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And do not participate in
the unfruitful deeds of dark-
ness, but instead expose
them. Ephesians5:1

by Geor ge Neumayr

Current Communist Goals26. Present homosexudlity, degeneracy and promiscuity
as“normd, natura, hedlthy.”
—W. Cleon Skousen, The Naked Communist, p. 261

U.S. Supreme Court decisionsincreasingly read like transcriptsfrom the Oprah
Winfrey show. Justice Antonin Scalianotesthe court’s" famed sweet-mystery-of-life’
howler: “ At the heart of liberty istheright to define one’sown concept of existence, of
meaning, of theuniverseand the mystery of humanlife.”

Thursday’s[June 26, 2003] Supreme Court decision announcing arecently discov-
ered inalienableright to sodomy contained afew more: “When sexuality findsovert
expressioninintimate conduct with another person, the conduct can be but one element
inapersonal bond that ismoreenduring.” Sodomy isavery high-minded business,
according tothe court, part of thelofty “liberty protected by the Congtitution.” Suchisits
preciousnessthat statescan’'t betrusted to regulateit.

That sodomy isan inalienableright would no doubt come asabig surprisetothe
Condtitution’sframers. They are, of course, thelast constitutional expertsthe Supreme
Court would ever consult. The Supreme Court, judging from themgority opinion’sdav-
ish attention to Europe’ sregard for sodomy, ismuch moreinterested in the thoughts of
modern Danesthan dead Americans.

Theframersdidn’t approach sodomy with the samelevel of aweastoday’scourt.
What the Kennedysand Souterscall “liberty,” theframerscaled“license,” theabandon-
ment to actshigh in the catal ogue of sin that spellstheend of republics.

Themajority on the Supreme Court declaresthat anti-sodomy laws compromise
the“dignity” of homosexuas. Theframerswould reversethejudgment: itissodomy that
compromisestheir dignity, and it istherule of law which pointsto and protectsthat
dignity. Theframersbel onged to communitiesthat passed such laws so asto safeguard a
mord cultureinwhich humandignity ispossible.

Theframerswould say that the assault to dignity comesfrom alegal culturethat
sanctionssodomy, aculturethat turnschildren over to homosexual couples, aculturethat
placeshomaosexual relationshipsonthesameleve of sanctity asthetraditiona family.

The Supreme Court saysanti-sodomy laws* demean” people. Theframersthought
thoselawswould discourage people from demeaning each other through the davery of
sin. It would befuddletheframersgreatly to hear sodomy and dignity in the same sen-

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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tence. They held that the dignity of democracy depended on
citizensgoverning themsel ves according to mora standards,
not according to arespect for each other’ sbasest ingtincts. If
citizenscouldn’'t governtheir own dark passions, how long
would ademocracy that reliesontheir capacity for self-gov-
ernment last? Thisconcern made anti-sodomy lawseminently
sensibletotheframers.

But now, in our vast modern wisdom, weknow better.
What quaint foolsthe framerswere. They thought society
wouldteeter if vice had rightsover virtue. Wearedoing just
fine. They thought — can you believeit?— that such consen-
sua actsasadult incest werewrong. Now weknow that “it
can bebut one e ement inapersona bond that ismore endur-
Ing”

Apparently any sexud relationship, withman or beas, is
congtitutionally permissible, provided that the partiesto the
personal bond give consent. Sinceanimalscan't give proper

consent, perhapsthe court will et certain uptight communities
outlaw bestiality. We' |l see. Onthe other hand, the* sweet-
mystery-of-life passage” Scaliacitesgivespractitioners of
bestidity apretty strong defense. If the passagehasany mean-
ing, as Scaliasays, it will bethe passagethat “ ate therule of
law.”

Needlessto say, we are not doing fine. We arelosing
redl libertieswhilethe Supreme Court inventsbogusones. To
depriveacommunity of theliberty of preserving traditional
lawsisamonstrousdistortion of theframers work and an act
of judicia despotism that should outragethepublic.

Licensewon for homosexual activistsisliberty lost for
communitiesand families. AsAmericahurtlespast homosexud
adoption toward homosexua marriage, who but the obtuse
candeny this?

—The American Spectator (on the web), June 27,
2003

TheNew Salinists

by GregYardley

Thecommunist opposition to President George W. Bush
hasbegun. On Friday, June 27th, President GeorgeW. Bush
arrivedin Burlingame, Cdiforniafor afundraising lunch, and
the communist Workers World Party was thereto protest,
withthe help of their dliesinthelabor unionsand onthefar-
left of the Democratic Party. It'sascenewe' |l seeagainand
againinthenext year and ahaf—through their anti-war In-
ternational ANSWER, the Workers World Party hasvowed
tofollow President Bush wherever hegoes. Supporters of
Democrat DennisKucinich and the leaders of the Service
Employeesinternationa Union and the Communication\Work-
ersof Americatradeunionsbeievethat their cooperationwith
theWorkersWorld Party will weaken President Bush'spresi-
dency and defeat himin 2004. After attending thislatest pro-
test, I’m convinced that the oppositeistrue—the protestors
have been reduced to an abrasive spectacle, only harmful to
their own cause. That’snot to say the WorkersWorld Party
andtheir friendswon’t be ableto draw large crowdsinthe
future, but if they truly want George W. Bush out of office,
they’ rebeing self-defesting.

There's no doubt that the Workers World Party has
ganed influence, thanksto Internationa ANSWER’srecent
string of anti-war protests. The San Francisco branch of the
Workers World Party won the support of much of San

Francisco’sLeft, and their long list of backersreflectsthis.
Friday’s protest was backed by, among others, the San Fran-
cisco Labor Council, AFL-CIO, the San Francisco branch
of theArab-American Anti-Discrimination Committee, the
Californiabranch of the National Organization of Women,
the San Francisco branch of Al-Awda (the Palestinian Right
of Return coalition), Global Exchange, PeninsulaPeace &
Justice Center (a Palo Alto-centered anti-war group), the
South Bay Mobilization (aSan Jose-centered anti-war group),
the Children’s Defense Fund, and the other major anti-war
codition, the Revolutionary Communist Party-controlled Not
in Our Name Project.

TheWorkersWorld Party failed thelogistic test: condi-
tionswerenot optimal for protesting. Burlingameisfar from
their supporters’ basein San Francisco and the scorching tem-
peratureswere unseasonably warm. Instead of gatheringina
central, open spot, the demongtration stretched aong the Side-
walk acrossthe street from thefundraiser. Only half of the
protestors could hear and only atiny fraction could seethe
event’sinterminable seriesof speakers. TheBay Areamight
be acenter of radicalism, but lessthan 1,000 protestors at-
tended thedemonstration, far lessthan the organizers' pre-
dictionsof “thousands.”

Unlike protestsat more centralized venues, thisprotest
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featured reatively few literaturetabl es, probably duetoinsuf-
ficient room. Only two tableswere present: I nternational
ANSWER'sand asmdller, independent table selling miscel-
laneous|eft-wing political booksand copiesof theWorkers
World Party’s newspaper, WorkersWorld. Two members
of the environmentalist extremist group Rainforest Action
Network also sold literature, spreading their anarchist books
and newspapers along the ground. Perhapsto avoid paying
elevated seller’sfeesto International ANSWER, the books
and newspapers, including thejournal of theenviro-terrorist
Earth First! weredistributed “free,” with recommended “ do-
netions”

Inaddition to thetables, communistsfrom four different
partieswereworking the crowd, selling their party newspa-
pers. Workers World, Revolutionary Worker, News and
Letters, and Socialist Action. Peopledistributed their stick-
ersand flyersto all who passed by; within five minutes of
arriving, | washanded an* Arab sympathizer” sticker, a“No
God” sticker, and a“U.S. and Israel—Partnersin Crime”
sticker (thelast subtitled “What Crime? Genocide.”) | was
adsogivenflyersfor several Bay Areafundraising eventsand
conferences. International ANSWER’sflyer (titled “ Bush
Lies, People DIE!") advertised their weekly meetingsin San
Francisco and the upcoming September 26th to 28th “ Global
Day of Protest Against Occupation and Empire,” a set of
worldwide protests being organized to mark thethird anni-
versary of the second (current) Palestinian Intifada. Theflyer
from“Labor Action Committeeto Free MumiaAbu-Jamal”
urged the crowd to support aconvicted cop-killer.

Whilethe WorkersWorld Party waslying low, prefer-
ring to recruit peoplewho first becomeinvolved inoneof its
many fronts, supportersof two other political partieswere
busy soliciting support. The Democratic Party wasrepre-
sented by afew supporters of long-shot presidential candi-
date DennisKucinich and threeidentica ly-dressed members
of “TeamBarbaraLee,” theradica Berke ey congressvoman.
The Green Party also had alarge presence. Thefirst thing
protestors saw as they approached the protest site was a
large banner for the Green Party campaign of Pat Gray, who
will berunning against Bay AreaDemocrat Tom Lantosinthe
2004 election. Gray hersdlf wastherewith ahaf-dozen sup-
portersto passout campaign literature and shake hands. Her
efforts were supported by the Workers World Party, who
weredistributing flyersfor “Drop Lantos, Not Bombs,” a
group organized to force Lantosout of office. Inadditionto
Gray’s supporters, Green Party backers of San Francisco
Supervisor TomAmmiano werecollecting signaturesfor his
mayord bid. Thecrowdwasquite supportive; many sported
“AnyoneBut Bush 2004” stickersand signs.

No one group stood out in the crowd. The Senior Ac-

tion Network/Gray Panthers, the Service Employees|nter-
national Union, and the CommunicationsWorkersof America
had al madean effort to mobilizethe r activists, thereforethe
protest was peppered with senior citizensand union staffers.

At least afew weremaking and distributing preprinted picket
sgns, emblazoned with thenameof the CaliforniaFederation
of Labor, AFL-CIO. Another handful carried“No Blood for
Israel” signs. A group of four dressed asaliens, their signs
reading“Where' sthe WM D?Abducted by dliens!” Another
group, clad inwhite protective coverals, claimed they were
weaponsinspectors hereto inspect America. One man car-
ried a Palestinian flag; another, aCuban flag labeled “Bush,
kissmy a*.” Athird manwaved aBaathist-party era, post-
1991 Iraqi flag, theversionwiththeldamist “God isgreat”

added between the stars. Che Guevarat-shirtswereworn
by afew; a Rainforest Action Network member wore at-
shirt praising theterrorist EZLN. At least four peoplewore
the standard green armbands of National LawyersGuild ob-
severs,

Two protestorswereinsane by any, even communist stan-
dards, carrying signsfull of gibberish; onewasobvioudy a
schizophrenic off hismedication. A black-clad contingent of
anarchigswerepresent, but they wererdatively smdl innumber
and dressed flamboyantly, for stylerather than combat.

Theonly thing uniting thiscrowd wastheir absol ute ha-
tred of President Bush. A largenumber decided toftrivialize
the Holocaust by comparing the President to Hitler, either
by adding aHitler moustacheto his picture or drawing a
swastikaontheforehead. Their favorite chants, repeated
endlessly over the two-hour-long event, were “ George
Bush—war criminal,” and “Bush lied, peopledied.” The
presence of acouple dozen supportersof President Bush,
dressed in patriotic garb, caused many protestorsto lose
thelr reason; when one patriotic couple walked through the
crowd, protestors surrounded them, drowning out their
cheerswith shouts of “ Shame! Shame! Shame!” Several
young peopl e screamed themsel ves red-in-the-face, fists
clenched, eyesclosed, shouting with all their might. Fortu-
nately, therewasno violence.

Every public protest organized by the Workers World
Party or any other leftist group centers on along string of
monotonous speeches, and thiswas no exception. No fewer
than fourteen different radical stook the stageto ddliver rants.
A few focused on singleissues, often peripheral tothemain
purpose of the protest. For instance, aWorkersWorld Party
event wouldn’ t be compl ete without along harangue on Co-
lumbia, so WorkersWorld Party-front supporter and prom-
ising new recruit Natalie Alsop used her speech to condemn
theUnited States oppositiontothe FARC, Columbia sarmed
Marxist drug pushers. Of course, the City College of San
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Francisco student wasonly identified asavolunteer for Inter-
national ANSWER.

Similarly, long-time WorkersWorld Party member Ali-
ciaJrapko wasidentified only asamember of the National
Committeeto Freethe Cuban Five. She briefly discussed
America sdetention of five Cuban spiesbefore accusing Cu-
ban-Americansof being terroriststhemselves, accusing the
population of Miami of being “good terrorists, thekind sup-
ported by the government.” And speaker AzaniaHowse, a
WorkersWorld Party member sinceat least 1996 and likely
back to thefirst Gulf War, spoke primarily about her work to
protect an arts center in Oakland. Although praised by the
master of ceremoniesfor reneging on her obligationsasavol-
untary, paid member of themilitary, refusingtofight in Desert
Storm, and contacting aWorkersWorld Party front for help
deserting, Azania sparty affiliation wasnever mentioned.

Speakersunaffiliated with the WorkersWorld Party (yes,
therewere acouple) who also choseto speak onsingleis-
suesincluded KarinaMoreno of the Children’sDefense Fund,
who wanted the Child Tax Credit extended to familieswho
don’t pay taxesto begin with, and John Iverson, director of
the East Bay branch of theradical homosexual organization
ACT-UR, who wanted to destroy medical research and de-
velopment by forcing pharmaceutical companiesto give up
their patent rightsto their competitors.

And those werejust the moderate speakers.

Michael Lyon of the Senior Action Network and San
Francisco Gray Panthers, compared the Republican medi-
careplanto medicineinfascist Germany, wheretheold were
referred to as“ uselessmouths.” Lyon’s speech wasinter-
rupted by thearrival of the President at the Marriott Hotel;
the crowd yelled and booed quiteloudly for afew minutes.
When Lyon returned, heled the still-energized crowdina
chant of “Bushislying, peoplearedying’—perhapsit wasa
Freudian dip when hemischanted, saying“ Bushisdying....”
He concluded hisspeech onahopeful note. Americantroops
in Iraq had tremendous potential for resistance, he said—
after dl, inVietnam, many troops shot their officers.

Another speaker, Joey Johnson, worked with the Not
in Our Name Project, the Revol utionary Communist Party
front group. It'sno surprisethat Johnson, whosereal first
nameisGregory, isinfact along-timemember of theRevolu-
tionary Communist Party; he set someimportant case law
when hewasarrested for burning theAmerican flag outside
the 1984 Republican convention. Although he served ayear
injail, he apped ed the congtitutionality of the charge, and his
convictionfiveyearslater wasoverturned by the Supreme
Court. In hisspeech, hediscussed how the protestorswere
“standing in the streetswith the peopl e of theworld, where
the people of theworld need usto be,” and read the Not In

Our Name Project’s“ Pledge of Resistance” to the crowd.

RivaEnteen, director of the San Francisco chapter of
theNationa LawyersGuild and frequent speaker (alongwith
her thirteen-year-old daughter) at earlier anti-war protests,
used her speech to mourn the demise of constitutional rights
inAmerica. Sheinformed the crowd that no one had to speak
to afederd agent; shewasjoined by aprotestor named Clint
Buttler, who said he was approached by the Secret Service
assomeonewho “looked likeathreat,” and was asked for
identification. Thiswasdescribed by Enteen asnothing but
intimidation, and part of a" dippery dopetofascism;” it cer-
tainly couldn’t have been Clint’sresemblanceto aknown ter-
rorist, asthe Secret Service claimed.

Anunidentified spesker, oneof fivefroman organization
called Code Pink, told the crowd about her organization’s
extensive effortsto harassfundraiser attendees. Five mem-
bersof Code Pink had purchased roomsin the hotel where
the President was speaking, and wereon hand in pink gowns
and sashesto greet fundrai ser attendees asthey entered the
hotel |obby; anti-war and anti-Bush sloganswerewritten on
thesashes. Despite Enteen’sclaimsabout eroding civil liber-
ties, Code Pink had been allowed to remaininthelobby for
an hour, only being g ected fromthehote whenthey, ticketless,
tried to enter thefundraiser itself. Intheir speechtothe pro-
test, they stressed the difference between rich and poor, and
how the Bush administration wasonly the“ president of the
rich.”

Themost comical speaker was probably Jim Long, of
the Veterans SpeakersAlliance and VeteransFor Peace. After
claiming that Bush was adeserter during the Vietnam War
(wait - wasn't desertion being praised just afew speeches
ago?), Long contrasted him to that most benevolent of speak-
ers, Fidel Castro. Whileat arally in Cuba, Long observed
how Castro wasloved by hispeople, in contrast to President
Bush, who had to be protected from protestorsina“quasi-
military” operation. Hethenclamedthat “it'shard for meto
determinewherethe police stateisand wherethe free state
IS.” According to Long, every November 11th he goesto
Cubatotake partinaspecia commemorative ceremony to
honor Cuban veterans. Whilethissort of speech saysmore
about Long than it does about America, the protestors ap-
plauded and cheered it.

By far thebiggest cheerswerereserved for theangriest
speaker of the event, Kevin Danaher of Global Exchange.
Danaher opened by claiming that President Bush had “ stole
Florida,” and “isn’t the congtitutiona President of the United
Sates—thereisacoupd etat inthisstory.” Thecrowd loudly
cheereditsagreement. Danaher then stressed the need for
the protestorsto becomerecruiters, mobilizing en masseto
approach otherson the bus, at work, and in other locations.
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Most disturbing of all, Danaher implied that the 9/11 at-
tack onthe Pentagon, which killed 124 on theground and 64
onAmericanAirlinesflight 77, wasnot aterrorist attack, but
a U.S. government-organized conspiracy. The crowd
cheered. Thisexercisein anti-American paranociawasover-
seen by two masters of ceremonies, who led the crowd in
chants between speeches. Although neither identified them-
selves, they were two of the Workers World Party’s most
prominent members, Richard Becker and GloriaLaRiva-
possi bly the most powerful communistsintheparty to beex-
cluded fromitsleading body, the seven-member Secretariat.

Becker made several impromptu speeches of hisown;
when one speaker accused the Bush administration of favor-
ing therich, Becker, who hates both Republicansand Demo-
cratsalike, took thetimeto accusethe Clinton administration
asbeing as"bad asBush” and responsiblefor just asmuch
suffering: thekilling of amillion peoplein Irag through sanc-
tions. Becker also madeafundraising pitch for International
ANSWER,; as bucketswere passed through the crowd, he
announced that those wishing to make tax-deductible dona-
tionsto ANSWER wereinvited to maketheir checks pay-
ableto the*Progress Unity Fund,” a San Francisco-based,
WorkersWorld Party-managed non-profit. And in one par-
ticularly memorable quote, Becker told the crowd that they
had to stop the United Statesfrom acting militarily again, “ not
against Cuba, not against [North] Korea, not against Iran -
because peopl e around the world have aright to self-deter-
mination.” Onewondershow much self-determination the
peopletruly havein North Korea's Stalinist hell.

Completing the speechestook afull two hours; by this

time, thefundraiser wasending. Protestorsdid not seePresi-
dent Bush nor most of the attendees|eave, and although In-
ternational ANSWER brought out their giant, inflatable, mis-
sile-shaped balloon, also used when President Bush visited
Santa Clara county in early May, the crowd’s energy had
faded. They dowly dispersed, most driven back tothenearby
transit hub by shuttle buses.

Both the crowd and the speecheswere so extremist that
any newscoverage could only helpthe President. I’ m begin-
ning to suspect that thisisthe Secretariat of theWorkersWorld
Party’s secret intention; intermsof resources, publicity, and
membership, they’ refaring far better under theBushadminis-
tration than they did under Clinton, or would under the ad-
ministration of any left-leaning Democrat. Therefore, another
termfor President Bushisin the WorkersWorld Party’sin-
terests; therefore\WorkersWorld Party demongtrationsagainst
President Bush aregoing to beasangry and militant aspos-
sble. Thisallowsthemtorecruitthetruly radica whiledien-
ating the nation’sundecided swing voters, giving them street
credibility.

Asnext year’scampaign heats up, and the number of
television camerasat these protestsgrows, the speakersare
going to get angrier and angrier. The Democratic Party has
put itself inthisunenviable situation by refusing to denounce
theSdinigsinitsmidgt, inther effortsto generate” mainsteam”
oppositionto Presdent Bush. Inthefuture, these party hacks
should take note: when you cooperate with the communists,
you awaysget burnt.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, June 30, 2003

Ford Foundation and the
Old L eft

by Neal B. Freeman

It'snot awaystruethat the good that men do lives after
them: Many of thegreat fortunes of modern capitalism have
been turned to the service of anti-market forces. Their great
foundations, born of good intention and high purpose, have
becometheprivate bankersfor modernliberalism. ExhibitA
isthe Ford Foundation.

At mid-century, the Ford family was confronted by three
influences: itsown awakening senseof charitableobligation;
the mounting concern among itslawyersthat the estate tax
could dislodge the family from control of the Ford Motor
Company; and the urgency felt by Ford PR executivesto
associatethefamily name, then clouded by controversy, with

good worksof thewarm and fuzzy sort.
Thuswasbornthefirst American mega-foundation. Tens
of millions, then hundredsof millions, and by now billionsof
tax-advantaged dollarswere secured in acharitable endow-
ment. Thelater history of the Ford Foundation has been
one of trust betrayed—and audacity rewarded. Consider
the problem of theAmerican Left at mid-century. They had
grand designs, as ever—Vast plansfor what other people
should do with their time and their money—~but precious
few resources. Thetruly left-wing capitalists—the Cyrus
Eatonsand so forth—were famousin aman-bites-dog way,
but they were alwaysfew in number. To reshapethe Ameri-
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can economy initsown image, the Left resolved to usethe
assets of America sproto-capitalist, thefirst great entrepre-
neur of theAmerican century: Henry Ford. Now that isau-
dacity squared.

How did they pull off theideol ogical heist of the cen-
tury? Asthey say onthe TV cop shows, here’'smy theory
of thecrime. The patriarch of the Ford family at thetime
wasHenry Ford 11, towhomiit fell to superintend not only
the car company but a so the new sideline activity, the Ford
Foundation. He needed help. And of all theyoung execu-
tivesrecommended to himto tend thefamily’ sphilanthropy,
onein particular caught hiseye: Wilbur H. “Ping” Ferry.
Over the succeeding years, Ping Ferry would become such
acultishfigureamong philanthropistsof acertain agethat he
wasreferred to with the same one-namereverenceasHol-
lywood in the 1980s would bestow on Frank, or, today,
Barbra

What did Henry Ford seein Ping? First, like Henry,
Fingwasan vy Leaguer. Second, like Henry, Ping had grown
upinthefancy suburbsof Detroit. Third, and most important,
Ping wasthe son of apresident of the Packard M otor Com-
pany, another automobile manufacturer. 1nother words, at
least by bloodline, Ping represented to Henry Ford that high-
est of adl humanlifeforms. acar guy. Therewere, however,
afew thingsHenry Ford didn’t know about Ping Ferry. First,
henever got dongwith hisfather. Second, hehad no usefor
theautomobilebusiness. And most important, hewasadedi-
cated | eftist who despised corporate Americaand the rapac-
ity of itsmarket system. Hefound muchto admireinworld
sociaismand would soon becomealeading figureintheuni-
|ateral -disarmament movement.

Thekey moment occursin 1950, and it isdescribed in
Ping’sauthorized biography. Henry Ford and Ping meet for
lunchinaprivatedining room at the Detroit Club, thedown-
town refugefor generations of industrial captains. Henry
Ford hasacouple of drinks beforelunch and appearsdis-
tracted by businessconcerns. Heis, infact, getting punched
around inthe marketplace by alittle outfit called General
Motors. Ping pullsout ahuge bundle of paperwork. Ford
asks, “What thehell isthis?” Ping repliesthat they aregrant
applicationsand that each onewill haveto beread and evalu-
ated. Ford responds. “Areyou crazy? Just tell mewhat’s
inthem.”

Thiswasasad and important moment in the history of
bureaucracy. It wasthebirth of the executive summary: the
one-page cover sheet that presumesto distill the essence of
the 40-page document towhichitisaffixed. Inthehandsof
theskilled practitioner, the executive summary would become
the SwissArmy knife of modern bureaucracy: asingletool
capable of performing 28 discrete operations. It wasat this

moment in Detroit, in that dining room, that philanthropic
power—the power to advance certainideaswhile starving
others—passed from the donor to the nonprofit manager,
and—inthiscase—fromthecapitalist tothesocialist. Over
time, of course, these summariesbegantoreflect lessandless
thedidtilled essence of grant applications, and moreand more
thepolitical agendaof Ping Ferry.

How many milesdid Ping take when Henry Ford gave
him that first inch? By the mid 1950sthose same Ford PR
executiveswho had been so happily present at the creation of
thefoundation wereupinarms. They were getting an earful
fromtheir network of dealersaround the country. The con-
troversy stirred up by Ping and hisleft-wing grantmakerswere
now spilling back onto the company. Something had to be
doneto protect thefranchise. In 1956, the extended Ford
family—indl itsdysfunctiondity—gathereditsdeclininginflu-
ence and pushed through the board of directorsaresolution
forbidding thefoundation’saffiliatesfrom hiring or awarding
grantsto membersof the Communist party.

With the keen corridor sense of the veteran bureaucrat,
Ping understood that the game had changed, and he turned
immediately to hisexit strategy. Here, again, he provedtobe
aphilanthropicinnovator. To my knowledge, hewasthefirst
philanthropoid to achieve procedurd efficienciesby fusingthe
rolesof grantor and grantee—tracing smoothly thearc from
benefactor to beneficiary, asif, in abaseball game, he had
served as both pitcher and catcher on the very same pitch.
Nicework if you can get it, and Ping could. Hissoft landing
was something called the Center for the Study of Democratic
Indtitutions, and it wasrichly uphol stered with millionsin Ford
money.

Theideabehind the center wasthis: If you could gather
inone placethe greatest mindsof theera, freethem fromthe
quotidian pressuresof timeand circumstance, and then turn
them loose on the vexed questions of the human condition,
our seemingly intractable problems of lifewould soon melt
away beforethe power of their sustained insight. Right. For
the center’shome, they picked somepricey real etate: ahill-
top in SantaBarbara overlooking the Pacific Ocean. Each
morning thefellows, asthey were called, would maketheir
way up thehill tojoin The Conversation (yes, someof them
capitdizeit). It proved difficult tosustainmuchinsght early in
the morning, however, so The Conversation would begin at
eleven o' clock and thefellowswould add uninterruptedly to
the sum of human knowledgeuntil, oh, 12:15 or so, at which
timethey would adjournfor lunch ontheterrace. Lunchwould
be accompanied, first, by alocal wine and then, asone par-
ticipant remembered, by thebigwine. Somefellowsfound
these sessions so stimulating that by mid-afternoon, back in
their offices, they would besolostinthought asto appear to
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beadeep. Other fellowswould be hunched over their type-
writersbanging out interoffice memoranda, many of them at-
tacking other fellows. Thesememosmakefor fun reading—
full of wit and persona venom.

Unfortunately, it quickly became apparent that none of
theera sgreat mindshad any intention of showing up, sothe
fellows began to turn on one another for keeps. Ping, of
course, excelled in the composition of vicious memos, and
outlasted most of hiscolleagues. But asit did ultimately for
all of thefellows, hisnumber came up one day, and hewas
expelled from paradise. Someyearslater, the center itself
withered, and died an unlamented and virtually unnoticed
death.

The Ford family came, over time, to understand that
they had madeirrevocable, multibillion-dollar mistakesin
the central questions of mission and governance. In 1977,
Henry Ford 11 resigned in frustration from the board, sever-
ing thelast connection between the family and the founda
tionthat will bear itsnamein perpetuity. For the Ford Foun-
dation, the victory was complete, establishing amodel for
the subsequent capture of America’s other great founda-
tions. But the episodewas aso sobering: Henry Ford I1's

public criticism brought unwanted scrutiny to the founda-
tion, so, for most of the 25 yearssince, it hasembraced a
relatively quiet, trendy liberalism rather than therowdy radi-
calism of the Ping Ferry era. Even so, theideological en-
thusiasms sometimesbreak through theingtitutiona restraints.
Just this past February, for instance, Ford gave $500,000
totheNationa Sexuality Resource Center intheroughMis-
sion District of San Francisco. The purpose of the new
center, according to director Gilbert Herdt—editor of the
book, Ritualized Homosexuality in Melanesia—is to
“makeAmericasafefor sexuality.” (I haveawaysthought
that the best way to ascertain donor intent isto imaginethe
grant applicant making aface-to-face appeal to thefound-
ing donor. Inthiscase, Mr. Herdt might have begun his
pitchtothe great automaker, “Mr. Ford, may | assumeyou're
familiar with my classic study, Ritualized Homosexuality
inMelanesia?’)

For thoseinvolved inafoundation or thinking of becom-
ing so, thelessonisclear: Thetimeto prevent ahijackingis
beforethe planetakes off.

—National Review, June 16, 2003, p. 26-27
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Fidel’sMany Friends

by David Limbaugh

TheLeft’sinfatuation with communist dictatorshipsdies
hard. Why elsewouldintellectualsand Hollywood' sfinest
still be supporting Cuba'sbruta tyrant, Fidel Castro?

About amonth ago, the aging communi st clamped down
on Cuba’s opposition movement. Mr. Castro’sgovernment
prosecuted and convicted threemenin® summary” trialsfor
hijacking aferry to escapeto freedom in the United States.
Theregime sstate-run television reported that the men were
given severa daysto appeal their sentences. Due process,
Cuban-gtyle.

Within three days of the convictions both Cuba’'s Su-
premeTribund andtheruling Council of Saterubber-samped
theruling, and the government executed the men by firing
squad.

Around the sametimethe government prosecuted and
convicted—again, in summary, one-day tridls—75 dissdents
for allegedly collaborating with U.S. diplomatsto undermine
thecommunist government. Theactivigts, artistsand econo-
mistswere sentenced to up to 27 yearsin prison.

What specificaly did these* counterrevol utionaries’ do?
About haf of them organized apetitiondrive, called theVarela
Project, aimed at peacefully reforming Cuba sone-party gov-
ernment.

Cuban Foreign Minister Felipe Perez Roque defended
the sentences. “We have been patient, we have been toler-
ant. But we have been obligated to apply our laws.” Speak-
ing of tolerance, one of the offensesfor which thejournalists
were punished was having such booksas*“Who Moved My
Cheese?’

Totheir credit, some European leftistsfinally criticized
Mr. Castro’soppression. But othersabroad and in the United
Statesmerdy reeffirmed their longstanding, fawning alegiance
to El Comandante. Likewise, the United Nations Human
Rights Commission voted against condemning Mr. Castro’s
oppression and even rewarded him by re-electing Cubato
another three-year termonthecommission. Cubatriumphantly
proclaimed itsre-election as* undoubtedly arecognition of
the Cuban Revolution’swork in humanrightsin favor of al
our people.”

WhiteHouse Press Secretary Ari Heischer expressed the
adminigration’scontempt for thedecision, saying: “Cubadoes
not deserveaseat on the Human Rights Commission. Cuba
deservesto beinvestigated by theHuman RightsCommission.”

Many “intellectuals’ and anumber of Hollywood actors
saw it differently. A group of morethan 160, including singer
Harry Belafonte and actor Danny Glover, issued adeclara-

tion critical of the United Statesand supportive of the Castro
regimetitled, “ To the Conscience of theWorld.”

“A single power isinflicting grave damageto thenorms
of understanding, debate and mediation among countries,”
said thedeclaration. “At thisvery moment, astrong cam-
paign of destabilization against aL atin American nation has
been unleashed. The harassment against Cubacould serve
asapretext for aninvasion.”

So it's America's fault for opposing this murderous
regime scontinued farcical participation ontheHuman Rights
Commission becauseit isan egregiousviolator of thevery
rightsthecommissionischarged with overseeing? Just like
we provoked Osamabin Laden’s September 11, 2001, at-
tacks? Well, at | east these morality-deficient kooks are con-
sstent. They harbor the samementality that gaveriseto:

*Director Oliver Stone’ sobsequiousdocumentary on
Mr. Castro, “ Comandante.” Yes, HBO pulledit, but why did
they undertake the project inthefirst place? Mr. Castro’'s
brutality isnothing new. Mr. Stonesaid of Mr. Castro, “We
shouldlook to him asoneof the Earth’ swisest people, one of
the peoplewe should consult.” | agree, should we ever de-
cideto implement torture techniques against convicted ter-
rorigts.

* Director Steven Spielberg gushing over hisNovem-
ber powwow with Mr. Castro as*the eight most important
hoursof my life.”

*Kevin Costner describing his meeting with Mr.
Castro as“theexperienceof alifetime” and Jack Nicholson
cdlinghim“agenius”

*Thehard Left’ ssupport of the Nicaraguan commu-
nist Sandinistasover the Contrafreedom fighters.

*Thehard Left' sadulation of former Soviet Premier
Mikhail Gorbachev to the point of crediting him—though he
desperately tried tohold onto communismuntil thefina hour—
ingtead of Rona d Reagan with thedisintegration of the Soviet
regime.

What do you suppose could motivate these curious
peopleto glorify suchamanasMr. Castro and such auniver-
sy faled, inhumaneand corrupt sysem ascommunism? Why
dothey repudiatethe United Statesfor denouncing such evil?
It hasto be either anirrepressiblelovefor communism that
rejectsall rationdity, that defiesall evidence, that still fanta-
sizeslongingly for thedictatorship of the proletariat, or, an
unguenchablerevulsionfor the United States—or both. It's
your cal.

—The Washington Times, May 10, 2003, A 12



