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September 2004
Unions, Socialism and the New L eft

by L owell Ponte

A singlelabor union has committed $65 million to defeating President George. W.
Bush thisNovember, reported the July 12 Business\eek M agazine.

Thisbiggest unioninthe AFL-CIO, the Service Employees|nternational Union
(SEIV), which by year’'send will have 1.8 millionmembers, at its Juneconventionin San
Francisco agreed to spend $40 million for more than 2,000 organizerstowork full-time
against President Bushin 17 key battleground states. It aso plansto supply 50,000
“volunteers’ fromitsmembersjust prior to and on eection day. And SEIU will spend an
additiona $25 million onvoter registration, “ education” and getting out thevote,

Why is SEIU so bent on defeating President Bush? L et us count theways:

SEIU isoneof America stwo biggest government unions, theother beingAFSCME,
theAmerican Federation of State, County & Municipa Employees. Thenightmarefor
such unionsisnot aweak economy, asit would befor private sector workers. Govern-
ment workersget their money not from afree marketplace but from coerced taxes. And
many SEIU workersnot employed directly by government are hospita and nursing home
stafferspaidindirectly by government dollarsfor Medicare, Medicaid and welfare pa-
tients. For thisreason the government unions arethe party of American socialism.

Public Enemy Number Onefor these socidist vanguardsare Republicanswho want
to reducethe size and spending of government, and to contract out millionsof existing
government tasksto money-saving, non-unionized private companies. Thewedlth, power
and future of these unions depend on replacing aRepublican President with Democratic
advocates of government expansion liketheteam of Kerry and Edwards.

“Public sector workerswant government to grow first, and the overall health of the
economy isn't asrelevant tothem,” aspollster Scott Rasmussen explained inthe\Wall
Sreet Journal. Ontheother hand, the blue collar union workersthe SEIU ostensibly
representspay far morein taxesthan they receive viagovernment checks.

Democrats created the lawsthat have allowed unionsto impose themselveson
unwilling workers, get away with using violenceand threats of violenceto enforcetheir
power, and extract involuntary “ dues’ from worker paychecks. In order to keep buying
thisprivileged power from government, Unionskick back many millionsof dollarsin
extorted duesto Democrat lawvmakers, governorsand Presidents.

Theresultisamoney-laundering operationinwhich leftwing politiciansappropriate
money for themsdlves, using friendly |abor unionsasthe middlie-men intermediarieswho
expropriateit fromworkers. Nearly 40 percent of union workerstoday areregistered
Republicans, but asizeable chunk of their wagesistaken and used to elect Democrats.

Thisunion money isthemother’smilk of the Democratic Party. If thesemillionsin

“Dwell on the past and you'll lose an eye; forget the past and you'll lose both eyes.” Old Russian Proverb
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union campaign contributions vanished tomorrow, most
Democratic officehol derswoul d be bankrupt overnight, and
the Democratic Party would immediately shrink to permanent
minority satus.

Direct contributionsto Democratic candidatesismerely
thetip of theiceberg, however. A much larger and indetermi-
nate contribution takestheform of money funneled through
party and other organizations, the supply of ground troopsto
man tel ephone banks, do door-to-door campaigning, or get-
out-the-vote effortson el ection day that if paid for would be
worth many millionsof dollars. In Michigan, the UAW got the
auto companiesto make el ection day aholiday so that union
workerscould get paid by their companiesfor campaigning
againgt Republicans. Thisamountsto anillega corporate con-
tribution to political campaigns, but nolaw enforcement offi-
cia hasseenfit toissueany subpoenas.

The current president of the SEIU isAndrew Stern, a
former New L eftist who came out of the University of Penn-
gylvania. Oneof theeulogiesgivena aDemocratic Socidists
of Americamemoria after the death of DSA co-founder
Michagl Harrington gavetribute to“the peoplewho worked
with or fought with Mikewho now staff high councilsof the
AFL, likeAndy Sternof SEIU....” Sternisoneof many radi-
cal union organizerswho cameout of the Midwest Academy
whichwasformed by SDSradicalsHeather and Paul Booth
totrain community organizersand infiltratethelabor move-
ment. Paul Booth, who was asecretary-treasure of SDSis
now the assistant to Gerald M cEntee, amember of Al Gore's
kitchen cabinet in the 2000 campaign and the president of the
other powerful government union, AFSCME. Heather isthe
guiding force of theradical organization ACORN andwasa
legidative adeto Democratic Senator Howard Metzenbaum
before heretired. So successful hasthe Booth’sAcademy
been that itswork isnow carried out by Union Summer, a
program entirely financed by theAFL-ClIOtotrainradica
college studentsto become union organizers. Union Summer
isrun by the son of Democratic Congressman Sandy Levin,
nephew of Democratic Senator Carl Levin, soincestuousis
theUnion-Democratic nexus.

Andrew Stern’s rise to the presidency of SEIU was
paved asdirector of organizing under John Sweeney whenhe
was president of SEIU. Stern advanced to the presidency
after Sweeney, amember of the Democratic Socialists of
America, becamethe President of theAFL-CIO. In 1996,
Sterntold hismembersthat he expected “ every leader at ev-
ery level of thisunion—fromtheinternationa presidenttothe
rank-and-file member —to devotefiveworking daysthisyear
topolitical action.” (Reported by LindaChavez and Daniel
Gray intheir new book Betrayal: How Union Bosses Shake
Down Their Members and Corrupt American Politics

(New York: Crown Forum, 2004). Stern’s order is tanta-
mount to alabor levy worth between $500 and $1,000 that
each SEIU member isexpected to donate to the Democratic
Party.
Inadditionto SEIU’scommitment of $65 millionto de-
feat President Bush, theAFL-CIO hasaready alocated $44
million for the same political purpose—which makes $109
millionfrom just two labor organizationsout of themany doz-
ensthat fund political activities. Uptoaquarter of dl thedd-
egatesto the Democratic Nationa Conventionin Bostonwill
belong to thetwo largest Teacher Unions, one of which by
itself, the National Education Association, has2.7 million
membersand far more money than SEIU.

Themoney doesn't al go oneway, however. From 1996
through 1999 the Clinton Administration gave morethan $1
millionintax dollarstothe SEIU asgrants, largely fromthe
U.S. Department of Health & Human Services. Money be-
ing fungible, one could reasonably assumethat sometaxpayer
dollarshavefiltered back to the partisan coffers of Demo-
cratic political candidatessuch asAl Gorein 2000 and John
F. Kerry in 2004.

No wonder the unionswant to provide aslittlefinancial
disclosure as possible—and are eager to remove President
Bushfor attempting to shinelight on how they use members
duesmoney. Such disclosure was supposed to berequired
asof 2004, but another Democrat-appointed Federal judge
blocked implementation of the LM-2 Financial Disclosure
Formsfor unionsuntil after thisyear’selections, after whicha
new Democratic President Kerry el ected with union money
might beabletorescinddl disclosurerequirementsfor unions.

SEIU began asaChicago-based janitors union. It was
Stern, using New L eft tactics of the 1960swith Sweeney’s
approval, who shut down parts of LosAngeleswitha*“ Jus-
ticefor Janitors’ strikethat blocked not just one company but
city streetsaswell. Theseworkers, at Stern’sdirection, wore
red shirts and carried signs depicting brooms held in the
clenchedfist that symbolizesMarxism.

“We regoing to build the strongest grassrootspolitical
voicein NorthAmerica,” Sterntold morethan 3,000 SEIU
del egatesin hisconvention address|ast month.

But Stern’sideological am hasnothing to do with em-
powering workers. On the contrary, he has pursued apolicy
of consolidating sma| SElU-affiliated unionsintolarger unions,
and of giving the national union total control over itslocals,
which are now to be prohibited from even having their own
logo and symbols. All power and imageisto be subsumed
under the purple and gold logo of national SEIU and itssu-
premeboss, Andy Stern. Stern’scurrent organizing approach,
infact, isto bypassworkersatogether.

SEIU anditspolitical, mediaand leftwing activist dlies
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conspireto attack acompany directly with what they call
“Corporate Campaigns’ or the“death of athousand cuts.”
Likethe Furiesof Greek mythology, thiscabal of attackers
harassesand disruptscompany activities, sendsviciousemails
and | ettersto stockhol ders, intimidates customers, stalksand
frightensemployees, filesbasd esslawsuits, plantsfa se sto-
rieswith mediaalliesto smear the company’ sreputation, and
useshundredsof other tacticstoinjurethetargeted company
inevery way they canimagine.

Theam of thisconcerted swarming attack isto bully and
pressure atargeted company into signing an agreement mak-
ing SEIU therepresentative of itsemployees. When thishap-
pens, employeeswho might have voted NO to SEIU repre-
sentationinaneectionwill get novoteat al. Theunionyoke
issmply locked around each worker’ sneck —and paycheck.
SEIU prefersthisbecause, inalarge percentage of past cases,
workerswho were given achoicevoted against joining this
thug union.

“Heticked off anumber of reasonswhy union elections
havetheir drawbacks,” Chicago Tribunereporter Stephen
Franklinwroteinastory headlined “ Democracy Dream Still
EludesUnion” after interviewing SEIU President Stern afew
yearsago. “ They politicizetheunion’sstaff, they arecostly,
they aredistracting fromtheunion’sbusiness.... ‘Itishardto
make the argument that unionswith direct el ections better
represent their members,” said Stern, whosemembership takes
inalarge number of low-wage hospital workers, janitorsand
factory help.” (Stern soundsremarkably like King George
[11 explainingwhy the colonistsshould havenoright tovotein
theAmerican colonies.)

“Some SEIU taff say straight up, ‘ Thisisn’t aworkers
organization. If it wasleft to theworkerstherewouldn’t bean
organization,”” wrotelabor reporter JOoAnn Wypijewski in
October 2003 in theleftist magazine Counter Punch. Sheis
former Managing Editor of another |eftist magazine The Na-
tion.

In its arrogance, organized labor now demands that
workers should not be permitted any say in how their dues
may be spent on poalitics. And the current SEIU approachis
to deny workersany votewhatsoever on whether or not they
must join thisunion, and no control over theloca conglomer-
ated SEIU uniontowhich they must bemembers. Stern and
thenationd union control everything. Thisiswhat Stern, blind
toitsirony, describesas* Union Democracy.”

SEIU perfectly embodiesthe values of the New L a-
bor Movement in America. To understand what it is, con-
sider this 1997 analysis by L osAngeles Democrat, long-
timefellow at the Progressive Policy Ingtitute, activist and
author Joel Kotkin:* The public-sector unions have pushed
the entire labor movement to the left. The Service Em-

ployees International Union, or SEIU, has embraced or-
ganizationswith aNew Left origin, suchasACORN and
Cleveland sNineto Five, and has even set up itsown gay
and lesbian caucus. ‘ Most of the radicals who went into
labor ended up in the public employee unions,” observes
onelabor official.

“Theriseof theseunionsledto theelevation of SEIU’s
boss, John Sweeney, to head of the labor federation,” wrote
Kotkin. “No George M eaney-styl e bread-and-butter union-
ist, Sweeney isan advocate of European-style democratic
socialism. He has opened the AFL-CI O to participation by
delegates openly linked to the Communist Party, which en-
thusiastically backed hisascent. TheU.S. Communist Party
saysitisnow ‘in complete accord’ withtheAFL-CIO’'spro-
gram. ‘ Theradical shiftinbothleadershipand policy isavery
positive, even historic change,” wrote CPUSA Nationd Chair-
man GusHall in 1996 after the AFL-CIO convention.

“That doneisenough to send shiversdown the spines of
many labor activists,” continued Kotkin. “ particularly those
old enough to remember the earlier strugglesagainst theto-
taitarianl€eft. * All those peoplewethought wegot rid of 40
yearsago are back inthere,” complainsone Detroit areala-
bor lawyer closeto the United Auto Workers. ‘ It’slikethe
1930sall over again.””

Some SEIU activistsboast that they arethe” new CIO,”
referring totheradical, classwarfare Congressof Industrial
OrganizationsbeforeWalter Reuther purgedit of itsmaost toxic
Communist leadersasacondition of merging withthemore
moderate, boost-worker-wages-oriented American Federa-
tion of Labor to createthe AFL-CIOin 1955. Today’s SEIU
“leaderstendto beradica, even socidist,” wrote Ryan Lizza,
Associate Editor of theliberal magazine The New Republic
in2003.

Such leftwing ideology wasondisplay last monthin San
Francisco asthe SEIU convention moved far beyond work-
place-and-wagesissues by passing aresolution caling for an
immediatewithdrawal of U.S. troopsfrom Irag. SEIU and
AFSCME contributed $2.6 million of their members duesto
Democrat Howard Dean’squixotic, losing, anti-war run for
thelowapresidentia caucuses, precisaly becausehewasmore
passionately radical thanthe morereliable organized labor
sock puppet Rep. Dick Gephardt. (Many observershavelik-
ened Deaninthat regard to SEIU President Stern.)

ThisNew Labor movement isnolonger focused just on
workaday concerns. Many of itsleadersare now 1960s radi-
caslike Stern. SEIU’salliesin waging massattackson tar-
geted companiesarenot only paliticians, themediaandtrial
lawyers, but asoleftwing environmenta , health and commu-
nity activist groups. John Sweeney marched arm-in-armwith
such activigtsin protest against theWorld Trade Organization
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(WTO) in Seattlewhileradicalsaround him smashed store
windows.

But although the SEIU objectsto importing goodsfrom
internationa companies, it supportsimportingworkersviaeasy
immigration and amnesty for illegd diens. Onereasonisthat
SEIU findsit easy to organize low-income, low-education
workers, who do not talk back to or question their SEIU
union bosses. Another potential reason, asthe Communist
Party USA has proposed, isthat Marxist-stylerevolution re-
quires adisaffected proletariat, but American workersare
generaly too satisfied to function asthisrevolutionary class.
The CPUSA answer: Import poor immigrants, who with
proper union brainwashing can becomethe soon-to-be-dis-
contented proletariat that the U.S. has not produced inits
own native population.

AsBen Johnson reported in FrontPageMagazine.com
last March 2, SEIU’sAndy Sternison the Executive Com-
mittee of theleftwing Democratic Party auxiliary Americans
Coming Together (ACT), aong with the head of the Sierra
Club and other radicals, ACT being funded by international
money-manipulator George Soros.

AsKotkin quoted, you might think that thisisthe year
2004 — but in the New Labor movement, minds have re-
gressed to the 1930s and are again hypnotized by and enam-
ored withtotditarian statism, ideol ogica hatred for American
capitalism, and sociaist utopian fantasiesthat history for the
rest of ushas utterly discredited.

Ashappenswithindividua human beings, perhapswith
thelabor movement growing old and feeble, asit nearsdegth,
senility hastakenit into asecond childhood of Marxist rever-
iesand memories. Thebad newsisthat thisdying, senilemove-
mentisstill ableto steal hundredsof millionsof dollarsfrom
workersand usethat money to eect leftwing Democrat poli-
ticians. By doing so in 2004, organized labor could shorten
thelibertiesand life of the United States.

TheNational Journal reported, e.g., that SEIU’s Stern
played abig rolein persuading the Democratic presidential
nominee-apparent to pick ashisrunning mate Senator John
Edwards.

But why should we be surprised that apublic employee
unionissociaist?Initsperfect world everybody would bea
unionized government empl oyee—and thetooth fairy would
each night leave enough money under the government’spil-

low to pay for it all, including the Bal Harbor, Floridacaviar
and Havanacigarsof theidlerich union bosses.

A fourth reason the SEIU in particular, and organized
labor ingeneral, isdesperateto defeat President Bush this
November isitsown survival. Half acentury ago nearly half
of private sector workerswere union members. Today that
proportion has plummeted to one American private sector
worker in 12 —according to the U.S. Department of Labor
Statistics (DL S), only 8.2 percent of private sector work-
ers.

(Onereasonfor thisdedlinethat organized | abor, of course,
refusesto admit isthat unionized companies, forced to pay
wagesimposed in violation of thelaw of supply and demand,
became uncompetitivein the globa marketplace and have
been going out of business. Thisiswhy “unionaley,” thepo-
litical-economic disaster zoneand ogoustotornado dley from
[llinoisto Pennsylvania, isknown astheRust Belt.)

Thisiswhy AFL-CIO President John Sweeney’sbattle
cry hasbeen that unionsmust either “ Grow or Diel”

(This, ironicaly, isthesamedilemmathat Lenin ascribed
to capitalism, aneed for constant growth that inevitably leads
toimperidism, capitdism’s“fina stage’...soby Lenin'slogic
we apparently are now witnessing Organized Labor’sfind,
imperidigtic stage, itsdesperate dying grab for absol ute power.)

Today moreAmericansareemployed by government than
work in manufacturing —actually making things. And today,
accordingto DL S, 37.2 percent of public sector (i.e. govern-
ment) employeesareunionized. Thisisvirtualy theonly sec-
tor of society where unionshave been growing.

And this is precisely the niche in which SEIU and
AFSCME dwell, thetwo unionsthat in 2002 gave more soft-
money political campai gn contributionsthan any others. Both
theseunionshaveavestedinterest in hel ping Democratic poli-
ticianswho will block effortsto reduce government and to
lower taxes. They urgently need, for their own selfishrea-
sons, to el ect politicianswhowill pressto make government
ever-bigger sothat it can produce moreand more union-dues-
payingjobsfor wefareworkers, socidized medicinehedthcare
workers, Medicare nursing homeworkersand thelike.

To make such expansion possible, SEIU’s President
Sternrecently joined what somelabor activistscall “thegang
of five” —heand hisfellow Presidentsof theLaborers' Inter-
national Union of North America(withahistory linkedto or-
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ganized crime); the Hotdl Employeesand Restaurant Employ-
eesInternationa Union (HERE) (lsowithahistory linkedto
organized crime); the Union of Needletrades, Industrial and
TextileEmployees (UNITE); and the United Brotherhood of
Carpenters—to createthe”New Unity Partnership.” (HERE
and UNITE alsoformally merged in July 2004 to formthe
new mega-union UNITE HERE with gpproximately 840,000
members.)

Stern argued in his convention speech last month that
the AFL-CIO's “loose trade association of 65 disparate
unions’ istooweak to carry thelabor movement successfully
into thefuture. To revitalize L abor, he has proposed consoli-
dation of these 65 into no morethan 15, and perhapsasfew
asfive, giant unionswith enough money, power and political
clout tointimidate companies, industries, politicians, evenen-
tirecountriesasunionslike SEIU and itsNew Unity Partner-
ship becometheinternationa union equivaent of multinationa
corporations.

Stern’sballyhooed visionfor “New Labor” isreally a
century old, akintothegoal of the International Workers of
theWorld (IWW) “Wobblies’ to create” OneBig Union” for
all workersso powerful that it could impose socialist-anar-
chist government, confiscatedll private companies, redistrib-
ute all private wealth, and end war by having theworld's
workersrefuseto fight. The WW refused to forgo strikes
during World War |, opposed the war, came to be widely
perceived as unpatriotic and anti-American, and thisled to
theextinction of thisearly dinosaur version of thelabor move-
ment.

Thesearethesameold leftward reptilian footprints, right
downtolast month’s SEIU withdraw-the-troopsresol ution,
that Stern today isfollowing. Because of their stranglehold
onthe Democratic Party, thisisan ominous portent of politics
to come.

—FrontPageMagazine, July 14, 2004

Vanessa Redgrave—Mar xist
by Don Feder

Therearemany |sragl-haterson the L eft—but nonemore
persistent, or rabid, than far-L eft British actress Vanessa
Redgrave. Themummified Marxist isalongtime enemy of
the Jewish date.

In 1977, Redgravedid a“documentary” titled “ The Pdl-
estinians’ that showed her inaPL O training camp, dancing as
shewaved arifle over her head. (Doing the fedayeen two-
sep?) Inaccepting an Oscar for Julia (1978), Redgraverailed
at the* Zionist hoodlums’ (an expression Soviets propagan-
digsappliedtothose protesting thetreatment of Russian Jews).

In 1980, Redgrave proclamed, “ The State of | sragl must
be overthrown, thereisnoroomfor suchastate.” InDecem-
ber 1981, shetold the publication Arab Perspective, “ The
Zionig gateisthecauseof conflict and violenceintheMiddle
East.” Theestablishment of Isragl in 1948 was presumably
preceded by millenniaof peace and brotherly loveinaregion
renowned for harmony.

Inthesameinterview, Redgravedeclared, “| am against
theracism and violence of the Zionist state of Israel,” then
adding (amost as an after-thought), * but | also oppose anti-
Semitism.” Ontheother hand, sheisn’t on record actually
condemning aspecific act of anti-SemitismintheArabworld,
or anywheredse.

Her statements|ast week werefully inkeepingwith a
quarter century of evil liesand asteady stream of venom di-
rected at the only democracy intheMiddle East.

The Communist (with acapital C) wasin Jerusdemasa
UNICEF Goodwill Ambassador. (Only the UN would con-
sider thiscreaturean emissary of goodwill.) After the stan-
dard propagandatour of the West Bank, Redgravetoldre-
portersthat |sraeli soldiersusethe skullsof Palestinian chil-
drenfor target practice.

“Anlsradi sniper will shoot at aclassroom full of Pales-
tinianchildrenwhoareinthar uniformsand scarves” Redgrave
informed the press.

“Any Palestinian mother or school child knowsthat a
schoolchild who isdressed in auniform can beandisfre-
quently shot in the head—not inthe chest, notinthelegs, in
thehead.” Redgravewasn'’t talking about collateral damage.
Shewascharging the Jewish statewith deliberately engaging
ininfanticide.

When asked for her sourceon thisupdated Blood Libel
(Jewsmurdering non-Jewish children), Redgravecited adocu-
mentary by the UN Relief and Works Agency (“Huda's
Story”). Thechild, wholivesin Gaza, “wasindeed wounded
inthehead, but by aricochet bullet,” accordingto UNWRA's
spokesman in the Gaza Strip. No one knows whether the
shot wasfired by Isragli forcesor Paestinian gunmen.

Fromthis, Redgrave concocted aluridlieof Isradli snip-
erspeering through their scopesat roomsfull of littlegirlsin
uniforms, trying to decide which of thekidsthey should kill
forfun.
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Speaking of the murder of innocents, in May, Pa estin-
iansambushed a Jewish convoy in Gaza. After her car was
forced off theroad, Tali Hatuel (age 34) and her four children
were shot and killed—not with asniper’srifle but at close
range. Asafinishing touch, Palestinian assassins shot the
pregnant woman in the stomach, to ensure that her unborn
childdid not survive.

Redgraveis, to put it mildly, apiece of work. A leftist
who makes Michael Moorelook likeaRepublican, sheis
Noam Chomsky in adress—Goebbel swith an upper-class
British accent.

A longtimemember of Britain’'sWorkers Revolutionary
Party—which proclamsonitswebste, “WeareMarxistsand
fight for the principlesfounded by Marx, Engels, Leninand
Trotsky” —she l€eft in the course of one of those periodic
Trotskyite plitsand hel ped to found another prol etarian-van-
guard, TheMarxist Party.

Trueto her principles, Redgrave never met aCommunist
butcher shedidn’t adore, and never encountered an act of
Western self-defense shewasn'’t prepared to denounce.

In 1962, she became one of thefirst celebritiesto visit
communist Cuba, where she was rumored to have had an
affair with Fidel Castro. (How old is Sean Penn, anyway?)
In 1967, shetook out afull-page ad in the United Kingdom,
denouncing U.S. bombing of North Vietnam.

Inthe 1980s, shewasactivein the nuclear freezemove-
ment and protested American policiesin Central America,
especidly our oppositiontothesaintly Sandinistas.

Prior to the 1991 Gulf War, Redgrave demanded “ with-
drawa of U.S, Britishanddl imperidigt troopsfromthe Gulf.”
In fairness, she also called for the withdrawal of Saddam
Hussein from Kuwait—but was prepared to allow that occu-
pation to continueindefinitely rather than apply force.

Last year, shewasaregular at antiwar protestsin Lon-
don. (Said she of the effort to remove Saddam Hussein:
“The British and American governments are about to de-
stroy all hopesfor peaceanywherein our world, forever.”)
She also posted 50,000 pounds bail for aChechen accused
of complicity inthe 2002 M oscow theater siege, where 116
died.

InJune (inthecourseof ddivering apetitionto 10 Down-
ing Street), Redgrave charged that Bushisoperating a“ con-
centration camp” in Guantanamo, where prisonersarerou-
tinely subjected to“torture.”

Thereisnorecord of Redgrave ever denouncing Idamic
terrorism (other than the pro forma, “ of coursel don’t sup-
port terrorism, but...”) or condemning the Cambodian geno-
cide, Vietnamesere-education camps, North Korean nuclear
blackmail, or Castro’streatment of political prisoners. Such

would not have served theinterests of therevol ution.

Besidesaccusing Isradl of infanticide, the sexagenarian
actressattacked itssecurity fence. It's"abarrier higher than
any wall I’ ve seen and even higher than the Berlin Wall,”
Redgraveinssted. Would that betheenclosurebuilt by Marx-
iststo keep their davesfrom escaping, Vanessa?

“l seeagovernment (Isragl’s) that isdeliberately trying
to destroy the peace,” Redgraveraved.

Andwhich“peace” would that be>—the peace of Arafat
and Hamas, the peace of mortar attacks, snipersand suicide
bombers, the peace of Pal estinianimamswho preach jihad,
the peacethat hasclaimed thelives of amost 1,000 I sragli
civilians(mostly women, children and theelderly) inthe past
four years?

The security fenceisdesigned to protect Israglisfrom
theravagesof this peace.

Except for afew zigzags, |sragl’ sfenceison the Green
Line, which demarcates pre-1967 Isragl. The480-milebar-
rier isalmost entirely chain-link fence, with only 5 milesof
concrete barrier, primarily near the Palestinian cities of
Quagilyaand Tulkarim—hotbedsof terrorism.

By making it harder for Arafat’skillersto reach I sragli
cities, or forcing them to take more circuitous routes (often
resulting intheir capture), construction of thefence hasledto
asignificant decreasein suicide bombings.

Theideathat afree peoplehave noright to employ pas-
sive defense measuresto protect themselvesfrom random
daughter could only beembraced by asdf-proclamed Marxist
—or theUnited Nations.

While Redgrave was spreading atrocity stories, on July
9", the International Court of Justice decided thefencevio-
lated internationd law. Thecourt rejected out of hand Israel’s
explanation for the barrier and accepted without reservation
Pdedtinianarguments.

ICJisthechief judicia arm of the United Nations, which
has spent 30 years bashing the Jewish statein resol ution after
resolution. The“justice” Isragl receivesfromaUN body is
the sameit can expect from aTrotskyite actress masquerad-
ing asagoodwill ambassador.

Redgrave sthename, red gravesarethegame. Inthe
70s, sheand her comrades helpedinter countlessVietnamese
and Cambodians. She'saided Castroin keeping the Cubans
inaMarxist morgue.

Inthegrowing alliance of the Left and militant ISlam,
VanessaRedgravewould put Isragl intoitsown place of eter-
nal repose. Shovelsin hand, TheInternationa Court of Jus-
ticeistheretoassst her.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, July 14, 2004
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ConstantineMenges. A
Tribute

by Kenneth Timmer man

With the passing on Sunday of Constantine Menges,
whaosehauntingly prescient foreign affairscolumnshavegraced
these pagesfor many years, the FreeWorld lost arevol ution-
ary strategist.

An academic by training, Mr. Mengeswasrecruited by
new CIA Director William Casey inMay 1981 to benationa
intelligence officer for Latin America. It was not just
Congtantine' simpressiveintellectual firepower that attracted
Casey but hisfierceindependence, tenaciousnessand over-
riding visonthat it wasAmerica sdestiny to serveasthe stan-
dard-bearer of freedom to the oppressed of theworld. Casey
wanted to challengethe corporate viewsof agency insiders,
and saw Mr. Mengesastheright manfor thejob.

Congtantine'sgoal inlifewasto devise strategiesfor de-
feating tyrannies, just asV.1. Lenin and Leon Trotsky had
devised dtrategiesto createthem. Hewasaprofessiond revo-
|utionary on the side of freedom.

Just beforejoining the CIA, Mengesproposed the U.S.
government etablish a® Nationd Foundationfor Democracy,”
to promote nascent democratic movementsin countriesun-
der communismand other formsof tyranny. President Reagan
embraced theidea, and two years|ater convinced Congress
to fund the National Endowment for Democracy.

Whileworking for Casey, Mr. Mengesurged the CIA to
adopt a“ pro-democracy” approach toward defeating com-
munismin LatinAmericathat skillfully blended support for
pro-democracy politica movementswith selectiveuseof force.
When he moved to the White House in 1983 to become a
specia assistant to the president for national security affairs,
hisfirst assignment wasto draw up plansto restore democ-
racy in Grenadaafter acommunist coup. It wasthispart of
the Grenadamission, morethanthemilitary intervention aone,
that marked the definitive end of the Carter eraand demon-
strated it was possible to “roll back” communism, surely
Ronald Reagan’sgreatest legacy.

When | met Constantinefour yearsago, | never would
haveimagineditwouldbeinthe* sunset” of hislife. Hehad just
turned 60; heand Nancy, hiswifeof 25 years, were enjoying
Georgetown likeayoung married couple. Diningwiththemat

restaurants, or intheir homeor inmine, invariably becamean
intellectud fireworksdisplay. Congtantinewasnot only burst-
ingwith hisownideas, but knew how to inspireothers.

Indeed, over the past two years, Mr. Menges has been
more activethan ever inwarning of new threatslooming just
over thehorizon. Hewarned the Bush administration repesat-
edly about the activeinfiltration of Iraq by thousandsof Ira-
nian government thugsand intelligence operatives.

EvenastheU.S. was celebrating the end of mgor com-
bat activitiesin May 2003, Constantine predicted thelull in
violencewould beonly arespite. The Iranians had estab-
lished 42 Arabic radio and television stations beaming anti-
American propagandainto Irag, hesaid, without an effective
U.S. response. Theresultswere predictable, and deadly.

InIranitsalf, Constantine urged the Bush administration
to aid pro-democracy groupsto build abroad-based national
movement capableof challenging thetyrannical ruleof Iran’s
clerics. Asastrategist of freedom, heknew dictatorscould
be defeated—Dbut that it required hard work, good planning,
training and dedication. Armchair revolutionaries, who ran
for cover at thefirst shots, would never do thetrick, heknew.
But equally dangerouswere armed Marxist-1slamic groups
who sought to replace one di ctatorship with another.

The son of German refugesfromWorldWer I1, hehad a
specia understanding of gppeasement, and blasted the Clinton
administration for caving into Communist China. Butina
just-compl eted book-length manuscript called “2008: The
PreventableWar,” hewasscarcely gentler toward the Bush
administration for failing to recognizethethreat of growing
military and strategic cooperation between Russaand Com-
munist China

Thosewhoselossisarguably the greatest, however, are
thosewho have never met him and who don’t even know his
name: freedom-loversin countriessuch aslran, who aspire
to break the yokes of tyranny. They have lost not only a
friend, but arevolutionary thinker and strategist who under-
stood that if you failedtofight for freedomyouinevitably die
inchains.

—TheWashington Times, July 16, 2004, p. A16
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tax-deductible gifts (the Crusadeis a’501(c) 3 tax-exempt organi zation) may be sent to thisaddress. Permission to reproduce materialsfrom
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Communist China'sMilitary
Threat

The Pentagon’s* Annual Report onthe Military Power
of the People’'s Republic of China” isatroubling document
for avariety of reasons. Not the least of these is that the
report makesclear that China, despite attempting amoretem-
pered gpproachinrecent years, isstill committed to Commu-
nistideology asit relatestoforeign policy. Releasedin May,
thereport outlineshow China’ smilitary buildupisindirect
connectiontoitsregiona ambitions, whichincludechalleng-
ing U.S. dominanceinthe Pacific. China’'sgoal of regiond
hegemony istill many yearsoff, though gpproaching at apace
that demandsimmediate attention.

Chinareasonscorrectly that it must upgradeitsmilitary,
the People’sLiberation Army (PLA), to U.S. armed forces
standardsthrough aprolonged concentration on increasing
investment and procurement of high-tech, “ network-centric”
systems. Asthereport notes, “ China smilitary modernization
isoriented on devel oping the capabilitiestofight andwin*lo-
cal warsunder high-tech conditions.” Based largely on ob-
sarvationsof U.S. and alied operationssince Operation Desert
Storm[in1991], PLA modernization envisionsseeking pre-
cision-strike munitions, modern command and control sys-
tems, and state-of -the-art [intelligence, surveillanceand re-
connaissance (ISR)] platforms. Beijing seesitspotential fu-
tureadversaries, particularly the U.S. Armed Forces, acquir-
ing theseadvanced systems, and thisisthedriver in PLA de-
fengveand offensveforcemodernization.” Accordingtothe
report, China'smilitary spendingwill increase 11.6 percent to
$25 hillionthisyear. Theamount inreal termsisactually
higher, the report cautions, when research and foreign pur-

chasesare added, which would bring it between $50 billion
to$70billion. Such spending makes Chinathethird-largest
defense spender after the United Statesand Russia. China's
military importsasorose 7 percent from last year, 90 percent
of which comefrom Russiaaone.

Withits| SR advancements, the PL A expectsto ‘ pro-
videaregional, and potentially hemispheric, continuoussur-
veillance capability,” according to thereport. Thiswouldin-
cludeland, air, seaand space systems comparableto U.S.
systems. Alsoincludedinthe PLA’smodernization program
are gpace-based systemswith military and intelligence poten-
tid, anti-satellite systems capabl e of disabling enemy satellites
and el ectronic warfare systems capabl e of concealing PLA
movement and operations, weakening enemy air-defense
early-warning systemsand disrupting integrated air-defense
systems. Inshort, these are not only the high-tech systems
that the U.S. military hasemployed with such deadly effi-
ciency upon lesser enemies, but they arethe sort that amili-
tary would need to defeat the United States.

Thebaanceof power in EasternAsiaisquickly shifting
inChina sfavor, especidly inregardsto Taiwan. Evenif high-
tech nationsrestrict armstrade with China, it iscommitting
moreresourcestoward modernizingitsmilitary than any other
nationintheregion. Itisonly amatter of time. Assuch, itis
clear that the Bush administration’ssecurity strategy of ensur-
ing U.S. military preeminencein theworld appliesto both
fighting terror aswell asguaranteeing peace.

—The Washington Times, June 26, 2004
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Sincerdy,
Trent Stamp, Executive Director, Charity Navigator

At Charity Navigator, America’s premiereindependent eval uator of charities, wework to advanceamoreefficient
philanthropic marketpl ace by evaluating thefinancia health of 3,000 of America scharities.
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We wish you continued successin your charitable endeavors.
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