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In Memory of John Barron
by William Schultz

Alexander Solzhenitsyn, Robert Conquest, Eugene Lyons, Issac Don Levine,
Whittaker Chambers. All chronicled, inexcruciating detail, perhapsthe most monstrous
tyranny theworld hasever known—the Soviet Union of Vladimir Lenin, Josef Stalinand
thebrutal hackswho followed.

Addtothat list of heroes John Barron, the courageousand indefatigableinvestiga-
tivereporter, who died Feb. 24 and will beinterred at Arlington National Cemetery.
Chambers, LouisBudenz, Hede Massing, Elizabeth Bentley and otherswrotefirsthand
reportsof their roleinthe Soviet conspiraciesthat penetrated the highest echel onsof the
West.

But it was Barron who travel ed the worl d to write definitive, contemporaneous
exposesof the KGB, from KGB: The Secret Works of Soviet Secret Agentsin 1974 to
Operation Solo: The FBI’'s Man in the Kremlin (published by Regnery, a Human
Eventssister company) in 1996. 1n between, Barron wrotefour other booksand more
than 100 Reader’s Digest exclusives on topicsranging from Cambodia s murderous
Khmer Rougeto the Sovi et subjugation of Afghanistan.

Barron, whowas 75 when hedied, wasborn in Texas, son of aMethodist minister
who moved fromsmall townto small town.

Barron got hismaster’ sdegreein journalism at the University of Missouri and be-
cameaspy. After studying Russian at the Naval Postgraduate School, hewasassigned
to Berlin, where he spent two yearsrunning anti-Soviet agentsin themost frigid daysof
the Cold Wa.

After leaving the Navy in 1957, Barron went to work for the Washington Sar,
where he quickly becamethe paper’schief investigativereporter. With Paul Hope, he
won the George Polk Award for uncovering the corruption of Lyndon Johnson’sbagman,
Bobby Baker. Other honorsincluded the Raymond Clapper Award for most distin-
guished Washington correspondent of 1964, the Washington Newspaper Guild Award
for journalistic excellence and the American Political ScienceA ssociation Award for
“distinguished reporting of public affairs.”

Inthemidst of the 1964 presidentia campaign, Barron wroteasensationa story on
thearrest on sex chargesinaY M CA bathroom of top White House aide Walter Jenkins.
When Sar management bowed to White House pressure from Abe Fortasand Clark
Clifford and suppressed the story, Barron decided it wastimeto moveon.

In 1965, hejoined the Reader s Digest Washington bureau and immediately began
breaking more stories. A serieson IRS abuse of taxpayersled to headline-making
Senate hearings.

continued on Page 2

“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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His 1980 devastation of Ted Kennedy’s version of
Chappaguiddick wascited privately by Kennedy asthesingle
most damaging blow to hisunsuccessful campaign for the
Democratic presidentia nomination.

But it washiscoverageof international communismand
the KGB that assured Barron hislasting reputation. Hisfirst
book, KGB, wasfour yearsinthemaking, duringwhich Barron
crisscrossed the globe, talking with every KGB defector ex-
cept two and theintelligence services of every major Western
nation. A key sourcewas Yuri lvanovich Nosenko, aK GB
major who escaped to the United Statesvia Switzerland in
1964 and had never been interviewed by thepress. In May
1970, Nosenko walked into the Digest’sWashington office
and offered hisassistanceto Barron.

Because Nosenko had been marked for nation
by the KGB, hiscontact with Barron, lessthan four blocks
from the Soviet Embassy, caused consternation among U.S.
authoritiesresponsiblefor hissafety. Nevertheless, Barron
wasableto call on Nosenko throughout hisresearch.

Barron’s book, which named more than 1,500 KGB
agentsaround theworld, wasan international bestseller. “A
masterpiece of investigative reporting,” CBS called it.
Newsweek minced nowords: “Interms of hard geological
importance, this book outranks and helps illuminate
Solzhenitsyn’sGulag Archipelago.”

Threeyearslater, Barron wrote (with Digest colleague
Anthony Paul) Murder of a Gentle Land, the first docu-
mented report on the slaughter of millionsby Cambodia’s
Khmer Rouge. 1n 1980, he authored histhird best-seller,
MiG Pilot, the dramatic story of the daring escapefromthe
Soviet Union of ayoung Russian lieutenant who delivered an
ultrasecret arcraft to Japan, landing with only secondsof fuel
|eft.

In 1983, Barron's KGB Today created international

headlineswith itsaccounts of Soviet penetration and even
control of the nuclear freeze and peace movement. A fifth
bestseller, Breaking the Ring, told the inside story of the
Walker-Whitman spy ring. Barron’ssixth book, Solo, alsoa
bestseller, told theincredible story of Morris Childs, atop
American communist, who, for 35 years, spied for the FBI at
thehighest levelsof theKremlin.

Barronwasmorethananintrepidjournalist. Hetestified
asan expert witnessfor the government in 10 major espio-
nagetrial sand was honored by the Justice Department with
itsAward for Meritorious Public Service, itshighest civilian
honor.

Among thosetrialswasthe 1987 court-martial of Ma-
rine Sgt. Clayton Longtree, aguard at the U.S. Embassy in
Maoscow. Longtree—who, ironicaly, hadread dl of Barron's
books—fell for thewiles of aKGB seductress and turned
over criticd informationtotheenemy.

“AsBarrontold of KGB useof sexud entrgpment,” The
Washington Post reported, “ Longtreewas seentowipehis
eyes. Defense counsel William Kunstler said later that
L ongtree had wept and whispered, ‘ | thought sheloved me.””

Initsobituary, The Post'sMatt Schudel described Mr.
Barron asan “investigative reporter whose meticuloudy re-
searched articles and best-seller books helped unravel the
mysteries of Soviet espionage and the Khmer Rouge' smass
killingsin Cambodia....Hewas sued, and Soviet agentscar-
ried out measures around theworld to discredit Mr. Barron
and hisanticommunist message, but henever hadtoretract a
snglefactinhiswritings.”

That pretty much sumsup John Barron, oneof thetruly
great reportersof the 20 century and onewho helped change
the courseof history.

—The Washington Times, March 20, 2005, p. B4

ThePassion and Mrs.Wong
by Steven W. M osher

Summer had cometo Ching, but Ailin\Wong wastroubled.
She had somehow—and inviolation of theone-child policy—
become pregnant. Thethought of thenew lifegrowingwithin
her made her smile. But thiswasinvariably succeeded by a
frown. For asmuch as she wanted another child, sheknew
that she and her family would be punished if she brokethe
rules.

Ailinhad dwaysshared everything with her husband, but
now shehestated. Theconsequencesfor violating thefamily
planning policy were severe. Therewould bethreats, fines,

and worse. Would he stand with her and fight to savetheir
unborn child, or would hereact badly and urge her to abort.
Hewasagood man, shereminded herself, and had been a
good father totheir only child. Not al menwould beaskind
to adaughter ashe had been. Shewould, after all, trust him
with her secret, she decided.

That night, asthey lay in bed together, shetold him of the
new lifegrowingwithin her. Hehad pulled back. “Youmust
haveanabortion,” hetold her bluntly. And rather than keep her
secret, hehad told hisparents, and they, too, told Ailinto abort.
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Even her daughter, Jing Jing, frightened by the sudden
upheaval in her family, chimedin. *You don’'t know what
you'resaying,” shegently chided her daughter. But thetruth
is, shewashbeing pressured to have an abortionfromall sides.

In her isolation and fear, she had turned to God. She
had become a Christian six years before when an aunt who
had married into thefamily had told her the Good News. Her
husband and in-lawsregarded her baptism as sheer foolish-
nessand only grudgingly alowedit. Ailinwasoftencriticized,
especidly for taking her littlegirl, Jing Jing, dong with her to
Church.

But God’ sgrace begantowork in her, and her commit-
ment to Christ grew. Shewasalwayskind to her husband
andin-laws, evenwhenthey werebeing critical. Shebegan
to experiencethe sense of inner peacethat comesfrom strong
fath.

Astheir common faith degpened, Jing Jing, too, was
bapti zed and brought into the Church. Bothfor Jing Jingand
her mother, Church wasajoyful occasion, whereonelearned
about thelife-giving savior, Jesus Christ. Ailincould seeher
daughter grow in holiness, and despite her tender age she
seemed bound for sainthood. But now even her daughter
had turned on her.

Thepressuregrew, and at timesthreatened to overwhelm
her. Her husband and her in-lawsbecameincreasingly inss-
tentintheir demands. Ailin had to fight off despair over her
condition. Perhapsl| should abort, shethought to herself one
day after aparticularly bitter exchange with her mother-in-
law.

Shedecidedtogofor awalk. Passing by astreet stall,
she happened to seeacopy of Mel Gibson's The Passion of
theChristfor sale. Shebought it, took it home, and watched
it that same afternoon. As she watched Our Lord suffer
through the scourging, the crowning with thorns, and the cru-
cifixion, shewasstruck not only by theintengity of hissuffer-
ings, but hisreason for submitting to such apainful and humili-
ating deathinthefirst place. When Jesussaid to hismother,
“Behold | maked| thingsnew,” shefdt her eyesfill withtears.
If Jesus suffered all that so that | might be saved, she
thought, | must, for my part, do everything in my power
to save my unborn child’slife.

That very night, thefamily planning control policecame
knocking on her door. There were two of them, and they
wered| business. Her mother-in-law had reported her illegal

pregnancy to them, they told her. They werethereto endit.

“Isittrueyou are pregnant?’ the onein charge asked
bluntly.

Therewasnoway to deny theobviousbulgeat her wast-
band. “Yes,” Ailinanswered.

“Thenyou must report to the clinic tomorrow morning
for anabortion.”

Ailinbowed ever sodightly. They smiled at oneanother,
satified that she, like so many other women they had bullied
over theyears, would do exactly asthey ordered.

Thank you, Lord, she thought as she watched their
retreating backs. Your timing isalways perfect. For they
came on this day—of all days—when watching your Pas-
sion has given me the courage to resist them. And they
came in the evening, after the clinic was closed for the
day. Had they come earlier in the day, they would be
marching me off to the clinic for an abortion right now.

After thefamily planning policeleft, Ailin beganto gather
her thingstogether. Shewould havetoleavehomethisvery
night. 1t'stheonly way to keep you safe, shethought, patting
her noticeablebdlly. But what would she do about her daugh-
ter? She needed to travel fast and light, and could not be
sowed down by achild.

Shepulled Jing Jinginto their tiny bedroom, and closed
thedoor. “I haveto go away for awhile,” she said softly,
pulling thechild closeto her. “But Nanaand Tatawill take
care of you. They want meto havean abortion....”

“No, mama,” Jing Jing begantocry. “Don’'tleaveme.”

“It'stheonly way that | can protect your...littlebrother,
Jngding. Try and understand.”

“Oh, mama,” Jing Jingwailed. “Just havetheabortion.”
Her criesgrew louder, and soon her neighborswould hear,
and demand to know what wasgoing on.”

“Alright,” shesaid assoothingly asshewasable, pulling
her littlegirl closeto her. “I’ll take care of the problem. Just
sopcrying.”

In the comfort of her mother’sarms, Jing Jing’s sobs
quieted. Ailinknew that, despite what shehad saidto calm
her daughter, an abortion wasno longer an option. For at the
exact moment that her daughter’spleashad rungin her ears,
she had also heard the cry of her unborn childin her mind:
“Mama, pleasedon’t kill me.”

Those who are born can speak out and make them-
selves heard, she thought, but my little unborn child can-

The Schwar z Report Bookshelf
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not even cry out on his own behalf. | must be his voice,
until heis strong enough to take care of himself.

Thenext morning, to make surethat shemissed thefam-
ily planning police, shetook her daughter to school early. She
told her daughter that shewould go that morningtotheclinic,
but that the operation would |eave her weak. “ Youmust goto
your grandparents’ house after school and remaintherefor a
few days.” Her daughter agreed.

Ailinleft her bicycle near the school gate, got on abus
andwent tothelocal church. Thereshe spokewithaSister
whowasinitidly unsympathetic.

“Obey thelaw and be obedient to your husband,” she
toldAilin.

“I must obey God'slaw, not man’s,” Ailinresponded. “I
amgoing to do everything in my power to savethisbaby.”

The Sister, seeing that there was no way to convince
Ailinto changeher mind, decided to help her. Sheintroduced
her totheloca priest, who wasimmediately sympathetic.

“Thereisanice Catholicvillagenot far from here,” he
first suggested, but then ruled out going there because the
living conditionswould have been abit harsh.

Thenthe priest remembered the PRI SafeHouse, which
he had heard about sometimebefore. “1 know just the place,”
hetold her. Sheleft for thecity of XXX thefollowing day.
Andjustintime. Severa hourslater, her husband called the
churchlooking for her. Hewastryingtotrack her down. She
had found asafehavenjustintime.

In XXX shewasableto help carefor the other women
inthe Safe House, some of whom had difficult pregnancies,
and to cook for them. Although she missed her daughter
terribly, she never complained about her situation. Nor did
shesay anything bad about her family members, eventhough
they had betrayed her.

Then she, too, began to have problems. Duringthefirst
week of November she started bleeding. Shewastakento
the hospital wherethe doctors discovered that the placenta
had partially detached from the uterinewall. Shewasre-
leased and went back to the Safe House, but was ordered to
remain on complete bed rest.

For the next month and ahalf she spent her daysin bed
praying, reading the Bible, and knitting little booties. Shere-
mained at peace through thewhol e ordeal, constantly thank-
ing God for taking care of everything. He had taken care of
them both thusfar, sheknew, and Hewoul d seethingsthrough
totheend.

On December 23, inthewee hoursof achilly morning,
her water broke. Shewasstill six weeksaway from her due
date. Shewasrushed to the hospital and admitted at 3am.

Her husband, who had not heard from hiswifein four
months, and had no ideawhere shewas, was contacted the

next day. Mr. Wong wasso angry thefirst timethedirector of
the Safe House called that he hung up on the director—be-
forethedirector couldtell himthedetailsof hiswife'scondi-
tion. By thetimethedirector called him back five minutes
later, he had calmed down. Thischanged to grave concern
when helearned that both mother and baby werein danger.

Heimmediately set out for XXX, arriving on Christmas
morning. Therewasno moretalk of an abortion. Rather, he
wasgrateful for hiswife' swisdominkeepingthebaby. “I am
sorry for pressuringyou,” hetoldAilin. “I want to make sure
theyou and the baby are safefrom now on. | wasjust afraid
of losngmy job. | wasafraid...”

The doctors decided that Mrs. Wong should remainin
thehospital until shedelivered, asher situationwasnow very
serious. Thevery next day, they discovered that thebaby’s
heart ratewasvery sow.

“If we are going to save this baby, weneedtodo ac-
sectionnow!” they said tothefather. “Will you signthe pa-
persgiving permissionfor thissurgery?’

Mr. Wong hesitated, exhausted from thetrip and from
staying up al night with hiswife. Ailin, who had been deep-
ing, wokeupwhen sheheard “savethebaby.” “Signit!!” she
shouted.

Shewasrushedinto surgery, wherethedoctorsperformed
an emergency c-section. They discovered that the placenta
had completely detacheditself fromtheuterinewall. Again,
God'stiming was perfect. If they had waited even afew
minutes|onger they might have lost both the baby and the
mother. Instead, they were ableto savethem both. Because
hewaspremature, Ailin’sbaby boy we ghed only four pounds,
but hewas perfect. Shewasableto kisshisforehead before
they sent him off totheneonatal intensve careunit.

Mr. Wong wasddirioudy happy. Not only weremother
and baby safe, but he now had ason. WhenAilin proposed
naming their son Tianxi, or “ Gift of Heaven,” her husband
could only nod happily. No protestsabout religious*”foolish-
ness’ Now.

Oneweek later Ailin’smother-in-law called. Shewas
crying on the phone and kept repeating how very sorry she
wasfor tryingtoforceAilinto abort thebaby. Ailinwasvery
forgiving. When her mother-in-law said, “ Thank you for hav-
ingthebaby,” Ailinresponded, “ Thank you for taking care of
my daughter whilel wasaway.”

Tianxi wasinthehospital for 10 days. Hewasstill not
very strong when hewasreleased, but Ailin took such good
careof himthat he gained weight rapidly. The Safe House
continued to betheir refugeand it washere, afew dayslater,
that little Tianxi was baptized.

As Spring Festial approached, Mrs. Wong'sdesireto
return home got stronger and stronger. She was ready to
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rejointherest of her family. “I will return homeon the Chi-
neseNew Year,” sheannounced.

Thedirector of the Safe Housetried to talk her out of it,
saying that it would be better to wait just alittle longer to
alow Tianxi to get stronger. Findly, ontheday of her planned
departure, shereluctantly agreed to wait.

That very day her husband called, frantic. “Don’t come
home!” hetold her. * The population control police expect
you to comehomefor the Spring Festival. They arewaiting
at thedoor to arrest you.”

Onceagain, Ailinfdt thehand of God protecting her and
her baby. And shewasdtill ableto seeher beloved daughter,
Jing Jing, thanksto another family member who brought her
to XXX for the Spring Festival.

After Spring Festival ended, Ailinand her two children
finaly badefarewell totheir friendsat the SafeHouse. Still

afraid of the population control police, they did not returnto
Ailin’'shome. Instead they went to another city not far away
where sheand her children will stay for afew moreweeks
until itissafeto return home. Accordingtothelatest report,
everyoneisdoing very well and isquite happy!

Thisisamiracleof God'sintervention, accomplished by
thePassion of the Chrigt, through theinstrument of PRI’s Safe
house program.

NOTE: Population Research Ingtitute, directed by Steven
W. Mosher, runsaSafe House programin China. These
areplacesof refugewherewomen pregnant with “illegal”
children can take sanctuary until their babiesarrive. The
Safe House providesnot only shelter, but also food and
medica assistanceduring ddlivery.

Navigating the L eft

by Robert S. McCain

David Horowitz, aradica turned conservativeauthor and
activist, hascreated aWeb site, Discover TheNetwork.org,
which hedescribesas* anavigationtool for identifying, map-
ping and defining theleft and its el aborate and extensive po-
litical network.”

Inatelephoneinterview fromhisLosAngeleshome, Mr.
Horowitz discussed theideafor thegte:

Question: You distinguish between liberalism and
“theleft.” Why isthat distinction important?

Answer: Higtorically, itsvery important....Intheearly
' 70s, Norman Podhoretz, who really qualifiesasaliberal,
was upset at theway hisparty under [1972 presidential can-
didate Sen. George] M cGovern was opting out of the Cold
War—much asthe Democratic Party today has opted out of
thewar for freedomin Irag.

When Podhoretz began saying that Democrats had be-
trayed the tradition of John Kennedy and Harry Truman, a
Marxist named Michael Harrington |abeled Podhoretz and
thosewho supported him* neoconsarvatives’—that’ stheorigin
of the term. The New York Times, The Washington Post
and the network newsfollowed suit.

Soon, pro-communist leftistslikeAngelaDavisand Tom
Hayden were being referredto as*liberals’ by the media,
and liberal slike Norman Podhoretz and Jeane Kirkpatrick
were being referred to as“ neoconservatives.” ...So, to un-
derstand our present situation, | felt you havetotry torestore
accuratepolitical labels. Andthat’s partly what my new Web
site, DiscoverTheNetwork.org, isabout.

You can't realy call peoplewho arefor redistribution of

income, who areAWOL inthewar for freedom, who arefor
racia preferencesand unlimited government, liberals. But
that’swhat too many peopledo.

Q: What madeyou fedl that therewasaneed for a
sitelikethis?

A: | wasfirstinspired by theseleftist sites, because ev-
ery oneof them has smeared me, along with other conserva-
tives, one way or another. | was aware of how frequently
theseleft-wing Web sites, for instance Peoplefor theAmeri-
canWay’s" Right Wing Watch,” arethe sourcesfor the at-
tackson anybody on the conservative side.

For 20 years, | dreamed of writing abook about the lft,
based ontheredlity | carry around in my head, as somebody
who spent decades on the left or studying it. ... The Web
providesawonderful format, because you can put up hun-
dreds of tables of contents, indexesand links, and you can
even providevisua maps, whichwill show you the network
ononescreen. ...

What I’ ve shown isthat there are only acouple of de-
greesof separation between anybody on theleft and theter-
rorists—and that includes peoplein the Democratic Party,
eventhosewho are anti-terrorist.

For example, the coalition of civil libertiesgroupsthat
attacked the USA Patriot Act arethoroughly penetrated by
pro-terrorist radical sbased in organizationslikethe National
LawyersGuild and the Center for Condgtitutional Rights. This
doesn’t mean that every Democrat or every Republican who
opposesthat USA Patriot Act isa“useful idiot.” ...But it
does mean that they need to be more mindful of the argu-
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mentsthey are being presented with and supporting.

Q: You havedocumented theMar xist backgrounds
of several leading anti-war groupsand individuals. Why
do you think the media have routinely ignored these
connections?

A: Thisisthebeauty of thesite: Ononepage, youget a
list of every mgor anti-war organization and eachlistingisa
link to aprofile of theindividual group, and each groupis
connected toamapicon, which, if youclick onit, opensupa
diagram that shows all the other groups with radical
agendas. ..that they are connected to.

Thefact that the two major peace organizations, I nter-
national ANSWER and the Coalition for Peace and Justice,
areheaded by easily identifiable communists, wasknown to
themainstream media, specificaly theNew York Times. Be-
causethe New York Timesisessentially afellow-traveling
ingtitution of theleft, it chosenot to mentionthisfact. ...

Q: How doyou think people can makeuseof your
new site?

A: |l amsurethat journaligts, radio talk-show producers
and palitical activistswho areaware of the sitehave already
bookmarkedit. A quarter of amillion peoplefrom 50 coun-
trieswent onto the siteinthefirst two weeks.

Ordinary citizenscanlearnfromit why the Democratic
Party, for example, hastaken such aleftwardturn, by clicking
onthe*politics’ icon and clicking on “ The Shadow Party.”
Thiswill openapagethat listsall the[ George] Soros-funded
and Soros-connected organi zationsthat now control thefund-
raising and get-out-the-vote activitiesof the Democratic Party.

Virtually no Democrat can be el ected without the sup-
port or approbation of the shadow party. ...

Q: Somecriticshaveaccused you of implying con-
nectionsor comparisonsbetween say, KatieCouricand
al Qaeda. What do you make of such charges?

A: Thiscomesfrom peoplewho areincapabl e of read-
ing, who areuninterested in dealing with seriousintel lectual
arguments,

Katie Couricislisted [ontheWeb site] asan“ affective
leftist” —someonewnho leansl eft becausein themediaculture
sheinhabits, that’sthe " decent” thingtodo. Thereisnolink
between Katie Couric and a Qaedastated or impliedinthis
database.

If you wereto make adatabase of communism, you'd
put Trotsky intherewith Stain, even though Stalin ordered
Trotsky’smurder.

—The Washington Times, March 24, 2005, p. A2

Dispellingthe Mythsof Yalta

by John Radzilowski

“Outrage” ... “causefor shame” ... “incendiary.” This
was the mainstream media s reaction to President Bush's
speechin Riga, Latvia, wherein he strongly denounced the
injustice perpetrated on half of Europe 60 yearsago at the
YataConference. It wasat Yaltathat President Franklin D.
Roosevdt and British PrimeMinister Winston Churchill agreed
tothe Soviet takeover of haf of Europe. What followed was
nearly 50 yearsof repression, killing, and, of course, the Cold
War.

Thisweek Bush recognized that shameful history. He
caledYdta“oneof thegreatest wrongsof history” and com-
pared it to the Nazi-Soviet Pact of 1939. “Wewill not repeat
themistakesof other generations, appeasing or excusing tyr-
anny, and sacrificing freedominthevain pursuit of stability,”
the president vowed. “We havelearned our lesson; noone's
liberty isexpendable. Inthelong run, our security and true
stability depend onthefreedom of others.”

But stirring statementsin support of freedom for small
countrieslike Latviadon't go down well inthe mainstream
mediaor inthehalsof academe. There FDRisconsidered a
virtual saint, the Soviet Unionamisunderstood aly, and the
crimesof Stainand other communist dictatorsare often passed
over inslenceor camly rationalized.

L eading the charge wasthe Los Angeles Times. Edito-
ria writer Jacob Hellbrunn breathlessy accused the president
of perpetrating “an old right-wing canard.... belongingtothe
Ann Coulter school of history” and parroting Joseph McCarthy.
Heilbrunn went on to defend the Yd tatreaty, notingits* Dec-
laration on Liberated Europe’ anditscdl for freeeectionsin
Poland. Besides, heclaimed, Eastern Europewasaready in
Soviet hands, so therewasnothing that could be done. More-
over, irritating Stalin might have caused Russato drop out of
thewar againgt Hitler.

TheMyth of “Uncle Joe”

DuringWorld Wer 11, themyth of crusty old“Uncle Jog”
Stainasour trusty aly wasborn and carefully tended by the
Americanleft. It hasnever really been dispelled. Inredlity,
Stalin wasone of themajor culpritsof the horror of World
War 11 and the Holocaust. Although first placein that cat-
egory will dwaysgoto Hitler andthe Third Reich, Stalinand
thecommunist state played amajor rolein Hitler’sgrab for
control of Europe.

The Soviets and Germans had been in secret contact
sincetheearly 1920s, and Hitler’sriseto power wasonly a
temporary interruption. The Nazi-Soviet pact of 1939 gave
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Hitler thegreenlight to invade Poland and the Soviet attack
onthat country in 1939 broke Poland’ s southeastern redoubt,
shortening thewar by weeks and saving the lives of many
Nazi soldiers. Then, Stalin gave Germany asecure eastern
border and provided the Nazi dictator with huge quantities of
srategic raw materials, including food and badly needed ail.
Without Stain’shelp, therapid Nazi conquest of Scandinavia
and Western Europewould not have been possible. Theter-
riblefate of these countriesand of their Jewish communities
under Nazi occupation must belaid, in part, at Stalin’sdoor.
The Soviet navy even provided direct helpto Nazi commerce
raiders preying on British shipping during Britain’sdarkest
hours. All thewhile, Stalinwasbusy enjoying theterritory he
had gained by alyingwith Hitler, murdering hundredsof thou-
sandsof hisnew subjectsand deporting millionsmoreto the
living hell of thegulags.

During thisera, compliant communist partiesinthewest
supported Stalin and opposed effortsto stop Hitler as* capi-
talist warmongering.” Whilemany ontheleft had misgivings
about the Hitler-Stalin pact, most kept silent or rationalized
Stalin’sactionsasclever political moves designed to fool
communism’senemies. Theseinternd contradictionswereonly
relieved by Hitler’sattack on hiserstwhileally in 1941.

Yet many in academiaarestill parroting the old propa-
ganda. Stalin, they claim, was*forced” into the Nazi-Soviet
adliance. They further contend that Stalin’ sassault on Poland,
the Baltic States, and Finland in 193940 wassimply an ef-
fortto“regain” territory unjustly lost during the Russian civil
war! Implicit isthe assumption that Stalin had a“right” to
impose Soviet terror on sovereign states beyond hisborder.
TheMistakeof Yalta

The LATimesmay wish to believe otherwise, but Yalta
wastheresult of an American policy based on wishful think-
ing combined with starry-eyed visionsof dividing theworld
into “peaceful” spheresof influencethat havelong afflicted
so-caledredists. Thistendency wasfurthered by the strong
chorusof Soviet sympathizersbothinsideand outside gov-
ernment.

Whilesomewereactud agentsof the Soviet Union, many
weresmply ignorant and foolish. Communism, they believed,
did indeed represent thewave of thefuture. They wanted to
beonthe“right sdeof history” initsinevitablemarch toward
utopia. Thismeant support for the Soviet Union. Thusdid
thosewho opposed the Sovietsbecome“reactionaries’ and
“fascigs.” Likewise, the peopleof Eastern Europewhowould
be most affected by the Yaltaagreement wereviewed as“re-
actionaries’ for opposing Soviet wishes. Thisspiteful notion
originated in 1920, after the Red Army’scrushing defeat at
the battle of Warsaw temporarily halted efforts to spark
“worldwide conflagration” at the point of abayonet.

By 1943, Roosevelt had cometo theview that theinde-
pendence of small stateswas an obstruction ontheroadto
peace, and that the Great Powers had the right to impose
governments on stateswithout the consent of their popula-
tions. Roosevelt wasentranced with avision of aworld peace-
fully directed by the U.S. and the Soviet Union. Thisvision
wasfueled by pro-Soviet propagandaand hopelesdy naive
reports sent from Moscow by American officials such as
Ambassador W. Averell Harriman. Harriman’s papers show
aman who had little knowledge of theregion hewasinand
whoseinformation frequently camefrom Soviet agentspos-
ing asneutra “progressives.” Thus, both Roosevelt and then
Trumanwereledto believethat, while Stalinwasalittlerough
at times, hewasademocrat at heart who simply ran apoliti-
cad machineinthemode of Tammany Hal. Truman compared
SaintoKansasCity politica bossTom Pendergast. Roosevelt
had earlier informed Boston A rchbishop Francis Spellman that
Russianruleover partsof Europewould eventualy help civi-
lize Russiaand, infact, that most peoplein eastern Europe
really wanted to be Russianized.

By feeding the Americansapictureof central and East-
ern Europethat was at variance with redity, the Sovietswere
ableto dictate the key terms of the Yalta accord and | ater
agreements—even to the point of determining the future
makeup of the Polish government. Ironically, Roosevelt mea
sured thisasuccess. Hefelt hegot Stalinto“ compromise.”
Only Churchill raised aprotest at the proceedings. Hewas
roundly ignored. Soviet |eadersmeanwhilewere surprised and
pleased with the ease at which they had achieved their goals.
They had gotten everything they wanted.

Thishistory notwithstanding, Ydtasupportershavelong
maintai ned that, had Americansfailed to appease Stalin, the
Soviets might have concluded aseparate peace withthe Na-
zis. Thisisso far-fetched that it is hard to believe anyone
wouldtakeit serioudy. Stalin’sgoa wasto control asmuch
of Europe aspossible. Therewas no reason to stop pushing
until the Red Army had reached the heart of Germany. This
had been aSoviet goal since 1920. Why should Stalin have
stopped when thisprizewaswithin reach?

Soviet intentionswereplainly obviouslong beforeYata
or Tehran. While Soviet forces played amgjor roleinfighting
theNazi scourgeafter June1941—and suffered horrificlosses
dueto German barbarity and theincompetence of their own
leaders—Stain’sbehavior until 1941 should havebeenaclue.
Assoon asthetideturned against Hitler, Stalin gave orders
for Soviet agentsto beginacampaignto secretly destroy non-
communist, anti-Nazi partisansin eastern Europethat were
actively engaged infighting against Hitler’ sforce. 1n 1944,
Sain'sarmiesstood asidewhilethecitizensof Warsaw fought
Hitler’sarmiesfor two months and were massacred by the
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SS. The Sovietseven refused to allow allied planesto drop
suppliesto the resistance and shot at American planesthat
strayed into Soviet airspace.

Supportersof Yataare outraged at thenotion that Yata
wasa"betraya” of Eastern Europe. Yet consider thefate of
Poland. Polish forces had fought the Nazislonger than any
country; they fought alongsidethe U.S. and Britishinevery
major campaign in Europe and made up the4™ largest army
inthefight against Hitler; the Polish government in London
wasan officia aly of theU.S. and Britain. Thisdid not pre-
vent Roosevelt from acquiescing in the dismantlement of this
alied government and itsreplacement with agroup of Sain’'s
henchmen. Even asthe men of the Polish 1 Armored Divi-
sion, determined to link up with theAmerican 90" Division
under Gen. George S. Patton and to closethe trap on Nazi
armiesin Normandy, werebattling the SS, Adolf Hitler and
SSHitlerjugend divisions, Roosevelt was planning to hand
them over to another sort of dictator. If that isn’t betrayal,
what is?

UndoingtheYaltaMentality

The democratic revolutionsin central and Eastern Eu-
ropeinthe 1980sand 1990s ended theworst resultsof Yata
but, asthe LA Timeshasshown, the Yaltamentality liveson.
TheAmerican|eft and itsacolytesin themediaand academia
are compelled to defend not only the Yaltaagreement itsel f
but the underlying ideasonwhich it wasbased. After all, if
Ydtawasmerdy confirming theinevitablefact of Soviet con-
trol in Eastern Europe, why get soworked up about it?

To question Yalta, then, isto question theforeign policy
legacy of FDR. While much can be said in favor of FDR,
Yaltawasamistake: It greatly augmented Soviet power in
Europeand gaveAmerica sfoeinthe Cold War animproved
Srategic position. Americagot nothinginreturn.

To question Yaltaisalso to question therol e of the So-
viet Unionand Stdin. Although many will acknowledge (when
pressed) that Stalin perhapswasn’t akindly Uncle Joe, the
roleof the USSR inthe defeat of Nazismistheonly intellec-
tual figleaf remaining from the collapse of |eftist ideology.
Communism may have been an economicand cultura failure
that murdered millions, but at least in that brief, shining mo-
ment, it defeated Hitler.

Unfortunately, whilemany Soviet soldierswere brave,
their lives were squandered by aregime that saw them as
expendable cannon fodder. In addition, the Soviet regime
continued to war on itsown people, expending valuablere-
sourcesto murder alleged internal enemiesasNazi forces

drove deep into the heart of Russia. Many Soviet soldiers
wereso brutalized by their own leadersthat they committed
massrape, theft, and murder asthey marched across Europe.
Whilethey freed theinmatesof infamousNazi death and con-
centration camps, in many casesthey raped thefemal e survi-
vors, regardless of whether they were German, Russian, or
Jewish. The Soviet victory over Hitler wastheresult of one
evil and murderousregime defeating another. Thereisnore-
deeming gracefor communisminthevictory over Nazi Ger-
many.

Nor did Yatalead to the peace and security that Roosevelt
had imagined. Instead, it ushered in decades of tension and
low-leve conflict. Trading away thefreedom of othersproved
no bargain. BecauseAmericareceived nothinginreturn, Yata
hasto be recorded as one of theworst failures of “realist”
foreignpolicy inhigtory.

But thehistory of Yataa so offerslessonsfor the present.
Just asRoosevelt and hisadvisors, having absorbed the pro-
pagandaof the political left, were convinced that the people
of Eastern Europe were reactionariesincapabl e of real de-
mocracy, o too do today’ s skeptics doubt that democracy
canfind purchasein Middle Eastern soil. Indeed, thetenor of
some public debate prior to e ectionsin Afghanistan and Iraq
was eerily reminiscent of the commentary that attended the
Ydtaconference.

Only last week, many commentatorswere outraged that
aU.S. president would support thefreedom of such “insig-
nificant” countriessuch asLatviaand Georgiaover theinter-
estsof Russia. Why not bow to theinevitableand let Russia
haveitsway with Latvia(which many Russiansconsider a
major threat) ?What would Americalose? Smilarly, many in
the EU arefully in sync with the Yaltamindset. They seem
ready to throw the Baltic States over the side to appease
Putin.

Thiswastheattitudethat prevailed at Yalta. Bewitched
by the prospect of stability, American leadersin fact sowed
the seeds of the Cold War. President Bush doesnot intend to
repeat their mistake. He clearly rejectsthe notion that big
countrieshavesomeright to dominatesmaler neighbors, which
iIswhy Bush was correct toreject the“realism” inherent in
Yataand support thefreedom of small countrieslikeLatvia
and Georgia. Thisweek, Bush showed that American leaders
can both bresk withthe Yatamindset and craft aforeign policy
thatisnot only good for the U.S., but onethat alsolivesupto
our noblestidedls.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, May 13, 2005
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