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Ortega, Again

by Otto J. Reich

Twenty yearsago thissummer, Washington’shottest debate centered onthe Contras
war againgt the Sandinistasin Nicaragua—and how to kegp thenationsof Centra America
fromfallinginto the hands of Marxist terroristsor right-wing death squads. It wasthe
equivalent of today’sIrag debate. Theeventua victory of freedomin Nicaraguacameat
acost of tensof thousandsof lives—and it isnow injeopardy.

Thehard LeftinLatinAmericahaslearneditslessons: Itisnolonger tryingtogain
power by force, becauseit fears (with just cause) the unmatched power of the United
States and the willingness of recent Republican presidentsto useit in the defense of
freedom; it istherefore resorting to political warfareto regain power, and one of its
battl efieldsisagain Nicaragua.

In many waysthefight 20 yearsago wassimpler. On oneside, the Sandinistas—
armed, organized, trained, and supported by the USSR, Cuba, and an assortment of
internationa terrorist groups—were determined to impose aCommunist dictatorship.
Ontheother side, the armed Contras and the unarmed Nicaraguan resi stance—sup-
ported by the U.S—weretrying to prevent Nicaraguafrom falling into the totaitarian
abyss. Today’sbattleismore complicated: Two bad actors of the 1980s, Daniel Ortega
andArnoldoAlemén, aretrying to wrest power fromtheduly elected president, Enrique
Bolafios. Aleman and Bolafios were anti-Sandinistas, but that iswherethe similarity
ends. After asuccessful run asmayor of Managua, the then-popular Aleman became
president in the mid-1990s and proceeded to treat the country as his personal fief and
bank, asthe Somozafamily had done before him—stealing food from the mouths of a
population that years of war and Sandinistamisrule had turned into the poorest in the
region.

Suddenly Alemén resembled more the kleptomaniac, autocratic Ortegathan the
democrat he had claimed to be. Since hiselection, Aleman had stolen so much money
that he needed protection. Who better to provideit than Ortega, who controlled the
Sandinista congressmen and most of thejudicial branch? One might well ask how a
despicable party bosslike Ortegacan control anation’sjudiciary. Theanswer liesinthe
agreement signed late on the night the Sandini stas—unexpectedly—I ost the 1990 €l ec-
tion. Ortega sfirst reaction to hisdefeat wasto refuseto accept the verdict of the people
and to threaten to remain in power by force. But the presence of many international
observers prevented such an obvious salf-coup. So, torelinquish the presidency, Ortega
demanded adisproportionate number of congressional seatsand retention of thejudges
the Sandinistashad installed during their elevenyearsof rule. Thevast mgjority of the
judgesnow answered to Ortega.

LikeAleman, Ortegaal so needed protection: He had been accused of massive

“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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human-rightsviolationsduring histen yearsasleader, for which
the Sandinista-controlled Assembly amnestied him. Later, his
stepdaughter publicly and convincingly accused him of sexu-
ally abusing her over many years. Orteganow needed the
support of the person whose party had gained control of a
majority intheAssembly to avoid thelega complications of
the abuse charges: the corrupt Arnoldo Aleman. 1n 2000,
Aleman and Ortega decided to enter into aPact.

In essence, the Pact was an attempt to put the entire
government under the control of thosetwo party strongmen,
whileat the sametimeleavingin placethefacade of indepen-
dent democratic institutions. In January 2002, President
Bolafiostook office and soon launched aninternational ly rec-
ognized anti-corruption campaign. Against grest odds, andin
spite of thefact that Ortegaand Aleman controlled the Na-
tional Assembly and the Supreme Court, Aleman was con-
victed on corruption charges.

The Ortega-Aleman alliance has been striking back at
President Bolafioswith avengeance. First, Ortegaused his
control of thejudgesto release Aleman from prison, and to
alow himto servehiscorruption sentence under housearrest
at Aleman’sown luxury ranch. Then, in October 2004, thetwo
Pact |eadersattempted alegidativecoup d' état. They triedto
bring trumped-up chargesof eection-financeviolationsagaingt
Bolafios, in order toremove himfrom office. Animmediate
outcry from much of theinternational community and Nicara:
guancivil society cut thisattempt short. Finaly, in November
2004, Ortegaand Aleman decided that if they could not seize
control of theexecutive branch of government they would Sm-
ply stripit of itspower. TheNationa Assembly beganto pass
aseriesof lawsand condtitutiona “reforms’ desgnedtotrans-
fer agreat dedl of power totheNationd Assembly: Theeffect
would beto createa” mega-legidature” more powerful than
any legidativebody inthe Western Hemisphere, andtoleave
theexecutivebranch virtualy powerless.

Inanormal democracy, Bolarios could haveturned to
the Supreme Court for protection against anaked power grab
by thelegidative branch. But the Nicaraguan Supreme Court
isoneof themost discredited ingtitutionsin the country: Be-
cause of the Pact, itsmembers have been personaly selected
by Ortegaor Aleman, and they respond to ordersfrom their
party bosses. La Prensa, Nicaragua' slargest most respected
newspaper, had thisto say on June 6 about the Supreme Court:
“Theworst part of thisfight between the Executive and the
Legidatureisthat the Judiciary cannot resolveit, becauseitis

not independent, rather it obeysone of the parties of the con-
flict and thereforeit lacksthe authority and credibility tojudge
andresolvesuchacase” Tounderstand the character of the
Nicaraguan Supreme Court, it helpsto know that it may be
the only supreme court in theworld on which three sitting
justiceshave had their U.S. visas revoked because of cor-
ruption.

Under these circumstances, President Bolafioswas | eft
with few optionsif hewished to defend the bedrock demo-
cratic principle of separation and independence of powers.
He appeal ed to the Organization of American States, which
in 2001 had adopted the I nter-American Democratic Char-
ter, committing al member nationsto be* representative de-
mocracies.” Article 3 of thecharter requiresthat OAS mem-
ber stateshave* separation of powersand independence of
thebranchesof government.” Bolafiosa so brought suit againgt
theNational Assembly inthe Central American Court of Jus-
tice (CCJ). Theregional court ruled early in 2005 that the
attempted constitutional reformsviolated the OAS Inter-
American Democratic Charter, two Central American trea-
ties, and Nicaragua sown congtitution. TheNational Assem-
bly responded by ordering up aninstant ruling fromtheever-
compliant Nicaraguan Supreme Court claiming the CCJdid
not havejurisdiction, despitethefact that Nicaraguaisasig-
natory of thetreaty. OnApril 1, thepresidentsof al the Cen-
tral American nationsjointly issued astatement supporting
President Bolafios.

Thenew secretary-generd of the OAS, former Chilean
foreignminister José Migue Insulza, istrying to find apeace-
ful solutiontothe crisis—whichisnow nearing abailing point.
Thereare currently two competing sourcesof authority inthe
country: President Bolarios, backed by the Central Ameri-
can Court of Justice, much of Nicaraguan civil society, and
theinternationa community; and the Ortegal/Alemén-controlled
Nationa Assembly, backed by the rubber-stamp Supreme
Court, the National Prosecutor’s Office, and National
Comptroller’sCouncil, al headed by appointeesof the Pact.

No onecan predict how thiscrisiswill end; violenceis
possible. Thepoliceand thearmy are currently taking their
ordersfrom Bolafios, but the Pact ispressing to convincethe
policethat they must obey ordersfromthe courts. If the Pact
convincesthepoliceto switch sides, Ortegaand Aleman can
completetheir planned takeover of theexecutive power. There
islittle doubt that the Sandinistaparty, withitshistory of or-
chestrating violent street demonstrationsfor political effect,
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could try to make Nicaragua ungovernable and attempt to
remove Bolafiosfrom office. The Pact would bein virtual
control of all branches of government, and theway opened
for themanipulation of afraudulent Ortega“ election” tothe
presidency in 2006.

Nicaraguaisatest casefor the OAS snew Inter-Ameri-
can Democratic Charter. Two of democracy’scleverest en-
emiesin Central America—Ortegaand Aleman—havere-
fined atechniqueof hollowing out democraticinditutionsfrom
theinsidein order illegitimately to ruleacountry fromtheir

position aspolitical party bosses. We may soon get anindi-
cation of whether the OA Shas been ableto keep pacewith
thetimes, and has evol ved techniquesand methods of itsown
to confront successfully these new typesof challengesto de-
mocracy inthehemisphere. Friendsof freedom and democ-
racy should be paying close attention, and supporting
Nicaragua’'s elected leader, Enrique Bolafios. The
neighborhood’s enemies of freedom are al so watching, and
probably doing morethan that.
—National Review, July 18, 2005, p. 26f

France: TheCost of

Multiculturalism
by Lt. Col. Gordon Cuculla

George Washington el oguently set forth the classical
American policy onimmigrationin an addresshe delivered
beforean Irish associationin December 1783. Inhisremarks,
Washington stated that our borderswere open, not just for
the wealthy and educated, but also for the“ oppressed and
persecuted of al Nationsand Religions,” who werefreeto
enjoy “aparticipation of dl our rightsand privileges—If,” he
concluded, “these newcomers comported by American stan-
dards’ of “decency and propriety of conduct.” That is, they
had to assimilate to their new country’s values; then they
would be accepted on an equal basiswith thosewho came
across on the Mayflower. Thispolicy prevented thekind of
quasi-civil war currently raging in Europe, yet today, some
Americanswant to changeour policiesbased on Old Europe's
fatdly flaved modd.

Columnist Mark Steyn, inaNovember 3interview with
talk show host Hugh Hewitt, discussed the current larming
Stuationin France—theMudimriotsthat subsequently spreed
to Denmark and Belgium. Thesearethe opening shots, Steyn
says, inthestart of a* Eurabian civil war.” Theroot cause of
Mudimdisaffectionisnon-assimilation. Thishappened for two
reasons. |damic fundamentalist immigrantschosenot to as-
similateand conscious government policy instituted by their
host nations encouraged their separatism. Decades of
multicultural secular humanism have excised Judeo-Chrigtian
corevauesfrom Old Europe, and alethal element of sepa-
ratist ISamofascismfilledthevoid. Thisisaharsh, parasitic
movement that intendsto destroy itshost. Indeed, in some
casesthe hosts have actually enacted rulesto prevent such
milation and to recognizetheimmigrant cultureasequd to
or preferableto the host.

Thismuddle-headed policy Steyn recounts, hasresulted

inhogtileenclaveswithin gates. Inredigticterms* you' reded -
ing with communitiesthat aretotally isolated from themain-
sreamof Frenchlife, wheredl kindsof practicesthat wouldn't
betolerated [takeplace].” Alex Alexiev, of the Washington-
based Center for Security Policy, and amgjor contributor to
the newly released War Footing, agrees.

“There may be as many as 1,000 Muslim enclavesin
France alone. They have become stateswithin states. Many
practice Shari’alaw inside of theenclave. Asmany as400
enclavesare so closed that even French policefear to enter
during daylight. At night, itisstrictly mobrule.”

Alexiev madethisanaysismorethan ayear beforethe
contemporary Frenchriotserupted. Steyn notesthat severa
yearsprior totheriots, hetoured sectionsof Mudlim ghettos
outside of Paris. They werethe most appalling lumshehad
ever seen, worse even than somenotorious Third World pits.
“l wasmoreafraidinsidetheseplacesthaninany placel’d
beenintheMiddle Eat, including Baghdad recently,” Steyn
told Hugh Hewitt.

For what conceivabl e reason can acountry like France
havevoluntarily abrogated sovereignty over large sectionsof
itsinterna territory on adefacto basis?Alexiev pointsafin-
ger to smplepopulation figuresasaprimefactor: aging, non-
reproducing Frenchmen versusyouthful, procregting Mudims.
He has studied European demographicsfor years. The num-
bers, Alexiev contends, areintentionally obscured by various
countries, especially France, “but if you know how to look
for them, you can find them.” His greatest concern isthat
using commonly accepted demographic model s European
countrieshavevoluntarily slowed reproduction to the point
where certain populationsmay be* unrecoverable.” Alexiev
citesFrance, Holland, much of Scandinavia, and Italy asmost
alarming cases. Europeansarereproducing at arate solow
that they are nolonger replacing themselves, much lessex-
panding. By the end of the century some countriesmay be
entirely depopulated of “ classic” Europeans.

Canthetrend bereversed? It may betoo late, consid-
ering that the Europeans may have passed thetipping point.
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Giventheexplosvebirthrateamong the Mudim popul ations
alongwith an openimmigration policy bordering on national
suicide, thetransition of Europeto Eurabiamay well be un-
stoppable by anything other than extraordinary intervention. It
isprecisaly that kind of intervention that concerns Ralph Pe-
ters, author of New Glory, alook at wherethesetrends|ead.
Europe—especidly France, Peterscontends—havea* blood-
drenched history.” When European countries get pushed too
far, they typically solvetheir domestic problemsthroughwar or
by unrestrained internd repression. Oneneed not |ook further
back than the Hol ocaust to seetheresults, but historiansrelate
centuriesof blood- etting and ongoing discrimination by Euro-
peansaga nst Jewsand other minorities.

Thereisared fear among observersthat theanti-Semitic,
anti-foreign movementsthat cameclosetodectora victory in
France are going to resurge as aresult of theriotsand the
undeniablethreat that Mudims poseto France. With both the

Socidistsand the neo-Fascists opposed to assmilationasa
policy (theformer canthink only intermsof morewdfareand
appeasement, thelatter intermsof remova) thepolitical battle
linesaredrawn. Peters contentionisthat they may well be
drawninblood within afew short yearsif asufficiently cruel
element of French politicscomesto power bent on deporta-
tionor eimination of theimmigrant, “foreign” population.
Today, thereare many who promote Euro-socialist val-
uesasalegitimate replacement for America s Congtitutional
guarantees drafted by the Founding Fathers. For yearsthey
tried to maketheir case, despite tanking economies, social
and mora bankruptcy, and military impotencethat swept Eu-
ropeinto virtud irrelevance. Now nominally European citi-
zensaretaking armsagainst their own. Perhapsthisisthe
ultimate cost of non-assimilation.
—FrontPageMagazine.com, November 23, 2005

ThelL eft HatesI neguality,
Not Evil

by DennisPrager

If you want to understand the L eft, most of what you
need to know can be summarized thus: The Left hatesin-
equdlity, not evil.

Asoneraised asaNew York Jew (who, moreover, at-
tended an vy Leagueuniversity) and thereforeliberal—it took
meawhileto recognizethisfatal moral characteristic of the
L eft. But themoment | realized it, it becameimmoral not to
opposeleftist values.

Itisneither possiblenor virtuousto bedevoid of hatred.
Even thosewho think it isalwayswrong to hate must hate
hatred. The question thereforeis not whether one hates but
what (or whom) one hates.

For example, onthebasisof thevauesystemthat | hold
(Judeo-Christian), | try to confinemy hatingtoevil. By evil |
mean theddiberateinfliction of unjust suffering ontheunde-
serving; crudty isthe best exampleof such evil.

Thosewho hateevil hated the Soviet Union. The Soviet
Union, after al, wasamade-up country, created by aband of
gangsterscalled Bolsheviksand Communists. They murdered
between 20 million and 40 million innocent people, spread
thelr totalitarianism around theworld, and thereby rendered
hundredsof millionsof peopledavesand automatons.

From the 1930sto the 1950s, liberalsand social demo-
cratsvigorously opposed communism. But therest of the
world'sLeft, especialy itsintellectualsand artists, not only

did not oppose communist governments, they werethe great-
est defendersof communism.

By theend of the Vietham War (begun and prosecuted
by liberals), however, most libera s abandoned anti-tyranny,
anti-evil liberalism and joined therest of the L eft. Sincethe
late 1960s, with very few exceptions (one is Sen. Joseph
Lieberman), “liberal” and “Left” have become synonyms.
(That iswhy The New York Times characterizesthe Nation,
afar-leftjourna, as“liberal.”)

Thus, when President Ronald Reagan called the Soviet
Unionan*“evil empire” thelibera world condemned him. The
Cold War, onceregarded as an epic battle between freedom
and tyranny, cameto be regarded by liberalsasan amoral
battle between “two superpowers.”

Likewise, liberalsalmost universally mocked President
George W. Bush when helabeled Saddam Hussein's|raq,
North Koreaand Iran an “axisof evil.” It takesamind that
either haslittle comprehension of evil or little desireto con-
front it to object to characterizing three of theworst regimes
inmodernhistory as*“evil.”

How el se can one explain the L eft’senchantment with
Fidel Castro, thetotditarianruler of Cuba?Clearly hisevil is
of little consequence. What mattersto peopleontheLeftis
that thereisfree health careand almost universal literacy in
Cuba. Whereas non-leftistsbelievethat it isfar better to be
illiteratebut free, leftistsbelievethat itisbetter to bealiterate
dave

Today, thisinability to either recognizeor to hateevil is
manifested in theliberal oppositiontothewarinlrag. Asl
pointed out in apreviouscolumn, opponentsof thewar should
be asked to at |east acknowledgethat Americaisfighting evil
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peopleand anevil doctrineinlirag. But eventhat isdifficult, if
not impossible, for most peopleon the L eft.

Asnoted above, everyone hates someone, and that in-
cludespeople onthe Left. The problemisthat becausethey
don’t hateevil, they hatethose who opposeevil. That ishow
libera swent from anti-communist to anti-anti-communist. To
paraphrase one of the greatest moral insights of the Talmud,
thosewho show mercy tothecrud will becruel tothemerci-
ful. So, George W. Bush, not the Ilamic terror world, isthe
Left'svillan; life-embracing |sradl istheLeft'svillain, nottheir
desth-loving enemies; and rdigious Christianswho notemora
weaknesseswithinthe ldlamic world aretherea danger, not
themoral weaknesseswithintheldamicworld.

Tobefair, it should be noted that confusion over evil and
insufficiently hatingit arenot confined to the L eft. Thereare
religious peoplewho conflate sexual sinwith evil and/or ad-

vocate automatic forgivenessof all evildoers, even when no
repentance hastaken place.

But theinability to acknowledgethe greatest evils, let
aonetojoininfighting them, isthedefining characteristic of
theLeft. That iswhy former Vice President Al Gorejust an-
nounced that global warming wasaworsethreat to humanity
thanterrorism. Hereally believesthat. Asdo the great many
people on the L eft whose moral passion focuses more on
gasolineprices, drug prices, health care prices, and other ex-
pressions of material inequality than on people and move-
ments dedicated to murder. That iswhy Robert Redford and
friendsfrom Hollywood can celebrate Fidel Castro. Castro
may imprison political opponents, and most Cubansmay have
no right of dissent, but they areeconomically equal.

—FrontPgaeMagazine.com, November 22, 2005

Dead But Not Gone

by William S.Lind

It sometimes happensthat theworst characteristic of an
otherwisevaluablebook isitstitle. Suchisthe casewith Paul
Gottfried’s latest work, The Srange Death of Marxism.
Instead of Marxism'’sobituary, what Gottfried hasactually
writtenisthegtory of itstransmutationinto—wadll, into exactly
what remainsindispute. Whatever it might best becalled, itis
clearly the basis for the political correctness and
multiculturalismthat have becomethe stateideol ogy in most
of Europe and the United States.

Alongtheway, Gottfried doeschroniclethedeath of clas-
scd, economic Marxism-Leninism bothinand beyond Euro-
pean Communist Parties. Thereare no surpriseshere; post-
war revelationsof Stainist horrorscoupled witharising pros-
perity that enabled European workerstojointhemiddlieclass
undermined the powerful French and Italian Communist Par-
tiesof the 1950s, along with thosein most other countries.
Maoist and Castroite attemptsto internationalize thework-
ers revolution by trandatingitinto ThirdWorld liberation kept
Marxism-Leninismon lifesupport for awhile, but it wasal-
ready brain dead. By thetimethe Soviet Unionfell in 1989,
classical Marxism had long since been stuffed and mounted,
like Lenin. Not even the Chinese Communist Party takesit
serioudy anymore.

Werethat themain substance of Gottfried' sbook;, itwould
amount to littlemore than the usual ho-hum academic work.
Infact, itisvery much more. What Gottfried redly presentsis
the history of Marxism’sbastard offspring, political correct-

ness, and the institution most responsible for itsbirth, the
Frankfurt School. In so doing, The Srange Death of Marx-
ismjoinsLorenz Jager’s superb new biography of Theodor
Adornoin making theintellectud history of themost radical
of anti-Western ideol ogies accessi bleto anonacademic audi-
ence.

Gottfried tracesthe rise of PC and multiculturalism
through Antonio Gramsci, Georg L ukacs, the Frankfurt
School, and others, showing how Marx’s economic deter-
minism evolved into an obsession with theunholy trinity of
“racism, sexism, and homophobia,” which now demands
endlesssacrifices. Thefirst way station waswhat Gottfried
cdls” neomarxism:”

Neomarxistscalled themsd vesMarxistswithout
accepting al of Marx’shistorical and economic
theoriesbut while upholding socialism against
capitalism, asamoral position .... Thereafter
socidistswould build their conceptud fabricson
Marx'snotion of “alienation,” extracted from
hiswritingsof the 1840s.... [they] could there-
foredispensewithastrictly materialist anadyss
and shift ... focustoward religion, morality, and
aesthetics.

What happened next isamatter of dispute, more over
terminol ogy than anything else. AsMarxism became PC and
multiculturalism, did it turninto cultura, asdigtinguished from
economic, Marxism, or did it, as Gottfried contends, move
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sofar beyond Marx asto congtitute post-Marxism? Gottfried

writes,
Isthecritical observation about the Frankfurt
School therefore correct, that it exemplifies* cul-
tura Bolsheviam,” whichpushesMarxig-Leninist
revol ution under asociol ogical-Freudian label ?
To the extent its practitioners and despisers
would both answer tothischaracterization, it may
in fact be valid ... but if Marxism under the
Frankfurt School hasundergone [these] alter-
ations, thentheremay belittteMarxismIeftinit.
Theapped of the Critica Theoriststo Marx has
becomeincreasingly ritudisticand what thereis
inthetheory of Marxist sourcesisnow inter-
mingled withidentifiably non-Marxist ones....
Inanutshell, they had moved beyond Marxism
... intoamilitantly antibourgeois stancethat op-
eratesindependently of Marxist economic as-
sumptions.

Here Gottfried is both right and wrong. Heis correct
that the cultural Marxismwe know as political correctness
hasleft Marxism-Leninismand orthodox Marxist economics
behind. It did so early; by thelate 1910s, Gramsci and Lukacs
perceived that culturewasnot merely “ superstructure” but a
separate and important variable, and in 1930 Max
Horkheimer, the Frankfurt School’ snew director, said that
theworking classwould not bethe basisof arevolution.

But Gottfried writes, “In defense of thisproject asa
Marxist one, it might be said that its practitionersregarded
themsalvesasrevolutionary disciplesof Marx and took pains
to placetheir work into aMarxist framework.” Perhapswe
should smply takethem at their word.

While much has been written about the Frankfurt
School’smovefrom Germany tothe United States after Hitler
cameto power and its subseguent influence here, Gottfried
breaks some new ground in hislook at the boomerang effect.
How isit that Jirgen Habermas, Horkheimer’sand Adorno’'s
successor at the Frankfurt School, has good things to say
about America?As Gottfried writes,

Immigrationreformfor thebenefit of ThirdWorld
populations, followed by lawsamed at curbing
discrimination againgt racia minoritiesand rec-
ognition of feminist and gay rights, beganinthe

United States about tento fifteen yearsearlier
thanin Western Europe.

Far from being abastion of church-going cultural con-
servatism, the United States hasbecometheworld |eader of
theculturaly Marxist revolution, to the point of attempting to
Impose secular democracy and women'srightsontheldamic
world by forceof arms. Gottfried rightly traces European cul-
tural Marxism back to the American-designed re-education
of the Germans after World War 11, of which Habermas
proudly proclaimshimself an heir. If some European coun-
trieshave now gonefarther thanthe U.S. inmaking cultural
Marxism the stateideol ogy—any dissent fromwhichrisksa
termin prison—Americahad much to do withinjecting the
poison into the European body politic. This time it was
Horkheimer and Adorno who arrived on the sealed train.

In hislast chapter, Gottfried arguesthat the* soft despo-
tism” of cultural Marxism, the spirit of Huxley’sBrave New
World, isapoalitica religion. That isafair description of ideol-
ogy ingenerd; dl ideologiesareanti-Chrit, false Chritianity
promising heaven on earth through man’sown efforts. De-
spitelabeling cultural Marxism*“ post-Marxism,” Gottfried
acknowledgesthat “the apped of aCommunist god remains
acritical point of referencefor explaining the current Euro-
pean parliamentary |eft.” Thetransmuted effect of thisgodis
thet

Thosewho aresecureintheir pureintentionsalso
understand the pervasive evil of their Euro-
Americanor Germanidentity. Itissomething that
must be deva ued and eventua ly removed from
human relations, inthetransitionto aglobal so-
ciety that will ‘enrich’ the Westernworld by re-
placingit.

Nor isthisgoal confined to the European L eft:

Prominent American neoconservativejournaist
and author Stephen Schwartz hasargued inthe
National Review that thosewho arefighting for
global democracy should view Leon Trotsky as
aworthy forerunner.

Inthe end, Gottfried endsup proving the opposite of the
thesisinhisbook’stitle. Uncle Karl may beburied, but he's
far from dead.

—The American Conservative, October 10, 2005, p.
33,34
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Good Night and Good L uck

by Ann Coulter

As noted here previously, George Clooney’s movie,
Good Night, and Good Luck, about pious parson Edward
R. Murrow and Sen. Joseph McCarthy, failed to produce
one person unjustly accused by M cCarthy. Sincel described
McCarthy asagreat American patriot defamed by liberalsin
my 2003 book, Treason, liberalshave had two moreyearsto
produce a person—ijust one person—falsely accused by
McCarthy. They till can’'tdoit.

Meanwhile, | can prove that Murrow’s good friend
L aurence Duggan was a Soviet spy responsiblefor having
innocent peoplemurdered. Thebrilliant and perceptivejour-
nalist Murrow was not only unaware of the hundreds of So-
viet spiesrunning looseinthe U.S. government, hewasa so
unawarethat hisown dear friend Duggan wasa Soviet spy—
hisfriend on whose behalf corpseslittered the Swissland-
scape.

Contrary to theimage of the Black Night of Fascism
(BNOF) under McCarthy leading to mass suicide with
bodies constantly falling onthe heads of pedestriansin Man-
hattan, Duggan wasthe only suicide. After being questioned
by the FBI, Duggan leapt from awindow. Of course, given
the peopl e he was doing business with, he may have been
pushed.

After Duggan’sdesth, Murrow, dong withtherest of the
howling establishment, angrily denounced theideathat Duggan
could possibly havebeen didoya toAmerica.

WEell, now we know thetruth. Decrypted Soviet cables
and mountainsof documentsfrom Soviet archives prove be-
yond doubt that L awrence Duggan wasone of Stalin’'smost
important spies. “McCarthyism” didn’tkill him; hisguilt did.

During the height of the Soviet purgesinthemid-' 30s, as
millionsof innocentswere being tortured, exiled and killed on
Stalin’sorders, Murrow’sgood pal Duggan wasusing his
position at the State Department to passimportant documents
tothe Soviets. Thedocumentswere so sensitive, Duggan had
to return the originalsto the State Department before the end
of the day. Somewere so important, they were sent directly
to Stainand Molotov.

On at |east oneoccasion, Murrow’sdear friend Duggan
sat with his Soviet handler for an hour asthe handler photo-
graphed 60 documentsfor the motherland. In other words,
Dugganwasthekind of didoyal, two-faced, back-stabbing
weasel you rarely seeoutside of the entertainment industry.
(He certainly was perceptive, that Murrow.)

All thistime, people Duggan knew personally were be-
ing fal sely accused and executed back in the Soviet Union.

Duggan expressed concern about Stalin’s purgeswith his
Soviet handler, but hedidn't stop spying. AsAllen Weingtein
describesit in The Haunted Wbod, Duggan wasmostly con-
cerned about being falsely accused by Stalin himself some-
day.

Because of Murrow’s good buddy Duggan, innocent
peoplewerekilled. Not just themillionsmurdered during the
purgeswhile Duggan wasearning “ employee of the month”
awardsfrom Stalin. At least onemanwasmurdered solely to
protect Duggan’sidentity asa Soviet spy.

Ignatz Reisshad been the head of Soviet secret policein
Europe. Assuch, hewasaware of Soviet agentsintheU.S,,
including Duggan. But unlike Duggan, Reisswas stunned by
Sain’sbloody purges. In 1937, Reissdefected from the So-
viet Union, threatening to expose Duggan if they came after
him. It washisdeath warrant.

Two monthsl|ater, Soviet secret policetracked Reissto
arestaurant in Switzerland. According to the official memo
describing Reiss murder, Soviet agentsdragged Reissout of
therestaurant, shoved himinacar, shot himand dumped his
body by the side of theroad. (Or, in Soviet parlance, hewas
“debriefed.”)

Soviet officidslater happily informed Duggan’shandler
inAmerica “(Reiss) isliquidated, (but) not yet hiswife. ...
Now the danger that (Duggan) will be exposed because of
(Reiss) isconsiderably decreased.” Despiteall Clooney’s
double-sourced fact-checking, he missed the part about
Murrow’sgood friend Duggan being an accompliceto mur-
der.

To hear theseliberascarry on, “McCarthyism” wasthe
worst thing that ever happened inthehistory of theuniverse.
No one has ever been so persecuted or so heroic asHolly-
wood actorsinthe’50s.

At the exact sametimeasthese crybabieswerewailing
about M cCarthyism, therewas much worsegoing oninthe
partsof theworld so admired by the Hollywood | eft. It'snot
asif we haveto go back to the Peloponnesian War to find
greater suffering than that of Hollywood dramaqueensduring
the BNOF under M cCarthyism.

| believeanyonewould findit preferableto havebeena
“target” of McCarthy inthe’ 50sthan to have been an ordi-
nary citizenlivinginthe Soviet Union, Hungary, Poland, the
Ukraine, or any nation infected by the Red Plague.

Thanksto McCarthy, and no thanksto Murrow, theworst
horror to befall an American citizeninthe’ 50swasthedire
prospect of losingamoviecredit—although, sincethen, | sup-
pose having to watch a George Clooney moviewould runa
close second.

—Human Events, November 21, 2005, p. 6
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A Teen’sTakeon China

by Nathan Helms

Today, the United States standsa most doneintheworld.
Our warsin Iragand Afghanistan, and ageneraly aggressive
foreign palicy, haveled evenformerly closeallieslike South
K oreaand Germany to embrace anti-Americanismin some
respects. Americaislooking for new friendsand partnersin
commerce and diplomacy to bolster itseconomy and help
implement itsworld policies.

Somebedievesuchanaly istobefoundinthePeople's
Republic of China, apowerful country with angpparently bright
future. Thisbdlief is, however, based on erroneous assump-
tions. Chinaisnot America sfriend, but her adversary. China
andtheU.S. havediametrically opposed ideologies, different
world agendas, and economicincongruitiesthat makethetwo
countiesnot merely rivals, but opponents. U.S. policy should
reflect thisredlity.

Politically, thetwo countriesarevirtual opposites. The
United Statesisachampion of democratic self-rule, while
Chinaand her communist allies are opponents of such de-
mocracy. Chinalacksfreedom of religion, keeps political
partiesillegd (other thanthe Communist Party), preventsgenu-
inely contested el ections, and forever increases government
control of the business sector (up from 65 percent afew years
ago to 80 percent).

Such anti-democratic controlsare repugnant to Ameri-
can beliefsand values. Solely onanideological basis, itis
impossibletotreat Chinaasanaly.

ChinaisalsoAmericasrival for strategicreasons. In
1996 and againin 2001, Chinaopenly threatened, by military
gamesand missiletests, America saly and trade partner, Tai-
wan. Chinahas seized |eadership of the communist world
andisagrowinginfluenceover other Asan nations.

InMay 1999, the Cox Report by the House Committee
on U.S. National Security Concernsstated, “ The People’s
Republic of China(PRC) hasstolen classified designinfor-
mation of the United States' most advanced thermonuclear
wegpons. ...[PRC penetration] amost certainly continuesto-
day.

Recently, Chinahashindered U.S. palicy regarding North
Korea. Chinadirectly fundsNorth Korea'smilitary enter-
prises, soending millionsof dollarsdaily. Inrecent talksseek-
ing to removenuclear programsand wegponsfrom therogue
state, China—the only nation capabl e of pressuring North
Koreainto dismantling itsweaponsprograms—wasunwilling
toact. Chineseforeign policy, therefore, likeitssociopolitical

ideology, isaproblemfor America

Thegreatest threat Chinaposesto the United Statesis
economic. China senormouspopulationof 1.3 billionisin-
creasingly urbanandindustrialized. It operatesthousandsof
factoriesand churns out enormous quantities of cheap, low-
quality goods. Granted, thisdoes have positive effectsfor
many enterprises because of the decreasein costs. It also,
however, meansadecreasein quality and, moreimportant,
resultsin thousands of jobsvital to the American working
class being outsourced to China—an estimated 26,000 in
2004 aone.

American companiescannot competewith Chinesewages
aslow as 25 centsan hour, so many have moved their manu-
facturing operationsto Chinaor changed thefocus of their
businesses.

Inthiscase, Chinese economic competition hasnot ben-
efited America. Incontrast, during the 1960sand’ 70s, Ja-
pan provided stiff competition to the United States, butin
quality, rather than Ssmply price, which, inturn, prompted great
effortstoimprovequality on the part of American companies,
raising the standard in technology and industry universaly.

Chinese competition doesnot do thisat all, but rather
competes only with pricing and only at the low end of the
market. It smply eliminatesAmerican competitiveness. This,
coupled with theoutsourcing of Americanjobs, servesto make
Chinaasignificant economic antagonist to the United States.
To combat this, the United States should raisetariffsand limit
the extent to which theAmerican market isflooded with Chi-
nese goods, or face the severe consequences of increased
declinesin our own manufacturing capacity.

Whatever China sfuture brings, official United States
policy should bewary. Napoleon greatly cautioned anyone
who would makean enemy of China. Itisnot apower tobe
takenlightly. Becauseof the sociopoalitica, Strategic, military,
and economic rivariesbetween thetwo countries, both now
and foreseeable, American policy toward Chinamust beone
of cautiousantagonism.

The huge red dragon of Chinaisno docile pet, but a
nascent colossus.

—DallasMorning News, November 23, 2005, p. 23A

The World Affairs Council of Greater Dallas an-
nounced its winners last week in its Bickel & Brewster
International Essay Contest. This essay, by Nathan, a
junior at Cistercian Preparatory School in Irving, won
first place.



