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Yalta: Salin, Churchill, Roosevelt

by PhyllisSchlafly

Thank you, President Bush, for correcting history and making along overdue apol-
ogy for oneof President Franklin D. Roosevelt’stragic mistakes. SpeakinginLatviaon
May 7, Bushrepudiated “ theagreement at Yata’ by which powerful governmentsnego-
tiated away thefreedom of small nations.

Bush accurately blamed Yaltafor “the captivity of millionsin Central and Eastern
Europe’ and saidit “will beremembered asone of the greatest wrongsof history.” This
admission hasbeen 50 yearscoming, and Bush’ swordsassurethat “thelegacy of Yalta
wasfinadly buried, onceandfor al.”

Itwasat Yalta, afilthy Russan port onthe Black Sea, where our dying President in
February 1945 made a secret agreement with Winston Churchill and Joseph Stalinto
surrender millionsof peopleto Communist oppression behind what Churchill ayear later
labeled the Iron Curtain. No treaty was submitted to the U.S. Senate. Indeed, the
record of what went on at Yaltawasnot released until 10 years|ater.

The Sovietsdemanded, and Roosevelt acquiesced, that the conference beheld on
Soviet soil (wherethey could plant listening devices). Churchill said, “ If wehad spent 10
yearson research we could not havefound aworseplaceintheworldthanYalta....Itis
good for typhusand deadly licewhich thrivein those parts.”

Roosevet camehomefrom Yataand madeafasereport to Congress. Cdlingit“a
personal report to you and to the people of the country.” Heasserted, “ Thisconference
concerneditsalf only with the European war and with the political problemsof Europe,
and not with the Pacificwar.”

Roosevelt’s Concessions

Hereisalist of the European and Asian concessonshemadeto Stain, which were
confirmed by the Yaltadocumentsrel eased on March 16, 1955:

Poland wasturned over to the Soviet Union. The United Statesand Britain
agreed to recogni ze Communi st stooges as the new Polish government and to withdraw
recognition from thelegitimate anti-Communist government of Mikolgczyk.

Germany wasto be dismembered, its* national wealth” removed within two
years, and severa million Germanswereto be sent to the Soviet Uniontowork asdave
laborers. Therecord quotes Roosevelt assaying, “1 hopeMarsha Stalinwould again
propose atoast to the Execution of 50,000 officers of the German army.”

All Russian citizenswho had fled to Germany from communism wereto be
forcibly returnedto the Soviet Union (i.e., thegulag).

The Soviet Unionwasallowed to keep control of Outer Mongolia, whichthe
Soviets had seized from China. The southern part of Sakhalin and al the adjacent

idandsweregiven outright to the Soviets. _
continued on next page

“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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TheKurileldandsweregiven outright to the Soviets,
and Port Arthur was given to the Sovietsfor useasanaval
base. The Sovietswere given effective control of the com-
mercid port of Dairen, the Chinese-Eastern Railroad and the
South-Manchurian Railroad, using the subterfuge of assuring
that the Soviet Union’s* preeminent” interestswould be* safe-
guarded.”

The Soviet UnionwasgiventhreevotesintheUnited
Nations, whileall other nationsgot only one.

Roosevelt’ sdefenders havetried to claim that hiscon-
onswerenecessary to bribe Stdinto enter thewar against
Japan. TheYatapapersprovethat wasfase: Three-and-a-
half months beforethe Yaltameeting, Ambassador Averell
Harriman had relayed to Roosevelt a* full agreement from
Stalin not only to participatein the Pacific war, but to enter
thewar withfull effort.”

Russiawasn't needed inthe Pacificwar, and | etting Rus-
siain simply opened the way for aCommunist empirein
Chinaand North Korea. Thisset the stagefor the Korean
War inthe 1950s and for the son of the original North Ko-
rean Communist dictator to threaten uswith nuclear weap-
onstoday.

While Republicans and honest writers such as David
Lawrence and John T. Flynn denounced the Yaltabetrayal,
the pro-Roosevelt mediapraised it. But truth finally over-
takesliesand cover-ups. Bush set therecord straight when
herepudiated Ydtaaspart of the*unjust tradition” of Munich
andtheHitler-Stalin pact that carved up Europe and left mil-
lionsin oppression.

—Human Events, May 16, 2005

Yalta: A Great Wrong of
History

by Arnold Beichman

Last week Vladimir Putin celebrated in M oscow theend
of World War Il and glorified—yes, glorified—the memory
of Josef Stalin, one of thegreat mass murderersof al time.
So much for Putin and what he calls his* managed democ-
racy.”

President Bush, on the other hand, celebrated the his-
toric datedifferently. He had the courageto speak truth to
power in aonce-captive nation, Latvia, which along with Es-
toniaand Lithuania, had suffered for half acentury under a
Soviet dictatorship.

Bushtold thetruth about the closing conference of World
War |1 held at Yalta, aconference that turned Eastern and
Central Europeinto an annex of the Soviet Gulag. Hede-
scribed theresults of Yataas* one of the greatest wrongs of
history.” He could have added that Yaltarepresents one of
themost depressing chapters, one of thelowest points, inthe
history of American diplomeacy.

Bush never mentioned thenameof President Franklin D.
Roosevelt. But it was FDR who accepted the Soviet dic-
tated partition of the European continent and thus|egitimized
the enslavement of the peoples of East Germany, Poland,
Czechodovakia, Hungary, Bulgariaand Romania. Inagree-
ing to Stalin’sBolshevik imperialism, FDR told William C.
Bullitt, aconfidante: “1 think that if | givehim[Stalin] every-
thing | possibly canwithout demanding anythinginreturnthen,
noblesse oblige, hewill not attempt to annex anything and
will work to build apeaceful and democratic world.”

Noblesse oblige, indeed! FDR, by aprocess of self-
corruption, blinded himself totherealitiesof Stalin’s Great
Terror. Heignored written, documented warningsfrom State
Department Soviet experts such as Loy W. Henderson, a
longtime career diplomat and one of the principal architects
of 20"-Century U.S. diplomacy. Hepreferred thelying re-
portage of Walter Duranty, the New Yor k Times correspon-
dent in Moscow, and the scandal ous pro-Soviet reportsfrom
hisambassador in Moscow, Joseph E. Davies. Thisisthe
Davies, awealthy corporation lawyer, who in 1946 actually
preached treason, to wit: “ Russiain self-defense hasevery
mora right to seek atomic-bomb secretsthrough military es-
pionageif exduded fromsuchinformation by her former fighting
alies.” (“Davies Says Soviet HasRight to Spy,”’ the New
York Times, Feb. 19, 1946, Page 2).

Roosevelt was as determined to recognizethe USSR as
hewasto ignorethe openly avowed purposes of the Com-
munist Internationa. Aslateas 1953, George Kennanwrote
that the United States* should never have established dejure
relationswith the Soviet government.” Yet FDR, withwillful
ignorance, embarked on arecognition policy without seeking
an enforceable quid pro quo. By thetime FDR realized he
had failed at Ydta, it wastoo late to do anything about it.

OnMarch 23, 1945, 19 daysbefore he died, Roosevelt
confided to AnnaRosenberg: “Averell [Harriman] isright.
We can't do businesswith Stalin. He hasbroken every one
of thepromiseshemadeat Yata.” Inother words, FDR had
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actudly believedthat Stalinwould keep hispromisesand treaty
engagements.

Watching what was going on during and after thewar,
K ennan deplored “theinexcusabl e ignorance about the na-
ture of Russian communism, about the history of itsdiplo-
macy.” Hewrotein 1960: “| mean by that FDR’swell-known
convictionthat, although Stalinwasarather difficult charac-
ter, hewasat bottom aman like everyone el se; that theonly
reasonwhy it had been difficult to get onwith himinthe past
was becausetherewasno onewith theright personality, with
enough imagination and trust to deal with him properly; that
thearrogant conservativesinthewestern capitalshad aways
bluntly rgjected him, and that hisideol ogical prejudiceswould
melt away and Russian cooperation with theWest could eas-

ily beobtained, if only Stalin was exposed to the charm of a
persondity of FDR'scaliber.”

Roosevelt’slast year wasatragedy for the country and
for the post-war world. He was, as a book title had it, a
dying President. Roosevelt failled theAmerican people. The
Dying President by Robert H. Ferrell contains sensational
revelationsabout FDR'shedlth, dl hidden fromtheAmerican
people. A dying President cameto Yaltaand helped con-
demn millions of Europeansto death or imprisonment at the
hands of the Soviet secret police.

“When powerful governmentsnegotiated,” said Bush,
“thefreedom of small nationswas somehow expendable.”

Never again.

—Human Events, May 16, 2005

Socialism: A Pathto Tyranny

by Stephen M oore

L ast week the House and Senate agreed on a$2.6-tril-
lion budget for fiscal year 2006. Therewasmuch chest-thump-
ing about thefiscal restraint imbedded in thisbudget blue-
print—whichwasmystifying sincefederal outlayswill grow
by well over $100 billionin 2006 whenthecost of theWar in
Iragisadded to the equation.

Just theincreaseinthe budget thisyear isequa towhat it
cost for NASA to put aman on the moon. Republicansin
Congress have become so enamored with big government
that they now celebrate abudget with a$100-billionincrease
asasign of progress.

Fiscal NiagaraFalls

But our real budget criss—andwhat Newt Gingrich aptly
calsthe* crisisin conservatism”—istheworrisomelonger-
termtrend lineinfedera spending, ascal culated by the Con-
gressional Budget Office (CBO), if we stay on the course
we' reontoday. To put it bluntly, Uncle Samisin acanoe,
without paddles, swirling around in foamy waters, headed
toward NiagaraFalls.

Herearethedepressng numbersin brief: Today, wespend
about 20% of our total economic output on thefederal gov-
ernment. That percentagewill riseto arecord 25% of output
in 2025 and then to 34% in 2040.

These numbersdo not includewhat state and local gov-
ernments spend. Today statesand citiesswallow up roughly
another 12% of our paychecks.

Evenif weassumeunredlisticaly that the stateand loca
component of national output remainsconstant, what the new
CBO numberstell usisthat Americais on a path toward
government’ staking 46% of al output. Americawill be half

private ownership and control and half government owner-
ship.

Let’snot mincewords: Thisisapath toward socidism—
albeit wearetaking it in dow motion. Walter Williams, the
brilliant economist from George Mason University (whose
columns appear in Human Events and who is a frequent
guest-host for Rush Limbaugh), hasaspecia taent for put-
ting thesefoggy numbersintermswe can all easily under-
stand. Hesaysthat if davery wassomeoneese'sowning all
of aman’soutput, then government’ staking ownership of 50%
of GDPmeansall Americansare half slavesand half free.
Depressing but true.

Theeconomicimpact of thisspending pathisnot hardto
envision. We know what happens when a nation becomes
half Socialist. It beginsto look like Old Europe—France,
Germany, Italy. Thesenationswith their obesewelfare states,
confiscatory tax systems, government ownership of industry,
and stifling regulations, are economically catatonic. They are
not growing. They are not creating jobs. They arerusting.
They havetwicetherate of unemployment we haveinthe
U.S. today.

Thelatest budget forecasts have hardly caused apeep
of concernfrom our political class. Some budget hawks—
such asRep. Jeff Flake (R.-Ariz.) and Sen. Tom Coburn (R.-
Okla.)—havetaken up pitchforksand areraising Cain. But
they’ reabout as popular with their colleagues asthe bartender
at abachelor’sparty who announceslast call.

Too many Republicans, says Coburn, have madetheir
Separate peace with big government and have no intention of
cutting it down to amore manageable size. And, of course,
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the Democrats, behind their new philosophical torchbearer,
Hillary Clinton, want health-care, child-care, pension, trans-
portation and energy-policy socialism accelerated.

Whereisthegrowth of government going to comefrom?
Almost dl thefuture explosion of government spending and
debt comesfrom Socia Security and Medicare, with Medi-
carebeing the primary future borrower.

The prescription drug benefit bill fromlast year alone
added morethan $10trillionin government outlayswith one
srokeof thepen. | recently asked Congressiond Budget Office
Director DouglasHoltz-Eakinwhat thetota unfunded liabil-
ity isfor thelong term with respect to the prescription drug
bill. Hisanswer: “Itisinfinite.” Too big to be counted or cd-
culated. ThisRepublican bill may have been themost finan-
cidly irresponsiblelegidation of thelast 30 years.

Treasury Secretary John Snow recently announced that
thetotal unfunded liabilitiesof the United Statesgovernment
tota $80trillion. Ouch! That’sadebt |oad equivaent to about
six timesour current GDP. It isalmost twiceasmuch asthe
valueof al goodsand services produced everywhereinthe
world last year. And it ismore money than hasbeen earned
by every American cumulatively sincethe Mayflower landed
here 500 years ago.

What isspeeding ustoward thisfiscal collgpseisthe hy-
perinflationin health costs. Sinceweturned our health care
sysemlargely over to government, medica inflation hasout-
paced inflation of everything e sewe buy by 142%.

Thesenumbersshould frighten even welfare-stateliber-
as. John Goodman, president of the Nationa Center for Policy
Analysis, findsthat, if we don’'t slam on the brakes of big
government, within 25 yearsall of our federa revenueswill
go to pay for hospitals, doctors, and retirement checks to
senior citizens. Therewill benofederal money left for roads,
for military weapons, for our soldiers, for schools, for the
courts, the FBI, or the air traffic control system, let alone
pork itemssuch asthe Cowgirl Hall of Fame, honey-bee sub-
sdies, andthe Grammys.

The Republican budget, in short, ison an unsustainable
and economically recklesscourse. Thebond ratersat Stan-
dard & Poorsrecently declared that if wedon’t change our
fiscdl eating habitsin\Washington, oneday during our children’'s
working lives, Uncle Sam'’scredit rating will bejunk bond

grade—whichiswhereArgentinaistoday.

President Bush hastaken oneenormoussteptoward fis-
ca sanity by trying to fix the Socia Security long-termcrisis.
Democrats arefloating around on the planet Pluto when they
say “thereisno crisis’ tofix. President Bush's plan would
lower thelong-termliabilitiesof Socid Security by half—and
that’ savery good first tepinfixing theleskagesin our ship of
Sate.

Thenextlogica stepisonethat President Bushwon't be
soenthusiastic about, but it must bedone. Thefinancidly cata
strophic Medicare prescription drug bill must be repealed
immediately before seniorsget hooked like opium onthisnew
feature of American-style socialism. Oncethey do, there’'sno
taking the benefitsaway.

Reagan Republicans Needed

Next weneedtoradically overhaul Medicare. David M.
Walker, director of the U.S. Government A ccountability Of-
fice(GAO) recently told Congressthat the unfunded liabili-
tiesareso gigantic that “thereisno way wearegoing to de-
liver all of Medicare’'s promises. No way!” The Bush
Adminigration’scost-containment strategies—such ashedth
savings accounts, co-payments, and medical liability re-
forms—areapromising Sart to dowing the sampede of medi-
cal costs. But awhole new philosophical shift must occur in
hedlth care so that today’ sworkersunderstand that they them-
selveswill beprimarily responsiblefor paying their own health
carecosts, not their children and grandchildren.

Thedow road to socidismisapath to tyranny and eco-
nomic decline, asF.A. Hayek warned us 50 yearsago. That
iswhy Newt Gingrichisright that the conservative movement
hasarrived at acrossroads. For 25 yearsthe strategy of con-
sarvativeshasbeento eect Republicanstoreininbig govern-
ment. But the beast has escaped and isnow back onaram-
page—and this has occurred on the GOP swatch.

We need anew generation of Ronald Reagan Republi-
canswho, instead of making aseparate peace with big gov-
ernment, will fight acontainment policy that concedesnot an-
other inch of territory to the Socialist agenda. Where such
leadersareright now isanyone sguess—but it’sdoubtful they
will befoundinWashington.

—Human Events, May 9, 2005
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TheAmerican Leftisa
Communist L eft

by Phil Brennan

Communismisaliveand well, says The End of Time
author David Horowitz.

And he should know. The son of Communist parents
and aformer Communist himsdlf, hehascrusaded against the
Marxist left on college campusesand written booksexposing
theinfluenceof theleft onAmerica spoalitica culture.

Inanexclusveinterview with NewsMax.com, Horowitz
spoke about his new book and the Marxist domination of
today’sDemocratic party.

In hisbook, Horowitz writesabout hisviewsonlifeand
death, and explainshisbelief inthe destructive nature of Uto-
pia-drivenideologies, noting: “ Thedesirefor morethanis
possibleisthe cause of greater human misery thanany other.”

HeplacesCommunismin that category, and recallshow
hisfather devoted hislifetothe pursuit of “morethanispos-
sible.” Horowitz explainshow sinceleaving the party hehas
devoted hislifetofighting Marxisminal itsforms, not asa
conservativeideologue, but asaseeker after truth and the
meaning of life.

“The End of Timeis not a political book,” Horowitz
told NewsMax.com. “It’saphil osophical book and whileit
talksabout political themes, it does so from avery founda-
tional point of view. It’snot abook for peoplewho want to
know what | think about thejudicial nominations.”

In our interview, as he did in The End of Time, he
stressed hisbdlief that far from being athreat inthe past, Com-
munismisarea forcein American politicstoday.

NM : Inyour book you writeabout Communism and
itsappeal. |scommunism still alivetoday?

DH: Communismisdiveandwell.

NM: Isit aliveand well in the Democr atic Party?

DH: The Democratic party isvery closeto being the
[Communist-controlled Progressive] party of Henry Wallace.

NM: Inother words, aMarxist Party?

DH: Inmy book Unholy Alliancel laid out what | called
themind of theleft and showed the absol ute continuity of the
critique of capitalisminAmericabetween 1940 and 2003.
Today’ sleft seestheworld pretty much inthe sametermsas
the Stalinistsdid.

What hashappenedisthat it haslogt itsfaithinthework-
ing class, soitsagendaisentirely negative. They’ vedropped
thedictatorship of the proletariat and they dl say they’ redemo-
crats, but sodid Lenin.

Thevast bulk of theAmericanleftisaCommunist left and

they’ veintroduced somefascist ideaslike“identity politics,”
whichisstraight out of Mussolini. They don’t talk about the
working class, they talk about women and race. There'snot
muchthat they’ velearned from the history of the 20th century.

NM: In Whittaker Chambers book Withesshesaw
thisstruggleasbeing either the great social war sof the
20th century, or thewar sof faith.

DH: Chamberswasabeliever and I’ m an agnosticwith
agreat respect for believers. But theldamicradicalsare be-
lieversandit’'snot asecular belief, it' sardigiousbelief.

Therearebelieverswho comebothin secular and reli-
giousformsand they think they cantakethework of salvation
intotheir own hands.

Theseareall liberation theol ogianswhether they areon
theleft or theright, and they are extraordinarily dangerous
peopl e precisaly because they think they arein someways
talking to God or doing hiswork, andif you aredoing God's
work, it would justify anything.

| think you haveto dowhat’sright but without proposing
toyoursalf that you can savetheworld.

NM: But don’t we have some responsibility for
doingwhat webelieveisright?

DH: Yes. There's apassage in the book where | deal
withmy wifeApril talking about my “misson.” My missonis
apersonal misson—toundowhat | did asaleftist, towitness
tothetruththat | learned and to try to saveevenif it'sonly
oneor twoindividuals. That'swhat | do.

Therearethingsthat are beyond me. You haveto think
of Mohammed Atta or Timothy McVeigh —I wouldn’'t go
blowing up federal buildingsevenfor an end that | thought
wasgood. They thought that what they were doing wasnoble.

One hasto fight the good fight but one shouldn’t delude
onesdlf into thinking of onesalf asaredeemer. L eftists—they
call themselves* progressives’—arethearch reactionaries.
When they get into argumentsthey arerude, they step on
you, they kick youinthegroinand they wouldkill you if they
had the opportunity—you can seeit intheir passions. That's
the sign of peoplewho areintoxicated with their own self-
righteousness. You don't really seethat with conservatives.

NM: Isthat what we ar e seeing now in the battles
on Capitol Hill? 1t seemstobesheer hatred on thepart
of theleft.

DH: That’sbecausethey think they aresaving theworld
fromthedevil, whichisus.

NM: Aretheyoungbeingindoctrinated into M ar x-
ism?

DH: There’'san unbelievable number of peopleonthe
campusesindoctrinating kidsintheworst prejudices of the
left. Therearealot of peopleof faith on campuses, but they
areblacklisted from being onthefaculty.
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NM: How deep hasthisindoctrination gone?

DH: The Democrétic party hasnever beensuchaleftwing
party and | think that comesdirectly out of the campuses. The
whole Howard Dean campaigniswhat shifted the Democratic
party tothefar left. You had three Democratic front-runners-
Kerry, Edwards and Gephardt - who were al supporters of
the war until the Deaniacs came aong. And who were the
Deaniacs? They werethe campus Communists.

Thereason you haveablacklist and thereasonyou have
indoctrination, whichyou’ venever had beforeonsuchascae,
isthat you havethe generation of the 1960sradicalswhoto
avoid thedraft and keep organizing against thewar stayedin
school and got student deferments and went on to became
professors.

They are not academics, they’ re political activists. Do
you think thewoman who invited Susan Rosenberg, acon-
victed bomber, to beavisiting professor at Hamilton and fol-
lowed that by invitingWard Churchill —the closest thingtoa
campusterrorist guerilla—isan academic?Doyouthink she's
ascholar? She'sactually the daughter of aCommunist law-
yer, Victor Rabinowitz, whose closest friend is Leonard
Boudin, another Communist whose daughter Cathy wasa
Wesather Underground terrorist.

These people haveinfiltrated the academic world and
convertedit andlargely captured the Democratic party inthe
process.

NM: The Democrats objectionsto certain judges
nominated to the federal bench aretheresult of their
being pushed very hard by their primesupporters, which
istheabortion industry and thegay lobby, and in many
ways don’t they seem to have been captive to that as
much asthey ar e captiveto aleftist agenda?

DH: | don’t seethe abortion or gay |obbies as special
interest groups. | seethem asjust part of theleft. The gay
lobby isnot interested in gay people—they care about their
radica agenda. The samethingwith the abortionists.

Takeanother group, thefeminist 1obby. When Bill Clinton
started abusing women you didn’t hear apeep out of them
becausetheir agendaisn’t women —their agendaisgetting
their people into power. Because what they are about is
changingtheworld.

In SDS (Studentsfor aDemocratic Society) they used
tosay, “Theissueisnever theissue, therevolutionistheis-
sue.” That'stheway | look at this. Thisisapower struggle.
It’snot about judges, it’snot about abortion - it'sto stop the
Bush agenda.

Here' s Janice Rogers Brown, ablack female, daughter
of asharecropper. Everythingintheir overt agendashould
lead them to say, “ Thisisgreat! We care about the equdity of
women. Half the country isRepublican. We haveaRepubli-

can black woman. Now thoseracist Republicanswill haveto
respect ablack woman.”

But that’s not what their agendais. Theway they seeit
is, “My God, if the party of Satan gets a black woman in
there, they will fool peopleinto thinking they arenot the party
of Satan.” Sothe causeiswhat it'sabout. Theissueisnever
theissue, theissueisalwaystherevolution.

NM: How would you definethe Bush agenda?

DH: Fromthe standpoint of theleft? They arepsychotic
thesedays. They arelivinginan dternateredlity. They make
no sensewhatever when they aretalking about Bush.

Asaconsarvative, | think theman hasrisentothehourin
termsof thewar onterror. He svery Churchillianinthat. This
iswhat he'll be remembered for. He saved usan enormous
amount of grief and he'sdoneit against unbelievable odds
andintheface of themost horrific attackson asitting presi-
dentinhistory.

If we hadn’t goneto war when wedid, Saddam’sweap-
onslaboratorieswould be booming; hewould befunding ter-
rorigsand arming themall over theworld; Gadhafi would till
have hischemica weaponslab, thelargest inthethird world,
and he’ d have hisnuclear weapons|ab; therewouldn’'t bea
democracy movement intheMiddle East; it'svery possible
that Pakistan would now bean Idamic nuclear state; and the
United Stateswoul d have been so weakened it would have
incited much challengetoitspower. It'shard toimaginewhat
would have happened.

Theredlity isthat we haven't been attacked since 2001.
There' snot aliving human being who would have bet on Sep-
tember 12, 2001 that wewould not be attacked again on our
own soil infour years. All of that isdueto George Bush and
hisaggressivewar onterror. He' sone of the great figures of
recent times.

NM: Your wifeApril isapparently abeliever. She
made the statement that when she getsto the afterlife
shewantsyou to bethere, and she'safraid that if you
don’t believeyou won'’t bethere. Has she had any im-
pact on you in that respect?

DH: You can't make somebody abeliever. Shewanted
meto open my heart, so yes, she hashad animpact —1 will
keep my heart open.

NM: Is The End of Time your last will and testa-
ment?

DH: “Hopefully that’s premature. When you reach your
60sas| didwhen| began this, you can seethe horizon com-
ing. | have apassagein thebook wherel talk about how 20
yearsislikealifetime. Well, 80 ispretty old eventhesedays.
It’stimeto think about those things. It’'sabook for people
who havereached acertain age.”

—Newsmax.com, June 1, 2005
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The Shanghai Cooper ation

Organization
by ChrisBrown

Putin’srecent lament about thefal of thetyrannical-So-
viet system as*”the greatest geopolitical catastrophe of the
century” received only passing noticewithinthegenerd press.
Thismisguided view isnot only tragic but so potentialy dan-
gerousfor themillionsin Russiawhose freedoms are under
attack daily, in additionto hundredsof millionsof othersaround
theworld whosefuturesare at risk because of Putin’spoli-
cies. If oneisto understand theimplicationsof Putin’'s state-
mentsfor thefuture, onemust ook to history inadditionto
eventsunfolding outsideof Russia.

To understand Putin, including hisview of government
andtheroleof State, onemust remember the Situation present
inRussaat the beginning of hisprofessiond life. Following
theremoval of Khrushchev inthesixties, Brezhnev alowed
thediffusion of control away from the position of Secretary
Generd of the Soviet Uniontothe” power ministries.” Atthe
timein the 1970swhen Putin joined the KGB, which was
under theleadership of Andropov, theseministriesand, insome
respects, the Soviet Unionitself wasat the height of power.
From thispinnacle Putinwaswitnessto the declineand fal of
the Soviet system that many of hisgeneration blameonthe
liberalization within the Soviet Union. With thiscamethe ac-
companyinglossof theprivilegesenjoyed by thediite, of which
Putin was a member, and the loss of power on the world
stage. This power was based on the amoral application of
fear, oppression, and violence, which the Soviet leadership
misunderstood to be respect.

Withthishistory inmind, itiseasy to seewhy Putinwould
be nostalgic for atimewhen he and hisfellow eliteswere
veritablemastersof their world. It dso explainswhy Putin has
been systematicaly dismantling many of thefreedomsthat were
won by the Russian people because helikely blamesthese
libertiesfor thedeclineof Russid sstrength and itsposition of
‘respect’ intheworld. Putin seemsto believethat by looking
back he can move Russiaforward. Unfortunately, not only
do thesedomestic policies, whichincludecurtailing basiclib-
ertieswhilecentrdizing morecontrol intheKremlin, havegrave

repercuss onsfor the Russian popul ace, but theevolving for-
eign policy portion of the Putin worldview presentsdanger-
ouschallengestotheU.S,, itsadllies, and even Russaitself.

Themost obvious, but apparently ignored, chalengeto
theU.S. fromthisneo-Soviet policy isagrowing cooperation
between Chinaand Russia. Thiscooperation hasincluded the
signing of thetreaty creating the Shanghai Cooperation Orga
nization, or SCO, in June 2001 followed amonth |l ater by the
bilatera “treaty of good neighborlinessand friendly coopera-
tion.”

Comprised of almost every nation from theformer So-
viet Unionin Central Asiatogether with China, Russia, and
Mongolia, the SCO isperhapsthe most dangerous organi za-
tion that the American people have never heard of . Although
the SCO does not currently possessthe same nature asthe
Warsaw Pact, itisnot, asitsapol ogistsclaim, purely an eco-
nomic organizationwithlimited military characteristics. By its
own post-September 11" definition itspurposeistofight the
“threeevils’ of separatism, extremism, and terrorism. How-
ever, cons dering the nature of some of themember statesthe
actua definition of those" threeevils’ isextraordinarily loose.
Thisincludesthe Chineseleadershipspaliciesin Tibet, Xinjian,
Hong Kong, and Macao, aswell asthe obsessive desireto
extinguish thefreedom, democracy, and sovereignty of Tai-
wan whose existencethe PRC view asexamples of extrem-
ism, separatism, and continuously labelsany attempt by Tai-
wanto defend itsdlf asterrorism. Inoneironic yet fitting twist
theregiona anti-terrorism center of the SCOinUzbekistanis
known by theacronym RATS.

Under theformal structure of the SCO, the senior lead-
ersfromal theministriesof themember countries, including
the heads of state/government, meet at |east onceayear to
increase cooperation and coordination. An additional con-
cernfor theU.S. and our dliesisthe potentia futureincluson
of Iraninthisorganization, particularly since one of the pro-
grams of the SCO isthelinking of theroad systemsin the
region, which would ease thetransportation of al manner of
dangerous goods between theworld’sleading state sponsors
of terrorismand thecommunist regimeof China, whichviews
theproliferation of WMD and ba listic missiletechnology as
an extension of diplomacy. Theseroad systems could poten-
tially place such shipmentsout of thereach of theU.S. under
theexigting effortsof the Proliferation Security Initiative.

The Schwar z Report Bookshelf

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




THe ScHwaRz RePoORT / SEPTEMBER 2005

Moreworrisomethan the SCO, however, isthebilateral
treaty between Russiaand China. Althoughthisisoftendis-
missed by thosewho either can’t or don’t wish to deal with
theimplicationsof agrowing Sino-Russianrelationship, the
July 2001 treaty has some strong language that cannot be
denied. Articlenineof thetreaty readsasfollows:

When asituation arisesinwhich oneof thecon-
tracting partiesdeemsthat peaceisbeing threat-
ened and undermined or itssecurity interestsare
involved or whenit isconfronted with the threat
of aggression, the contracting partiesshall im-
mediately hold contactsand consultationsinor-
der to diminate such thrests.

Perhapsthemost chilling portionisthelast wordsof that
provision, particularly if one comparesit to the second para-
graph of articlethreefrom the Warsaw Pact whichisanao-
goustoArticle5 of the NATO treaty:

They [thecontracting parties] shall immediately
consult with one another whenever, intheopin-
ion of any one of them athreat of armed attack
on one or more of the Partiesto the Treaty has
arisenin order to ensurejoint defenseand the
maintenance of peace and security.

Thislanguage from the Warsaw Pact wasthe basis of

nightmaresduring the Cold War, and yet itiscivil when com-
pared to the bold assertion that Chinaand Russiawill, when
they deem it appropriateto their definitionsof peaceand se-
curity, hold“ consultationsin order to diminate such threats.”

It appearsthat Putin somehow believesthat the post-
ColdWar U.S.-Russian relationshipisgoverned by thesame
zero-sum paradigm asit wasduring the Cold War. This, to-
gether with Russia sapparent nihilistic approach to the cur-
rent global position of the United States, hasled Russiato
become China sarsend of tyranny.

If Putin and the Kremlin leadership cannot seethe dan-
gerouspaththat they areon, after al thistime M oscow would
beinthesubservient positionto Beijing, it will continueinthe
direction of creating an extremely dangeroussituationfor Rus-
Sa, the United States, and theworld. Perhapsitistimefor the
U.S. toclearly explainto Russiathat if it continuesto under-
minethevery domesticingtitutionsand freedomsthat provide
theonly potentid for raising Russaup, whileat thesametime
arming and strengthen the Chinese, Russamay oneday awake
tofinditsFar East and itsnatural resources have becomethe
sovereignterritory of Chinawhilewhatever remainsof Russa
isnothing morethan aclient to Chinaforced tofollow orders
fromBeijing.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, May 27, 2005
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