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United Churchesof Castro-Part |

by JohannesL . Jacobse

TheNational Council of Churches(NCC) suffered astinging rebuke last month
when the North American Archdiocese of the Antiochian Orthodox Church decided to
sever al tiesto the organization. “1t got to betoo much,” said Antiochian spokesman
Rev. ThomasZain. “ They havean dmost paliticized agenda. . . that opposesconservative
Chridianity.”

Zanwasbeng generous. TheNCC playsaduplicitousgame. Itspublic statements
arelaced withthelanguage of Christian benevolencebut itspoliciesread likealaundry
list of hard-L eft causes. It sapattern that took awhilefor the Orthodox to see.
Disguisinga Mar xist past

NCC cooperation with the far-L eft began in the last century. In the 1950s and
1960s, the NCC was one of theleading contributorsto the Program to Combat Racism
(PCR) created in 1939 by the World Council of Churches (WCC), an NCC effiliate.
PCR subgdized revol utionary Communist governmentsinthe Third World, shufflingmore
than $5 million to 130 organizationsin 30 countries—all under the guise of Christian
charity.

When Reader s Digest exposed therusein 1982, they reported morethan half of
themoney that went to the PCR wound up in the hands of Communist guerillas. Inthe
1970s aone: in excess of $78,000 went to the Cuban sponsored MPLA fomenting
Communist revolution in Angola; $832,000 to Nambia's Communist regime; and
$108,000 to the Patriotic Front in Zimbabwe (then Rhodesia) to support aCommunist
guerillaforceresponsiblefor acampaign of terror that killed 207 whitecivilians, 1,721
blacks, and ninemissionariesincluding their children.

NCC contributionstoward the PRC were collected from member churchesand
funneled through the NCC treasury. When the Reader’s Digest report was published,
theWCC frantically tried to cover the paper trail and to thisday refusesto releasethe
namesof contributorsand beneficiaries.

Thefall of the Soviet Union and subsequent exposure of themoral and intellectua
bankruptcy of Marxism caused donationsto dry up. Throughout the 1990sthe NCC
teetered on the edge of bankruptcy. A last minute cash infusion by awealthy benefactor
saveditfromruin.

Thefdl asoforced the NCC to account for past ansandit fell to Rev. Joan Campbell,
NCC president during the early 1990s, to offer themea cul pa. “Wedid not understand
thedepth of the sufferingsunder Communism,” Campbell said. “Andwefailedtoredly
cry out under the Communist oppression.”

Social(ist) Justice
Likemany of itsleft-wing counterparts, the NCC displayed ad avish devotion to

“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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Marxist ideas and anti-American cant. It stroveto become
theofficial dispenser of religiousrespectability to thosewho
adopted either. Dispensing respectability made NCC bureau-
cratsfed important and offered therationa e that justified the
NCC'sexistence.

“Liberation Theology” wasthedominant fad inthelate
1960s and 1970s—a patchwork of ideasthat claimed that
the Chrigtian obligation to carefor the poor was synonymous
with Marxist social dogma. Liberation Theology dressed
Marxist ideasinthe Christianmoral lexicon convincing gull-
ibleactiviststhat Christ wasredly acrypto-Marxist. Theide-
ology swept throughtherdigiousleft likewildfire. TheNCC
wasfront and center.

Pope John Paul I1 fought Liberation Theology tooth and
nail in Catholic circles(hisfirgt public rebukebeing the scold-
ing of an El Salvadoran priest). “ Christian” Marxistswould
havenoneof it. Substituting Marx’ssecular millennialismfor
the Gospdl, theserdligiousMarxistsdid what all Marxistsdo:
they refused to take any responsibility for the suffering their
ideas generated. Professing themselvesto bewise, they be-
camefools.

Campbd | wasno exception. Her apology wasalie. The
NCC not only understood the suffering caused by Commu-
nist oppression, it funded and gavereligious cover tothe op-
pressors. The NCC wantsusto believethat whenit crawled
into bed with Marx the affair wasnot consummated, whenin
fact it adulterated the Christian Gospel and thereby joined the
ranksof thosewhofoster evil inthe nameof religion.

TheNCC continuesthe affair eventoday, mostly with
Fidel Castro, revealing that the utopian delusionisas strong
asever. Castro’s seduction of the NCC goes back decades.

The NCC wrote educational tractsfor American chil-
drenthat praised Cuban totditarianism. It lauded Cuban hedlth
care. It wasafront man for the deportation of Elian Gonzalez.
It condemnsthe American economic embargo on Castro’s
behalf.

Severd yearsago, NCC operativesexploited avisit to
Cubaby Greek Orthodox Ecumenica Patriarch Bartholomew
| by protesting American policy at Guantanamo, but refused
thepleasof an Orthodox delegateto protest Castro’shuman
rightsabusesat aCuban prison. Thelist goesonandon. Itis
imposs bleto find any substantivecriticism of Castro’sbrutal
regimein nearly three decades of NCC documentation.
Orthodox participation

Giventhishistory, why did thetraditional and conserva-
tive Orthodox Church signonwiththe NCCinthefirst place?
TheOrthodox Church, the second largest churchintheworld,
with 216 million adherents, waslong dividedinNorthAmerica
along ethniclines. Only threeAmerican jursidictions— the
Antiochian Orthodox, whichisprimarily composed of Arab

Chrigtians, the Orthodox ChurchinAmerica, whichisof Rus-
sian heritage; and the Greek Orthodox—have belonged to
the NCC. Theanswer isthat most Orthodox inthesejuris-
dictionswere unaware of the NCC'’sactivist past. Despite
having apresence on American soil for morethan 200 years
(through Russian missionary work in Alaskathat spread to
Cdlifornia, then New York), theAmerican Orthodox areonly
now cominginto their own. Themgority of Orthodox Chris-
tianscameto Americaduring the great wavesof immigration
early inthelast century and it took several generationsfor
assimilationto takeplace. Only recently have American con-
vertsjoined theranks.

Thefall of Communism prompted an NCC makeover
that obscured their | eftist orientation. Brown’smea culpawas
part of thiseffort, aswasthetoning down of radica language
andtherelativesilenceon divisivemoral issuesthat threat-
ened to dienateamore conservative constituency. TheNCC
went shopping for social respectability at the sametimethat
the Orthodox sought avenueto maketheir faith morevisible
in American society. Each found the other and decided to
giveunionashot.

It wasan uneven marriagefromthe start, withthe NCC
acting ashen-pecked suitor. The Orthodox contributeno fund-
ing to the NCC; aproblem the NCC overl ooks because Or-
thodox history and tradition lend an air of moral legitimacy
and authority that the NCC could never muster onitsown.
Clearly the NCC needs the Orthodox alot more than the
reverse.

Most informed Orthodox have always been uneasy of
therelationship withthe NCC but reasoned that an imperfect
relationship might be better than noneat all. However, when
word got out that NCC President Rev. Bob Edgar was ac-
tively courting George Sorosand other like-minded benefac-
tors, theAntiochian Orthodox Church took noticeand began
toask questions.

Then Edgar signed adeclaration against gay marriage
aong with the National Conference of Catholic Bishops, the
Southern Baptist Convention, and the National Association
of Evangelicals, causing outragein hisLesbian, Gay, and
Transgender delegation. They demanded hechange histune,
and Edgar dutifully complied. He apol ogized, removed his
signature, and assured the del egation that the NCC stands
behind gay marriage. That proved the last straw for the
Antiochian Orthodox.

Thedustbin of history

TheAntiochian withdrawal may beasign of thingsto
come. Within the Orthodox communion, only the Orthodox
Church in America (OCA — formerly Russian Orthodox
Church) and the Greek Orthodox remain NCC members.
The OCA isdebating the issue behind closed doors, with
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somerancor if reportsare correct. A parliamentary maneuver
narrowly avoided avoteat their national assembly earlier this
summer that observerssay would haveresultedinan NCC
ouster. Giventhat many OCA familieshavefirst hand experi-
encewith Communist oppression, the exposure of theNCC
asaCommunist fellow travel er should help closethe ques-
tion.

Complete Orthodox withdrawal |eaves the NCC be-

hol den to the declining mainstream of American Protestant-
ism. (Catholicsand Evangelical Protestantsrefusetojoin.)
NCC member churches comprise about aquarter of Ameri-
can Christiansand their numbersdeclineevery year. Only the
conservative churchesare growing. TheAntiochian Ortho-
dox decision pushesthe NCC one step closer to the dustbin
of history—whereit belongs.
—FrontPageMagazine.com, August 25, 2005

United Churchesof Castro-Part |1

by Mark D. Tooley

Last month, for thefirst timeinyears, amember de-
nomination withdrew from theNationa Council of Churches
(NCC). The spunky 400,000-member communion isthe
Antiochian Orthodox Christian Archdiocese of North
America, anditsdecisionto quit thereflexively left-wing
NCC was based on a unanimous vote of clergy and lay
delegates.

According to one church spokesman, a recent NCC
fundraising letter hel ped spark the departure. It asked sup-
porterstofight “right-wing attacks’ onthecontroversa church
agency. Theletter named President Bush, Rush Limbaugh,
James Dobson, and the Heritage Foundation asinsidious
forcesthat must be opposed.

“It got to be too much,” Antiochian spokesman Rev.
Thomas Zain told Ecumenical News International. The
NCC, said Zain, has"lostitsgoa of Christian unity onadoc-
trinal basis. Thegoal seemsto beincluding everybody and
[promoting] niceties”

Homosexuality, increasingly thebellwether issuethat di-
videsreligioustraditionaistsfromliberas, wasasoabigfac-
tor for the Antiochians. The Episcopa Church and United
Church of Chrigt, both pillarsof theNCC, havelargely ac-
cepted same-sex unionsand openly gay clergy.

Officially, the NCC does not have a stance on homo-
sexuality. But NCC chief Bob Edgar, aformer Democratic
congressman and liberd Methodist seminary president, leaves
little doubt that hefavors same-sex unions. “Wejust feel we
don’t have much in commonwith the churches’ inthe NCC,
said Rev. Zain on behalf of theAntiochians.

Higtoricdly comprigngmodly Syrian-American Chridians,
theAntiochianshavein recent yearsattracted anumber of Prot-
estant convertsimpressed by thehistory and mysticism of Eadt-
ern Orthodoxy. These newcomersareespecialy anxiousnot
tofollow thelibera path of mainlinedenominations.

TheNCC'spreferencefor liberal politics, anditsindif-

ferenceto Christian doctrine, have madeit unappedingtothe
Eastern Orthodox for some time. Mainline Protestants
founded and dominate the 55-year-old NCC. The Ortho-
dox originally saw thegroup asan avenuefor integrating their
ethnic communionsintoAmerica srdigiousmansream. But
themainlineisnolonger mainstream. Only about aquarter of
America schurch membersbelong to NCC denominations
now, asMethodists, Episcopdians, and Presbyterians shrink
innumbers, and conservative churchesgrow.

The NCC'srelations with its own more conservative
churcheshavebeenincreasingly cool for severd years. When
theNCC nearly went bankrupt in thelate 1990s, thewedl thy
Orthodox churches—theRussian, Greek, Serbian, and Ukrai-
nian, a ong with other Eastern communionsliketheArme-
niansand Copts—declined to cometo therescueinany sig-
nificant way. Although NCC membersfrom nearly thebegin-
ning (the Antiochianswere afounding NCC member), the
Orthodox churchesprovided aimost no funding to the NCC.
Most of itsdenominationa support comesfrom United Meth-
odists, Presbyterians, and Episcopalians.

The mainline Protestants bailed out the NCC and in-
stalled Edgar asthe new general secretary Six yearsago, hop-
ing he could work fundraising magic. AlthoughtheNCC's
incomehasfallenfrom over $10 millionto $6 million, Edgar
erased the deficit-spending that was choking the NCC.

Awarethat the denominationswould provide no more
financia rescues, Edgar changed the NCC'ssystem of finan-
cid support. Instead of depending on the churches, theNCC
isincreasingly funded by left-wing philanthropies likethe Tides
foundation and the Rockefeller Brothers Fund, and political
advocacy groups, likethe SierraClub and MoveOn.org.

Fromthestart, Edgar aso stressed outreach to non-NCC
congtituencies, such asRoman Catholics, Evangdlicals, and
Pentecostal's, groupsthat, unlikethe NCC churches, are ac-
tually growing. But theoutreach sumbledfiveyearsagowhen
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Edgar quickly withdrew his signature from an ecumenical
“Chrigian Marriage Declaration,” which defined marriage as
the union of one man and one woman, and which was en-
dorsed by the Roman Catholic bishopsand the National As-
sociationof Evangdicds.

Under pressurefromthe NCC’ sgay caucus, Edgar ex-
plained, “I support more than marriage—thelove between
two people—and | don’t differentiatewhether itisbetweena
man and awoman, or awoman and awoman, or aman and
aman, or whatever.”

Edgar’sbackflip on marriage was not forgotten by the
Eastern Orthodox and was among the reasons for the
Antiochian decision. Thedelegatescheered asthehierarch
of the church, Metropolitan Philip Saliba, announced with-
drawal fromtheNCC.

“It’'stheliberdization of the mainline Protestant denomi-
nationsover thelast severd years,” explained theAntiochian
interfaith affairs spokesman Rev. Olof Scott toaradiointer-
viewer. “Their agendasaredriven by gay issues, theradical
feminist agenda, same-sex marriage. They compromiseso
much. Our voice hasbeentotaly lost.”

Scott complained that the NCC under Bob Edgar has
adopted a“ politicized agenda’ that “wefeel should not be
part of the proclamation of thechurch.” Edgar’s* liberal-left
agenda’ doesn’t appedl to* peoplewholiveinflyover coun-
try who are conservative Christians,” noted Scott, who called
theNCC'slatest fundraising | etter the* straw that brokethe
camel’sback.” Theletter, although sent to churches, says
littleabout Christianity and alot about fighting the“ right.”

WiththeNCCincreasingly reliant onlibera foundations
and direct-mail campaignsfor funding, Edgar isunlikely tolet
up ontheshrill political rhetoric. Meanwhile, theAntiochian
withdrawal could have aripple effect on other Orthodox
churchesinthe NCC.

Thelmillion-member Orthodox ChurchinAmerica(Rus-
sian Orthodox) convened itsAll American Council last month
inToronto, whereit received aproposal to withdraw from
theNCC. “Thevery palitically-oriented theol ogies of many
Protestant denominationshave often threatened to derail the
agendaof the councilsaway from dialogue and unity, and
towardspoalitica advocacy and activism,” saidthereport from
the church’secumenical affairscommittee. Bishopsof the
churchwill deliberate over the proposal thisfall.

“Wedon't needtheNCC,” theAntiochian Church’'sRev.
Scott told aradio interviewer. “Wearestrong. Wearevi-
brant. Wearegrowing.” That isconsderably morethan Bob
Edgar can say about thetroubled NCC anditsdeclining main-
linemembers.

—TheWeekly Sandard, August 29, 2005

Castro’'sGulags-Part |

by Nat Hentoff

Despite Fidel Castro’sprisonsholding ever moredis-
sentersinfoul conditions, courageous Cubanswill beinHa-
vanaon May 20 for ageneral meeting of the Assembly to
Promote Civil Society in Cuba, aforcefor democracy en-
compassing 365 Independent groups. Itsmembersaretill
freeinmind and spirit, and aware they too may wind up be-
hind barsfor coming.

Among the delegatesto that May 20 meeting aretwo
librariansfrom eastern Cuba, Elio Enrique Chavez and Luis
EliodelaPaz. They cannot attend, however, becauseina
secret tria they were sentenced to prison onachargeof ‘ dan-
gerousness’ (peligrosidad). Mr. Castro doesindeed seethe
attendeesto thisassembly, aswell asother resistersacross
the country, asadanger to hisbrutal regime.

Inastatement onthelibrarians imprisonment, the ex-
ecutive committee of the Civil Assembly reportsto theworld:
“Thiscasedemonstratesthat Fidel Castro and hisregimeare
employing al their resources and methodsto frustrate the
preparationsand ultimately prevent the General Meeting of
theAssembly to Promotethe Civil Society in Cubaon May
20M,

“Wearecdling theattention of theinternational organi-
zationsand community in generd totherisk facing the partici-
pants of theAssembly.” Asishispractice, Mr. Castro has
undoubtedly inserted spiesamong the plannersof, and del -
egatesto, theassembly, with the obviousintentionsof limiting
theattendance and spurring thefear of resistancethroughout
thecountry.

Mr. Castro still fearshostileinternational reaction, es-
pecially from the European Union, to the savagery of his
dictatorship. In the May 6 Wall Sreet Journal, Mary
AnastasiaO’ Grady, aceaselessrecorder of Mr. Castro’'s
cruelties, quotes an example of that savagery asreportedin
the March 30 Toronto Globe and Mail by Marcus Gee:
“Amnesty (International) says prison guards beat one hand-
cuffed dissident by stomping on histhroat till helost con-
sciousness.”

But Mr. Castro’ s continuing sengitivity to international
disapproval of histhuggery has been revealed in aletter
smuggled out of their prison by Messrs. Chavez and dela
Paz. As reported on the Web site www.
friendsof cubanlibraries.org: “ The policetold thedefendants
that their prison termswould be publicized asagovernment
work/study program rather than aform of punishment.”
According to the prisoners, the colonel said ‘it would be
made known that we are not prisoners, that [their detain-
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ment] wasfor awork/study program of the Revolution; we
told himwedid not agree, that weweren’t going to work or
study but that they were sentencing usfor our political posi-
tion.... We' regoing to serve our sentence behind bars.”

Their refusal to be broken by Castroisalso exempli-
fied by othersinthedictator’sgulag, and by those who, as
of thiswriting, will befacing hispolice, overt and secret, on
May 20. Oswaldo Paya, whose Varela Project got more
than 10,000 brave Cubansto sign his petition for democ-
racy, told the Associated Pressin March: “When Cubans
are capable of saying that, beyond our fear, wewant change,
that hitsthe nucleus of power.” What also can cause Mr.
Castromorefear isif theinternational mediacoverstheMay
20 Assembly to Promote Civil Society in Cuba. Though
timeisshort, surely theresourceful executivesat American
television and cable networks can try to get their cameras
into Havanaby that fateful day.

It would aso beagreat impetusto thefurther dissipation
of what Mr. Paya calls“the culture of fear” in Cubaif the
world can seeontelevison what MissO’ Grady describesin
theWall Sreet Journal: “ For more than two years now, Fi-
del Castro hasfaced afrightening scenein Havanaevery Sun-
day. Some 30 womendressed all inwhitemeet at St. Rita's
church; when Massisover they form asilent procession and
walk 10 blocksto anearby park. Thisisthekind of stuff that
keepsdictatorsup at night.

“They aretheLadiesin White, wivesof prisonersof con-
sciencedoingtimein Castro’sgulags. Theladiesare apped-
ing for therelease of all political prisoners, inthe name of
justice and humanity. Their pleas go unheeded. But that
doesn’t mean that their act of defiance hasn’t been effective.
Indeed, sourcessay that Ssimilar groups of women decked out
inwhite have begunforming processonsin other citiesaround
thecountry.” What awonderful, liberatingfina chorusitwould
befor Ted Koppd’s*“Nightline” (soonto be banished by ABC
inan act of non-public service) to bein Havanaon May 20,
with Koppel on site reporting live on the assembly, or the
assault onit by Mr. Castro’shoodlums.

Maybe someof theAmerican entertainment and literary
elite, who have basked in Fidel’ sglowing presence, will also
bethereto provide the maximum leader with their amoral

support.”
—The Washington Times, May 16, 2005, p. A21

Castro'sGulags-Part Il

by Nat Hentoff

For years, Ray Bradbury’snovel, Fahrenheit 451.. the
temperature at which books burn, has been an inspiration
tomeand other millionsaround theworld who believeinthe
freedom to read—very particularly in those countrieswhose
dictatorsforbid dissenting books.

“We were talking about Fidel Mr. Castro’srecurring
crack-downson those remarkably courageous Cubanswho
keep working to bring democracy to that grimisland where
dissenters, including independent librarians, arelocked in
cages, oftenfor 20 or moreyears. Mr. Bradbury knew about
the crackdowns, but until | told him, was not aware of Mr.
Cadtro’skangaroo courts (while sentencing the subversives’)
often ordering the burning of theindependent librariesthey
raid, just likein 451. For example, onApril 5, 2003, after
Julio Valdes Guevarawas sent away, thejudgeruled: “ Asto
thedisposition of the photographic negatives, theaudio cas-
settes, medicines, books, magazines, pamphlets, and therest
of the documents, they areto be destroyed by meansof in-
cineration becausethey lack usefulness.” Hearing about this,
Mr. Bradbury authorized meto convey thismessagefrom
himtoFidel Castro: “1 stand against any library or any librar-
ian anywherein theworld being imprisoned or punishedin
any way for thebooksthey circulate.

“| plead with Castro and hisgovernment toimmediately
taketheir handsoff theindependent librariansand releasedll
thoselibrariansin prison, and to send them back into Cuban
culturetoinformthepeople.” Among the booksdestroyed
throughout theyears by Fide’ sarsonistshave been volumes
onMartin Luther King Jr., the U.S. Constitution, and evena
book by thelate Jose Marti, who organized, and waskilled
in, the Cuban peopl € sstrugglefor independence.

“Whether or not the Cuban dictator ever heard of Mr.
Bradbury’smessageto him, Mr. Castroisresolutein hisre-
pression of hispeople. AsHuman RightsFirst (formerly the
Lawyers Committee for Human Rights) reports. “Inare-
newed government crackdown on dissidentsin Cuba, au-
thoritiesarrested at least 57 peaceful democracy and human
rights advocates,” between July 13 and July 22. Three of
those still imprisoned will be prosecuted under Mr. Castro’'s
notorious L aw 88, which mandatesup to 20 yearsin prison

and possible confiscation of property.
continued on next page
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Meanwhile, NebraskaGov. David Heineman conducted
atrade missontoHavanain August that was, astheAug. 10
New York Sun reported, “to negotiate the purchase of Ne-
braska-grown dry beans one of the state’ slargest exportsby
the Cuban government.” Republican membersof the Con-
gressLincoln Diaz-Bdart, Mario Diaz-Bdart and lleanaRos-
L ehtinenwroteto Mr. Heineman, telling him hismissionwould
be* sending thegppalling signal that the cash of tyrantsismore
important than thelives of pro-democracy leaders.” These
members of Congress asked the governor to at |east meet
withleadersof the pro-democracy movement, aswell assome
of thepolitica prisoners.

Mr. Heineman's spokesman, Aaron Sanderford, told
Meghan Clyne of the New York Sun, one of the few Ameri-
can newspaperskeeping tabsonthestory of thisheroicresis-
tanceto Mr. Castro, that the governor would not meet with
any dissidents, and would* certainly not engageinthepolitics
of theday.” Replied Lincoln Diaz-Balart: “It'slike saying
politicsisnot part of thetripto Hitler’sGermany inthe 1930s.
It'snot aquestion of palitics; it’'saquestion of elemental hu-
man decency.”

Now that Chinahasbecomeastrong supporter of Rob-
ert Mugabe, the tyrant of Zimbabwe, and isbolstering the
economy that Mr. Mugabe shattered, maybe Mr. Heineman
canlead atrademissontothat brutalized nation and sell more
Nebraska-grown dry beans. How about asidetrip to the
Sudan government in Khartoum? Thegovernor couldtakea

world tour, boosting salesto Iran, North Korea, and other
totalitarian countrieswhose paliticsare of no concernto him.

Not all Nebraskanssharetheir governor’sviews. There
isonelibrarianwhoisvery concerned with Castro’s crack-
downsof conscience, free speech, and thefreedom to read.
Robert Boyce at the reference department in Lincoln City
LibrariesinLincoln, Nebraskatellsmethat he hopesto adopt
asuggestion | madein previouswritingson Castro: Every fal,
librariesacrossAmericadisplay during Banned BooksWeek
actua volumesthat havebeen banned. Why notincludebooks
banned by Castro? Boycewrites: “We are going to be put-
ting together avery small display of banned booksfor thefall
of 2005 Nebraska Library Association Conferencein late
September,” and hewantsto include sometitlesforbiddenin
official Cubalibraries.

Thiswill beasignificant reaching out to Cuba'simpris-
oned librariansby anindividual Americanlibrary state asso-
ciation—thefirst timeit’shappened. Yet, the national Gov-
erning Council of theAmerican Library Association continues
torefuseto ask Mr. Castro to rel easethe independent librar-
iansinhisprisons. Admirersof Mr. Castro onthat governing
body have blocked that clear support of thefreedomtoread,
thevery credo of theALA.

Perhaps, in tribute to free trade if not free ideas, Mr.
Heineman will send asupply of Nebraska-grown dry beans
tothegoverning council of theALA.

—TheWashington Times, August 22, 2005, p. A19

Shadesof Red

by Marvin Olasky

Thesignificanceof Red Sar Over Hollywood (Encoun-
ter, 2005) liesin its subtitle: The Film Colony’s Long Ro-
mancewith the Left. Authors Ronald and Allis Radosh con-
centrate on the 1930s and the 1940s, but their work isrel-
evant to the present because thetryst has been so protracted,
with moviedom’sleftists (such as Jane Fondaageneration
ago and Tim Robbinsor Sean Penntoday) repeating themis-
takesof their forebears: hating America, cheering for militants
from other countrieswho would destroy us, and forgetting
that talent inrole-playing doesnot equa political discernment.

Ronald Radosh isthe author of numerous books about
American Communists, and in The Rosenberg Fileshewas
thefirst writer to establish theguilt of nuclear bomb spy Julius
Rosenberg. Mr. Radosh haslooked extensively at records of
the House Un-American ActivitiesCommittee (HUAC), a
group muchreviled by theleft and intoday’s standard history
texts.

WORL D: How important wasthe Communist Party in
Hollywood during the 1930s and 1940s, and who were some
of thebest-known | eftists at that time?

RADOSH: The Communist Party wassmall in num-
bers. The Hollywood branch only had about 300 members.
Yet itsactivismand diligence allowed it to create numerous
front groupsthat had vast influence and thousands of mem-
bers. TheAnti-Nazi League, which the Party created withthe
guidance of Comintern agent Otto Katz, had asmembersa
who'swho of theHollywood dlite. [tsmembersincluded stu-
diochiefs, actors, writersand directors. At itsfundraisng din-
ner even the Archbishop of LosAngeles sat on the stage.
Wdl-knownleftigtsof theday included LillianHellman, James
Cagney, John Garfield, Budd Schulberg, Maurice Rapf and,
of course, writerslikethefuture*Hollywood Ten,” including
Ring Lardner Jr., Dalton Trumbo, Adrian Scott, Alvah Besse,
andAlbert Maltz.

WORLD: DidtheHollywood left succeed ininfluenc-
ing the content of films?Istoday’sHollywood left more suc-
cessful inthat regard?
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RADOSH: Moreso thanisusually conceded. In our
book, wetalk about numerouswartimefilmsinwhich Party
writers, directorsand actors appeared in filmsthat could ap-
pear to be patriotic (intent on winning the war against Ger-
many) whilebeing pro-Soviet and pro-Communist & thesame
time. We have achapter about the 1943 film Missionto Mos-
cow, inwhichwriter Howard K och and “technical advisor”
Jay L eydaassured that thefilmwould be donein suchaway
to proveto American audiencesthat thevictimsof Stalin’s
great 1936 purgetrial wereall guilty ascharged. Wearethe
first writersto show how thesetwo men—Koch and Leyda—
wereAmerican Stalinistsloyal to the Soviet Union, not apo-
litical men asthey haveusually been portrayed.

Today’ sHollywood |eft hasno obstaclesinitspath. Back
inthe’ 40s sometimesthe producersvetted the filmsand took
out theworst Communist attemptsat influencing films. Today
Tim Robbins—amajor star—can produce abig-budget film
glamorizing theold Communist Ieft, ashedidin TheCradle
W1 Rock. Andin our book, weinclude an appendix of dl the
filmsthat have been made since the 1970sto the present that
portray aCommunist view of theblacklist and the Hollywood
Reds. Themost vilewas One of the Hollywood Ten, inwhich
Jeff Goldblum playsthe most Stalinist of them all, Herbert
Biberman.

WORL D: How wasthe Hollywood | eft defeated dur-
ing thelate 1940s?

RADOSH: It wasdefeated when Stalin moved toward
waging Cold War. Honest liberalswho | et themselvesalign
with the Communistsduring thewartime Popular Front leftin
disgust when the Communists began to attack any and all
American administrationsasfascist andimperidist. Melvyn
Douglasadvised peoplethat liberd slike himself should bresk
all tieswiththe Reds, and Oliviade Havilland, givenapro-
Soviet speech to read by writer Dalton Trumbo at arally, tore
it up and gave atough anti-Communist speech. It wasonly
HUAC s hearingsthat allowed the Redsto portray them-
selves as adherents of free speech and democracy, and al-
lowed them to show themsalvesasinnocent martyrs.

WORLD: What wastheroleof afutureU.S. president
instopping Communistswithinthe ScreenActors Guild?

RADOSH: RonddReagan cut histeethinfighting Com-
munismin hisearliest experiencesin Hollywood. Coming out
of theU.S. Air Corpsfilmdivison, Reagan, likeothers, joined

one of the mgjor Communist front groups. He soon would
learnthat it was secretly run and controlled by the Commu-
nists. When the Communistswaged violent post-war strikes
inan attempt to control theunionsin Hollywood, Reagan led
the Screen Actors Guild to vote against endorsement of the
strikes.

WORLD: Higtoriansoftenlumptheactivitiesof HUAC,
1947-1950, with those of Sen. Joseph McCarthy, 1950-
1954. What werethedifferencesin approach?

RADOSH: McCarthy was chairman of the Senate sub-
committee on Government Operations, HUAC wasacom-
mittee of Congressthat investigated what it perceived as* un-
Americanactivities.” McCarthy wasloosewith hischarges, a
maj or demagogue, and hishearingsonly gave anti-Commu-
nism abad name. HUA C’smagjor triumph wasthe exposure
of Alger HissasaCommunist spy. Someof itsmemberswere
unsavory and demagogic; Parnell Thomas, itschairman dur-
ing theHollywood hearings, washimsalf senttojail for pay-
roll padding, and like the Communists, he took the Fifth
Amendment and refused to testify about hiscorrupt activities.
Others on the Committee were racists and anti-Semites, a
fact that hurt itscredibility. Inreality, HUAC wascareful and
al it caled totedtify wereactualy Communist Party members
or fellow travelers.

WORLD: How did EliaKazan, now remembered as
thedirector of finefilmslike On the Waterfront, act hero-
ically, and how did many of Hollywood'sleading lightstreat
him at thetime and at the Oscar ceremoniesin 19997

RADOSH: Kazan and writer Budd Schulberg realized
that theredl victimsof Red politicswerethosefacing deathin
thegulag. As Schulberg said timeand timeagain, hedidn’t
worry about what happened to Ring Lardner Jr.; heworried
about the Sovi et writers he once supported who wereall put
to death by Stalin. Both Kazan and Schulberg testified before
HUA C onthenatureof Communist activity, and how the Party
wasathreat to democracy and thefreedom of artists. Since
today’ sHollywood | eft only wantsto glamorizetheold Reds,
many of them refused to stand and applaud when Kazan fi-
nally received honorsfrom theAcademy, and otherspicketed
himoutside.

WORLD: Youwritethat onceHollywood Communists
lost their battle against the HUACin 1947, “theromancewas
over and would never bethe sameagain.” The Communist
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Party itsdlf certainly doesn’t play therolein Hollywoodit once
did, but doestheloveaffair withleftistideasremain?If so, are
thereorganizationa expressionsof it?

RADOSH: Theleft today carrieson theagendain new
ways. Thereisno more Stalin or Soviet Uniontolove, but so
many of Hollywood' seliteswoon over Fidel Castroand Com-
munist Cuba. Thelist includesthelikesof Steven Spielberg,
Robert Redford, snger BonnieRaitt, and others. Theleft now
has scores of Hollywood activist groupsthat concentrate on
singleissues. Many of them areled by the children of old
Hollywood Reds.

WORLD: DoesMd Gibson'sbreakthroughindicateany

changein Hollywood, or do you think that wasmerely ablip
inthecharts?

RADOSH: Clearly changeisunderway. Tom Hanks
stated ashort timeago that it’'sabout time agood anti-Com-
muni st film be made, and announced hisintention to do so.
TeamAmericamadefoolsof theHollywood left; inthat film
they wereall blown up while attending a peace conference
convened by Kim Jong Il. Michael Moore, Alec Baldwin,
and Co. didn’t know what hit them, and Sean Penn openly
attacked the movie. Asthe bard once said, “thetimesthey
areachangin.”

—Wbrld Magazine, September 3, 2005, p. 32-33

September 8, 2005

Dear Dr. Noebel:

104), thetrip was an eye opener.

excessesoccurred in RussianHistory.” ...

money.

objectiveknowledgeof truth.
K eep up with the good work and best regards!
O.D.,M.D.
SanDiego, CA

Wearejust back from an extensivetripto Russig, including atour to historical Solovietsky Idand, steof thefirst
GulagArchipelago camp. Organized by MIR Corporation (85 SWashington &, Seattle, WA 92104, Tel: 800-424-

Thisevidence-based trip that included Moscow and St. Petersburg, easily showsthat RussaisNOT indenid of
itsCommunist past. Every city still hasatower statue of Lenin. Acrossthe Bolshoi Theater, in Moscow, thewel | kept
statue of Marx isstill summoning the proletarians of theworld to unite.

TheKGB headquartersstill isadorned by the hammer and sickleat regular interval s (but auniformed guard will
not let you take aphotograph of it), but L ubyanka Squareis spared of the monument to A. Dzerzhinsky, thefirst
Commissar of thefeared CHEKA, which iscurrently kept, with the other statues of theleaders of the USSR inthe
park between the Moscow River (by the statueto Peter the Great) and Gorki park.

Thereisatacit“liveandlet live” understanding between the State (Putin) and Patriarch Alexey of the Russian
Orthodox Church, to minimizethe polarization of the Russian peopl e between former Communistsand their victims,
by limiting the evidence of the past that includesthe closure of Museums dedi cated to and by the victims of Commu-
nism, including the Museum that had been created by the prisonerson Solovietsky, onthesite of their captivity, well
described by A. Solzhenitsin. Thereismoremerit for Christianstoforgiveandtoforget. “Itisnot thefirst timethat

In spite of the current positivefinancial bonanzaprovided by the price of oil, the Stateisprivatizing al that the
Soviet Government offered “ free’, —such asguaranteed employment, universa hedth care (whichiscurrently inagtate
totally unacceptablein aWestern nation), free transportation, education, etc., making surethat theelderly arewit-
nessesthat “it wasbetter whenit wasworse.” People used to entitlementsare hard pressed to switch to Capitalism.
Retirement revenuesfor the elderly and disabled,at |essthan $50 amonth, are not sufficient to providefor the neces-
sities needed to surviveindependently and the high earners are not trusted: “How can they be honest and make

Thereisaninteresting historical twist accepted by acons derablenumber of Russians, that Stalinredlly wasatrue
believer because he had beeninaseminary and hismother wasabeliever. Hewasthegresat savior of Russia, maligned
by Jewish Zionistssand Americans. His" so called” excessesaregreatly exaggerated! ...

Russansaregreat patriotsand have groundsto suspect themotivesof others: thereisagreat chalengetoget an




