascism has become the West's principal—perhaps only—
political value. Itispress-gangedinto servicewhenever a
state showsany sign of resisting thenew world order ideal of
statel essness, dl of whoseenemiesaretarred as“right-wing,”

“fascidt,” or “thenew Hitler,” evenwhenthey areinfact from
the Old Left, like Slobodan Milosevic or Saddam Hussein.

Oneof Havel’sadviserseven attacked the Communist Party
of Bohemiaand Moraviaas“ extremeRight.”

Just as, under communism, theideol ogy of statel essness
isconjugated with amassiveincreasein theredlity of state
power, so anti-fascismisused to justify ever greater restric-
tionsonindividud liberty: thefirst anti-fascist protection bar-
rier, after al, wasthe Berlin Wall.

Thesetrendsareset toincreaseinthefuture. IntheNo-
vember/December issueof Foreign Affairs, CelesteWallander
of the Center for Strategic and International Studiescallsfor
theimpogtion of supranationd palitica control by NATO onits
own member states. Thevalues she seeksto protect are not
thebareessentid sof military necessity, but thelimitlessrequire-
mentsof political correctness. shecites, asevidence of the

good NATO hasaready done, that Hungary got rid of its* na-
tiondis” government andthat Lithuaniahas* acknowledgedits
anti-Semitic past and roleintheHolocaust.” Giventhat such
nonsenseisU.S. State Department standard issue, thereisno
reason why Wallander’ s suggestion that astate should be ex-
pelledif itsgovernment is* xenophobic, authoritarian or cor-
rupt” should not becomeofficiad NATO palicy.

Marx and Engels never intended Orthodox, backward
Russiato bethe bearer of theworld revolution. They looked
instead to the most technol ogically advanced states of their
day, Germany and Britain.

SoitiswiththeU.S. now, whichtoday’ smarket-Leninists
see as but a means to an end, and as an instrument to be
jettisoned oncethe goal isachieved. Evenif thegood sense
of theAmerican peopleprevails, therefore, and the U.S. one
day pullsback fromitscurrent globalist adventure, theinter-
ludewill havedoneitsevil work: if ever thecurrentimperidist
tiderecedesto Washington, it will leavein place, al over the
world, thefilthy deposit of red revolution.

—TheAmerican Conservative, January 13, 2003, p. 18f.

Radical “ Peace’ M ovement

by David Hor owitz

The* Peace” Movement I sn't About Peace...

It’sabout carrying on the left’swar against America.
When your country isattacked, when the enemy hastargeted
every American regardless of race, gender or agefor death,
there can be no “peace” movement. There can only be a
movement that dividesAmericansand givesaid and comfort
to our enemies.

In hisspeechto Congressafter 9/11, the President said:
“Wehave seentheir kind before. They aretheheirsof dl the
murderousideol ogiesof the 20th Century. By sacrificing hu-
man lifeto servetheir radical visions, by abandoning every
valueexcept thewill to power, they follow in the path of fas-
cism, Nazismand totditarianism.”

Theso-called“ peacemovement” today isled by thesame
hate-Americaradica swho supported America stotalitarian
enemiesduring the Cold War. They marched in support of the
Vietcong, the SandinistaM arxistsand the Communist guerril-
lasin El Sdvador. Beforethat they marched inbehaf of Stain
and Mao. They still support Castro and thenuclear lunaticin
North Korea, Kim Jong-1l. They arethefriendsin deed of
Osamabin L aden and Saddam Hussein.

What promptsAmerican radical sto make common cause
with such monsters? The answer isobvious: They sharea
common view of Americaasthe” Great Satan.” They believe
that it isAmerica—not tyrantslike Saddam Hussein —that

inflictsmisery and suffering ontheworld. Thetargetsof the 9/
11 terroristswere Wall Street and the Pentagon. Thesewere
thetargets of American radicalslong before.

Inthe perverse mindsof the so-called * peace’ radicals,
Americaisthe”root cause’ of al theroot causesthat inspire
theterroriststo attack us. “ Americaisto blamefor what is
wrong intheworld. Theenemy isus.”

Today, aswe battletheAxisof Evil, which threatensus
with weapons of massdestruction, thesefamiliar mantrasare
rising on college campusesfrom coast to coast. Just asthey
didinthe Cold War past.

During the Cold War, the radical “peace” movement
bullied right-thinking Americansinto sllence. Our government
lost the ability to stay the coursein the anti-Communist war.
Theresult wasthe Communist slaughter of two-and-a-half
million peasantsin Indo-Chinaafter the divisionsat home
forced Americatoleave.

Onceagain, thehateAmericaleftisattemptingto silence
right-thinking citizens. Itisattempting to dividethe homefront
intheface of the enemy. Even aswegotowar. Itisstabbing
our young men and women inthe back even asthey stepinto
harm’sway to defend us. Itisattempting to paralyze our gov-
ernment again and prevent it from securing the peace.

We can't afford to let this happen. Thetime hascome
for those who love freedom and who appreciate the great
bounties of thisnation to stand up and be counted.

—www.FrontPagemagazine.com, January 21, 2003
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An Open Letter to Sudent
Anti-War Protesters

By Brian Sayre

On Wednesday, March 5th, a few hundred of you at
Stanford University participatedina® Nationa Student Strike”
agang an attack on Seddam Hussain'smurderousregime. This
mass hooky was sponsored nation-wide by an organization
calingitsdf theNationa Youth and Student Peace Codlition,
localy, it waspurportedly organized by acollection of Sanford
student organizationscalled the Codlition of StudentsAgaingt
War, closly affiliated with the Stanford Community for Peace
and Jugtice. Othershave dready shown thelinksbetweenthe
national front groupsand shadowy Stainist organizationslike
the Worker’s World Party. The same sort of thing is true
locally. Tofind out whoredlly ranthe show at Stanford, one
simply hasto go to the National Youth and Student Peace
Codlition’swebsite, and search thelist of participating cam-
puses. There, the Stanford organizersareplainly listed asthe
Stanford L abor Action Coalition and the Young Communist
L eague—theyouth branch of the Communist Party, U.S.A.
Thepresdent of the Sanford Young Communist League, aClara
Webb, isthe contact person for both organizations.

That theanti-war demongtrationsareled by communists,
while underreported in the mainstream media, isnot exactly
breaking news. However, the reportsfrom the protest indi-
catethat anew stageof radical quidingismisabout to begin.
Desperateto prevent President Bush and theAmerican mili-
tary from liberating the Iragi people, the Communists have
begun openly recruiting college studentslike you to partici-
pateinillegal acts, designed to disrupt thelivesand empty the
pocketbooks of ordinary Americans. All of thistook place
last Wednesday with thetacit approva of many Stanford pro-
fessors— afull two dozen cancelled their classesin support
of the demonstration, and, according to the protest organiz-
ers, afull sixty pledged their support.

| ssmply cannot be silent about this. Infact, | havea
moral responsibility to speak up, for once, not solong ago, |
wastheoneorganizing. | wasthe one manipulating others.
You see, | wasonceaCommunist.

| began my career asacommunist radical in Torontoin
1996, when | joined an organization called the Communist
League of Canada. The Communist League was oriented
towardsfactory workers; when | decided to go back to uni-
versity in 1998, | left it and joined amostly student Commu-
nist organization called the New Socialists. Both of these
groupswere split-offsof split-offs, tracing their lineage back
through the 1960s L eft to the heyday of American Commu-
nism. Although smal innumbers, thankstother activity they

and other groupslikethem had agreat deal of influenceover
thebroader |eft. Whileinthesegroups, | helped organizeand
participated in many protests—demonstrationsagainst “glo-
balization,” demonstrationsagainst war, and demonstrations
against the government. Asacommunist, | used peopleas
simply meansto an end. | discarded peopleasthey ceasedto
be useful, and cameto my sensesonly long after | wasdis-
carded inturn. Now, doing graduatework at Stanford, | try
toavoid politics. | don't know ClaraWebb. | don’t know
any of theradical |eftistsat Stanford, and | hope | never do.
But | do know the system of front groups, the* non-violent
direct action,” andthesystemof “ affinity groups,” al toowell.
Thisisasystemthat controlstheindividual protestor almost
perfectly whilegiving theillusion of freedom; thisisthesystem
being used by anti-war protestorsin Americatoday.

What isan* affinity group”? Intheory, it sasmall group
of people, maybeten to twenty, who decideto work together
by consensusfor apolitical action. In practice, it'saruth-
ledy effectiveway of manipulatingthelessextremeintogrester
actsof extremism, al coordinated by thegroup’sleaders, who
invariably belong to the shadowy communist organi zations
who run things behind the scenes. Thesegroupsarenothing
morethat thetrand ation of communist leader Che Guevara's
armed “military focos’ to theAmerican city, aspopul arized
by the French radical RegisDebray. InAmerica, they work
on the same* dictatorship of themost radical” principleas
most | eftist front organi zations, which cons st of two groups—
asmall corecliqueof fanatics, and adightly broader group of
willing stooges, with varying degrees of commitment to the
cause. Thefanaticsobtainand control their flock throughthe
forceof their persondlities—they areadmired for their expe-
rience, commitment, and knowledge of authoritative-sound-
ing leftist dogma, and generdly adopt ahip, trendy, and friendly
demeanor. Whilethe communist organization of thefanatics
isrun by majority vote, the front organizationsand affinity
groupsarerun by consensus. No actionistaken unlessall
within thegroup concur.

Onthe surface, consensus soundsvery open and demo-
cratic, but fansof the system fail to takeinto account theadmi-
rationtheflock hasfor thefanatics, who poseastheir friends.
Theseditemembersof the organization meet beforehand, ina
secret and unpublici zed gathering, wherethey makethe actua
decisions. They arethen presented to thegroup as“ideas’ or
“suggestions’ —suggestionsthat quickly find seconders. People
areasked if they concur, and they almost alwaysdo, for the
socia consequencesof dissent aregreat. Todissentistoissue
a“block,” which preventsthegroup fromacting until theaction
isresolved. It positionsthe odd man out in oppositiontothe
entiregroup, whichisoftenthat person’ sentiresocia network.
A stubborn blocker condemnsthe meeting to along, dry con-
test of wills, with themthetwe fth man onthejury. And sothe
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dissenter keeps quiet—or dissenters, sncefor every decison
thereareusudly severd peoplewithmisgivings, al unknownto
each other. And therefore aradical proposition that would
have beenrg ected by alargemgority inasecret balot will be
accepted unanimoudy ina“ consensus.”

If thefear of being thelone dissenter shapes organi za-
tional meetingsin astudent lounge, how much moredoesit
shape the decisions made by an affinity group on the city
streets, while aprotest isunderway? Pumped up by their
simpledogansand the pressof other bodies, these groups of
radicalsmaketheir decisonsreatively quickly. Herethereis
little debate, notimefor debate—the group lookstoits|eader,
the person with the most experience, who will offer a* sug-
gestion” that, ninety-ninetimesout of ahundred, will be ac-
ceptedimmediately. Reservationsget swept asdeastheflock
fearsholding the radical sback, of appearing cowardly, of
letting them down.

While appearing chaotic, themash of affinity groupsis
always under tight control. Large numbers of people are
managed efficiently through aconvened central body, the
“gpokescouncil,” conssting of oneor two membersfromeach
group—theultra-radica “leaders’ admired by therest. Here
they regularly sell out thedesiresof their adoring charges. On
theone occasion | witnessed where several affinity groups
rebelled against their masters, refusing to rush abarrier sepa-
rating them from ameeting of the Organization of American
States, themembers of the spokescouncil decided totell each
and every group that they werethe only dissenting group—
causing each and every group to changetheir mind (which
wound up getting some of them pepper-sprayed). The
spokescouncil, of course, hasitsown leaders, prominent radi-
calsand communists, who either direct the protest on site or
from a distance, using cell phones. The average person,
suckered into thismess, believesandistold hehascomplete
freedom over anon-hierarchical processwhereeveryoneis
equal. Andinfact, they are equal, in theory—as equal as
every Republic wasinthe Soviet Union, asequal asevery
party wasin the Communist International .

That ishow an affinity group operates. That ishow a
meassof sudentsinToronto ended up spending anight huddled
miserably on the floor of the lobby of amajor bank in the
middleof winter, without food or water, urinatinginagarbage
container barely shielded by apair of plastic plants, surrounded
by riot police—when they thought, Starting out, that they’ d be
going onasimplemarch. Of course, the organizers, having
planned everything in advance, had brought their own sup-
plies. That ishow, should war on Irag begin, the college
studentsbeing recruited at Stanford today will become useful
idiots, finding themselvesinjail for committing crimina acts.
Unlessyou arewilling to bolt and run, to leave thegroup, to
let down al your friends gathered around you, you will do

exactly what your communist controllerswant you to do—
controllersseveral stepsup ontheradical hierarchy, control-
lersyou probably don’t even know by name.

My adviceto potentia protestors: bolt and run. Friends
you can replace; your freedom you cannot. You are being
wooed into crime, something easily visiblefrom thewebsite
of the Stanford Coalition for Peaceand Justice. Undernegth
thecall for recruitment to affinity groups, isonefor morein-
formation about these groups, which leadsto theweb site
Direct Action to Stop theWar (DASW). And beneaththat, a
notification: that *“ neither DASW nor any of theAG [Affinity
Group]-formation isconnected with SCPJ[ Stanford Coali-
tionfor Peaceand Justice] in any formal capacity.”

Apparently, themobilization of al of itsmembershipto
fill these“ affinity groups’ with naiveyoung bodiesisnot suffi-
ciently “formal” for the Stanford Codlition for Peaceand Jus-
tice. But why thedisclaimer, right underneath acall for re-
cruitment? No doubt the gentedl professorsthat takepartin
the Stanford Coalition for Peace and Justicefedl theneed for
alittlebehind-covering, for the causethey’ resending you to
isopenly seditious. Thegoal of Direct Action to Stop the
War isto“imposereal economic, socia and political costs
and stop businessasusua until thewar stops;” their “ Action
Menu’ containsalist of dmost three dozen key intersections
and places of employment in San Francisco that they want
shut down. Inplain English, sabotage. Thisattempt to dam-
agethe American economy inatime of crisiswill hurt the
largely immigrant, hard-working service staff of San Fran-
cisco hardest, asyou, studentsof one of thewealthiest, most-
privileged universtiesinAmericaprevent themfrom gettingto
their jobsand supporting their families, but the tol erance of
suchtreasonwill indirectly hurt usall. It shamesthisgreat
nationinatimeof crigs; it demordizesthetroopsintheir time
of greatest need. It runsabsolutely counter to the proper role
of theuniversity.

Those of you who wind up being used as pawns are
responsiblefor your actions; whenyou arearrested, you will
deservewhat you get. However, the administration and pro-
fessorate of Stanford University must sharetheblame—in
particular, thosetwenty-six Stanford professorswho refused
toteachthislast Wednesday. They havealowed anAmerica
hating fringeto transformyou, their students, into communi st
dupes. Theadministration weakly toleratestheir machina-
tions. Parents, alumni, and ordinary Americans should not,
and, aboveall, you should not. Right now, protestors, your
radical leadersare scheming to control you. | know, because
I’veseenitfor mysdf, doneit for myself. For yoursdlf, your
future, and for your country—don’t befooled.

Don't betheir dupes.

—www.FrontPagemagazine.com, March 11, 2003
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