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Tatiana M enaker and San
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by LeeKaplan, Page 2

Tatiana Menaker, an immigrant from Russia, lik-
ens her treatment asa student at SFSU to the days
of the old Soviet Communist regime.
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TatianaMenaker and San
Francisco Sate University, Part 11
by LeeKaplan, Page4

Read the |atest information on the case of Tatiana
Menaker, who appealed the school discipline.
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“Social Justice:” Codefor
Communiam
by Barry Loberfeld, Page5

Mr. Loberfeld traces the roots of so-called social
justice.

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.”

May 2004

Communist China...At It Again

by Frank J. Gaffney, Jr.

Thetd evised hearingsconvened | ast week by the September 11 Commission proved
to beoneof themost interesting and valuablecivicslessonsof dl time. In particular, they
madeapoint Americanscannot hear too often: Theworldisgenerdly adangerousplace
for the United States, itspeopleand itsinterests— whether wethink so or not, and most
especidly whenwedon't. After dl, at suchtimes, wefrequently squander opportunities
to bring to bear theleadership and popul ar attention, military might and other national
resourcesthat could nip inthe bud problemsthat will provevery costly to address|ater.

In particular, the hearingsilluminated that theinternational Situation bequeathed by
Bill Clinton to George Bush was considerably morethreatening than waswidely per-
ceived at thetime. Understandably, given the mandate of the commission, itsmembers
and their witnessesfocused on oneof thosethreats— theldamist d Qaedaorganization
— and how it flourished largel y unchecked during the eight years of the Clinton presi-
dency and the eight months Mr. Bush wasin office prior to September 11, despitethis
network’ srepeated, murderous actsof terror.

Unfortunately, thereisanother danger that grew inexorably over the pre-September
11 years. aCommunist Chinabent on becoming not just thedominant nationinAsia, but
asuperpower and “peer competitor” to the United States.

If the Bush 43 team was, as Richard Clarke contends, giving too little attention to
Osamabin Laden and hisfollowers, one reason might have been it wasreckoning —
both before and after Beijing'sApril 1, 2001, take-down of an unarmed American EP-
3reconnaissanceaircraft— with the near- and longer-term strategic implications of an
increasingly formidable and aggressive China. All that changed after September 11,
when Chinawas supposedly transformed into an ally onterror and North Korea

Yet, such critical thinking s, if anything, even morewarranted today inlight of the
following:

* Chinaiscrushing freedomin Hong Kong. Ever since Britain surrendered the
Crown Colony tothe PRCin 1997, Beijing has, likeaboacongtrictor, inexorably tight-
ened itsgrip onthe people of Hong Kong. After briefly backing away from antidemo-
craticlegidationintheface of massive public protests, the communistsare now shred-
ding what remainsof the assurancesit gavethe United Kingdom about respecting liberty.
Party organsare brazenly trying to intimidate courageous, freely elected legidatorslike
Martin Leeand their followersby branding them “traitors.”

On Monday, theWall Sreet Journal quoted Liu Kin-ming, who runstheeditoria
page of Hong Kong'spro-democracy AppleDaily: “[At thetime of the Chinesetake-
over], somesaidthecity would bea‘freedomvirus' that wouldinfect therest of China.
Nearly sevenyearslater, that thesisistoughto support, Mr. Liu says. Alsoincreasingly
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tough to support isspecul aion that Chinese President Hu Jintao
and Premier Wen Jiabao, who took power morethan ayear
ago, would promote substantive political changeinChina. ‘I
Hong Kongisn't going to have democracy, then forget about
therest of China,’ Mr. Liu says.”

» Communist Chinaisnolessactively threatening and
otherwisetrying to stiflethe other Chinese experiment in de-
mocracy: Taiwan. Inthewake of still-contested Taiwanese
presidentia polling that Beijing sought toinfluence— through
intimidation (some500 PRC ballistic misslesarenow aimed
at the Talwanese people), pressure on theisland’ sbusiness-
men who areinvesting in or trading with the mainland and
perhaps other, more covert means— the communists have
declared: “Wewill not sit back and ook on unconcerned
should the postel ection situation in Taiwan get out of control,
leading to socia turmoil, endangering thelivesand property
of Taiwan compatriotsand affecting stability acrossthe Tai-
wan Strait.”

» Themissilespointed at Taiwan are not the only mani-
festation of China sinterest in being ableto project power
decisvely initsregion and emerge asthearbiter of Asian af-
fairs. Center for Security Policy AsaFellow Richard Fisher
hasnoted that, with considerable hel p from theformer Soviet
military-industria complex and cash supplied by Western con-
sumers, the Peopl €' sLiberation Army could have by theend
of thisdecade asmany asthree new nuclear submarines, 27
new Kilo-class conventional subs plusabout 18 older, but
till potentidly lethd, diesdl submarines. Such anunderwater
force could, particularly when taken together with compa-
rableimprovementsinits missile-equipped surfacefleet and
aviaionarms, present aseriouschallengeto American efforts

to defend Taiwan or other U.S. interestsin the Western Pa-
dfic.

» Communist Chinaistaking other stepswithworrisome
srategicimplications. Testimony Dr. Peter Leitner and | pre-
sented before Sen. James | nhofe's Environment and Public
Works Committeelast week noted Beijing's use of the con-
troversid Law of the SeaTreaty (LOST):

(@) Toingd fortified bastionsonreefs, dlowingittolay
claimto ever greater swathes of the South China Sea, and

(b) Totry tothwart President Bush’snew Proliferation
Security Initiative. Thelatter isessential to U.S. effortsto
prevent thetransfer of weaponsof massdestruction-related
materialsonthehigh seas. Werethe United Statesunwisely
to become party to thismisbegottentreaty, it isasafe bet the
Chinesewill dsotry toemploy LOST asaprecedent for no-
less-cynical effortsinthefutureto advanceitsdetermination
tomakemilitary useof space, whileconstraining thiscountry’s
ability todo so.

Thegood newsisthat the Communist Chinesethreat is
being subjected tointense, if less publicized, scrutiny by an-
other congressional ly mandated, bipartisan pand: theU.S.-
China Economic and Security Review Commission, ably
chaired by my colleague, Roger Robinson.

Giventhe stakes— and the current, virtually complete
lack of official and public attention to the menace posed by
the PRCtoday and inthefuture— thecritical policy review
provided by the ChinaCommission may prove, if anything,
even more needed than the findings of its more cel ebrated
September 11 counterpart.

—The Washington Times, March 31, 2004

TatianaM enaker and San
Francisco Sate Univer Sity,
Part |

by LeeKaplan

TatianaMenaker isaRussian émigréwho knowsfirst-
hand about persecution and indoctrination. Shewasajour-
nalistin her native Russia, and she cameto Americain 1986,
adivorceewithtwo small childrenand only $90in her pocket.
A Jewishrefusenik againgt theold Soviet Communist regime,
shecontinued asajournalist writing for the Russian-Jewish
community. Later, shebought asmall tour van and began
givingtoursof San Franciscoto supplement herincome. Three
yearsago sheenrolled at San Francisco State University to
better her English. To her dismay, shefound the same anti-

Semitismand Marxist dogmasprevaentin her previoushome-
land right hereinthe U.S.A. at San Francisco State. She
frequently found herself arguing with professorswho extolled
thegloriesof Marxism and she spoke out frequently at anti-
Semiticraliesoncampus. Onenight her tour vanwastorched
which crippled her business. While she could not proveit,
she suspected it wasthose same people with whom she had
had heated debates on the Bay Areacampusmany times.
San Francisco State Univeraity isthe somping grounds of
the Generd Union of Palestinian Students(GUPS). TheGUPS
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areextremely organized on campus. For thelast fifteenyears,
they have been the only student group, out of 206 clubs, to
haveapermanently assigned officein the Student Union build-
ing that boasts a bigger-than-life PL O flag painted onto and
covering theentiredoor. Other campusgroupsmay rotatein
or out of officesdesignated for student activities, but not the
GUPS. Many of thePdedtinianleadership, suchasSaeb Erekat,
Yasser Arafat’schief negotiator, are graduates of SFSU.

Tatiana has written some articles here at
FrontPageMag.comabout the Marxist and anti-U.S. indoc-
trinationin classesaswell asthe anti-Semitism she hasexpe-
rienced at SF State. One of her experienceswastaking a
classin English asasecond language with many internationa
studentsvisiting the campusfrom around theworld and hav-
ing aprofessor who required every assignment to bewritten
about how U.S. imperialismand terrorism wereresponsible
for the attacks on 9/11. Tatiana once relayed to me how
foreign exchange studentsreceived adaily barrage of how
horribleAmericaisand how itisthe cause of dl theproblems
intheworld. And her grades suffered as her assignments
went against the grain and prai sed American freedom.

Tatianahasa so told meabout posterson campuswith a
picture of adead baby and thewords* Pal estinian baby meat
canned by the USA and Isragl” being hung al over campus,
and of Palestinian and Muslim students openly exhorting to
kill Jewsduring demonstrations.

Being from Russaand knowingwhat itistoliveinared
totalitarian state, Tatianahas no qualmsabout supporting the
United Statesand Isragl in aplace whereto do so can make
many other studentsfearful to speak out. Last year, when
some of the Jewish students on campus sought to stage a
peaceful pro-1srad raly advocating peaceintheMiddle Eadt,
the GUPS and their Marxist alieson campus counter-dem-
onstrated, many of whom screamed out statementslike“ Kill
theJews’ and* Hitler should havefinished thejob.” Thestu-
ation was so bad that the former Professor of Jewish Studies
on campusdescribed it asbeing like Germany inthe 1930s.
Theadministration actually had to call in 25 San Francisco
city police officersto escort the Jewish students of f campus
when the campus police could not protect them from themaob.

Anditwasat thisevent that Tatiand sproblemsfirs garted.
Being atough cookie, she hurled some vituperation back at
them, urging someto have sexud relationswithacamel. She
admitsnow that her response was abit unnecessary, but no-
where near the threats of genocide and murder she heard
fromtheother side.

After the demonstrations, Tatianalearned how things
operate at SF State: shewasorderedinfor a“disciplinary
hearing” by Donna Cunningham, the Officer of Judicial Stu-
dentAffairsat SF State. Shewastold she could not bring an

attorney and wasto appear for judgment and punishment if
found shehad broken university rules. Ms. Cunningham, who
isblack, and afriend, LeillaQutami, one of the student |ead-
ersof the GUPS, claimed that Ms. Qutami and others had
accused Tatianaof calling Palestinian students* sand n—s,”
using avariation of the*n” word.

Subseguent tape recordings and videos of theevent re-
vealed that Tatiana uttered no such dur. Her accuser did not
even attend the hearing claiming shewas“too afraid” to at-
tend even though acampus police officer was present at the
hearing and Tatianaisa53 year-old mother of threechildren
who hardly poses athreat to anyone. Also present at the
hearing wereaBlack Muslim advisor to the Muslim groups
on campus and other members of the GUPS. Some might
call thisastacked deck.

After 8 hours, the* hearing” was concluded with Tatiana
being told she must do 40 hoursof “community service’ with
the stipulation that none of those hours could beto aid or
contributeto any “ Jewish, Israeli or Russian groups.” That
thiswasanti-Semitic and discriminatory to pleasethe GUPS
made no differenceto Ms. Cunningham or theadministration
at SF State.

Not oneto takethingslying down, Tetianabeganwriting
about her experiencesof facing the sameMarxism and anti-
Semitism at San Francisco State that she had intheformer
Soviet Union.

Shewrote one article about a Palestinian film festival
wherethefilm“Jenin, Jenin” and other propagandafilmswere
shown to the student body further denigrating Jews, Israel
and the United States. And shewrote about a professor who
had disrupted thefestival, asocial studies professor at SF
State named Deborah Gerson, who isamember of afront
group for the Pal estinians claiming to be made up of Jewsin
the Bay Areacalled Jewish VVoice For Peace. Theactivities
and writings of thisgroup havein the past even claimed it
doubtful that Jewsever livedintheHoly Landat dl inbiblica
times. Inshort, Professor Gersonidentifieshersalf asa* Jew-
ishMarxist.” Sheand Jewish Voice For Peacefrequently
demonstrate on the SF State campuswherecalsto dismantle
Israel arestandard fare.

Tatianadescribed how thisprofessor refersto her col-
leagues as“comrade” inthe old Soviet style and how she
educates studentson the gloriesof the Communist system of
government that Tatianaasa Soviet Jew risked her lifeto
escape.

Tatianacontinued to write about the political climateat
SF State. Her articleswere good and appeared in the cam-
pus newspaper and on FrontPageMag.com. Then shemade
her next mistake.

She approached Professor Gerson and asked her for an
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interview so she could inquirewhy Gerson, asaprofessor of
Jewish heritage, supported those who sought the murder of
Jews. Professor Gerson wasvery curt and rudeand said she
didn’t wishto talk to Tatiana, who then responded that she
had been through real persecution asaJew in Russaandtold
Gerson: “If you think that when they start tokill the Jews,
they will spareyou, youwill still bekilled asany other Jew
two hourslater.”

Tatianaimmediately received yet another | etter caling her
into adisciplinary meeting with Ms. Cunningham. Shewas
accused of making death threats! The meeting was sched-
uled for February 5" but then postponed to the 23, During
themeantime, Tatiana published two morerevealing articles
about theMarxist and anti-U.S. indoctrination onthe SF State
campus. And onthe 23", her best work yet appeared about
apoetry class she had attended wherethe central themewas
damning the United States. The sameday that articlebroke
she met with Ms. Cunningham, who handed her aformto
sign saying she would waive all her rights allowing Ms.
Cunningham to mete out any punishment shesaw fitto carry
out. Tatianarefused and, when shedid, Cunninghaminformed
her shewasexpelled from the University until theyear 2009
and had her escorted off campus by auniformed police of -
ficer. Theofficer informed her that, if she stepsfoot oncam-
pus, shewill bearrested for trespassing.

Tatianamaintainsthat Cunninghamand LellaQutami are
closefriends. Sheaso maintainstheadministration, to keep
peacewith the GUPS and to avoid negative publicity about
thepolitica climateat SF State, smply wanted to get rid of
her because she is outspoken in favor of the U.S. and de-
mocracy and because sheisaJew whoisn't afraid to speak
out against anti-Semitism on campus.

Andinthat regard sheisnot alone. The SFSU campus
chapter of Students For Academic Freedom, the Jewish Anti-
defamation L eague, the Jewish Community Relations Coun-
cil, DAFKA, and other civil rightsgroupsaongwiththe Rus-
sian Jewish community haved| stepped up to support Tatiana
inher timeof need by providing her written support aswell as
freelegal services. All of these groups understand how im-
portant it isto back her upin her fight against political indoc-
trination and anti-Semitism on acampuswhereleftist ideo-
logical groupsturntheir opponentsinto outlawsin order to
subjugate and silencethem.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, February 26, 2004

TatianaM enaker and San
Francisco Sate Univer Sity,
Part|]|

by LeeKaplan

TatianaMenaker, theformer Russan refusenik and stu-
dent who wasfacing a5-year expulsion from San Francisco
Sate Universty, hasbeeninformed shemay continueher stud-
iesand attendancetherein order to graduate the same asany
other student. Thesettlement included two weekssuspension
from schoal that have been considered dready served asapart
of the time spent while her case was being negotiated. The
“punishment” ismoreof aface-saving moveby the University
sncethesettlement basically dropschargesagaingt her.

Tatianawasexpelled earlier by theUniversity’sJudicia
AffarsOfficer, DonnaCunningham, for dlegedly arguingwith
pro-Palestinian and pro-Marxist leaders on school grounds.
Inoneinstance sheresponded to callsthat  Hitler should have
finishedthejob” and“ Jewsgo back to Russa’ withan exple-
tive. However, policereportsrevea ed shemadeno physica
or verbal threatsto anyone, did not disrupt any school func-
tions, and her case was based moreon her politicsonthe Bay
Areacampusthan anything else. Tatianahad written severa
articlescritical of SFSU for FrontPageMagazine prior to
thethreatsof expulsion.

Students For Academic Freedom and the local Jewish
Community ReaionsCouncil (JCRC) inthe Sen Francisco Bay
Arearoseto Tatiana sdefenseafter shewasescorted off cam-
pusby threeuniformed campuspoliceofficersbecauseshedared
toraseher voiceto Ms. Cunningham. TheJudicid AffairsOf-
ficer had tried to get Tatianato Sign an agreement towaiveher
rightsand agreeto theexpulsion. Subsequent readingsof the
policereportssurrounding the case showed apattern of campus
policeworking with pro-Pa estinian groupson campusto silence
her. (Oneof the policereportsactudly referred to Pestineas
being*“occupiedby Israd,” anodd politica satement to befound
inapolicereport.) Inaddition, thecampuspolicehad sought to
havefdony chargeshbrought againg Tatianawiththelocd Didrict
Attorney, whoingtead stated inwriting thet Tatianahad commit-
ted no crimesbut wasmerely speaking her mind.

Ephraim Margolin, Tatiana s attorney, stated, “ Every-
body won avictory. The State (University) hasto explain
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why they droppedthis.” Margolin, who handled the casepro
bono for the JCRC, a so said it marked awatershed for how
Jewish studentsaretreated onthe Bay Areacampus. “The
Jewish community wasvery heavily involvedintryingto make
surethat theatmosphereat the university doesnot go back to
what it wasayear-and-a-half ago.” During that time, condi-
tionsfor Jewish students on campus became so bad thét city
policewerecaledinto escort them off campusdueto threats
from pro-Pd estinian demondrators. “ The Jewish community
pulled together to show wearenot only interested in Jewish
study on campus, but thelife of thestudents, aswell,” hesaid.
Margolin, whoisaYaegraduate and teacheslaw at Hastings
Universty, isoneof themost distinguished lavyersinAmerica

As soon as Students For A cademic Freedom became
involved with the case, a TatianaMenaker Defense Commit-
teewas set up and thousands of e-mailsand | ettersof support
from around the world were sent to Tatiana. In addition,
many of her supporters sent correspondenceto SFSU Presi-
dent Robert Corrigan cdling for her immediatereinstatement.

San Francisco State University hasbeenin controversy
beforewith the Jewish community. Last year, pro-Palestinian
demondtratorsplastered the campuswith flyersof adead baby
ontheface of acanthat read “ Palestinian Baby Meat, Pack-
aged Under U.S. and Isragli License.” The student union
building oncehad amura displaying aStar of David dripping
with blood and covered in swastikas. The General Union of
Pd estinian Students, unlike many other campusgroups, hasa
private office on thetaxpayer-supported campus. Theoffice
hasadoor adorned withaPL O flag and hasbeen used by the
pro-PL O group on campusfor 16 years, acourtesy denied
most other campusorganizations. (Jewish student organiza-
tions have been turned down for office space in the same
building and el sewhereon campus.)

SomeMarxist professorsactually greet their studentsin
classhy callingthem* comrades,” and many classesand pro-
fessorsdevotetimeto bashing the United Statesand extolling
thevirtuesof Marxismover capitaism.

Tatianahaswritten extensively about lifeat SFSU and
described how the paliticd attitudesand indoctrination found
theremimicthose of the Soviet Union. Her expulsionfor five
yearswas announced the sameday her third articlecritical of
SFSU appeared on FrontPageMagazine.

Many of her supportershaveexpressed their delight and
consider her vindication proof of theneed for an Academic
Bill of Rights. With the creation of Students For Academic
Freedom, peoplelike Tatiananow have avenueto turnto
when abusesin the academic process occur. Combining this
withtheAcademic Bill of Rights, such protectionfor all stu-
dentsnationwidewill besoonavailable.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, March 25, 2004

“Social Justice:” Codefor

Communism
by Barry Loberfeld

The signature of modern leftist rhetoric isthe deploy-
ment of terminology that s mply cannot fail to command as-
sent. AsOrwell himself recognized, even davery could be
soldif [abeled “freedom.” Inthisvein, who could ever con-
scientiously opposethe pursuit of “social justice,” —i.e., a
just society?

To understand “socid justice,” wemust contrast it with
theearlier view of justice against whichit was conceived —
onethat aroseasarevolt against political absolutism. Witha
government (e.g., amonarchy) that isgranted absol ute power,
itisimpossibleto speak of any injusticeonitspart. If it can
do anything, it can’'t do anything “wrong.” Justiceasapoliti-
ca/legd term canbeginonly when limitationsare placed upon
the sovereign, i.e., when men definewhat isunjust for gov-
ernment todo. Thehistorical realizationtracesfromthe Ro-
man senateto Magna Cartato the U.S. Constitution to the
19th century. It wasnow amatter of “justice” that govern-
ment not arrest citizensarbitrarily, sanction their bondage by
others, persecutethemfor their religion or speech, seizetheir
property, or prevent their travel.

Thisculmination of centuriesof ideasand strugglesbe-
cameknown asliberalism. Anditwasprecisely in opposi-
tion to thisliberalism—not feudalism or theocracy or thean-
cient régime, muchless 20th century fascism—that Karl Marx
formed and detail ed the popular concept of “socid justice,”
(which hasbecomeakind of “new andimproved” substitute
for astoreful of other terms—Marxism, socialism, collectiv-
iIsm—that, inthewake of Communism’shistory and collapse,
arenow unsdllable).

“Thehistory of al existing society,” heand Engelsde-
clared, “isthehistory of classstruggles. Freemanand dave,
patrician and plebian, lord and serf ... oppressor and op-
pressed, stood in sharp opposition to each other.” They
werequiteright to notethepolitical castesand resulting clashes
of thepre-libera era. Theexpositorsof liberalism (Spencer,
Maine) saw their ethic, by establishing the political equality of
al (e.g., theabolition of davery, serfdom, and inequality of
rights), asmoving mankind from a*“ society of status’ toa
“society of contract.” Alas, Marx the Prophet could not
accept that the clasd essmillenium had arrived beforehedid.
Thus, hereved ed to abenighted humanity thet liberdismwas
infact merely another stage of History’sclass struggle—
“capitalism” — withitsown combatants: the“ proletariat” and
the"bourgeoisie.” Theformer weremanual laborers, thelat-
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ter professiona sand businessowners. Marx's* classes’ were
not political castesbut occupations.

Today thetermshave broadened to mean essentialy in-
comebrackets. I1f Smith canmakeaniceliving fromhiswrit-
ing, he'sabourgeois; if Jonesisreciting poetry for coinsina
subway terminal, he'saproletarian. But the freedoms of
speech and enterprisethat they shareequaly are* nothing but
liesand falsehoodssolong as’ their differencesin affluence
andinfluence persst (Luxemburg). Theunbrokenlinefrom
The Communist Manifesto to its contemporary adherentsis
that economicinequality isthe monstrousinjustice of the capi-
talist system, which must be replaced by anideal of “social
justice” — a“clasdess’ society created by the dimination of
al differencesinwedth and“ power.”

GiveMarx hisdue: Hewas absolutely correct inidenti-
fying the political freedom of liberalism— theright of each
man to do as he wishes with his own resources — asthe
origin of incomedisparity under capitalism. If Smithisnow
earning afortunewhile Jonesisstill stuck inthat subway, it's
not because of the“class’ into which each wasborn, to say
nothing of royd patronage. They arewherethey are because
of how the common man spendshismoney. That’swhy some
writerssall booksinthemillions, somesall theminthethou-
sands, and il otherscan’t even get published. Itisthechoices
of the masses (“the market”) that create theinequalities of
fortuneand fame— and theonly way to correct those* injus-
tices” isto control those choices.

Every policy item ontheleftist agendaismerely ade-
ductionfromthisfundamental premise. Private property and
thefreemarket of exchange arethe most obvioushindrances
totheimplementation of that agenda, but hardly theonly. Also
verboten isthe choiceto emigrate, which removesone and
one' swealth from the pool of resourcesto beredirected by
thedemandsof “ socid justice” and itsenforcers. And crucid
tothejustification of a“ clasdess’ society istheundermining
of any notion that individuasareresponsiblefor their behav-
ior and itsconsequences. Tomaintaintheillusonthat classes
still exist under capitalism, it cannot be conceded that the
“haves’ areresponsiblefor what they haveor that the* have
nots” are responsible for what they have not. Therefore,
people are what they are because of wherethey wereborn
intothesocia order — asif thiswereearly 17th century France.

Men of achievement are pointedly referred to as“the
privileged” — asif they were given everything and earned

nothing. Their seeming accomplishmentsare, at best, really
nothing morethan theresults of the sheer luck of abeneficia
sociad environment (or even— inthedlowance of oneegdli-
tarian, John Rawls— “natural endowment™). Consequently,
the“haves’ do not deserve what they have. Theflip sideof
thisistheinsistence that the “ have nots’ are, infact, “the
underpriviliged,” who have been denied their dueby anunjust
society. If somemenwind up behind bars, they are (to bor-
row from Broadway) depraved only becausethey are* de-
prived.” Environmental determinism, oncean amost sacred
doctrineof officid Soviet academe, thrivesasthe* social con-
dructionis” orthodoxy of today’ santi-capitaist Ieft. Thetheory
of “behavioral scientists’ and their boxed rats serviceably
pardldsthepracticeof aCentral Planning Board anditsclosed
0Ciety.

Theimperative of economic equality also generatesa
striking opposition between* socid justice” anditsliberal ri-
val. Theequality of thelatter, we' venoted, isthe equality of
al individualsintheeyesof thelaw — the protection of the
political rights of each man, irrespective of “class’ (or any
gned collectiveidentity, hencetheblindfold of Justice per-
sonified). However, thispalitica equality, dso noted, spawns
thedifferencein“class’ between Smith and Jones. All this
echoesNobel laureate FA. Hayek’sobservationthat if “we
treat them equaly [politicaly], theresult must beinequdity in
their actual [i.e., economic] position.” Theirresistablecon-
clusonisthat “theonly way to placethemin an equal [eco-
nomic] postionwould betotreat them differently [paliticaly]”
— precisely the conclusion that the advocates of “ social jus-
tice” themsalveshaveawaysreached.

Inthe nationsthat had instituted thisresol ution through-
out their legd systems, “different” politica treatment cameto
subsume the extermination or imprisonment of millionsbe-
causeof their “class’ origins. Inour ownAmerican“mixed
economy,” which mixesdiffering syslemsof justiceasmuch
aseconomics, “social justice” findsexpressionin such poli-
ciesand propositionsasprogressivetaxation and incomere-
digtribution; affirmetiveactionand even*“reparaions” itslogica
implication; and sdlective censorshipinthenameof “ substan-
tive equality,” i.e., economic equality disingenuously
reconfigured asaFourteenth Amendment right and touted as
themoral superior to“formal equality,” theequdity of politi-
ca freedom actually guaranteed by theamendment. Thislast
isthe project of agrowing number of |eftist legal theoriststhat
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includes Cass Sunstein and Catherine MacKinnon, thelatter
opining that the*law of [substantive] equality and thelaw of
freedom of expression [for dl] areonacollison courseinthis
country.” Interestingly, Hayek had continued, “ Equality be-
forethelaw and material equdity are, therefore, not only dif-
ferent, but in conflict with each other” — apronouncement
that evidently drawsno dissent.

Hayek emphasized another conflict between the two
conceptionsof justice, onewe can begin examiningsmply by
asking who the subject of liberal justiceis. Theanswer: a
person — aflesh-and-blood person, who is held account-
ablefor only those actionsthat constitute specifically defined
crimesof violence (robbery, rape, murder) against other citi-
zens. Conversely, whoisthe subject of “ socia justice” —
society? Indeed yes, but issociety redly a“who”? Whenwe
speak of “ socid psychology” (the standard example), noone
believesthat thereisa“ socia psyche’” whosethoughtscan be
analyzed. Andyet thevery notion of “sociad justice” presup-
posesavolitiona Society whose actions can (and must) be
held accountable. Thisjarring bit of Platonismtracesall the
way back to Marx himself, who, “ despited | hisanti-Idedistic
and anti-Hegelianrhetoric, isrealy an Idedist and Hegelian
... asserting, at root, that [ Society] precedesand determines
the characteristics of those who are[its] members’ (R.A.
Childs, J.). Beholdleftism'sdternativetoliberdism’'s” ato-
midticindividudism:” refying collectivism, what Hayek cdled
“anthropomorphism or personification.”

Too obvioudly, itisnot liberdism that atomizesan entity
(aconcrete), but “socid justice” that reifiesan aggregate (an
abstraction). And exactly what injusticeis Society respon-
siblefor? Of course: theeconomicinequality between Smith
and Jones — and Johnson and Brown and all others. But
thereisno personified Society who planned and perpetrated
thisaleged inequity, only asociety of personsacting uponthe
many choices made by their individual minds. Eventualy,
though, everyonerecognizesthat thisldea of Society doesn’t
exist inthered world— leaving two options. Oneisto cease
holding society accountableasalega entity, amoral agent.
Theother isto concludethat the only practicableway to hold
society accountablefor “its’ actionsisto policethe every
actionof every individud.

Theapologistsfor applied “ social justice” haveaways
explained away itsrelationship to totalitarianism asnothing
morethan what wemay call (after Orwell’s Animal Farm)
the“Napoleon scenario:” the subversion of earnest revolu-
tionsby dementedindividuas(e.g., Stalin, Mao—to name
just two among too many). What can never beadmittedis
that authoritarian brutality isthe not-merely-possible-but-in-
evitableredlization of thenatureof “ socid justice” itself.

What is“social justice”? Thetheory that impliesand

justifiesthe practice of socialism. Andwhat is* socialism”?
Domination by the State. What is*sociaized” isstate-con-
trolled. Sowhat is“totditarian” socialism other than total so-
cidism, i.e., statecontrol of everything? Andwhat isthat but
theabsence of afreemarket inanything, beit goodsor ideas?
Those who contend that asocialist government need not be
totalitarian, that it can alow afree market — independent
choice, thevery source of “inequality”! — in somethings
(ideas) and not in others (goods— asif, say, bookswereone
or theother), aresaying only that the socialist ethic shouldn’t
be applied congstently.

Thisisnothing lessthan aconfession of moral coward-
ice. Itistheexplanationfor why, from Moscow to Managua,
al therivalrieswithinthedifferent sociaist revolutionshave
been won by, not the* democratic” or “libertarian” socidists,
but thetotditarians, i.e., thosewho don’t qualify their social-
ismwithantonyms. “Totalitarian socialism” isnot avariation
but aredundancy, whichiswhy haf-capitaist hypocriteswill
awaysloseout to thosewho havethe courage of their socid-
ist convictions. (Likewise, someonewhoseideaof “social
justice’” isamoderatewelfare stateis someonewho’swilling
totoleratefar more* socid injustice’ thanhe' swillingtodimi-
nate.)

What is“socid justice’? Theabolition of privacy. Its
repudiation of property rights, far from being afundamental,
ismerely onederivation of thisbasic principle. Sociaism,
declared Marx, advocates*” the positive abolition of private
property [in order to effect] thereturn of man himself asa
socidl, i.e., realy human, being.” Itisthe private status of
property — meaning: the privacy, not the property — that
standsinoppositiontothesocid (i.e., “sociaized,” and thus
“redly human™) natureof man. Observethat thepremiseholds
even when we substitute x for property. If private anything
deniesman’ssocial nature, then so does private everything.
Andit isthe negation of anything and everything private—
fromwork toworshipto evenfamily life— that hasbeen the
socid affirmation of thesocialist state.

Whatis" socid justice’ ? Theoppositeof capitalism. And
what is” capitalism”? ItisMarx’scoinage (minted by hisma
terialist dispensation) for the Westernliberalism that dimin-
ished state power from absol utismto limited government; thet,
from John L ocketo the American Founders, held that each
individual hasaninviolableright to hisownlife, liberty, and
property, which government exists solely to secure. Now
what would thereverse of thisbebut aresurrection of Orien-
tal despotism, thereactionary increase of state power from
limited government to absolutism, i.e., “totalitarianism,” the
absolute control of absolutely everything? Andwhat isthe
opposite— theviolation— of securing thelife, liberty, and
property of all men other than mass murder, masstyranny,
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and mass plunder? And what isthat but the point at which
theory endsand history begins?

And yet even before that point — before the 20th cen-
tury, before publication of the Manifestoitself — therewere
those who did indeed make the connection between what
Marxism inherently meant on paper and what it would inevi-
tably meanin practice. In 1844, Arnold Ruge presented the
abstract: “apoliceand davestate.” Andin 1872, Michael
Bakunin provided the specifics:

[T]he People’'s State of Marx ... will not content itsel f
with administering and governing themassespaliticaly, asal
governmentsdotoday. Itwill asoadminister themasseseco-
nomically, concentrating in the hands of the State the pro-
duction and division of wedlth, the cultivation of land, thees-
tablishment and devel opment of factories, theorgani zation and
direction of commerce, and finally the gpplication of capita to
production by the only banker — the State. All that will de-
mand an immense knowledge and many heads* overflowing
withbrains’ inthisgovernment. It will bethereign of scien-
tificintelligence, themost aristocratic, despotic, arrogant, and
elitist of al regimes. Therewill beanew class, anew hierar-
chy of real and counterfeit scientistsand scholars, and the
worldwill bedivided into aminority ruling in the name of
knowledge, and animmenseignorant mgjority. And then,
woe unto the mass of ignorant ones!

Itisprecisaly this"new class’ that reflectsthedefining
contradiction of modern | eftist redlity: Thegoal of complete
economicequdity logicdly enjoinsthemeansof completesate
control, yet thismeanshasnever practically achieved that end.

Yes, Smith and Jones, once “socialized,” are equally poor
and equally oppressed, but now abovethem loomsanoligar-
chy of not-to-be-equalized equalizers. Theinescapablerise
of this“new class’ — privileged economically aswell aspo-
litically, never quiteready to “wither away” — forever de-
stroysthepossibility of a“clasdess’ society. Herethelesson
of socialism teacheswhat should have beenlearned fromthe
lesson of pre-liberal despotism — that state coercionisa
meansto no end but itsown. Far from expanding equality
fromthepalitica to theeconomicream, thepursuit of “ socia
judtice” servesonly to contract it within both. Therewill never
beany kind of equality —or redl justice—aslong asasocial-
ist elite stands behind thetrigger whiletherest of uskneel
beforethebarrd.

Further Reading

The contemporary |eft remains possessed by the spirit of
Marx, present even where he' snot, and the best overview of
hisideology remains Thomas Sowell’sMarxism: Philoso-
phy and Economics, which is complemented perfectly by
themaost accessiblerefutation of that ideology, David Conway’s
A Farewell to Marx. Hayek’s majestic The Mirage of So-
cial Justiceisachallenging yet rewarding effort, whilehis
TheRoad to Serfdom provides an unparalleled exposition of
how freedom fallsto tyranny. Moving from theory to prac-
tice, Communism: A History, Richard Pipes slim survey,
ably saysall that isneeded.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, February 27, 2004

Thank you!

communism.

ing usinsuch atimely and meaningful way.

wishthebest for you and yours.
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