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TheGulag, asit Really Was

by Brian Crozier, Page 3

Mr. Crozier reviews Gulag: A History— “An
‘Impressive’ history of the Soviet camp system.”
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Annvs.Arnold
by Ann Coulter, Page4

Defending her book Treason, Ann Coulter rebuts
assertions that the late Sen. Joseph McCarthy
(R.-Wisc.) ruined the lives of innocent people.
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Celebratethe West

by SteveVivian, Page5

Instead of celebrating diversity, why not “ celebrate
the West”?
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TheHomosexual Agenda

by Cheryl Wetzstein, Page 7

As the “mother of all cultural battles,” gay mar-
riageiscloser than ever. Read about the debate.

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

Dwell on the past and you'll lose an eye; forget the past and you'll lose both eyes.”
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WhereMar xism LivesToday

by JoannieFischer

“Wefight to empower young people. We stand for workers' democracy and so-
cidism. Weareactivepartisansintheclassstruggle!”

Tothegenerd public, Karl Marx may seem buried dongside other iconsof history,
but asthe manifesto of Youth for Socialist Action makesclear, on college campusesheis
very much alive, abeaconto anew generation of student activistsand the teacherswho
mentor them. Concernsabout globalization and thewar with Iraq have boosted interest
inMarxismto the extent that studentsare demanding—and sometimes getting—changes
inpoliciesand curriculaat campusesfrom Harvard to the University of California.

Marx hasalong-standing symbiotic rel ationship with students seeking to reshape
their society. Asearly as1905, studentsformed the Intercollegiate Socialist Society to
promote Marx’sideals. The morefamous Studentsfor aDemocratic Society—which
spearheaded the * counterculture” movement and coined the phrase“ M akelove, not
war”—waslaunched in 1960. Andin 1964, Berkeley student Mario Savio protested
the" oppression” of the Berkeley administration with acampuswidesit-in and kicked of f
thefree speech movement by quoting many of Marx’sidess.

“Marx helped many of uswho were studentsduring thetime of thecivil rightsmove-
ment and the Vietham War to understand theinjusticesall around us,” saysRichard
Wolff, aMarxist professor of economicsat the University of Massachusetts-Amherst.
“Marx showed us how capitalism brings about the oppression of the mgjority by the
minority, and that itinevitably leadstoimperidismand war.

“Infact, the struggles of the 1960s|ed an entire generation of intellectually minded
youthto espouse Marxist ideals. Over the decadesmany of those activistswould come
to hold senior positions on university faculties—so many that the common joke now
circulates. “Why arethereno Marxistsleftintheformer Soviet Union?” Answer: “Be-
causethey’ veall found jobsasprofessorsat American universities.” Marxistsfound
their way to academia, Wolff says, because higher educationisin many waysacritique
of society that asksthe question: “ Can wedo better?’

Theexploding interest in Marx hasled to aproliferation of Marxist department
heads and textbooks. Inthe 1960s, only ahandful of universitiestaught coursesin
Marxism; today that number iswell over 400. By oneestimate, the number of Marxist
professorsinthe United States had reached 10,000 by the mid-1980s.

Old Russian Proverb
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A conservative backlash that emerged during the Reagan
yearsattacked Marx on campus, with severd intellectuasrd-
lying the public against Marxist academicsin popular books
such as Tenured Radicals, The Closing of the American
Mind, and Illiberal Education. Thesocialist-minded profes-
sorshad so politicized their teachings, criticsargued, that the
result was"intellectua carnage’ throughout higher education.
Intheclimateof intensescrutiny, many universtiesgrew more
cautiousabout choosing Marxist professorsfor top positions.

But Marx isso entrenched in coursesranging from lit-
eratureto anthropol ogy, and addressing topicson everything
fromdasssysemsof Victorian England to dienation expressed
by hip-hop culture, says Joseph Childers, English professor
a theUnivergty of Cdifornia-Riversde, that today’ sstudents
arevirtualy bathedin Marx’sideas. “Whether studentsreal -
izeitor not,” hesays, “Marx isawaysright there, permesting
thediscusson.”

Marx’sideas about exploitation, alienation, and class
strugglearemorevibrant than at any timeinthe past 20 years,
saysNotre Dame economist David Ruccio, editor of theaca
demic journal Rethinking Marxism. He pointsto confer-
ences sponsored by thejournal that regularly attract more
than 1,000 scholars and students.

Yet whether Marx actudly belongson campusremainsa
topic of continued debate. At Notre Dame, thereisamove-
ment afoot to gplit the M arxi st-dominated economicsdepart-
ment into two camps, to alow for more non-Marxist theory
to betaught. Theoppostemovementisunder way at Harvard,
where morethan 600 students have signed apetition asking
theschool to offer an dternativeto theintroductory econom-
icscourselong taught by Reagan-eraconservative Martin
Feldstein. The studentswant the option of learning from
Marxist Stephen Marglininstead.

Many students, especially activigts, arekeenly aware of
Marx today. “I grew upinafamily of seven, with my parents
away workingdl thetimebut bringing homelessthan $20,000,”
saysAnaRizo, who recently graduated fromthe University of
Cdlifornia-SantaBarbara, “| alwaysknew something was
wrongwiththat picture, but it wasn’t until | got to collegeand
read Marx that | saw how capitaismisset upto benefit afew
people and keep the rest down.” Rizo now worksfor the
Student Labor Action Project, asociaist-minded group dedi-
cated to worker’srights. Over the past year, growth inthe
group’sactive campuseshassurged from 118in 2002 to nearly
300in2003.

Therecent swell of socialist action originated with the
World Trade Organi zation protestsin Sedttle, where groups
such asthe“Dot.Commies’ proved that young revol utionar-
ieswould thwart the* establishment” with concerted effort.
“It sort of hit usout of the bluethat we could actually bethat
effective,” saysRizo. “ Sincethen, groupsfromdifferent cam-
puses have been banding together to foster Marx’sgoals of
socia justice.” To be sure, many of the students are hope-
lesdy naive, utopian, and proneto adol escent anti-establish-
ment fervor; they often sign off messageswith“ Against em-
pire’ or “Fight the power.”

Theriseof theInternet has played ahuge part in foster-
ing student activism, says Aaron Kreider, who earned a
master’s from Notre Dame in January. Kreider created a
Web sitecalled “ CampusActivism,” adirectory of progres-
sivestudent groupsand aplacefor |eftist-minded activiststo
post ideas. Sofar over 300 campus groups haveregistered.

E-mail groupshavelaunched aphenomenon dubbed * E-
activism.” At any giventime, Kreider belongsto between 50
and 100 liberd listservs, including “Red Youth.” Thepostings
areoften outlandish, accusing the U.S. government of every-
thing from secretly murdering studentsand journdiststousing
drugsto brainwash schoolchildren. Still, Kreider thinksthey
havevaue. “If studentson one campusneed help forming a
good argument for their cause, they canfindit,” hesays. One
posting, he says, inspired himto lead just 10 studentsina
successful bid toforce Notre Dameto ban the use of foreign
sweatshopsto produce any clothing bearing theuniversity’s
name. Sincethen, agroup called United StudentsAgainst
Sweatshops has sprung up, with dozens of successful cam-
paignstoitscredit.

Butitisthewar with Irag that has brought student so-
cidist activismtoafervor not seensinceVietnam. Theanti-
war movement is spurring students such as JessicaWalter,
who studiesat an aternative medicine school inNew York, to
takeupthecause. “I had dwaysagreed with my friendswho
werefighting capitalist greed,” saysWalter. “But it wasn't
until Iraqthat everything crystallized for me.” Aslongascapi-
talism persists, argued Marx, therewill be poverty and war.
Likewise, aslong aspoverty and war persist, it seems, there
will beMarx—and young activistswho hail him.

—U.S News & World Report Special Edition,
August/September 2003, p. 86, 87.

Copyright 2003 U.S. News & World Report, L.P. Re-

printed with permission.
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TheGulag, asit Really Was

by Brian Crozier

It wasbold, aswell asambitious, for AnneApplebaum
to take on the gigantic task of writing ahistory of the late
Soviet Union’s Gulag, and it pleases meto say that she has
proved hersdlf right. Her book, Gulag: AHistory, [published
by Doubleday] isan outstanding achievement.

[tisilluminating to compare her coverage and analysisof
the CHEKA (the* All-Russian Extraordinary Commissionfor
Combatting Counter-Revol ution and Sabotage”) with that of
the British pair, Sidney and Beatrice Webb, in their monu-
mental work, Soviet Communism: A New Civilization
(1937), one of the magjor choices of the London-based L eft
Book Club, which| confessl joinedinmy late‘teens.

Factualy thereislittleto choose between thetwo. The
contrast isideological: theWebbs saluted Stain’sregimeas
“anew civilization;” AnneA pplebaum (admittedly with the
advantage of the recent collapse of the Soviet regime) sees
the Gulag asthe greatest organ of repressionin history (al-
though these are not her exact words).

Applebaum rightly pointsout that the Gulag was not ex-
actly acreation of the Russian Revolution. Indeed, as she
pointsout (on p. xvi of her introduction), it “ had itsanteced-
entsin Czarist Russia.” Theimportant point, of course, was
that Lenin, having inheritedit, used it asaweapontolock up
“unreliableeements’ inthe concentration campsknown col-
lectively as“theGulag.”

The scope of her book isimpressive. Whereas most
Sovietologistsand“ Communologists’ (suchasRoy Medvedey,
Dmitri Volkognov and the French writers Stéphane Courtois
and NicolasWerth) understandably cover the Gulag asamajor
element in Soviet history, no one (to my knowledge) hasde-
voted amajor work entirely to the theme of her title. She
rangesfromthefirst concentration camp, intheold Solovetsky
monastery, 15 milesor so north of the Kremlin, in 1923, to
“the zenith of the camp industrial complex” which reigned at
the end of World War 11.

Rightly, the author recallsHitler’sconcentration camps,
primarily reserved for thelarge Jewish minority in Nazi Ger-
many, and pointsout their differences, themost important of
whichwasideologicd: theNazi regimewasanti-Semitic; the
Soviet onewasconsderably wider, covering al el ementsthat
might be considered anti-Communist, or at any rate anti-
Stdinigt. Sherightly pointsout that the Nazi campsweredegth
factories (Mernichtungslager) rather than labor camps;
whereasthe Gulag campswere partly devoted to economic
projects, while prisoners considered uselesswere quickly
turned into corpses.

Rightly, inmy view, theauthor recallsthat aslateasthe
1980s, the post-Stalinist camps survived. Indeed, Ronald
Reagan and Mikhail Gorbachev werestill discussing the So-
viet camps. Shepointsout that Gorbachev—himsdlf thegrand-
son of Gulag prisoners—did not begin to dissol ve the camps
until 1987.

Therangeof Applebaum’sbook could scarcely bewider.
Sherightly startswith theoriginsof the Gulag, from 1917 to
1939, devotesamajor chapter to Stalin’s* great terror” and
itsaftermath; goesontodedl, inhorrific detail, withlifeinthe
camps, including the deadly cold in theArctic camp (with
temperaturesfalling to 50 degreesbel ow zero) and notesthat
anumber of “punishment isolaters’ (acronym: SHIZO) have
survived well into the post-Soviet period, athough no longer
with occupants.

Her chapter devoted to “the prisoners’ quotesMariya
Joffe, wifeof afamousBolshevik, describingtheprofessond
criminas(asdistinct from the merely politically suspect) as
having sex openly, walking naked around the barracks, and
having no truefedlingsfor oneanother (p. 281).

She devoted another chapter (15) to women and chil-
dren, and notes (surprisingly, perhaps) that many female sur-
vivorsfeltthat therewere* great advantages’ tobeingfemale
within the camp system.

For instance, they seemed ableto survive onlessfood
than male captives, weremost likely to form true and endur-
ing friendshipsand to help each other in waysthe male cap-
tives seemed incapabl e of using (pp. 307—et seq).

Not surprisingly, her chapter on“thedying” ispacked
with horrificwordsand descriptions. In asub-diaect of camp
dang, those about to diewere called “ candlewicks’ (soonto
be blown out). Other expressions reserved for them were
dop swillers(pomoechniki) or “s*** eaters’ (gaunoedy).

In theinteresting chapter that follows, shedealswith
what sherightly calls“strategiesof survival,” areferenceto
the minority who managed, by skill and self-determination,
to survive psychologically moreor lessintact, sufficiently to
return homeandtolivereatively normal lives(p. 344). She
goeson to describe, in fascinating detail, the devices used
to prevent escapesfrom the Gulag camps, and theingenuity
of those who defied or overcame those same devices (Ch.
18).

Part three, described as* The Riseand Fall of the Camp
Industrial Complex, (1940-1986),” dedlsinterestingly with
theinevitable presence of many Red Army prisonersamong
the Gulag population. Theseincluded, notably, 230,000 Pol -
ishofficersand soldiers.

Not surprisingly, shedealsin detail with the notorious
murder of morethan 20,000 captured Polish officersinase-
cret massacre ordered by Stalin. (Thesecrecy faded, inevita:
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bly, after Sdin’sdeath, and | waspersondly involved, anong
many other sympathizers, intheinauguration of aLondon
monument in commemoration of thevictims.)

Other captives, whosefaeisdsodedt withinApplebaum’s
book, included Hungariansand victimsof theK orean War.

A particularly interesting chapter (24) isdevoted to the
consequencesof Stalin’sdeathin 1953 for the Gulag. Onthe
night of hisdesth, aman named Viktor Bulgakov wasarrested
for dlegedly participating inan anti-Stalinist sudent circleand
senttoMinlag, aspecia campinacod-mining complex, north
of theArctic Circle. There, intheshort summer days, thepris-

oners, angered for being by-passed inthe post-Stalin amnesty,
murdered four campinformerswith pickaxes.

AsAnneApplebaum rightly notes, Stain’sdesthsgnaled
theend of theeraof massivedavelabor inthe Soviet Union.
She closes her admirable book with apersonal chapter en-
titled“Memory,” which deals, among other things, with her
boat journey acrossthe White Seain the early summer of
1998—a pardonable personal recollection after lengthy and
productivelabor.

—Human Events, June 2, 2003, p. 18

Annvs.Arnold
by Ann Coulter

Arnold Beichman recently wroteacolumn attacking my
latest book, Treason—which heat least admitshedidn’t read
—claming hehasthe”namesof ‘innocent lives Mr. McCarthy
ruined.” | wasexcited to seeit. I’ vebeen asking for just one
innocent person ruined by Joe McCarthy for six weeks, but
until now al | had gotten waswild specul ation about my per-
sond life,

But strangely, while Beichman claimsto havethenames
of McCarthy’sinnocent victims, hedeclinesto mention them.
(I’ sbeen dmost 50 years and these peopl e still won't name
names.) Instead he offersto send me* one of themost impor-
tant testimoniesabout McCarthyism” by “oneof our leading
Sinologists’ —if | providemy address. SinceBeichmanain't
getting my address, I’ velooked up the articleon my own. It
containsthenamesof precisdy two peopledlegedly destroyed
by McCarthy.

Theauthor of this"illuminating articleon JoeMcCarthy” is
oneRichard Walker. Hedidn't dlot much spacefor thediscus
sionof McCarthy’svictims, inasmuch asthearticle consisted
primarily of Walker’sreminiscencesabout himsdlf. | quote:

“In19531 published my book ‘ The Multi-State Sys-
tem of Ancient China.’ Thereaction from the scholarly world
wasvery good.”

“Onedidinguished scholar—who shdl remainnamdess
but whowill appear inthisnarrativeagaininthe context of events
that happened afew yearslater —wrotetome, ‘1 wishto send
my congratulations. | find it excellent and marvel a themassof
literatureyou went throughtoreach your conclusons...””

“Other reviewers praised thevolume.”

“Two of my graduate students, who subsequently re-
ceived their doctoratesfrom Yal e, attended the meeting and
told mewhat transpired. Following afew toastsand rounds
of drinks, professor Derk Bodde (who wasone of thefirst to
apply for the post | wasvacating at Ya€) rose and announced,

‘| proposeatoast! Wefinaly got Dick Walker!””

Beichmanwearily explained herefused to read my book
because“lifeistooshort.” But lifeisnot so short that it cannot
befilled with daysreading Dick Waker quoting peoplelaud-
ing Dick Walker. (How can | add my nametothelist of people
whoseliveswereruined by Dick Walker?)

But the point is, anyone who advertises hisown patho-
logica need for establishmentarian approva isnot likely tobe
found praising Joe M cCarthy. Still —though Beichmanfindsit
absolutely urgent that | read Walker’s piece—the only spe-
cificchargeagainst McCarthy intheentiregroaning articleis
this: “McCarthyism destroyed the careers of anumber of fine
Chinaspecialistsinthe Foreign Service. What happened to
Oliver Edmund Clubb and John Paton Davieswasadiscred-
itable chapter inthe defense of State Department profession-
aswho wererendering honest servicetotheir country.”

Daviesand Clubb were among the WA SPthree-names
who hel ped reinquish Chinato communist mass murderers—
John Carter Vincent, John Stewart Service, John Paton Davies
and Oliver Edmund Clubb.

L eaving asdetheintriguing factsabout Oliver Edmund
Clubb, thiswasnot acaseinstigated by M cCarthy, but rather
by one of Beichman’sheroes, Whittaker Chambers. Indeed,
Chamberssaysasmuchinhisbook W tness—abook Beichman
has praised, saying “few autobiographiesareasmoving and
asinstructive about the meaning of communism.” I’ veread
thearticleby Richard Walker. Now Beichman ought to actu-
aly reed Witness.

Asfor John Paton Davies, asaForeign Serviceofficer,
heissued flagrantly pro-communist propagandain hisreports
from China, ingisting that the United States abandon our ally
Chiang Kai-shek and work with thecommunists. Thefuture
of China, Daviessaid, isnot Chiang's, but theirs. Or, asthe
Washington Post putitin Davies obituary, Davies' reports
“advised amore nuanced approach to communismin China
thanwaspolitically palatable.” (In the sensethat Benedict
Arnoldtook amore* nuanced” approach toward the Ameri-
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can Revolutionthanwaspoaliticaly pdatable.)

Inaddition, aSenatecommitteerecommended that Davies
betried for perjury for denying that he had recommended vari-
ouscommunistsand communist sympathizerstothe CIA. He
was investigated more than half adozen timesby the State
Department. Eventualy, Secretary of State John Foster Dulles
—nofan of McCarthy’s—asked Daviestoresign.

Evidence that Davies career was “destroyed” by
McCarthy consistsof raftsof platitudinous, worshipful men-
tionsof hisname, hagiographic obituaries, the* John Paton
DaviesL ecture Series’ at Deerfield Academy —and even his
returnto the State Department in 1969 to work on disarma-
ment issues.

Most important, thereisan iron-clad taboo against blam-
ing communist-sympathizing Foreign Service officerslike
Daviesfor thelossof China. You can say the neoconservatives
sngle-handedly took thenationtowar with Irag, but you cannot
say that aband of pro-Mao Foreign Service agentsin China
had any effect on Mao'striumphin China.

Democratsloseentire continentsto totalitarian monsters,
losewarsto bloody tyrants, lose countriesto Idamicfascists,
andthenins st that everyonerecitetheliberd catechism: “No
one lost China,” “Vietnam was an unwinnable war,”
“Khomeini’sriseto power wasinevitable.” (Conversely,
Ronald Reagan didn’t “win” the Cold War; it just ended.)

At thetime, the State Department even issued an 800-
page“White Paper” purporting to provethecommunist take-
over of Chinawasinevitable. Despitethese heroic efforts, a
Gdlup poll found that amg ority of Americansdid not buy the
“inevitability” excuse. If Foreign Serviceofficerslike Davies
can’t beblamed for thelossof China, why isJoe McCarthy
blamed for thelossof Davies job?Maybethat was* inevi-
table,” too.

Itisnot clear how one goesabout delineating with abso-
|ute certainty where“inevitability” endsand“ traitorousincom-
petence’ begins. | will leavethat to metgphysicianslikeArnold
Beichman. Still, what kind of argument isthat?

The claim that nobody could have saved Chinaisthe
most amazing Democratic dodge ever. Perhapsin the chaos
of Weimar Republic, Hitler’sriseto power wasalso inevi-
table. Butitisunlikely that wewould feel much warmthto-
ward Nazi stoogesfeverishly working inthe State Depart-
ment to reach out to Hitler on the groundsthat hisrisewas
“inevitable.” Would our anger be assuaged if wewerein-
formed their hard work didn’t really help? Theytriedto help
Hitler, but their assistance was superfluous. Let's move on.

Whether or not Chinacould have been saved from com-
munism, itisafact that the WA SPthree-nameslike John Paton
Daviesweren'ttryingto saveit.

—Human Events, August 11, 2003, p. 6

CelebratetheWest

by SteveVivian

Back in September of 2001, astheWest reeled fromthe
911 arocities, Itdian PrimeMinigter Slvio Berlusconi ingpired
theworld'sleadersto throw apolitically correct hissy fit. His
great crime?He spoketruth to multicultural power:

“We should be conscious of the superiority of our civili-
zation, which condstsof ava ue system that hasgiven people
widespread prosperity in those countriesthat embraceit and
guaranteesrespect for humanrightsandreligion.”

To make mattersworse, Berlusconi added that the re-
spect for humanrightsand religion arevery sorely absent in
Idamiccountries.

Belgian prime minister Guy Verhofstadt, wringing his
hands to the brink of deformity, professed outrage at a
Berlusconi statement. Jean-ChristopheFilori, Spokesmanfor
the European Commission, declared, “Wecertainly don't share
the views expressed by Mr. Berlusconi.” And Giovanni
Berlinguer of Italy’s Center-Left opposition criticized
Berlusconi’ s statement as* eccentric and dangerous.”

Onemight object to Berlusconi’ stiming. Diplomacy is
based, of course, upontip-toeing around the exalted, easily-
bruised fedingsof one'sfellow statesmen. Hemade hiscom-
ments 13 days after the 9/11 atrocities. However, attacking
the substance of Berlusconi’ s statement isan absurdity. But
multiculturalismisbased on absurdities.

Multiculturdismhasmadestraight talk about culturesvery
difficult. Why?Becauseraceisthe subtext of multi-culti mush.
Indeed, thefoolish conflation of raceand culturewas made
explicit back in 1938, when the American Anthropol ogical
Association passed aresol ution asserting the equal worth of
all cultures, accompanying the resol ution was acondemna-
tion of racism. The uniting of thesetwo ideas—therational
condemnation of racismwith theirrational assertion of cul-
tura equality—showsjust how fully theAssoci ation equated
racewith culture. Ruth Benedict, atowering figurein anthro-
pology, was explicit about the matter. She claimed that “we
do not want or claim the kind of superiority that theracists
offer.” LiketheAAA, shecouldn’t keep two mattersstraight:
race on theone hand, culture onthe other hand. Only racists,
Benedict argued, claim cultural superiority.

Thisnewsmust come asagreat shock to immigrants,
who arriveinthe West in mind-boggling numbers, bothlegal
andillegd. Indeed: if all culturesare of equal vaue, why emi-
grate? Why |leave behind family, friends, and face aharrow-
ing, perhaps even deadly, journey? Why not just stay home
and “ celebrate diversity” ? Perhaps our PC clerics—aways



THe SchwaArz RePorT / OctoBser 2003

preening about their solidarity with the oppressed—should
taketimefrom their graduate seminars and four-star hotel
confabsto enlighten those naiveimmigrantswho considered
Western culture superior to their own. Maybetheclericscan
even help theimmigrantsseetheir owninternalized racism!
Suchanadmissionisthefirst step, after dl, inlearning how to
indulgeinritud PC sdf-flagdlation, publicly bewailing onesdlf
asadeeply stained Westerner! (Don't laugh...it can get you
tenure).

Prior to 9/11, multiculturalism, according to one’ stem-
perament and taste, could be many things. an amusement; an
occasontolaughat vainandsilly PC clerics, aninsult to com-
mon sense.

Today, the multi-culti diseaseisafar more seriousill-
ness, and for atragic reason: Western cultureisunder violent
attack by Idamists. Obviously, Western culture must be de-
fended. However, the Establishment L eft isl oatheto defend a
culture created by ghastly Dead White Males. Instead, the
Left—inatireessoutburst of hypocrisy—condemnsthe\West
withrhetoricasharshasldamists':

“(T)heAmericanflag standsfor intimidation, censorship,
violence, bigotry, sexism, homophobiaand shoving the Con-
stitution through apaper shredder. Whom arewe calling ter-
roristshere?” — BarbaraKingsolver, novdigt.

“1 alsothink that thereisastrong streak of racismwhen-
ever we engagein foreign adventures. Our wholehistory in
regime change has been of peopleof different color.” — Ed
Asner, actor.

“Thewarmongerswho stolethe White House (you call
them “hawks,” but | would never disparage such afinebird)
have hijacked anation’sgrief and turned it into a perpetual
war on any non-white country they choose to describe as
terrorist.” — Woody Harrelson, actor.

“Many familieshave been devastated tonight. Thisjustis
not right. They did not deserveto die. If someonedidthisto
get back at Bush, then they did so by killing thousands of
peoplewho DID NOT VOTE for him! Boston, New York,
D.C.,andtheplanes destination of California—thesewere
places that voted AGAINST Bush!” —Michael Moore,
Michaglmoore.com, September 12, 2001.

“Capitalismand imperialismwerethereal co-pilotsof
those planes.” —Jeanette Winterson, novelist

“ Americahasno thought, no values, and noideals.”—
Amad Nawful, Jordanian Mudim Brethren. (Hissentiments
could easily comefromany Western*“libera,” right?)

BarbaraKingsolver complainsthat the American flag
embodiesalitany of sins. Each of thewrongsthat shelistsis,
of course, agenuinewrong. Yet sheattacksthevery nation
that’s gone to historic lengths to combat those wrongs. If
Kingsolver could look beyond her own navel, she' d seeIn-
dianwomen fleeing arranged marriageand potentia burnings;
Mexicansfleeing endemic corruption; Africansfleeing tribal
bloodshed or fema e genital mutilation.

And scandaloudly, she’ d seetheimmigrant embrace of
modern capitalism, the bete noire of theintelligentsiathat’s
liberated historic numbersof women (Kingsolver, for instance)
fromthestricturesof patriarchy. Modern capitalism hasalso
benefited the PC hypocriteswho condemn Western culture,
even as they enjoy the West’s historically unique
opportunities....thevery opportunitiesthat |damistsseek to
destroy and that PC hypocrites cannot bring themselvesto
defend.

Asner and Harrel son, two leading Hollywood intellectu-
as, makethe sameerror asthe anthropol ogists: they assume
culturereally boilsdownto race, and thereforeamilitary at-
tack on another cultureisreally militarized racism. Naturaly,
Asner and Harrel son overlook that the UShas several times
hel ped defend Muslims (e.g., Bosnians, Kosovars, Kurds,
Marsh Arabs, Somalians, etc., etc). Asner, an historical am-
nesiac, also forgot that the Nazis, who suffered “regime
change,” werenot “ peopleof color.”

Asfor Moore, hisadolescent screed isbeyond pathetic:
he sees not the slaughter of innocents, but an occasion to
whine about the 2000 el ection. Winterson? She offersthe
rotedig at capitalism, thevery system that’smade her are-
spected author around theworld. Onewaits—pointlesdy, of
course—for Winterson to tear up her royalty checks. Per-
hapsif wehold acandldightvigil....

Celebratediversity?

A better idea celebrate the West. No culture hasdone
more to shatter the barriers of race, class and gender, the
putative*Holy Trinity” of faculty loungeleftistsand dissdent
movie stars. No culture has done more to secure the free-
domsthat make possiblethe pursuit of happiness.

And no culture hasdonemoreto protect dissidents. The
PC hypocrites should remember that Salman Rushdiewas
sentenced to death for attacking anation’sleader. Barbara
Kingsolver wasnot. Ms. Kingsolver, areyou out there?If so,
celebratethat!

—FFrontPageM agazine.com, August 13, 2003
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TheHomosexual Agenda
by Cheryl Wetzstein

For years, theissue of same-sex “marriage” inAmerica
has surfaced only occasionally, atopic of arcane conversa-
tion, and promptly dipsaway.

No longer. High court decisions in Canada and the
United States and apending lawsuit in M assachusettswill
findly force* gay marriage’ tothetop of thenation’slega and
cultural agenda.

“Today’sdecision hasawakened asleeping giant,” at-
torney Mathew D. Staver said after the June 26 U.S. Su-
preme Court ruling that a Texas ban on homosexua sodomy
wasan uncongtitutiond violation of privacy.

Theruling“will gdvanizeandreinvigoratethemgority of
Americanswho believein traditional marriage but haveig-
nored the radical agenda of the same-sex marriage move-
ment,” said Mr. Staver, president and general counsdl of Lib-
erty Counsd, the public-interest law firmin Floridathat had
filed abrief inbehalf of Texas.

The high court ruling followed a June 10 decision by
Canada s Ontario Court of Appeal that restricting marriage
to“aman and awoman” wasunconstitutiona.

From now on, the court said, “two people’ canmarry in
Ontario.

The Canadian ruling wasgreeted with jubilation by ho-
maosexud couples—including dozensfromthe United States—
who have goneto Ontario to marry. There hasbeen notest
of whether any of thesemarriageswill berecognizedin any of
the 50 United States.

A more sweeping marriage-related decision could be
handed down from the M assachusetts Supreme Judicia Court
by tomorrow.

The court isconsidering alawsuit titled Goodridge v.
M assachusetts Department of Public Health, whichisbrought
by seven homosexual coupleswho say they have been un-
condtitutionally denied state marriagelicenses.

The Massachusetts high-court ruling, fromwhich anap-
peal could bedifficult, could tell the stateto beginissuing
marriage licensesto same-sex couples. If that happens, say
lawyersspecidizingin domesticlaw, thousandsof homosexud
coupleswill marry in Massachusettsand filelawsuitsinevery
other state seeking recognition of their marriages.

Thiswill lead to the“mother of all cultural battles,” in
which “every public officia inthe country will beforced to
takeastand on gay marriage,” predicts Hoover Institution
scholar Stanley Kurtz, writingin National Review Online.

Same-sex “marriage” hasmany advocates on theleft;
liberd religiousgroups, law firms, child welfareleaders, edu-
catorsand historianshaveall filed briefsin support of the
Massachusettsplaintiffs.

Democratic presidential candidate Howard Dean, who
asVermont’ sgovernor sgned that state’ slandmark civil-union

law (in apost-midnight act, without ceremony), haspromised
that aspresident hewould “ insist that every statefind away
to recognize the samelegd rightsfor gay couplesasthey do
for everybody else.”

“If a[homosexual] couplegoesto Canadaand gets mar-
ried, when they comeback, they should have exactly thesame
legd rightsasevery other American,” Mr. Dean recently told
aninterviewer onNBC's“Meet the Press.”

Traditiona family organizationsand many religiousgroups
oppose same-sex “marriage,” arguing that it would destroy
theuniquemode of traditional marriagethat haslasted inun-
disturbed formfor thousands of yearsacross many cultures.

Some of these groups support an ambitioustactic of add-
ing two sentences about marriage as an amendment to the
U.S. Condtitution.

Thefirst sentence of the bipartisan Federal Marriage
Amendment bill, introduced in May by Rep. Marilyn
Musgrave, Colorado Republican,issmpleand direct: “Mar-
riageinthe United Statesshall consist only of theunion of a
man and awoman.” The second sentenceisequally forth-
right: “Neither thisCongtitution or thecongtitution of any Sate,
nor state or federal law, shall be construed to require that
marital statusor thelega incidentsthereof be conferred upon
unmarried couplesor groups.”

Senate Mgjority Leader Bill Frist endorsed the amend-
ment. President Bush hasrecently declined to do so, though
he made avague endorsement of traditional marriage. “I don’t
know if it’'snecessary yet,” Mr. Bush told reportersin the
Roosevelt Room of theWhiteHouse. “Let’slet thelawyers
look at thefull ramificationsof therecent Supreme Court hear-
ing [barring prohibition of sodomy]. What | do supportisthe
notion that marriageisbetween aman and awoman.”

Theamendment, promoted by acoalition of religious,
legal and civil rightsadvocates, iscaled theAlliancefor Mar-
riage.

Legal observers say that the Massachusetts decision
could havethe greatest direct impact, asit will takeonly one
stateto start theflood of same-sex “ marriage’ —and related
lawsuitsto recognizehomosexua unions.

In contrast, the impact of homosexual “marriage’ in
Ontario—which aongwith British Columbiaaretheonly two
provincesin Canadawhereitiscurrently allowed—ismini-
mdl.

U.S. statesdon’t haveto recognize any marriage that
violatesU.S. public palicy, saysLynn D. Wardle, alaw pro-
fessor at Brigham Young University who studies same-sex
“marriage.” Thus, “what happensin Canadaisnot going to
legally affect what happenshere, dthoughitspalitica impact
can be pretty profound.”

The effects of adomestic endorsement of a same-sex
ritual islessclear. “1 think anyone can say with certainty that
[Canadian] gay marriagewon’t berecognized asamarriage
hereinNew York,” Patrick Synmole, counse tothecity clerk,
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told the New York Daily News. “It'sagainst thelaw.”

Instead, it will be considered adomestic partnership, he
said, since*“the City Council passed alocal law last year per-
mitting any civil union or domestic partnership doneel sewhere
to berecognized by the city of New York.”

Theimmediateimpact of the 6-3 Supreme Court ruling
invalidating the Texas ban on homosexual sodomy isthat it
invalidatessimilar lawsin Kansas, Oklahomaand Missouri,
aswell asantisodomy lawsin nineother states, including Vir-
ginia

The wider-reaching aspect of the decision, titled
Lawrencev. Texas, written by JusticeAnthony M. Kennedy,
isthat it overturned a 1983 Supreme Court decision that al-
lowed statesto criminalize homosexua sex.

“Liberty presumesan autonomy of self that includesfree-
dom of thought, belief, expression and certain intimate con-
duct,” Justice Kennedy wrote.

“The[Texas] caseinvolved two adultswho, with full and
mutual consent from each other, engaged in sexual practices
commontoahomosexud lifestyle,” hewrote. “ Their right to
liberty under [the Condtitution] givesthemthefull right toen-
gageinther conduct without intervention of thegovernment.”

JusticeAntonin Scalia, dissenting, warned that the deci-
sonunderminesan el ected government’sright toregulate“im-
moral and unacceptable’ sexual behavior. “[L]awsagainst
bigamy, same-sex marriage, adult incest, prostitution, mas-
turbation, adultery, fornication, bestiality and obscenity are
sustainable” only when laws on moral choicesare upheld,
Jugtice Scaliawrote. “Every sngleoneof theselawsiscalled
into question by today’sdecision...”

Justice Kennedy wrotethat the Lawrence decision® does
not involve whether the government must giveformal recog-
nition to any relationship that homosexual persons seek to
enter.”

However, heidentified marriage asaprotected persona
choice: “Our lawsandtradition afford constitutiona protec-
tion to personal decisionsrelating to marriage, procreation,
contraception, family relationships, child-rearing and educa
tion. Personsinahomaosexud re ationship may seek autonomy
for these purposes, just as heterosexual personsdo.”

Homosexual activistshave hailed boththeU.S. and Ca
nadian decisionsasenlightened, inevitable and essentia for
equd rights.

TheLawrenceruling“ startsan entirely new chapter in
our fight for equality for lesbian, gay, bisexual and
transgendered people,” said Kevin Cathcart, executivedi-
rector of the Lambda L egal Defense and Education Fund.

“It putstremendouswindsin our sails,” EvanWolfson,
head of Freedom to Marry, told the Washington Blade after
the Canadian decision. Freedomto Marry isdedicated to
legdizing same-sex “ marriage’” inat least one U.S. Satewithin
fiveyears.

New censusdatashow that “gay and lesbian familieslive
in nearly every county in the country,” said David Smith,

spokesman for the Human Rightscampaign, thenation’slarg-
est homaosexud rightsadvocacy group. Many of thesecouples
have children, and “thesefamilies should have the same pro-
tections, rightsand responsibilitiesasother families.” Mar-
riageis"amatter of necessity.”

Conservative and traditional -val ues advocates seethese
decisionsasundermining theruleof law against sex-related
crimesand laying the groundwork to allow same-sex “ mar-
riage”

Private sexua actshave public consequences,” saidKen
Connor, president of the Family Research Council. If con-
sent and privacy arethe only thingsthat matter, hesaid, “then
that throwsthe door open to any sexual behavior.” The Su-
preme Court, hesaid, has* put this country on thefast track
to recognizing same-sex marriages.”

Sowhat should bewildered Americansmake of al this?

First, they canredlizethat they haven't heard afull de-
bate on theissues, say two mediawatcherswho opposesame-
X “marriage.”

Same-s=x “marriage’ hasbeen “very theoretical” tomost
Americans, saysMaggie Gallagher, an author and columnist
who frequently writeson theissue. But aMassachusettsrul-
ing for thehomosexua plaintiffswould put an end to that.

Stanley Kurtz of theHoover Ingtitution cautionsthat most
of thedebate so far hasbeen framed inaway that favorsthe
same-sex “marriage” views. Themediaelite seessame-sex
“marriage’” inampligtic civil rightsterms—that homosexuads
havearight to marry, hesays. Thispoint of view makesany
oppositionto same-sex “marriage”’ appear assimplepreju-
dice, especidly whenit comesfromareligiousgroup.

What’snot being articulated in much of themedia, says
Mrs. Gallagher, isthat “gay marriageisacompleteinnova
tion,” and even though other cultures have accepted homo-
sexuality, “none of them confused these relationshipswith
marriage.”

Mr. Kurtz notesthere areimportant secular arguments
to be made against changing marriage. Theseincluderecog-
nizing theimportance of marriageto providing childrenwith
their ownfathersand mothers, and theingtitution of marriage's
ability to harmonizethedifferent genders. Thesethingscan-
Not occur in same-sex unions.

“Onceyou gart redefining marriageoncivil rightsgrounds,
the processwill not stop,” says Mr. Kurtz, who arguesthat
polygamy and “polyamory” will become marriage battle-
groundsaswell. Polyamory isthe practice of either sex hav-
ing multiplespouses.

Marriageisnot some“warmandfuzzy” lifestylechoice,
Mrs. Gdlagher argues. If marriageisturned into somekind
of benefitssystem for sexual partnersinwhich“every indi-
vidual makesup what marriageisand registersit,” marriage
asasocid ingitutionwill loseboth itsidentity anditshistoric
power.

—The Washington Times, July 13, 2003, p. 1



