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National Education Association: A
Terror Group?

by Brannon Howse, Page 3

Would a group that accomplishes their goals
through intimidation and indoctrination be con-
sidered aterrorist organization? Brannon Howse
agreeswith Secretary of Education Rod Paige. Read
their conclusion.

Raymond Aron: Scour ge of
Marxism
by Jonathan Chaves, Page5

Jonathan Chaves explains why it is so important
to read Raymond Aron’s book, The Opium of the
Intellectuals.
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Part |

by HelleDale, Page 7

Read about the progress and roadblocks of the
Victims of Communism Memorial

Victimsof Communism Memorial,
Part 1

by Mike Benge, Page8

Mr. Benge reminds usthat, despite the memorial,
communism isnot fully conquered.

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.”

July 2004

Dar al-Harb

By JamesP. Lucier

Reports werefiltering back into the West about a mysterious spiritual leader holed upin a
mountain fortress. He attracted hundreds of young men by offering training in religious doc-
trine, devotional discipline and terrorism. He singled out for attack those he judged to have
been corrupted by power and [uxury or who, in his view, were insufficiently dedicated to the
principles of 1slam. In the dead of night his trained terrorists would enter the highly guarded
precinct of the targeted victim and dlit his throat, even though they were amost certain to be
killed when the alarm was raised. This disadvantage was offset by a carefully taught theologi-
cal conviction that, when slain, they would be rewarded instantly with the joys of paradise.
These terrorists were called assassins, the Hashishiyyin, because they used cannabis to give
them courage.

Thisis how, in the 12th century, the word assassin became part of the vocabulary of the
Western languages. According to accounts brought back by the Crusaders, the Old Man in the
Mountain had such control over hisfollowersthat he would amuse and terrorize visitorsto his
castle by ordering afew of hisyoung men to jump off acliff to demonstrate that they would
obey his glightest whim. This man, of course, was not Osama bin Laden. Nor were the
Crusader accounts mythological.

The Old Man in the Mountain was a real person, Hasan-i Sabbah, and his mountain
fastness was the Castle of Alamut, perched on a barren peak at the south end of the Caspian
Sea. Itsruins still may be seen today. Alamut was, like al-Qaeda, the base for a secret society,
the Ismailis. Hasan's goal was to return Islam to its fundamental roots, and he sent preachers
throughout the region, to Baghdad, Damascus and Aleppo. And when preaching didn’'t work,
there was aways the dagger. He warred against the Seljuk Turks and assorted caliphs, sheiks
and viziers. He was a believer in the Shia tradition that the true succession of Islam came
through Ali, married to the prophet’s daughter, Fatima. The bewildering and complicated
history is summed up for Westerners in a famous little book, The Assassins, by the indefati-
gable scholar Bernard Lewis.

In the public hearings of the National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United
States—the 9/11 Commission—many fingers were pointed. The common theme was that
both the Clinton and the Bush administrations recognized al-Qaeda as a threat but there was
little they could do about it until the Sept. 11 attacks changed the political calculation. There
were no smoking guns. President Bill Clinton issued an order to kill bin Laden, but the CIA
refused. Former Secretary of State Madeleine Albright whined that it would have been impos-
sible to get Congress to approve a military operation (although that didn’t stop the Clinton
administration from going to war to install Islamic extremists in Kosovo). Former White
House terrorism adviser Richard Clarke, a self-important fussbudget, complained bitterly that
he didn’t have the chummy one-on-one relationship with President George W. Bush that he
had enjoyed with Bill Clinton—although Bush was being briefed personally by Director of
Central Intelligence George Tenet every day. And Clarke'sown parochial fixation on al-Qaeda
blinded him to the fact that the war on terror has to reach much further than the activities of
the contemporary Old Man in the Mountain.

The real failure of both administrations was the failure to take the long view of history.
The attempt to pigeonhole the terrorist threat in terms of familiar 20th-century ideology and

Old Russian Proverb
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21st-century political organization, and to try to counter it with
law-enforcement, diplomatic and military assets, isbound to fail.
And the notion that an advertising campaign or aflurry of public
diplomacy will win hearts and mindsis even sillier. The strength
of a-Qaeda is not al-Qaeda itself. Its power is its preternatural
instinct to uncork the bottle and release the dark jinns of the
| slamic imagination.

Although President Bush has been careful to say that we are
not at war with Islam but with terrorism—and it is prudent to say
so—it is also not true to say that Islam is a peaceful worldwide
religion that has been hijacked by a small group of bad actors. It
isat war first of al within itself, and then with the outside world.
There are many kinds of Islam containing splendorous mixtures
of benevolence and belligerence. The secular Muslim scholar [bn
Warrag, author of Why I Am Not a Muslim and The Quest for the
Historical Muhammed, points out that the approved holy books
on the life of Muhammed report that the prophet and his band of
followers participated in 80 political assassinations in their con-
solidation of power. But, of course, he uses Ibn Warrag as a
pseudonym, since he has been threatened with assassination for
saying so.

Three of the first four caliphs were, in fact, assassinated.
But many Muslims belonged to the Shi’atu Ali, the party of Ali,
the prophet’s son-in-law, and they thought he should become
caliph. He did so after the murder of Caliph Uthman in 656. But
Caliph Ali wasin turn murdered in 661, and the caliphate passed
to the rival Umyyads, perpetrating the schism between the Shia
and the Sunni that has caused abitter divisionin Islam ever since.
Ali’s son, Hussein, sought to overthrow the Umyyads, but in the
year 680, on the 10th day of the Muslim month of Muharram,
Hussein and his family and followers were slaughtered by the
Umyyads at a place called Karbala. On March 2, 2004, the worst
terrorist attack in Irag since the overthrow of Saddam Hussein
took place in Karbala as tens of thousands of Shia’® mourners
gathered at the tomb of the seventh-century Hussein on the anni-
versary of the murders. 1slam takes the long view of history.

Within 100 years of the prophet’s death, the territory under
the control of Islam virtually exploded from the Arabian Penin-
sula, extending from the far reaches of the Fertile Crescent and
Asiato the western gates of the Mediterranean. The campaign of
fire, sword and rapine reached up into France until turned back
by Charles Martel at Poitiersin 738. But Islam occupied most of
the I berian Peninsula, which the Muslimscalled al-Andalus. This
whole swath of territory was called Dar al-Islam, the Zone of
Submission—submission to Allah, of course. Itisareceived doc-
trine of the Koran that no part of the Dar a-lIslam can ever be
ceded permanently to theinfidel. But when the Moorswere kicked
out of the Andalusian caliphate in 1493 by the Spanish Recon-
quest, it left awound. On Oct. 7, 2001, the day the United States
began bombing Afghanistan, bin Laden appeared in a videotape,
stating, “Let the whole world know that we shall never accept
that the tragedy of a-Andalus would be repeated.”
Thelsraelisalso arethevictims of the Koranicinjunctiontodrive
out the infidel. Hamas' advocate of holy murder, Sheik Ahmed
Yassin, was Ariel Sharon’s bin Laden. So there may be more to
the problem than Democratic presidential candidate John Kerry’s
assertion that “The Bush administration has pursued the most
arrogant, inept, reckless and ideol ogical foreign policy in modern

history.”

Under the Ottomans the Dar al-Islam extended to the very
gates of Viennabefore being repulsed in 1688, collapsing back to
Anatolia. But there is another name for the rest of the world: the
Dar a-Harb, the Zone of War. For it is still the duty of Islam to
bring the struggle to the infidels, offer them conversion or the
sword, or occasionally for Jews and Christians (whose sacred
books are corrupt and lack the purity of the Koran), the opportu-
nity to be tolerated as acommunity subservient to Islamic rulers.
Thesilent reconquest isalready going on in the soft underbelly of
Europe with waves of Muslim immigration—Ilegal and illegal—
tipping the balance of the body poalitic.

The new mosques are full, but the churches are empty. For
Europe is dying. “Old Europe,” as Secretary of Defense Donald
Rumsfeld once called it in an offhand remark, is dying morally
and demographically, having embraced the culture of sterility:
secularism, abortion, homosexuality and a disinclination for co-
habitants to marry. The population is literally aging, as there are
fewer and fewer young persons available for work and more and
more citizens on retirement and health care. The result may be
seen in the victories of the Socialistsin the March local elections
in France. The French economy is no longer able to pay for its
welfare state, so the unavoidable cutbacks of the ruling party,
trying to make ends meet, resulted in a substantial Socialist vic-
tory. The French, however, were willing to draw a line in the
sand at head scarves for schoolgirls.

There were alot of things that President Bush could not say
when he gathered the ambassadorsin the East Room of the White
House on March 19, the anniversary of the Irag war. Yet thereis
some intimation in his words that he truly understands the long
view of history: “Thereisadividing linein our world ... adivid-
ing line separating two visions of justice and the value of life. On
atape claiming responsibility for the atrocitiesin Madrid, a man
is heard to say, ‘We choose death, while you choose life’” We
don’t know if this is the voice of the actual killers, but we do
know it expresses the creed of the enemy. It is a mind-set that
rejoices in suicide, incites murder and celebrates every death we
mourn. And we who stand on the other side of the line must be
equally clear and certain of our convictions. We do love life, the
life given to us and to al. ... There is no neutral ground—no
neutral ground—in the fight between civilization and terror, be-
cause thereis no neutral ground between good and evil, freedom
and slavery, and life and death.”

At this point, some of the ambassadors seemed to stir uneas-
ily in their chairs. They preferred the neutral ground. But what
was Bush saying now?

“The war on terror is not afigure of speech. It is an inescap-
able caling of our generation. The terrorists are offended not
merely by our policies—they are offended by our existence as
free nations. No concession will appease their hatred. No ac-
commodation will satisfy their endless demands. Their ultimate
ambitions are to control the peoples of the Middle East and to
blackmail the rest of the world with weapons of mass terror.
There can be no separate peace with the terrorist enemy. Any
sign of weakness or retreat simply validates terrorist violence
and invites more violence for al nations. The only certain way to
protect our peopleis by early, united and decisive action.”

—Insight magazine, April 13-26, 2004, p. 14f.
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National Education
Association: ATerror
Group?

by Brannon Howse

On Feb. 23, 2004, at the National Governor’'sAssocia-
tionmeeting in D.C., United States Secretary of Education
Rod Paige called the National Education Association “ater-
rorist organization.”

The firestorm has started and Paige will be asked to
apol ogize—but should he?

Beforethe NEA getsup on their soap box about being
cdled aterrorist organization, they should remember that they
and many of their liberal membershave spent yearshurling
insultsat moms, dads, taxpayersand teachersthat have been
fighting for traditiona academicsindirect contrast tothe sated
godsof theNEA. Infact, | have been onthereceiving end of
such rabid attacks and name calling by the NEA and their
supportersand mouthpi eces.

InMarchof 1996, | wasinvited by the Hamilton County
School Board in Tennesseeto offer the conservative opinion
toavery liberal education plan that was being considered.
Thegroup that was pitching the planto Hamilton County had
tiestoHillary Clinton.

My appearance at this school board meeting was so
well advertised by parentswho were al so opposing thelib-
eral education plan of which | would be speaking, that the
event had to be moved to the largest school auditoriumin
the county.

That night | spokefor morethan onehour to over 1,000
taxpayersand | received several standing ovationsas| ag-
gressively criticized theliberd left’swacky education plan.

The proposed plan had next to nothing to do with aca-
demicsand alot to do with the promotion of outcome-based
education, mord relativism, political correctnessand thegoa
of turning local schoolsinto job-training centers. Thisplan
went sofar asto giveanew diplomato studentswho achieved
thedesired humanist and socidist worldview. Infact, first hir-
ing preferencewould be given to these students by thelocal
busi nessmen who werelooking for adumbed-down, low-
paid workforcethat could performmenial tasks.

Though | waswell received by the common-sense par-
entsand taxpayers, | wasvicioudy attacked by locd liberals
culledfromtheranksof the NEA and their Sster organization,
the PTA.

Thenext morningin the newspaper, theloca PTA presi-
dent and NEA mouthpiecessaid, “ Mr. Howseisan extremist

comparabletothat of theKIuKlux Klanandtheblack listings
of the 1950s.” Another NEA mouthpiecesaid, “Who will be
the next speaker who comesto town, aterrorist withagunin
hisbet?’

For the next several daysintheloca newspaper, televi-
sionand radio, the NEA loverswent after mewith all they
could. Of course, | wear that asabadge of honor.

Shortly after stepping off the stagethat night to astand-
ing ovation, | was given amessage from an angry supporter
of theliberal education plan| wasopposing. “You can count
onanaudit by theIRS,” | wastold.

| really did not take the comment seriously but, to my
amazement, within amatter of afew short weeks, | had my
IRSaudit notice.

Thisisn't surprising whenyou redlizethat | was oppos-
ing thevery education plan that the Clintonswhere pushing on
anationa level. Hamilton County wasbeing used asthetest
siteand oneof thefirst school districtsin Americatoimple-
ment the Clinton education plan that Hillary and her friends
had been writing and speaking about when shewasin charge
of educationinArkansas. The organization trying toimple-
ment the plan in Hamilton County also had tiesto Hillary
Clinton and the National Center on Education and the
Economy, of which Hillary wasaboard member prior to be-
coming first lady. NCEE and Hillary had been promoting the
very sameplan now being pitched to thetaxpayersof Hamilton
County, Tenn.

Andsincel wasnot only being critical of the Clinton’'s
education agenda, but also the NEA and PTA, should | have
been shocked to be the recipient of extreme and untruein-
sults, much lessthe harassment of an IRSaudit?

Bill Clintontold the NEA candidate screening panel in
December 1991 “If | become president, you'll be my part-
ners. | won't forget who brought meto the White House.”

Clinton kept hispromise, andin 1993 whileaddressing
theNEA delegates, Clintonthanked the NEA for “thegift of
our assistant secretary.” Clinton was making referenceto
former NEA staffer Sharon Robinson who becametheU.S.
Assistant Secretary of Education for the Office of Educa-
tional Research and Improvement. “1 believethat the presi-
dent of thisorganization [K eith Geiger] would say we have
had the partnership | promisedinthecampaignin 1992.”

Before you disagree with the comment by Secretary
Paige, | think you need a crash course on the NEA, their
history and their worldview.

One of the NEA'sformativeleaders, John Dewey, an
avowed humanist socialist, was made honorary president of
theNEA in1932. 1n 1933, Dewey was one of thesignersof
the Humanist Manifesto.

John Dewey, whotraveled to Russainthe 1930sto help
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organizeandimplement theMarxist educationa systemthere,
isknowninAmericatoday asthe*Father of Progressve Edu-
cation.” In 1935, Dewey becamethe president of the League
of Industrial Democracy, whichwasoriginaly caledtheln-
tercollegiate Socidist Society.

What doesthistell usabout the National EducationAs-
sociaion?

In 1940, aCalifornia Senate Committeewas assembled
toinvestigate how variousfoundationswere using their re-
sourcesto promote certain philosophiesand control teacher
training. Thecommitteediscovered that the Rockefel ler Foun-
dation had spent millionsof dollarsrewriting current history
booksand creating new history booksthat undermined pa-
triotism and afree enterprise system.

The Cdliforniacommitteewas shocked to discover that
the curriculum, which wasfunded by the Rockefellersand
promoted by the NEA, taught socialist ideas. The commit-
teestated: “ It isdifficult to believethat the Rockefel ler Foun-
dation and the National Education Association could have
supported these textbooks. But the fact is that the
Rockefellersfinanced them and the NEA promoted them
very widely.”

Why would the NEA promotetheremova of traditiona
history from our schools?If children do not know wherethey
camefrom, they will not know wherethey are headed. Karl
Marx said, “ Take away the heritage of apeopleand they are
easly persuaded.”

The NEA hasactively promoted the United Nationsand
itsglobal education plan. The United Statesversioniscalled
Goals2000.

In the January 1946 NEA Journal, editor Joy Elmer
Morgan wrote an editorial titled, “ The Teacher and World
Government,” which stated: “Inthe struggleto establish
an adequate world government, theteacher ... can do much
to prepare the hearts and minds of children for global un-
derstanding and cooperation ... At the very top of all the
agencieswhich will assure the coming of world govern-
ment must stand the school, the teacher and the organized
profession.”

Inthe December 1933 NEA Journal, editor Morgan
wrote an editorial calling for government control of corpo-
rations. We have only to study the words and writings of
NEA'’s|eadersto be convinced of their socialist-communist
leanings. On June 29, 1938, the New York Herald Tribune
published astory onthe NEA Convention being heldin New
York City and reported thefollowing: “Dr. Goodwin Watson,
Professor of Education at Teachers College, ColumbiaUni-
versity, begged the teachers of the nation to usetheir pro-
fession toindoctrinate children to overthrow ‘ conservative
reactionaries’ directing American government and industry

... [He] declared that Soviet Russia was one of the most
notableinternational achievementsof our generation.”

The NEA'smain objective hasalways beento assume
national political power and control much morethan educa
tion.

TheNEA haspublicly boasted of itsplan to seize control
of the agencies and boards that decide who is allowed to
teach and what isto be taught. The NEA has become the
most powerful specid-interest groupinthe United States. Their
lobbying hasbrought about a17-foldincreasein federa edu-
cation spending inthelast 20 years.

What doesthe NEA— the most powerful unionand spe-
cia-interest group in the United States—plan to dowith all
thispower?

The NEA strongly supports hiring of homosexual
teachers.

The NEA believesthat union contracts with local
school boards should requireall teachersto pay duesor fees
totheunion.

- TheNEA isopposed to merit pay for teachers.

TheNEA isopposed to voluntary prayer in schools.

The NEA opposestuition tax-credit legidation.

TheNEA isopposed to theuse of school facilities

after school for voluntary religiousmestings.

The NEA opposesany effort to amend the Congtitu-

tion requiring abalancing of thefederal budget.

TheNEA favorssocidized medicine.

TheNEA spent millionsof dollarsin 1992 to el ect

Bill Clinton president and supported other libera can-

didatesfor Congress.

Wheat doesthe NEA think about traditional teacherswho
went to college and obtained ateaching degreein order to
impart true cognitive, academic knowledgeto their students?
Not much.

In1971, the NEA publication, Schoolsfor the’ 70sand
Beyond: A Call to Action, the NEA declares. “Teachers
who conform to thetraditional institutional mode are out of
place. They might find fulfillment astap-dancers, or guardsin
maximum security prisonsor proprietorsof reducing salons,
or agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation—but they
damageteaching, children and themselvesby staying inthe
classroom.”

Thisisadapinthefacetothemany outstanding teachers
who aregifted intheart of teaching.

In 1970, thethen-president of the NEA, George Fischer,
told NEA representatives during an assembly. “ A good deal
of work has been doneto beginto bring about uniform certi-
fication controlled by theunified professionin each state....
Withthesenew laws, wewill finally realize our 113-year-old
dream of controlling who enters, who staysand who leaves
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the profession. Oncethisis done, we can aso control the
teacher traininginditutions.”

If the NEA had itsway, our nation’scollegesand univer-
sitieswould beusing cookie cuttersto create Americanteach-
ers.

Under theNEA'suniform certification, every teecher leav-
ing thetraining ingtitutionsand entering the profession will be
ananti-Americansocidist withthegod of becoming* anagent
of change.” Thegoal of every teacher under NEA control
would beinterested inindoctrination not education.

Former NEA president, Catherine Barrett in the Feb.
10, 1973, issue of the Saturday Review of Education makes
clear the objectiveof thispowerful organization: “Dramatic
changesintheway wewill raiseour childrenintheyear 2000

areindicated, particularly intermsof schooling ... Whenthis
happens—and it’snear —theteacher canriseto histruecall-
ing. Morethan adispenser of information, theteacher will be
aconveyor of values, aphilosopher ... Wewill be agents of
change.”

Educationisnot thegoal of the NEA —itisindoctrina-
tion, and the NEA will takewhatever steps needed to ac-
complishtheir goal, including intimidation of teachers, par-
ents and taxpayers who disagree with their agenda and
worldview.

What does that make them? | think Secretary Paige
knows.

—WorldNetDaily, February 27, 2004

Raymond Aron: Scour ge of
Marxism

by Jonathan Chaves

“Thesocialist crusader interpretsthe conduct of
othersaccording to hisownideaof History ...
Because heproclaimstheuniversal truth of asingle
view of History, hereservestheright tointerpret the
past ashepleases.”

—RaymondAron

“...[T]heweaver'sfingersache... / could you
see her weaving, / you' d pity her too!”

—~Po Chi-i (AD 772-846)

When Raymond Aron wrotethewordsquoted abovein
hisgreat book on Marxism, The Opium of the Intellectual s
(Opiumdesintellectuels, 1955), hewas expressing in dif-
ferent phrasing Orwell’sclass cformulation, “ Thosewho con-
trol the present control the past; those who control the past
control thefuture.” And because Marxismremansvery much
thefoundation of thethought of our contemporary intelligen-
tsia, Aron’shook remainsessential reading for all conserva
tives

It might bethought, surely Marxism diedin 1989 with
the collapse of the Soviet Unionand itsvarious satellites. In-
deed, theintellectualshad long since, however grudgingly,
admitted that horrorswere perpetrated under these regimes,
andthefailureof thesociaist economic systemwasnow un-
deniably apparent. Well, yes, but ... asAron understood in
1955, the essentia appeal of Marxismwasnever exclusively
or even primarily economic. Marxism was and remainsa

worldview, held with fervor by ahigh percentage—I et ussay,
acritical mass—of intellectuals, a percentage sufficient to
maintainit astheunderpinning of our intellectud life. Itissm-
ply that there hasbeen ashift from the economic sphere, where
the successes of capitalism have been, again grudgingly, ac-
knowledged by theintellectuas, to the cultural sphere, where
such Marxist thinkers as Theodor Adorno and Antonio
Gramsci had long ago called for itto moveitsemphass. “It's
theculture, stupid!”

Andthat iswhy our children and grandchildren, asthey
attend collegetoday, are being taught aversion of history that
essentialy demonizesthe past ashaving been merely oppres-
sve, so astojustify the utopian project of fashioning thefu-
turein accordancewith anegditarian vison. My studentsrou-
tinely read theliterary worksof the past with an eagleeyefor
oppressionsvisited upon thefemal e charactersor rebellions
by these charactersagainst the oppression, in accordance with
thefeminist gppropriation of theMarxist andysisof society as
classesor groups of two kinds: oppressors and oppressed.
Everything isseen asapower struggle, and weareawaysto
taketheside of thegroup officially designated asthe under-
dog.

That iswhy Aronissoimportant. Hewasthefirst, and
remainsthemaost cogent, in anayzing the essentia fal sehoods
at the base of Marxist thought. In the chapter titled, “ The
Myth of the Proletariat,” Aron showsthat the Marxist defini-
tion of this“ class’ doesnot correspond to any really existing
socia entity; thereareindustrial workers, of course, but their
way of seeingthingsissmply notwhat Marxistssay itis, quite
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apart from what should be the obviousfact that threeindus-
trid workersmight very wel havethreeentirely different world-
views, sincethey areindividual human persons capabl e of
thinking for themselves. Oncethe Marxist taxonomy of soci-
ety isthus exposed aserroneous, the entire structure begins
to collapse. Nothing short of Aron’sexamination of thebasic
premisesof Marxism asaphilosophy or worldview will suit
the caseand render possibleafina dismissal of Marxismas
the philosophy of choicefor our intellectuas.

But then Aron himself further graspsthat Marxism can-
not be contained even within the category of “ philosophy;”
hisgrestestingght, establishing him asoneof the 20th century’s
leading thinkers, isthat Marxismfunctionsasareligion-sub-
stitutefor theintellectuals, who have rejected thereal reli-
gions—Chrigtianity, Judaism—that animated their ancestors.
Marxism becomestheir “opium” precisely becauseit fillsthe
void of meaning left behind when religionitself isbanished.
And thusthe eschatol ogy of religion too isreplaced by the
secular eschatol ogy of revolution leading to utopia, asChris-
tian soteriology previoudy held that salvation would lead to
paradise beyond the grave. With so much supposedly at stake,
nowonder Marxist-inspired historians (literary critics, art his-
torians, ad infinitum) are prepared torevise history asitis
presented in their disciplinesso asto provide sanctionfor the
revolutionized utopiathey envisonfor thefuture.

But Aronredizesaswell that over and abovethe pseudo-
religiosity that drivesthe project of theintellectuas, thereis
aso meresentimentality, aromanticized pity for the sufferings
of the poor. And he shows how this pity, deracinated from
any solid grounding in areligiousworldview, becomesall-
devouring, araging fireof limitlessoutrage, degeneratingin
turninto pure, utterly destructive hatred.

| relize again each spring how important Aron’sinsight
istoour time. Thisiswhen | teach the second semester of a
sequenceonthehistory of Chineseliterature, readin English
trandation. Inthefal semester, we cover theentire pre-mod-
ern period, beginning with the ancient poetic anthology, Shih
ching, or The Book of Songs, and work our way through the
dynastiesto 1911, when the last dynasty, the Ch’ing, col-
lapsed inthe Republican Revol ution. The poems, stories, nov-
els, plays, and essaysweread areloved by the students, and
with good reason, asal emergefrom and are underpinned by
age-old ways of thought—Confucianism, Taoism, Bud-

dhism—that successfully functioned asthefoundation stones
of agreat civilization for millennia.

But in the spring semester, when we reach 1942 and
Chairman Mao Tse-tung's Talks at the Yenan Forum on
Literatureand Art, delivered seven yearsprior to the total
victory of the Chinese Communist Party and fromthat day on
the Chinese Communist “gospel” onliteratureand art, itim-
mediately becomes apparent even to the aesthetically chal-
lenged studentsof today that theliterature degeneratesin qua -
ity. Why?1sit merely that politicsand poetry don’t mix?No,
because we had read wonderful political-protest poemsfrom
the T’ ang Dynasty by thelikesof Po Chii-i, based on aCon-
fucian senseof mord indignation whenthe Mandate of Heaven
andthe Five Mora Normsare betrayed by thosein power.

Thisawarenessof atranscendent sourceof moral norms
isultimately what madeit possiblefor awriter suchasPoto
succeed artistically. The problemisthevery ideasthat Mao
introducesin the Yenan Talksand throughout hiswritings: the
ideasof Marx. For the studentsto understand thedeadly ef-
fect theseideashaveon literature, art, and theentirecultural
realm, Marx needsto be analyzed critically, something un-
heard of for them, ashe hasthusfar been presented to them
asoneof theheroic figuresin the history of modernthought.
Andsol distributetothemalist of “must read” books, with-
out actually assigning them, asthisis, after al, acoursein
Chineseliterature, and | believeintruthin advertising.

Thelist includes Solzhenitsyn, The Gulag Archipelago
and From Under the Rubble; Milosz, The Captive Mind;
and Raymond Aron, The Opium of the Intellectuals. The
title alone takes the students aback when | speak it aloud;
many of them areintrigued and get the book out from the
library or purchase aused copy. And now they can buy their
own new copy, in the contemporary edition brought out by
Transaction Publishers, with anew introduction by Harvey C.
Mansfield. My hope beyond hope, of course, isthat oncethe
fdserdigion of Marxism hasbeen extirpated fromtheir minds,
spacewill have been cleared for real religiontoregainlost
ground and provide the grappling hook required for usto
emergeourselves”from under therubble.” Should thisever
happen among our young people, wewill have RaymondAron
at least partialy to thank.

—The American Conservative, December 15, 2003,
p. 36f

The Schwar z Report Bookshelf

To see a complete list of books recommended by the Christian Anti-Communism Crusade please check out our website at
www.schwarzreport.org. Thissite also has back issues of The Schwarz Report aswell as other great resources.
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Victimsof Communism

Memorial, Part |
by Helle Dale

We are consumed today wondering about how we can
defend our country against the scourgeof radical, militant Is-
lam and theterrorismit breeds, but caught up in the present
asweare, we must not neglect the past. Honoring victory in
past struggles, commemorating the sacrifice of humanlives,
will help usfacetoday’sdangers. Wedll cantakeheart when
we consider that thefreeworld did win against theideol ogy
of Communism, which spread itstentaclesto every continent.

For more than 10 years, dedicated people have been
working hard to give Washington amemoria tothevictimsof
Communism. By the estimate of Hoover historian Robert
Conquest, 100 million peoplelost their livesto Communism
inthe 20" century.

Inthewordsof President Harry Truman, “Communism
subjectstheindividua to arrest without lawful cause, punish-
ment without trial, and forced labor astheright of the state. It
decreeswhat information he shall receive, what art he shall
produce, what |eadershe shal follow, and what thoughtshe
shall think.” Wemust never forget the hideous crimes com-
mitted against human beingsinthe nameof the Sate.

Thememorial projectisnow at long last within sight of
completion and could beready for inauguration thisyear. But
only if theNationa Capita Planning Commission givesitsfi-
nal permission for the chosen site, one quarter-acre of land
between Union station, the Mall and the Capitol, on Louisi-
anaAvenueand First Street N.W.

At ameeting of the commissionin December, unfortu-
nately, members chose to kick the ball down the road and
failled to reach adecision. The next meeting of thecommis-
sonisscheduledfor later thisspring, possibly inMay. At that
time, the commission should grant itsapprova and alow this
very important project to moveforward without further de-
lay.

Why amemorid tothevictimsof CommunisminWash-
ington? For the exact same reason we now haveamemoria
toWorldWar I1, currently initsfinal stagesof completion.
Thefight againgt fascismin Europewasindeesd Americaswar,
and so wasthefight against Communismworldwide, fromthe

Cold War in Europeto Southeast Asia, Latin Americaand
Africa. Thenumber of Americanswhose ethnic background
derivesfrom former Communist countriesisas many as 26
million; thecostinAmericanlivesandinbullionwasgrest.

Unlikemost thingsthat happen hereinWashington, the
memorial project isthoroughly bipartisan and hasaroused
basically no palitical opposition. Bill Clinton signed theau-
thorizinglegidationfor theVictimsof CommunismMemorid
foundationin 1993, and President GeorgeW. Bush currently
serves asthe honorary chairman of thefoundation. It has
support on Capitol Hill, ranging from Sen. BarbaraMikul ski
to Sen. GeorgeAllen.

Thememorid’sdesgnissmpleandeminently well-suited
to Washington. It'sareplicaby artist ThomasWalsh of the
Goddess of Democracy. Remember? Thiswasthe statue
raised by Chinese studentsin Tiananmen Squarein thesum-
mer of 1989, which itself wasasmall-scaleversion of the
Statueof Liberty. Thememoria will alsoincludean eterna
flameand amarble panel with quotationsfromleadersinthe
fight against Communism. Most of thefunding, estimated at
$300,000, hasbeen privately raised al ready.

Sowhat isholding up thememorid tothevictimsof com-
munism? It appearsthat the National Park Service, after ini-
tially suggesting thelocation on L ouisianaAvenue, iswaver-
ing, contending that others might want thissite. Asno one
elsehaslaidclamtoit todate, it isnot much of an argument.
Theimportance of thelocation was e oquently described by
CharlesAtherton, of the Commisson on FineArts, who stated
during thediscussionin December, “ The onething we have
learned over theyearsisthat you can giveamemorial enor-
mousstrengthif it'sinagreat spot...And | think that therela-
tionshipwithaclear view of the Capitol domeand the Statue
of Freedom ontopisan extraordinary relationship. | mean
that’swhat the story’sall about. Andto put itinany of these
other Steswherethat relationshipisnot possible, | think would
really be missing awonderful opportunity...to have astate-
ment about something that envelopedtheworld at avery grim
time”

Thememorial, whichwill be purewhite, will stand asa
reminder that light conquersdarkness and freedom conquers
oppression. What an appropriate reminder for all of usto-
day.

—The Washington Times, March 31, 2004, p. A 13
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Victimsof Communism

Memorial, Il
by Mike Benge

HelleDae, in her March 31 column onthe Op-Ed Page,
“Lestweforget: Erect Memorid for victimsof communism,”
said: “Wecan all take heart when we consider that the Free
World didwin against theideology of communism.”

Onemust assume she meant the U.S. won the battle by
the breakup of the Soviet Union. But we haveyet towinthe
war on communism.

“Lestweforget,” communismdill thrivesin Cuba, China,
North Korea, Laos, Cambodiaand Vietnam. Eventhough
Ho Chi Minhisdead, hispolicy of expansionism and hege-
mony over Laosand Cambodiaset out when Ho established
the* IndoChinaCommunist Party” in 1933, isaiveand being
carried out by thefascist Vietnamese communistsin Hanoi.

Amoeba-like, communist Vietham iss owly neo-colo-
nizing Laosand Cambodiaby thetraditiona Viethameseex-
pang onismtermed Don Dien, first by occupying territory with
troops, then having their familiescomein to settlethe new
territory, then putting the troopsinto civilian clothesto be-
come*ready reservists’ and replacing them with new troops
for further expansion.

“Lestweforget,” Hanoi maintainsacontingent of 3,000
troops, amixtureof gpeciad forcesandintelligenceagents, with
tanksand hdlicopters, in ahuge compound 2 ¥z kilometersout-
side Phnom Penhright next to Hun Sen’s Tuol Krassaing for-
tressnear Takhmau. They arethereto ensure Hanol’ spuppet,
Cambodian Prime Minister Hun Sen, doesn't stray far from
Hanoi’s policy of neo-colonization of Cambodia.

Severa millionVietnamese have settled in eastern Cam-
bodiaand have been given Cambodian citizenship by Hun Sen.

“Lestweforget,” theVietnamese communistshave also
extended their hegemony over Laosand have defacto an-
nexed Laos, in many waysnow aprovinceof North Vietnam.
The Lao party leaders are anointed by Hanoi and receive
their marching ordersin sub rosathrough aVietnamese shadow
government.

TheVietnamese communistsconsider theLao“Nhaque
gua’—very backward—thus needing to be “guided” by
Hanoi. According to recent intelligencereports, Hanoi has
threedivisonsof infantry inthe south of Laosa ong with the
968" Specia Divisioninthenorth. Their presenceensures
adherenceto Hanoi’ sdictatesand hel psthe Pathet L ao eradi-
cate the Hmong Ethnic Minoritieswho fought for theAmeri-
cansduring theVietnamWar. TheLao communistsproclamed
they would hunt down the* American collaborators’ and their
families, “tothelast root.” They will be*butchered likewild
animals.” This, of course, with Hanoi’shelp.

“Lest weforget,” thecommunist regimein Vietnam has
had along-term policy of ethnic cleansing againgt minorities.

After the 1954 GenevaAgreementsand withdrawal of French 3

forces, morethan 50,000 ethnic minoritiesin North Vietnam
were systematically murdered.

“Lestweforget,” Ho Chi Minh'slegacy and policy of mur-
der and racist ethnic cleansing continuesto thisdate to be car-
ried out by Hanoi’ sremnant communist hard-liners. Last Eas-
ter weekend, thousands of Christian M ontagnards—allies of
theU.S. during the Vietham War—converged onthe provin-
cia capitasinthe Centra Highlandsto hold peaceful prayer
vigilsfor religiousfreedom and humanrights. Accordingto
reports, when the Montagnardsknelt to pray, the Vietnamese
policeand soldiersin plain clotheswaded in, shooting and club-
bing Montagnard men, women and childrenindiscriminately.

Large numbers of bodies reportedly were tossed on
trucksand takento massgravesfor burial. Peopleare pre-
vented from leaving their housesto get food. The Central
Highlandshave now beentotaly sedled off with no communi-
cations, and athough U.S. Embassy representativeshavere-
peatedly tried, they have been denied access.

“Lestweforget,” thisisnot anisolated incident. In2001,
Montagnardstried to hold similar “ peaceful” protestsover
the destruction of their churchesand confiscation of their an-
cestral lands, and thousandswere tortured, imprisoned and
murdered. Evidence givesweight to ethnic cleansing since
the Vietnamese popul ation hastripled since the end of the
Vietnam War whilethe Montagnard popul ation, estimated at
1.5millionin 1975, has now been reduced to about 750,000.

“Lestweforget,” presidential hopeful John Kerry has
had along-term loveaffair with theViethamese communists,
giving aid and comfort to the enemy during the Vietnam War
by marching dongsdecommunistisunder the Viethamese com-
munist flag while he was spokesman for Vietnam Veterans
Against theWar (VVAW).

Commenting onVietnam, Kerry stated, “ | think that po-
liticaly, historically...peopletry...to satisfy their felt needs,
and you can satisfy those needswith...communism.”

After the House passed the Vietnam Human RightsAct
by avote of 410 to 1in 2001, Mr. Kerry blocked it from
going to thefloor of the Senatefor ademocratic vote, thus
ensuring that the M ontagnard and the Vietnamese peoplewill
continuesuffering under communist brutality. Mr. Kerry said
passing the Vietnamese Human Rights Act would only
strengthen the hand of the Vietnamese hard-linersand harm
trade.

Au contraire, Senator: Your policy of continued sup-
port for theHanoi communigtsonly givesthe Viethamesehard-
linersagreenlight to continue eradicating Montagnards. And
trade should never come at the cost of an entire people’'s
blood.

“Lest weforget” President Bush stated, “ Thewar on
terrorism must never be an excuseto persecute minorities,”
(The Washington Times, Oct. 20, 2001). Mr. President, it
isnow timefor youto act and strongly signal the Vietnamese
communiststhat the United Stateswill not tolerate thistresat-
ment of our alies—the Montagnards.

—The Washington Times, May 2, 2004, p. B5S



