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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.”

Ronald Reagan

by Dr. Fred C. Schwar z

| did not convert Ronald
Reagantoanti-Communism. The
Communists had already done
this. Aspresident of the Screen
Actors Guild, he had discerned
their duplicity and been subjected
to their venomous attacks. He
attended the Southern California
School of Anti-Communism, heldin LosAngeleson August 28 to September 1, 1961,
and expressed appreciation for the clarity of the messages exposing the pathol ogical
nature of Communist doctrines.

| take pridein recounting that the man who later became president of the United
States, and who enacted programsthat |ed to the downfall of Soviet Communism, once
served asasubstitute speaker for me. 1t wasin 1962 when hewasalecturer sponsored
by the Generd Electric Corporation. | was scheduled to speak at aluncheonin Omaha,
Nebraska, but bad weather delayed my arrival. Themeeting waschaired by the mayor
of Omaha, and Ronald Reagan held thefort until | arrived.

In due course, he became president of the United States of America, andtherestis
history. Hisoutstanding rolein formulating the programsthat |ed to the downfall of
Soviet Communismisundeniable. Hisplacein the pantheon of history issecure.

Theinfluence of my message on histhoughts, statements, and programswas both
direct andindirect. Theindirect influenceresulted from our numerous Schoolsof Anti-
Communism, and Anti-Subversive Seminars. In due course many of the studentscame
to occupy responsi ble positionsin government, education, and religion.

Three of them became speechwriters for President Reagan. They were Dana
Rohrabacher, Tony Dolan, and Jack Wells.

President Reagan wasagreat orator. Two of hisoutstanding speechesweretothe
British Parliament and to the Nationa Association of Evangdlicasin Fort Lauderdae, or
the” Evil Empire’ speech.

| congratul ated Tony Dolan, the speechwriter who hel ped prepare these speeches,
and hereplied, “ You should havelikeit. | took it all fromyou.” He sent acopy of the
“Evil Empire’ speechwiththisnote: “I thought you might liketo seethe oak treethat has
grown from the acorn which you planted so many yearsago.”

AstheBiblesays, “ Cast thy bread uponthewaters: for thou shat find it after many
days’ (Ecclesiastes11:1).

The samethought isexpressed in Henry Wadsworth Longfellow’s poem, “ TheAr-
row and the Song:”

Old Russian Proverb
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| shot anarrow intotheair,
Itfell toearth | knew not where;
For, so swiftly it flew, thesight
Couldnot follow itinitsflight.

| breathed asong intotheair,

Itfell toearth, | knew not where;

For who has sight so keen and strong,
That it canfollow theflight of asong.

Long, long afterward, in an oak

| found thearrow, still unbroke;

And the song, from beginning to end,
| found againintheheart of afriend.

Asprevioudy noted, on January 11, 1990, Lillianand |
celebrated our golden wedding anniversary inthe Ballroom
of theBeverly WilshireHotd in LosAngeles. Weheard mes-
sagesfrom President Reagan, Bill Buckley, Roy Rogersand
Dale Evans, Congressman Bob Dornan, Congressman Dana

Rohrabacher, Supervisor Mike Antonovitch, Reed Irvine,
Eleanor Schlafly, and numerousothers.

Our son John has never been apublic speaker. Hetakes
after hismaother and excelsin private conversation. Hesurprised
meby askingif he could bethe speaker on behdf of thefamily.

In hisspeech hetold me something | had not fully real-
ized. Hesaid how much he had missed my presence during
his adolescent years and how he had wondered if my ab-
sence dueto my work asan Anti-Communist Crusader was
really justified. He proceeded to say that the harvest reaped
proved beyond question that it had been well worthwhile.

Heispassionately devoted to hisown family and still
takestimeoff from hisexceedingly busy medical practiceto
tutor hischildren asthey confront their examinations.

Didtheyears spent in analyzing Communist doctrines
and deeds, and publishing theresults, make acontribution to
thetermination of the Cold War? Many whosejudgment |
respect claim that my influence has been significant indeed. |
hopethisisso.

—Beating the Unbeatable Foe, p. 467ff

Ronald Reagan, R.I.P.

by Joseph J. Sabia

Thegreatest American President of the 20th Century is
gone. Ronald Wilson Reagan — the man who revitalized
America sspirit, shaped modern conservatism, and won the
Cold War —isnow in God'sarms. Jesustold hisfollowers,
“Blessed are the peacemakers, for they shall be called the
sonsof God.” Rona d Reagan wasthe greatest peacemaker
of our time. We shdl never seehiskind again.

Themid-late 1970s saw amalaise engulf theAmerican
people. A president self-destructed, communism advanced
around the globe, inflation ravaged the economy, and ahu-
miliating hostage crisisraged. America sbest dayswere be-
hind us, theintellectualssaid. The presidency wastoo big for
oneman. Our problemsweretoo complicated for smple so-
lutions.

Inthemidst of these crises, awarrior from California
entered the political scenewith afew smpleideas— defeat
communism, cut taxes, and rebuild themilitary. The elites
laughed. Hewas an “amiabledunce,” theliberalssaid. He
wouldn’t makeit. Eventhe Republican Establishment privately
madefun of the old man. They wanted amoderate policy guy
— aGeorge H.W. Bush or aBob Dole. Reagan was a nut
and alightweight who could giveanice speech, but shouldn't
betrusted with the presidency.

In 1977, Reagan sat down with foreign policy advisor
Richard Allento discuss hisphilosophy onrelationswith the
Soviet Union. Allen expected Reagan to describe anuanced

version of détente, thepolicy adopted by all Republican and
Democratic presdentsfor 25 years. Indead, ReagantoldAllen,
“Here’'smy strategy on the Cold War: Wewin; they lose.”

“Wewin; they lose.” Sossimple, and yet so revolution-
ary.Allen saysthat Reagan’ swordschanged hislifeforever.
No politicianineither party had ever advanced thenotionthat
we could, should, and would defeat communism. That was
crazy talk. We could peacefully co-exist with Communism,
hopefully containit, but not actualy defest it.

In Dinesh D’ Souza shiography of Reagan, heshowsthat
expertson both sidesof thea deweresurethat Soviet Com-
munism was here to stay. In 1982, Dr. Seweryn Bialer, a
Sovietologist from ColumbiaUniversity, proclaimed, “The
Soviet Unionisnot now, nor will it beduring the next decade,
inthethroesof atruesystematiccriss.” Later that sameyear,
historian Arthur Schlessinger, Jr. indicated that “ thosein the
United Stateswho think the Soviet Unionisonthe verge of
economicand socid collapse (are) wishful thinkers.” Richard
Nixonand Henry Kissinger insisted that “the Soviet system
will not collapse.”

They wereal wrong. Ronad Reagan wasright.

Reagan believed that America spolicy of mutualy as-
sured destruction to secureworld peace was both dangerous
andimmoral. Hedid not believe that America sbest defense
against Soviet threatswasto threaten to kill millionsof Rus-
sians. Reagan thought that such aphilosophy wasinsane. He
likenedit to two men Sitting inaroom pointing pistolsat each
other, hoping that the other would not fire.
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Instead, Reagan wanted to build aworld where nuclear
wegponswerediminated and wherewe had adefenseagainst
missileattack. Hewanted to build aworld wherethosewho
lived under Communismwould enjoy their God-givenright to
befree.

In a 1981 speech at the University of Notre Dame,
Reagan announced hispolicy loudly and clearly: “ TheWest
won't contain Communism. It will transcendit. It will dismiss
it assome bizarre chapter in human history whoselast pages
areeven now beingwritten.”

And 0 Reagan began the processof rebuildingAmerical's
military, ingtaling Pershing missilesinWest Germany, funding
the Strategic Defense I nitiative, and negotiating— froma
position of strength— with the Sovietsfor armsreduction.
He called on Soviet Communist Party leader Mikhail
Gorbachev to tear downtheBerlinWall.

Andin 1989, thewall camedown. By 1991, the Soviet
Uniondissolveditsdf. Wewon; they logt. It wasjust asReagan
had said. Millionswho livedintyranny werefree. And Ronad
Reagan wasthereason. AsRudy Giuliani said on Saturday,
“Rona d Reagan changed themap of theworld.” And hedid
it,inMargaret Thatcher’ swords, “without firing ashot.”

Rona d Reagan believed that therewereno easy answers,
but that there were ssmple ones. And Reagan’ssimple solu-
tionswerebold, courageous, and moral.

With intense media coverage surrounding the death of
Ronald Reagan, Americansare getting asustained | ook at the
president’sheroic record. And many young peoplewho were
not aliveduring hispresidency arelearning about himfor the
first time. Let ushopethat they will beinspired by hisgreat
achievementsand by hisextraordinary character.

Ronald Reagan embodied love— lovefor hiswife, love
for his country, and love for hisLord and Savior. He was
humble, principled, optimigtic, and deeply devoted toAmerica.
In hisfinal speech to the Republican National Convention,
Reagansaid:

“ Andwhatever €l sehistory may say about mewhen|’m
gone, | hopeit will record that | appeal ed to your best hopes,
not your worst fears, to your confidence rather than your
doubts. My dream isthat you will travel theroad ahead with
liberty’slamp guiding your stepsand opportunity’ sarm steedy-
ingyour way.”

Rona d Reagan brought peecetoAmericaand totheworl d.
Hebrought comfort to thosewho grieved, inspirationto those
who doubted, and freedom to thosewho were oppressed. He
served others, living asthe Gospel shad taught him.

May God bless Ronald Reagan ashe entersthe King-
dom of Heaven. Wemisshim already. And weshal begrate-
ful forever.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, June 7, 2004

The Place of Faith in the
Political Order

by Ronald W. Reagan

Thank you, ladies and gentlemen, very much. And,
MarthaWeisend, thank you very much. And | could say that
if the morning ended with themusicwehavejust heard from
that magnificent chair, it would indeed beaholy day for al of
us

It’swonderful to be herethismorning. The past few
dayshavebeen pretty busy for dl of us, but I’ vewanted to be
with you today to share some of my own thoughts.

Thesepast few weeksit seemsthat we' veall been hear-
ingalot of talk about religion anditsrolein palitics, religion
anditsplaceinthepolitica lifeof theNation. And | thinkit's
appropriatetoday, at aprayer breakfast for 17,000 citizens
inthe State of Texasduring agreat political convention, that
thisissue be addressed.

| don’t speak asatheologian or ascholar, only asone
who'slived alittlemore than histhreescoreten—which has
been a source of annoyance to some—{laughter]—and as
onewho hasbeen activeinthepoalitical life of the Nation for
roughly four decades and now who's served the past 3 %2
yearsinour highest office. | speak, | think | can say, asone
who has seen much, who hasloved his country, and who's
seenit changein many ways.

| believethat faithandreligion play acritical roleinthe
political life of our nation—and always has—and that the
church—and by that | mean al churches, dl denominations—
hashad astrong influence onthe state. And thishasworked
to our benefit asanation.

Thosewho created our country—the Founding Fathers
and M others—understood that thereisadivine order which
transcendsthe human order. They saw thedtate, infact, asa
form of moral order and felt that the bedrock of moral order
isreigion.

The Mayflower Compact began withthewords, “Inthe
nameof God, amen.” The Declaration of Independence ap-
pealsto”Nature' sGod” andthe* Creator” and “the Supreme
Judgeof theworld.” Congresswasgivenachaplain, andthe
oathsof office are oathsbefore God.

JamesMadisoninthe Federalist Papersadmitted that in
the creation of our Republic he perceived the hand of the
Almighty. John Jay, thefirst Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court, warned that we must never forget the God from whom
our blessingsflowed.

George Washington referred to religion’s profound and
unsurpassed placein the heart of our nation quitedirectly in
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hisFarewell Addressin 1796. Seven yearsearlier, France
had erected agovernment that wasintended to be purely secu-
lar. Thisnew government would be grounded on reason rather
than thelaw of God. By 1796 the French Revolution had
knowntheReign of Terror.

And Washington voiced reservations about theideathat
therecould beawisepolicy without afirm mora andreligious
foundation. Hesaid, “ Of dl thedispositionsand habitswhich
lead to political prosperity, religion and morality areindis-
pensable supports. Invainwould that man (call himself a
patriot) who (would) [abour to subvert these. . .finest [firmest]
(WhiteHouse correction) propsof the dutiesof men and citi-
zens. ThemerePalitician... (and) the piousman ought tore-
spect and to cherish (religion and morality).” And headded,
“...let uswith caution indulge the supposition, that morality
can bemaintained without religion.”

| believethat George Washington knew the City of Man
cannot survivewithout the City of God, that the Visible City
will perishwithout thelnvisbleCity.

Religion played not only astrong roleinour nationd life;
it played apositiverole. Theabolitionist movement was at
heart amoral and religious movement; so wasthemodern
civil rightsstruggle. And throughout thistime, the statewas
tolerant of religiousbelief, expression, and practice. Society,
too, wastolerant.

But in the 1960s this began to change. We began to
make great stepstoward secularizing our nation and remov-
ingreligionfromitshonored place.

In 1962 the Supreme Court inthe New York prayer case
banned the compulsory saying of prayers. In 1963 the Court
banned the reading of the Biblein our public schools. From
that point on, the courts pushed the meaning of theruling ever
outward, so that now our children are not allowed voluntary
prayer. We even had to pass alaw—we passed a special
law inthe Congressjust afew weeksago to allow student
prayer groupsthe same accessto schoolrooms after classes
that ayoung Marxist society, for example, would already en-
joy with no opposition.

The 1962 decision opened theway to aflood of similar
suits. Oncereligion had been made vulnerable, a series of
assaultswere madein one court after another, on oneissue
after another. Caseswere started to argue against tax ex-
empt statusfor churches. Suitswere brought to abolish the
words*” under God” from the Pledge of Allegianceandtore-

move“In God WeTrust” from public documentsand from
our currency.

Today there arethosewho arefighting to make surevol-
untary prayer isnot returned to the classrooms. Andthefrus-
trating thing for thegreat majority of Americanswho support
and understand the special importance of religioninthena-
tiona life—thefrudtrating thing isthat thosewho areattacking
religion clamthey aredoingitinthenameof tolerance, free-
dom, and openmindedness. Question: Isn'tthered truth that
they areintolerant of religion? [Applause] They refuseto
tolerateitsimportancein our lives.

If al the children of our country studied together all of
themany religionsin our country, wouldn’t they learn greater
tolerance of each other’sbeliefs? If children prayed together,
would they not understand what they havein common, and
would thisnot, indeed, bring them closer, and isthisnot to be
desired? So, | submit to you that those who claim to be
fighting for tolerance onthisissuemay not betolerant at all.

When John Kennedy wasrunning for President in 1960,
he said that hischurch would not dictate his Presidency any
morethan hewould spesk for hischurch. Just so, and proper.
But John Kennedy was speaking inan Americainwhichthe
roleof religion—and by that | meantheroleof al churches—
was secure. Abortionwasnot apolitical issue. Prayer was
not apolitical issue. Theright of church schoolsto operate
wasnot apolitical issue. Andit wasbroadly acknowledged
that religious|eadershad aright and aduty to speak out on
the issues of the day. They held a place of respect, and a
politician who spoke to or of them with alack of respect
would not long surviveinthepolitica arena.

It was acknowledged then that religion held aspecial
place, occupied aspecial territory in the hearts of the citi-
zenry. Theclimate haschanged greetly sincethen. Andsince
it has, itlogicaly followsthat religion needsdefendersagainst
thosewho care only for theinterestsof the state.

Thereare, thesedays, many questionsonwhichreligious
leadersare obliged to offer their moral and theological guid-
ance, and such guidanceisagood and necessary thing. To
know how achurch anditsmembersfeel onapublicissue
expands the parameters of debate. It does not narrow the
debate; it expandsit.

Thetruthis, politicsand morality areinseparable. And
asmorality’sfoundationisreligion, religionand politicsare
necessarily related. Weneedreligionasaguide. Weneed it
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because we are imperfect, and our government needs the
church, because only those humbl e enough to admit they’re
sinnerscan bring to democracy thetoleranceit requiresin
order tosurvive.

A dateisnothingmorethan areflection of itscitizens; the
more decent the citizens, the more decent the state. If you
practiceareligion, whether you re Catholic, Protestant, Jew-
ish, or guided by someother faith, then your privatelifewill
beinfluenced by asense of mord obligation, and so, too, will
your public life. One affects the other. The churches of
Americado not exist by the grace of the state; the churches of
Americaarenot merecitizensof thestate. The churchesof
Americaexist apart; they havetheir own vantage point, their
own authority. Religionisitsownream; it makesitsown
dams

Weestablish nordigioninthiscountry, nor will weever.
We command no worship. We mandate no belief. Butwe
ppoi Son soci ety when weremoveitstheol ogical underpinnings.
We court corruption when weleaveit bereft of belief. All are
freeto believeor not believe; all arefreeto practiceafaith or
not. But those who believe must be freeto speak of and act
ontheir belief, to apply moral teaching to public questions.

| submit to you that thetol erant society isopento and
encouraging of all religions. And thisdoesnot weaken us; it

strengthens us, it makes us strong. You know, if we look
back through history todl thosegrest civilizations, thosegreet
nationsthat rose up to even world dominance and then dete-
riorated, declined, and fell, wefind they al had onethingin
common. Oneof thesignificant forerunnersof their fall was
their turning away from their God or gods.

Without God, there is no virtue, because there’'s no
prompting of the conscience. Without God, we' remiredin
themateria, that flat world that telIsus only what the senses
perceive. Without God, thereis coarsening of the society.
And without God, democracy will not and cannot long en-
dure. If weever forget that we' re one nation under God, then
wewill beanation goneunder.

If I couldjust makeapersond statement of my own—in
these 3Y2years| have understood and know better than ever
beforethewordsof Lincoln, when he said that hewould be
thegreatest fool onthisfootstool called Earthif heever thought
that for onemoment he could perform thedutiesof that office
without help from Onewho isstronger thanall.

| thank you, thank you for inviting usheretoday. Thank
you for your kindness and your patience. May God keep
you, and may we, al of us, keep God.

Thank you.

—Dallas, TX, Prayer Breakfast, August 23, 1984

L angston Hughes' “ Goodbye
Chrigt”

by William F. Buckley, Jr.

John Kerry hasbeenin search of alineor two of Ameri-
can poetry to suggest the challenge ahead. Hisstaff finally
came up with what they were looking for. According to
Kathleen Hall Jamieson, “an expert on political messages’
quoted by the New York Times, thelinethe Kerry campaign
was searching for had to have resonance with Americanswho
believethe country isbeing takeninthewrong direction. As
Ms. Jamieson analyzestheline, “1t suggests someone'shi-
jacked the country, without being afrontal attack.”

Thelinewasfirst tried out by Kerry in Topekaon the
50" anniversary of Brown v. Board of Education, and it
seemed to glimmer on the candidate' slips, auguring arobust
future. Thelineis, “LetAmericabeAmericaagain.”

That phrasehas something going for it. It waswritten by
anAmerican Negro poet, Langston Hughes (1902-1967). It
isthought, in Kerryland, to be at once celebratory, poignant,
andgdvanizing.

But research on the phraseisnot enjoined for the com-
munity thet will Sngitforth. Thereasonisthat Langston Hughes
wrotethepoem“Let AmericaBeAmericaAgan” in 1938,
and itisnot easy to summon to mind which Americahewas
calling on hiscountrymento restore. Therewaslittleabout
Americafor theAmerican Negro to celebratein 1938—un-
lessyou arewilling to accept the proposition of GeorgeWash-
ington Carver. Mr. Carver, scientist and philosopher, theson
of aslave, said that American blacks had thisto celebrate:
that they had been plucked from African forests, brought to
America, and baptizedinto theliberating faith of Chrigtianity,
whichwasthespringboard for their emancipation. But Carver
isnot widely hailed by black Democratic progressives, the
judgment on him being that hewastoo submissivetoaculture
that till practiced Jm Crow.

Langston Hughes, if heisto emerge asthe poet of the
Democratic party, will haveto bebowdlerized. “LetAmerica
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beAmericaagain” isalinefrom one poem Hugheswrote,
anditsvaguenessisuseful. But Hugheswasnot vague. And
asfor Carver’scelebration of Christianity, Hugheswas, well,
skeptical, asinthe poem* Goodbye Christ” (1932):
Listen, Chrigt,
Youdiddrightinyour day,
| reckon—
But that day’ sgone now.
They ghosted you up aswell
Story, too,
CdleditBible—
But it'sdead now.

That exegesisof Langston Hugheswould puzzle Demo-
cratic delegatesin Bostonin July, vibrant with lifeand mis-
sion. And it wasn't just that Hughes had had a one-night
stand with skepticism. No, Hugheshad avery specific view
about history and on the question of which historical road

Americashouldtrave:
Goodbye,
Christ Jesus L ord God Jehovah,
Beat it on away from herenow.
Makeway for anew guy withnoreligionat all—
A redl guy named
Marx Communist Lenin Peasant
StalinWorker ME.

Langston Hugheswasasking Americato“beAmerica
again,” meaning, not an Americathat history had known and
chronicled, but an Americaredlizablein anew and different
vison. Theland of Marx and Leninand Stain. Mr. Kerry’s
campaign team isgoing to have serioushomework to do be-
foreintroducing L angston Hughes asthe poet laureate of the
Democratic party in 2004.

—National Review, June 28, 2004, p. 54, 55

Harry Dexter White

by Joseph C. Goulden

Upwardsflareone' sarmsinfrustration at thelatest ploy
by the academic |l eft to excusework done by high officialsof
the Roosevelt administration—someof it surely meeting the
definition of epionage—on behdf of thewartime Soviet Union.

All savethemorediehard(i.e., foolish) defendersof such
figuresasAlger Hisshavefinaly shut up about thebasicissue
of guilt, especially sincethe 1996 release of the Venonapa-
pers, interceptsof 1943-45 Soviet intelligence messages.

The same papersdirected acondemning finger at Harry
Dexter White, ahigh Treasury department official who, asR.
Bruce Craigwritesin Treasonable Doubt (University of Kan-
sasPress, $34.95, 496 pages, illus.), “was numbered among
themost powerful andinfluential meninthegovernment.”

As de facto deputy to Treasury secretary Robert
Morgenthau, White played an enormousrolein shaping both
domestic and foreign economic policiesthrough the end of
WorldWar 11. Concurrently, according to Soviet spy couri-
ersWhittaker Chambersand Elizabeth Bentley, White sup-
plied sensitive Treasury documentsfor transmissionto Mos-
COW.

Whitedenied all indramatic congressional testimony in
1948, then dropped dead of aheart attack several dayslater,
achieving lasting | eftist martyrdom as* yet another victim of
anti-Communist hysteria.”

Mr. Craig labored in archivesfor adecade seeking to

provethe spy chargesfalse, only to havethe Venonabomb-
shell detonate beneath hisfeet. And athough he hagglesover
details—sounding & timeslikeamagistrate-court defenselaw-
yer badgering apolice sergeant—heisleft with no choice but
to acknowledgethe coretruth of the Bentley-Chambersdle-
gations.

White' suse of Soviet tradecraft, asrevealed by Venona,
“leaveslittlequestion that [ he] knowingly conveyed informa
tion to the Soviet underground over an extended period of
time”

Further, Mr. Craig acknowledges* hard circumstantial
[sic] evidencelinking...Whitetowhat the Sovietstermed ‘in-
formationd work’ (politica information) for their underground.”
Mr. Craig concludesthat White engaged in “ aspeciesof es-
pionege.”

Then comesMr. Craig’ssomewhat astounding explana:
tion asto why White'sgiving secretsto the Sovietswas ex-
cusable: “Left-of-center, progressivethinking fellow travel -
ers, theNew Dedl ers saw no disconnect betweenbeingloya
Americansand, at thesametime, Soviet collaborators....

“[1Inhismeetingwith [Soviet inteligenceofficers] White
probably believed that, by answering questionsposed by rep-
resentativesof the Soviet underground andin offering to pro-
vide his perspectiveson American policy and world events,
he would be ableto provide America’s present and future
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friend with aninsider’sview of theAmerican bureaucracy
and thereby advancethe goal of aSoviet-American partner-
ship”

Mr. Craig dso defendsWhite sprevaricationsin histes-
timony beforethe House un-AmericanActivitiesCommittee
(HUAC) in1948.

Hewrites, “Inkeeping silent, if not committing perjury
when questioned by the FBI, by grand jury prosecutors, and
by HUAC investigators about what he actually may have
known about the past and present Communist Party connec-
tionsof the Econumist [dlang for Red economists] Whitein-
voked and applied hisown moral standardsrelating to per-
sonal loyalty, and made aconsciousdecision not to play into
the hands of those who were out to destroy the Rooseveltian
internationdist legacy.”

Mr. Craigfurther justifiesWhite' ssilencebecause, inhis
words, “Radical-right fringe groups have alleged the exist-
ence of aninternationalist Communist conspiracy sincethe
Bolshevik Revolution.”

Theright wasnot doneinthisbelief, and onewould think
that ascholar who bearsthetitle of “executive director of
National Coadlition for the Promotion of History” would be
familiar withthe Communist I nternationd, or Comintern, which
wasthe physica embodiment of “aninternationaist Commu-
nist congpiracy” from 1919 until Stalindissolveditin 1943. |
refer Mr. Craig to auseful new book, The Diary of Georgi
Dimitrov, edited by Ivo Banac. Dimitrov ran the Comintern
from 1935 to 1943.

Mr. Craig’'smain achievement in defending Whiteishis
debunking of aclaimthat Bentley madeyearsafter her initia
interviewswiththe FBI: that Whitewasinstrumenta inship-
ping printing platesfor German occupation currency to the
Soviets. Maoscow benefited by literaly billionsof dollarsvia
theprinting press.

By thetime shemadethischarge Bentley wasapathetic
figurewho had lost her moment of fame—asouseand adeep-
about who made life miserablefor her FBI handlers. Mr.
Craig convincingly demondratesthat the currency-platesstory
was concocted by aBentley ghostwriter.

Animportant book published last year by historians John
Earl Haynesand Harvey Klehr, InDenial: Historians, Com
munismand Espionage, lamented the* dishonesty, evasion
and specid pleading and mord squalor” that marksmuch aca
demic writing about communism and espionage. Treason-
able Doubt certainly advancestheir thesis.

Understandably, many of theintelligence booksonthe
Pacific phase of World War |1 have concentrated on signals
intelligence—the code-breakerswho tracked the Japanese
fleet over waterscovering almost half theworld. Now comes
alook at theintelligence behind the*idand hopping” phase of
thecampaignin Jeffrey M. Moore' s Spiesfor Nimitz Joint
Military Intelligence in the Pacific War (Naval Institute
Press, $29.95, 336 pages, illus).

Planners of theisland campaign—~by war’send, there
had been eight fiercely contested beach |andings—realized
early on their ignorance of the targets. What were beach
gradients? How sturdy were Japanese defenses? How about
thetides?

Given that amphibiousassaultsare highly dependent on
surprise, Adm. Chester Nimitz knew that answersto these
and other questions must be found. So he created an
interserviceoffice, the Joint Intelligence Center, Pacific Ocean
Areas (JCPOA), to make up for thelapses.

To me, thefascinating part of Mr. Moore'sbook ishis
comparison of pre-invasion estimateswithwhat actually hap-
pened, arareinstance of areport card on intelligence opera-
tions. Tobesure, therewereglitches: For instanceashiftin
Japanesetacticsfrom coastline standsto redoubt defenses
was detected only after afrightful cost of lives.

But asMr. Moorewrites, “ Although severely bloodied
at times, the United Statesnever lost aCentral Pecific battle,
and that wasin large part because Nimitz and hislieutenants
had either avery good picture of theenemy situation, or afair
pictureof it.” TheJ CPOA experienceled ultimately to cre-
ation of the Defenselntelligence Agency.

Sowhy havenava historiansignored JJICPOA for haf a
century? Secrecy. J CPOA personne “wereforbidden even
to mention the organi zation’sreal nameand managed to keep
Nimitz'smost secret weapon hidden for theentirewar.”

Membersof JJCPOA worenoingigniato designatetheir
speciaty. “Asfar as Nimitz was concerned,” Mr. Moore
writes, “the outside world had no ‘need to know’ about
JCPOA'sactivities.”

However belatedly, Mr. Moore now givesthemenand
women of JJCPOA their just due, in awell-documented book
that should interest both thelay readersand theintelligence
professond.

—The Washington Times, May 9, 2004, p. B6
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WhiningAbout Winners

by Peter Huessy

Did Ronald Reagan win the Cold War? CNN’sWolf
Blitzer sayssuchaviewis“smpligtic.” And Robert Kaiser of
The Washington Post claimed Mr. Reagan changed, not the
Soviet Union. Inshort, al American presidentsstartingwith
Harry Truman contributed to the coll gpse of the Soviet Union.
Small policy differenceswereeclipsed by common goasand
Srategies.

Let’slook at therecord. Duringthe 1970s, the propo-
nentsof détente urged “restraint” on U.S. weaponry deploy-
ment, as we were assured it would be reciprocated by the
Soviets. Sen. J. William Fulbright and then-President Carter
weredisciplesof thiscreed. But asMr. Carter’s Secretary of
Defense Harold Brown explained: “They build, webuild.
Wedon't build. They build.”

Regarding the notion that all “experts’ saw the Soviet
Union collapsing in good order, againthefactsare otherwise.
George Kennan, the author of containment, saw little pros-
pect of such anevent. Arthur Schlesinger believed the Sovi-
etscould not be bankrupted, no matter the pace of U.S. mili-
tary deployments. (A later CIA analysisa so concluded the
Sovietscouldwithstand aU.S. military buildup.)

Mr. Carter admonished Americansfor their fear of Com-
munism. He gave away the Panama Canal, pushed for the
Ayatollah Khomeini to returnto Iran asaboost to “ demo-
craticreform,” foresaw the Sandinistasas* moderates,” can-
celed the B-1 bomber and stopped improvementsto our stra-
tegicnuclear Triad. Herefused to sell Tridentsto Greet Brit-
anevenafter the Sovietsinvaded Afghanistan, saying “itwould
bean overreaction.”

The Committee on the Present Danger predicted these
trendswould spell disaster for the United States. Mr. Reagan
shared their views. Hiselectionin 1980 kicked off afero-
ciousfight withinthe U.S. security community. The Soviet
proposal for anuclear freeze was adopted by most of the
Democratic Party and itsmediaand academicalies. 1twould
havefrozenarapidly aging U.S. strategic force compared to
amuch-modernized Soviet missleforce, including 1800 SS-
20 Intermediate Range Nuclear Force (INF) warheadsin
EuropeandAsia

The Reagan INF zero-zero option and START propos-
alsfor deep reductionswererejected out of hand by the So-
viets, aswell asby most of the U.S. mediaand Democrats.
The Sovietssaid the proposa swere“ajoke,” apoint echoed
by John Kerry. When we pushed for aConventiona Forces
in Europe agreement that would end thelopsided Soviet ad-
vantagein Centra Europe, Mikhail Gorbachev countered with
“nava armscontrol.”

These fightswere not adebate over tactics. Thedis-
agreementswere about outcomes. For example, Reps. Ed
Markey, Thomas Downey, Henry Waxman and Barney Frank,
and Sens. John Kerry, Christopher Dodd, Joseph Biden and
Edward Kennedy fought tooth-and-nail Mr. Reagan’s suc-
cessful effortsto aid El Salvador and defeat the Communist
FMLN guerillas. Similarly, the Nicaraguan resistancewas
the one effectivelever for open e ections, but many openly
advocated avictory for the Ortegabrotherswhile s multa-
neoudy tryingto stranglethe contras. FMLN operativeswere
openly portrayed as*“ reformers.”

Mr. Reagan decontrolled the price of ail to pick the So-
viets foreign-exchange pockets, and the United Statesdelib-
erately sabotaged their gaspipelinesto Europeto dothesame.
Heaided Poland’s Solidarity movement almost immediately
upon taking office, using the great offices of the Vatican and
itsCatholic alliesin Poland. Their emergence asthe new
leadersof Poland at the end of the decadeled to the collapse
of theWarsaw Pact, theroots of which were plantedin those
courageousactionsof Mr. Reaganin 1981.

Thereformsof perestroikaand glasnost wereto make
Communism more efficient, not to end it. As Margaret
Thatcher wrote, “ Gorbachev remained aCommunist to the
end.” Theclamthat it was Mr. Reagan who changed gets
everything backward. 1t wasMr. Gorbachev who accepted
theINF deal in December 1987 just asMr. Reagan had pro-
posedit.

Aswetook some$50 billionannudly inforeign exchange
fromthe Soviets, they wereforced towithdraw their support
for communist regimesin Nicaraguaand Angolaand Com-
munist guerillasin El Salvador. Said Mr. Gorbachev to the
Politburo: “They areontheir own...To savethe USSR we
haveto give up eastern Europe.” It wasastrong, not wesak,
NATO that compelled the Sovietsto refrain frominvading
Poland, unlike 1968 in Czechodovakiaand 1956 in Hungary.
TheBrezhnev Doctrinewas defeated in Grenadaand Afghani-
stan, and by 1989 wasinfull retreat.

Mr. Reagan liberated the peopl e of theformer Soviet
Union and of Eastern Europe. They adopted apolicy of
rollback, apolicy explicitly denounced by the architect of
containment, Mr. Kennan, and by liberalseverywhere. But
some Democrats supported Mr. Reagan. Two stand out.
LesAspinand Norm Dicksrepeatedly supported the de-
ployment of the Peace-keeper. For hiscourage, the Wash-
ington State Democratic Convention censored Mr. Dicks.
Mr. Aspin was stripped of hisHASC chairmanship, after
which | asked Rep. Barney Frank whether the Democratic
Party had decided to become “acarbon copy of the Chi-
nese Politburo.”

—The Washington Times, June 16, 2004, p. A 19



