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Common Cause With
America’s Enemies:

How Labor Unions Embraced Antiwar Extremism

Carl E Horowitz

PROLOGUE: AN
UNUSUAL RALLY

It was Saturday morning in Wash-
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ington, D.C. on September 24,
2005, and antiwar radicals were up
for battle. Some 150,000 demon-
strators from around the country
had descended on the National
Mall to demand an end to the U.S.
military occupation of Iraq. With
marquee activists like Jesse Jackson
and Cindy Sheehan scheduled to
speak, the large turnout was not
unexpected.

Making its presence felt was orga-
nized labor. Two months earlier the
AFL-CIO overwhelmingly passed a AN.S.WER. antiwar rally
resolution at its convention in Chicago
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tions between the attacks on working people
and the war in Iraq have to be made. The
unions have to be in the forefront of that
struggle.”

For Wolhforth, the relationship
between the war in Iraq and the
"attacks" on working people here
merited mention; the terrorist attacks
against America on September 11,
2001 didn't. Yet she was right in one
sense: For more than 30 years unions
in this country have moved steadily
leftward, forging strategic alliances with
people who oppose America's rights of
sovereignty and self-defense far more
than they oppose war. Labor officials
have tightened these relationships
considerably since our initial deploy-
ment of troops to Iraq in March 2003,
oblivious to the possibility that many
rank-and-file members resent their dues
being spent this way.

What was especially significant
about the rally were its prime orga-
nizers—Act Now to Stop War and
End Racism (or A.N.S.W.E.R.) and
United for Peace and Justice. On the
surface, these groups consist of aver-
age citizens seeking peace. But the
real story is that they are at the center
of an incestuous network of socialist
radicals possessed of a deep desire to
see America humiliated, both militar-
ily and diplomatically.

The presence of A.N.S.W.E.R. was
particularly disturbing. Founded just
days after the 9/11 attacks, it func-
tions as an appendage to a Stalin-
ist entity, the Workers World Party
(WWP), which regularly touts the
virtues of Fidel Castro and Kim
Jong-Il. The WWP over a dozen
years ago had created a nominally
separate antiwar group, the Interna-
tional Action Center, headed by for-
mer U.S. Attorney General Ramsey
Clark, who recently served as an
adviser to Saddam Hussein's defense

team. A.N.S.W.E.R.'s rally steering
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committee included Haiti Support
Network, Nicaragua Network, the
Muslim Student Association, and the
Party for Socialism and Liberation.
Among its list of demands: "End
Colonial Occupation from Iraq to
Stop the Threats
Against Venezuela, Cuba, Iran &
North Korea"; "U.S. Out of the Phil-
ippines"; "U.S. Out of Puerto Rico";
"Bring All the Troops Home Now";
and "Stop the Racist, Anti-Immigrant
and Anti-Labor Offensive at Home,
Defend Civil Rights."

So why are unions consorting with

o

Palestine to Haiti";

this motley crew? To some extent, the
reason is strategy. A political coalition,
by its nature, requires that disparate
member groups downplay their dif-
ferences to promote a common set of
goals. But that explanation only can
go so far. A second and more impor-
tant reason is that labor officials, if
tentatively, have come to embrace

the hard Left's worldview. And a fun-
damental premise of that worldview
is that America has earned all of its
enmity abroad, its imperialism having
"provoked" foreign governments and
terrorists to commit acts of violence
against us. In other words, there are
no bad anti-Americans.

Now, as the next section will
explain, legitimate reasons do exist for
opposing our troop presence in Iraq
and Afghanistan. But antiwar Leftists
have a larger ulterior motive: discredit-
ing capitalism and its main practitio-
ner, the U.S. The radicals believe they
can expose the "real" enemy by laying
bare the connections between the war
and the economic interests of those
who wage it. The activists despise
President George W. Bush, but even
more, they despise what he represents.
His departure from office merely will
be another episode in an unceasing
campaign.

VARIETIES OF ANTIWAR
BELIEF AND ACTIVISM

It may be hard to fathom in today's
political climate, but "antiwar" and
"anti-American" are not the same
thing. Contemporary anti-Ameri-
canism is invariably antiwar, but the
reverse is not necessarily true. Much
of this nation's growing opposition to
our military presence in the Middle
East is rooted in a genuine concern for
the national welfare. The loyal opposi-
tion consists of a number of related
schools of thought.

One such group is the "realists."
Intellectual descendants of foreign-
policy titans such as Dean Acheson
and Henry Kissinger, they believe that
the logistics of fighting a war in that
region of the world, especially in Iraq,
are not conducive to lasting victory.
They harbor doubts that American-
style democracy can be exported to
hothouses of religious and ethnic
fanaticism lacking any tradition of
peaceful conflict resolution.? President
Bush's Iraq policy, argues prominent
social theorist and born-again realist
Francis Fukuyama, is "utterly unrealis-
tic in its overestimation of U.S. power
and our ability to control events
around the world."?

A second and similar group is the
"isolationists," or to use their preferred
term, "non-interventionists.” Authors
as diverse as Pat Buchanan, Paul Craig
Roberts, Gore Vidal and Wendell
Berry—the former two on the Right,
the latter two on the Left—share a
common view: U.S. entanglements in
foreign affairs, beyond for purposes
of self-defense, are at odds with our
culture and Constitution. America's
more than century-long transition
from republic to empire that began
with the Spanish-American War, they
argue, has undermined our capacity
for self-governance. They don't make



exceptions for Iraq either. Texas A&M
political scientist Christopher Layne,
writing in Pat Buchanan's magazine,
The American Conservative, argues,
"(T)he truth remains that the United
States is entangled in a strategic quag-
mire because the president plunged
America into an avoidable war and
compounded its mistake by bungling
its conduct. Whatever reality the
empire-builders create, history's ver-
dict will be harsh."

A third group of objectors are the
moral theologians, often though not
necessarily Catholic. Relying heavily
on definitions of a "just war" offered
by St. Augustine and St. Thomas
Aquinas, they argue that the behavior
of Iraq's Saddam Hussein regime,
while noxious, does not justify a mili-
tary response on our part. Aquinas
stated that three preconditions must
exist for a war to be moral: 1) a sov-
ereign body's consent; 2) just cause,
such as self-defense or restoration of
territory seized; and 3) rightful inten-
tion.” For some, the Iraq war does
not pass muster. Calvinist theologian
John J. Dwyer wrote at the time of the
invasion: "Just war must...be pursued
only as a last resort, after all other
options are exhausted. Suffice to say
this has not happened...The evil of
a just war must be less than the evil
to be righted. Saddam Hussein is a
tyrant and a murderer, but what of the
potential body count of American and
Iraqi soldiers, and Iraqi civilians, not
to mention unknown future reprisals
by Muslims and others whose hate for
America will only grow?"¢

Finally, there are the pacifists, people
who oppose the war in Iraq because
they believe this war, like all others,
is legalized murder. Regardless of the
events leading up to armed conflict
or whether a given participant is act-
ing out of aggression or self-defense,

pacifists, now as a century ago, believe
war has no justification. While there
is nothing inherently anti-American
about this position, its adherents often
frame their appeal in a selective man-
ner. It is invariably America, not its
terrorist enemies, that needs to give
peace a chance. As a Baghdad-based
member of a Canadian Mennonite
pacifist group recently opined: "I
refuse to use the word 'terrorist' to
describe those who resist the U.S.
occupation. Those are terms used by
the American government."”

This paper is not the place to weigh
the merits of exercising the war option
in Iraq. The necessity of fighting
Islamic terrorism in some way ought
not to be in dispute, the attacks of
September 11, 2001 (to say nothing
of previous attacks) testifying to that.
At the same time, war may well not be
the best response. Winning this war
and then maintaining peace are far
more difficult than they look. One can
be both antiwar and pro-American.

Unfortunately, in addition to the
loyal opposition, there is the disloyal
opposition. "Disloyal" refers to the
condition of holding our nation's
right to self-defense in contempt. If
the disloyal opposition denounces
terrorism, it is only as a prelude to
condemning our government's efforts
to combat it. These people revel in
the possibility of America defeated,
their disingenuous concern for our
troops notwithstanding. Down to
the last man and woman, these self-
styled "peace activists” view America
as the world's greatest threat to peace.
That's why many of their leaders have
cultivated working relationships with
Islamic fundamentalists. They may
not necessarily like them, but they
share an overriding goal: a severely
diminished, if nonexistent, role for the

U.S. in world affairs.

A succinct way to look at the dis-
tinction is that where the loyal oppo-
sition objects to American foreign
policy, the disloyal opposition objects
to American interests. The former
camp seeks prudence in military deci-
sion-making; the latter camp seeks
capitulation by our ruling class—that
is, the capitalist system and the U.S.
government that stands behind it.
Even solely in the context of the Left,
this distinction is necessary. There is a
world of difference, substantively and
rhetorically, between George McGov-
ern (loyal) and Noam Chomsky (dis-
loyal). And today's antiwar radicals
have made clear they prefer Chomsky.®

The beliefs of the disloyal opposi-
tion pose enough of a danger to our
interests. Making things worse is
their style. Anti-American radicals are
skilled in the art of rendering civil
discourse nearly impossible. They fre-
quently yank facts and quotes out of
context—when not fabricating them
outright. They attribute disagree-
ment to bad motives; that way, they
can avoid having to deal with the
substance of an opposing argument.
They also frequently shout down,
hiss at, or even physically threaten
persons expressing opposing views in
public forums. In classic propagandis-
tic fashion, their leaders manipulate
large crowds by alternating between
hatred (for the external "Other") and
sentimentality (for one's own). Their
periodic antiwar rallies tend to be
suffused with a carnival atmosphere.
Lacking real ideas, most of the disloyal
opposition's members live for the glo-
rious moments of submerging their
individual identities in a sea of protest.

These rallies make for powerful
recruiting commercials. Yet of primary
concern in this report is who does the
recruiting. And as one shall see, the
"recruiters” constitute a closely-knit
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network of political activists firmly
committed to overthrowing the pres-
ent American political regime.” There
is nothing paranoid or "McCarthy-
ist" about this observation. As it takes
organization to successfully fight a war,
it takes organization to successfully
oppose one. To believe otherwise is to
defy common sense and experience.
Especially disturbing is the sup-
port for such people coming from
labor unions. Union officials have
become high-profile players in this
shadowy network; they sign petitions,
make speeches and steer member
dues toward anti-American extrem-
ists claiming to further the cause of
humanity. This is something relatively
new in the annals of American labor
history. It took decades of politi-
cal evolution for the worlds of trade
unionism and anti-Americanism to
converge. Few may remember, but
unions long had been a bulwark
against radicalism. To understand how
Labor's mainstream has become so
redefined requires an explanation.

ORGANIZED LABOR AND
ANTIWAR ACTIVISM

The Old Union Creed: Liberal

Anti-Communism

Unions are no strangers to antiwar
activism. But their embrace of anti-
American antiwar activism is a fairly
recent phenomenon. Organized labor
always has stood left of center. But
there is a substantial chasm between
modern liberalism and radicalism.
Labor's discarding of the former in
favor of the latter took decades.

Modern American unionism began
with the election of Franklin D. Roos-
evelt as president in 1932. Organized
labor became the muscle, literally and
figuratively, of the Democratic Party.
FDR's subsequent New Deal, passed
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by a Democrat-majority Congress,
expanded the size and scope of govern-
ment intervention, thus lessening the
likelihood that our country would see
a working-class party similar to that
of Great Britain's Labor Party. It also
served to douse the flames of Commu-
nism. We were in the worst part of the
Depression, with the unemployment
rate reaching 25 percent.

In 1935 Congress passed the
National Labor Relations Act
(NLRA), also known as the Wagner
Act, establishing the modern frame-
work for collective-bargaining rights.'
NLRA barred employers from firing
an employee for organizing or belong-
ing to a union. Less defensibly, it
granted to unions a pair of monopoly
privileges: 1) exclusive representation
in contract agreements; and 2) manda-
tory dues collections from workers as a
prerequisite for keeping their jobs.

NLRA over the next few years
would be tested, in the courts and at
the workplace. The Supreme Court
upheld the law in NLRB v. Jones ¢
Laughlin Steel."" During this time
there were confrontations, some
bloody, to establish unions as col-
lective bargaining agents in heavy
industry. The fledgling Congress
of Industrial Organizations (CIO),
which began as a breakaway faction
of the American Federation of Labor,
effectively used the sit-down strike to
organize large numbers of workers at
Goodyear, General Motors, General
Electric, U.S. Steel and other plants.

Our entry into World War II sub-
merged, temporarily, the adversarial
character of the union-employer rela-
tionship. But after the Allied victory,
the tension returned with a vengeance.
The year 1946 saw America engulfed
in strikes. The United Auto Workers
conducted a nearly four-month walk-
out against General Motors. A bitter

strike by railroad workers prompted
President Truman to threaten drafting
strikers into the Army. Communist
organizers tried to make the most of
the situation, in hopes of bringing
U.S. unions under Soviet control.

In response, organized labor, both
out of principle and a desire to pla-
cate employers, took steps to remove
Communists from their ranks. Thus,
organized labor's worldview, liberal
anti-Communism, was born.'?

The American Federation of Labor
sought the defeat of Communism
abroad as well as here. During 1946—
47, the federation supplied funds to
an ex-Communist organizer and theo-
retician, Jay Lovestone, to break strikes
by unions formed by French and Ital-
tan Communist parties. Sometimes
defeating one devil called for making
a pact with another. Lovestone's top
agent in Europe, Irving Brown, paid
about $1 million under the table to
the mobster-run French dockworkers
union in Marseilles.!?

The CIO likewise opposed Commu-
nism. Its most powerful figure, United
Auto Workers (UAW) President Walter
Reuther, who had spent a year in the
Soviet Union back in the early 30s,
now viewed Communist union offi-
cials in America as "colonial agents of a
foreign government." He even allowed
anti-Communist AFL members to
assume top CIO leadership positions,
a move that presaged the merger of the
two federations in 1955.

These actions proved crucial to the
elections of 1948. The Republicans
had been the clear winner in the 1946
Congressional elections, and the last
thing the Democrats wanted was a sec-
ond straight disaster. President Harry
Truman succeeded in warding off a
challenge by his main rival to the Left,
Henry A. Wallace, who had served,
respectively, as Secretary of Agriculture,
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Walter Reuther, head of the United Auto Workers until his death in a private plane crash in 1970. He was the most visible symbol of the American labor Left of his time, yet

was an anti-Communist.

Vice-President, and Secretary of Com-
merce under FDR." Truman appealed
to the union vote, incorporating a
large part of Wallace's Progressive Party
platform; after securing the nomina-
tion, he would go on to defeat New
York Republican Governor Thomas E.
Dewey in the general election.

Yet inasmuch as union officials were
anti-Communist, they were not on
the Right. They sought to consolidate
the New Deal, not to repeal it. In par-
ticular, they aggressively opposed the
Taft-Hartley amendments to NLRA,
passed by Congress in 1947 over Presi-
dent Truman's veto. Section 8(b) of
Taft-Hartley, for example, subjected
unions to unfair labor practice suits,
while Section 14(b) authorized states
to enact their own Right to Work
laws. Organized labor also supported

large federal outlays for highway,
housing and hospital construction.
Member voting patterns and party
affiliation tended to mirror those of
their leaders. During the 1940s and
50s union members favored Demo-
crats to a far greater extent than did
business and professional employees,
white-collar workers or farmers, each
of whom leaned toward the Republi-
cans. Survey data revealed that skilled
and unskilled manual workers gener-
ally, more than union members among
them, preferred Republicans.”
Unions, while seeking the defeat
of Communism, still sought greater
state intervention in the economy;
the Democratic Party was the vehicle
through which both goals could be
accomplished. Yet the GOP, whose

standard-bearer was now President

Dwight D. Eisenhower, proved to be
not that different. Liberal anti-Com-
munism, allowing for a certain degree
of variation, was now semi-official
national consensus, and organized
labor was a major part of it. Most
union men were not about to be
seduced by radical utopianism. At the
end of 1950s, sociologist Daniel Bell
would observe, "The workers, whose
grievances were once the driving
energy for social change, are more sat-
isfied with the society than the intel-
lectuals."'® That satisfaction would be
tested by the end of the next decade.

Unions Confront the
Vietnam War

During the Sixties, under Presi-
dents Kennedy and Johnson, unions
maintained their anti-Communism.
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In 1962, for example, the AFL-CIO,
alarmed by the aggression of Fidel
Castro's Cuban Communist govern-
ment and its influence on the rest of
Latin America, founded the American
Institute for Free Labor Development.
Our military involvement in Vietnam
would be the point of departure from
this view. At first, the unions gener-
ally were supportive. But as the war
dragged on, they moved leftward for a
number of reasons.

First, labor leaders grew to see oppo-
sition as in their interest. Though the
war did create union jobs in muni-
tions plants, shipyards and other
Defense-related places of employment,
they argued, it also diverted funds
from pressing domestic needs. "(T)he
Vietnam war, so long as the body
count remained low, could be seen,
and was seen, as a positive benefit,"
observed literary critic and historian
Jacqueline Smetak. "By 1970, how-
ever, the economic burden the war was
imposing on working-class Americans
was outstripping the economic bene-
fits."!” A Labor-sponsored full-page ad
in the February 25, 1970 Washington
Post read, in part: "As long as we are
in Vietnam we will have insufficient
housing, education and health care.”

Second, starting in the late 60s,

a growing number of unionized
workers, particularly younger ones,
saw in the anti-war movement an
extension of their own disdain for
workplace authoritarianism. Some
revolted against employers outright.
In March 1972, UAW members at
the Chevrolet plant in Lordstown,
Ohio (near Youngstown) conducted a
three-week-long strike, after General
Motors had mandated worker layoffs
and an assembly line speedup. While
the union won only modest conces-
sions, the reverberations were signifi-
cant, with revelations of high rates
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of worker absenteeism, turnover and
sabotage.'® The strike made national
news—reporters from Harper's, Life,
Newsweek and Playboy all traveled to
Lordstown, writing of a new kind

of worker, young and militant. One
local union leader said of the work-
ers: "They're different, all right, no
damn question about it. They're better
educated, make more demands and
generally raise hell when something

is wrong.""” A survey at the time
revealed that 43 percent of young
blue-collar workers called themselves
"liberals," as opposed to 30 percent of
the older workers.?

Third, unions were experiencing
their greatest growth in the public
sector. As employees of government—
whether federal, state and local—pub-
lic sector unions have a particular
interest in expanding the size of gov-
ernment.”! That is why members of a
given public-sector union are prone
to rally in solidarity with employees
of other public-sector unions. These
unions, more than private-sector
counterparts, are attracted to the Left.
The line between collective bargain-
ing and political advocacy was blurred
most of all among the American
Federation of Teachers (AFT), the
National Educational Association
(NEA), and the American Federa-
tion of State, County and Municipal
Employees (AFSCME).

Ironically, in the face of all this, by
decade's end unions would acquire an
image of a right-of-center juggernaut.
It was an understandable, though dis-
torted caricature.

Vietnam and the Myth of
"Right-Wing Unions"

From the 1930s through the 60s,
unions traveled 180 degrees from radi-
cals to reactionaries—or so the argu-
ment went. American workers, and

the organizations representing them at
the bargaining table, were not about
to challenge an economic system

that had benefited them in tangible
ways.”? Workers had new enemies to
fight. Originally, their wrath had been
directed at the bosses who ran the fac-
tories, the mines and the shipyards—
and the non-union workers who
pulled down wages. Now their targets
were liberal elites and antiwar demon-
strators. Where workers once had been
progressives fighting for social and
economic justice, we were told, now
they constituted an army of flag-wav-
ing, muscular "Okie-from-Muskogee"
conservatives fully on board with
President Nixon on Vietnam.

This notion was an exaggeration,
yet it did contain a certain grain of
truth. By 1965, unions and the grow-
ing ranks of the New Left had little
to do with one another. The political
activists were disdainful of the notion
that unions could promote radical
social change. They saw the glorious
possibility of revolution in the Thirties
become the reality of workers making
peace with employers, selling their
souls in the process.

New Left strategists surmised that
college students were a far more fer-
tile recruiting ground for radicalizing
society. "The New Left took root not
among the workers, but among the
young intelligentsia on the nation's
campuses,” noted political scientist
Jarol B. Manheim. "It developed in its
early years, before being consumed by
ideological warfare with the Old, as an
intellectual exercise and an incubator
for new programs and ideas indepen-
dent of...labor influences."* The move-
ment grew by leaps and bounds as U.S.
troop strength in Vietnam approached
500,000. The growing strength of
the Left within the Democratic Party
would play a major part in President



Johnson's decision not to run for re-
election in 1968, and less directly, in
Vice President Hubert Humphrey's
close defeat in the general election at
the hands of Richard Nixon.

In 1969 Nixon began his tenure as
president, the beneficiary of a widen-
ing fissure between what today would
be called "Red States vs. Blue States."
The Republican Nixon was a Red State
person inside and out, and his support-
ers constituted a natural majority, if
not necessarily a silent one. Two young
White House operatives, Kevin Phillips
and Pat Buchanan, saw a golden oppor-
tunity to redraw the political map. By
attracting blue-collar workers, par-
ticularly white ethnic union members
residing in and around major cities, the
Republican Party could put together a
permanent winning coalition. America
was becoming disgusted with the
Democrats and what they stood for; it
was time for the GOP to catch up to
this reality. The Republicans simulta-
neously could overthrow its sclerotic,
patrician WASP (White Anglo-Saxon
Protestant) establishment and siphon
support away from fiery anti-estab-
lishment populist Alabama Governor
George Wallace, who as a third-party
candidate had won 13.5 percent of the
popular vote in the 1968 presidential
race. Nixon no longer could ignore the
Little Guy, increasingly marginalized
and denigrated.

It is true that union members and
blue-collar workers felt certain griev-
ances toward liberals of the middle
class. Their non-college-bound sons
were far more likely to be drafted and
shipped out to Vietnam, a reality miti-
gated when Uncle Sam moved to a
lottery-style draft in 1969. There was
the sting of class snobbery, too. Union
members on occasion were taunted by
college-educated radicals and liberals
as bunch of brutish, loutish squares.

Even if their own kids went to college,
they weren't the "right" ones. More-
over, a lot of the union members were
Irish, Italian, Polish and other Catho-
lic "ethnics,"” who like student radi-
cals, nursed anti-WASP grievances of
their own. In 1972 sociologist Michael
Novak came out with a book, 7he Rise
of the Unmeltable Ethnics,** a surprise
bestseller that positively burned with
resentment toward genteel Anglo-
American manners and morals, if
from a progressive-Left standpoint
(he would become a conservative by
decade's end and eventually make
peace with WASPs)—Pat Buchanan
reportedly had recommended the
book to his boss, President Nixon.
But the Nixon's White House over-
played the cultural resentment card.
Labor, though vociferously anti-Com-
munist, was still at best a reluctant
recruit to the New Right. Studies of
political opinion and voting revealed,
time and again, that union workers
were not as far to the Right as other
Americans. By the dawn of the Seven-
ties, the tide of public opinion had
shifted against the war, and in part it
was being Jed by the working class.
Political scientists Milton Rosenberg,
Sidney Verba and Philip Converse
found that 27 percent of white male
union members considered them-
selves "convinced hawks" on Vietnam,
while 17 percent were "convinced
doves."—a solid but far from over-
whelming margin that raised questions
about just where the remaining 56
percent stood.” Another political sci-
entist, Harlan Hahn, combed through
the results of anti-war referenda in
various U.S. cities, concluding that
working-class neighborhoods were
more likely than middle-class ones to
have supported a referendum.? And
sociologist Andrew Greeley surveyed
northern whites, asking them if they

favored a withdrawal of troops from
Vietnam; 40.9 percent of the middle
class favored withdrawal, while 48.9
percent of the working class did so.”

So why did the misperception of
unionism as pro-war populist conser-
vatism take hold? For one thing, major
media tended to rely on AFL-CIO
President George Meany for authori-
tative sound bites. And Meany, with
typical gruffness, supported the war.
In May 1965, two months after our
initial deployment of combat troops,
he declared that his federation would
support the war "no matter what the
academic do-gooders may say, no
matter what the apostles of appease-
ment may say." He added that those
who criticized the war were "victims
of Communist propaganda."*® But
Meany never spoke for all of organized
labor. The United Auto Workers, for
one, opposed the war from the outset.
A 1967 meeting, the "labor leadership
assembly for peace,” included more
than 500 union officials, including
high-ranking members of the UAW,
the Amalgamated Clothing Workers
and the Amalgamated Meatcutters and
Butchers. A similar summit meeting
in 1972 drew more than a thousand
delegates, including the leadership of
AFSCME and three Teamsters vice
presidents.”

Second, the AFL-CIO declined to
endorse George McGovern, the Dem-
ocrats' antiwar presidential candidate,
in 1972. But that in itself was mislead-
ing. The federation didn't endorse
Richard Nixon either, even when it
became increasingly obvious he would
be re-elected by a landslide. And
among individual unions, endorse-
ments leaned toward McGovern; the
United Auto Workers, the Transport
Workers Union, the Newspaper
Guild and AFSCME all endorsed the
South Dakota Senator. Given that
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George Meany, president of the AFL-CIO (1955-79), ferociously anti-Communist to the end.

McGovern rated 88 percent on the
AFL-CIO's political scorecard,” this
should not have been a great surprise.
By contrast, official union support for
President Nixon, this side of the Team-
sters, was almost nonexistent. And
even that might not have materialized
without President Nixon's Christmas-
eve pardon of Jimmy Hoffa in 1971,
a product of an expensive backroom
deal between Teamsters President
Frank Fitzsimmons and Nixon cam-
paign staffers.’ As it turned out, a
post-election Gallup poll showed that
Nixon received the vote of 54 percent
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of union families, compared to 69
percent of professional and business
people.’* And according to a pre-elec-
tion Gallup poll, had Sen. Ted Ken-
nedy, D-Mass., been the Democratic
nominee, he would have defeated
Nixon among blue-collar voters by 53
percent to 41 percent.”’

But the most important explanation
for the popular notion of "right-wing
unions” was a daytime rampage by
construction workers in the streets of
downtown Manhattan on Friday, May
8, 1970 that quickly came to be known
as the "hard hat riot." New York City,

like the nation as a whole, was in a tense
mood at the time. Only four days earlier
Ohio National Guardsmen had shot

to death four students at Kent State
University during an antiwar protest.

In New York, several protestors had set
up Viet Cong flags and defiled Ameri-
can flags in protest along the statue of
George Washington on Wall Street.*

A group of nearby construction work-
ers took umbrage, and assaulted the
protestors—seemingly as many as they
could catch. At nearby Pace University,
workers beat up demonstrators with
boots, fists, lead pipes and wire cutters.
The workers also broke into at least

one university building and vandalized
it, smashing windows and throwing
trash cans around. Some 70 antiwar
demonstrators were injured, with police
refusing to make arrests. The riot was
followed by a series of peaceful, police-
guarded rallies in support of the war
almost every day after, culminating in a
100,000-plus rally on May 20. Work-
ers in surrounding buildings showered
marchers with ticker tape. The organiz-
ers of the May 20 rally, including Peter
Brennan, president of the local council
of the AFL-CIO's Building & Construc-
tion Trades Department, reportedly told
workers to attend if they wanted to be
paid for that day.

That any number of antiwar dem-
onstrators behaved reprehensibly is
indisputable. But the union leadership's
response was highly disturbing. Con-
struction and other unions acquired an
unsavory reputation that followed them
for a long time. For Peter Brennan, at
least, the unfortunate series of events
would prove advantageous; President
Nixon appointed him Secretary of Labor
in March 1973. But as the Watergate
scandal already was undoing the admin-
istration, it was a case of bad timing.

Late in the decade, with Jimmy
Carter in the White House, certain



conservative activists saw unions

as fertile recruiting grounds for the
future Reagan Revolution. In Febru-
ary 1978 a team of New Right lead-
ers, including Paul Weyrich, Richard
Viguerie, Rep. Philip Crane, R-IlL,
and Rep. Mickey Edwards, R-Okla.,
traveled to Ohio to meet with laid-off
steelworkers at the Youngstown Sheet
and Tube plant. The two groups found
much in common; Rep. Edwards

was moved to remark that workers
sounded just like top management.”
But little came of this. The dissatisfac-
tion with President Carter and the
Democrat-led Congtress, while real
(and justifiable), owed more to transi-
tory populist anger than a decisive
ideological shift to the Right.

The phenomenon of "Reagan Dem-
ocrats,” of whom blue-collar union
households were a major component,
passed from political significance
almost as soon as President Reagan
left office. Many went back to being
simply Democrats, finding Bill Clin-
ton fitfully acceptable, or took their
chances on independent presidential
candidate H. Ross Perot. Union lead-
ers meanwhile did not yield in their
message that Republicans are the party
of business. With declining numbers,
they had little choice.

The re-imagining of blue-collar union
workers as an army of proto-Red State
natural conservatives was as seriously off
the mark as the Communists' projection
onto these workers the role of natural
socialist revolutionaries. Union members
may have been several steps to the right
of their leaders, but on balance they still
stood several steps left of center of the
American population as a whole. Unfor-
tunately, anti-Communist liberalism
wasn't strong enough to ward off the
New Left's brand of radicalism, espe-
cially now that blacks and Hispanics,
major blocs in the Democratic Party's

p

AFL-CIO President Lane Kirkland (1979-95). As George Meany’s successor, he earned a special place in far-Left
hell for his support of Reagan White House policies to roll back Communism abroad.

left flank, accounted for an increasing
share of members.

Building Anti-War
Cadres...Slowly

The real story, the leftward move-
ment of organized labor since the late
60s, happened under the radar screen
of mainstream media. Officially, the
AFL-CIO remained anti-Communist,
especially after Lane Kirkland took over
the top reins from George Meany in
1979. Kirkland sought to cultivate a
working relationship with the incom-

ing Reagan administration early in the
next decade; both the federation and
administration officials vocally sup-
ported the "Solidarity" movement of
dissenting Polish workers against their
Communist government. More than
anyone else, it was Kirkland who main-
tained support for Solidarity, even after
the Polish government had declared a
martial-law crackdown in December
1981, transforming an underground
movement into a victorious coalition
government by decade's end. Kirkland
earned a special place in Leftist hell for
his unwavering support of the adminis-
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tration’s efforts to fight Nicaragua’s San-
dinista government and its Soviet and
Cuban paymasters to export revolution
to neighboring El Salvador.

Yet in the face of this, labor con-
tinued to move leftward. This was
a product of two related factors: 1)
the entry by New Left activists into
unions; and 2) the growing receptive-
ness of union officials to their ideas.
New Leftists at once borrowed from
traditional socialism and set them-
selves apart from it. They were Com-
munist by instinct, yet felt antipathy
toward Communist parties of any
kind, particularly the one running the
Soviet Union. What made the New
Left "new" was its critique of elites in
American society and its correspond-
ing sense of kinship with "the power-
less."3¢ Capitalism was an unjust rogue
institution, but it could be reformed,
so long as reformers could wrest power
from the unelected, unaccountable
few who set the ground rules. That
required raising consciousness among
the many, and building cadres of com-
mitted activists on college campuses
and low-income communities.

As a political movement, the New
Left began in the early 60s in Ann
Arbor, off the University of Michigan
campus. Its vehicle was an offshoot of
the League for Industrial Democracy
known as Students for a Democratic
Society, or SDS. Founders Robert
Alan Haber and Tom Hayden spoke
of an authentic, grass-roots progressive
movement, committed to dialogue
and consensus-building, unguided by
any central force. This political style,
"participatory democracy,” would mix
the personal and the political. Long
before First Lady Hillary Clinton
spoke of "the politics of meaning,"
New Left leaders employed such lan-
guage in their 1962 manifesto, the
Port Huron Statement, writing of
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"the felt powerlessness of ordinary
people, the resignation before the
enormity of events." The Left meant
to lay bare this country's illegitimate
power structure, exposing those seem-
ingly nameless men who place profits
ahead of people and thwart grass-roots
democracy.

This sensibility carried an aura of
menace, as if to say, "If you won't run
things responsibly, we will." Late in the
60s a breakaway SDS faction known
as the Weathermen, frustrated over the
lack of progress in achieving social jus-
tice in our time, would launch a cam-
paign of vandalism, property invasions
and bombings. But terrorism succeeded
mainly at grabbing headlines and get-
ting people arrested or declared fugi-
tives. Organizing, Saul Alinsky-style,
with its unrelenting Machiavellian
brinksmanship, would prove a far more
effective path to power. That applied to
unions as well.

In 1970, a founding member of
SDS, Paul Booth, coordinated student
support for a United Auto Work-
ers strike against General Motors,
organizing some 2,000 students in
the Chicago area.’” Booth in recent
years has served as a top assistant to
AFSCME President Gerald McEntee.
During the 90s, left-of-center activists
would hold key positions of influence
with the Teamsters during the tenure
of Ron Carey. Three in particular—
Jere Nash, Martin Davis and Michael
Ansara—were instrumental to their
boss's undoing, coordinating an illegal
fundraising and money-laundering
scheme that routed $885,000 toward
Carey's 1996 re-election.”® Each
eventually was convicted; the elec-
tion would be invalidated by federal
overseers, paving the way for a new
election and the rise of James P. Hoffa
to power; and Carey would be tossed
out of the union, though found not

guilty in federal court. More recently,
Wade Rathke, who had founded the
Association of Community Organiza-
tions for Reform Now (ACORN) in
1970, became involved with Service
Employees Local 100 in the South. He
also helped organize Chicago’s massive
March 25, 2006 rally in support of
amnesty for illegal immigrants.

In turn, establishment union mem-
bers increasingly had come to view the
New Left as more than just a collection
of chanting, bomb-planting revolu-
tionaries. Labor officials needed a new
generation of leaders to carry the torch.
And if unions were going to organize
they had to go outside the factory, the
warehouse or the store, and into the
world of a progressive-Left coalition
of feminists, blacks, Hispanics, com-
munity activists and environmentalists.
With greater cross-cultural understand-
ing, many union officials could expand
their base and escalate their demands.

It was in this political hothouse,
during the 1970s, that organized
labor's most powerful weapon to date,
the corporate campaign, was born.”
Here, unions, typically working in
conjunction with community, civil-
rights, consumer and other organiza-
tions, target a corporation presumably
guilty of violating the public trust. A
combination of strikes, negative pub-
licity, lawsuits, regulatory complaints,
boycotts, pickets and shareholder
resolutions attempt to yield surrender
by the target. Whether successful or
not, labor-based corporate campaigns
for roughly 30 years have inflicted
real damage upon company reputa-
tions—just ask BE&K, Bell Atlantic,
Coca-Cola, Crown Central Petroleum,
Food Lion, the Gap, IBM, Kaiser Alu-
minum, Kmart, Liz Claiborne, Nike,
Overnite Transportation, Publix,
Ryder, Starbucks, J.P. Stevens, Wal-
Mart and Whole Foods.



The leftward movement of unions
culminated in a changing of the guard
in 1995. The previous year's Congres-
sional elections were a disaster for the
Democrats—and organized labor.
With President Clinton serving as a
lightning rod for conservative opposi-
tion, the Republican Party became
the majority party in both the House
and the Senate for the first time since
the 1952 elections. Many union offi-
cials felt new leadership was critical
to surviving what they saw as a com-
ing deluge of anti-labor legislation.
Left-leaning labor chieftains at the
AFL-CIO forced out Lane Kirkland,
replacing him with Thomas Donahue.
His tenure would last only several
months. John Sweeney, president of
the rapidly-growing Service Employees
International Union, was elected fed-
eration president at its convention in
New York that October.

With Sweeney in office, the AFL-
CIO launched its "America Needs a
Raise" campaign to pressure Wash-
ington and the states to raise the
minimum wage, block tax incentives
for business, demand universal health
insurance, and otherwise expand the
welfare state. The federation also
sought to bolster sagging member
ranks through mass immigration,
issuing a statement in 2000 denounc-
ing sanctions enacted in 1986 against
hiring illegal immigrants (sanctions
that had proven next to useless any-
way). Perhaps most significant for
the long term, Sweeney oversaw the
creation of Union Summer, a five-
week AFL-CIO internship program
for training college students as labor
activists. He also stepped up federa-
tion support for accredited campus
labor-studies programs, which like
Union Summer internships, often
have operated more as indoctrination
than education.

Increasingly, these activists put their
own unmistakable stamp of leader-
ship on their unions. It wasn't exactly
anti-Americanism, yet it mirrored the
Left's critique of America as a divided
country run by a rogue power elite
lording over the poor, the working
class and an increasingly-strapped
middle class. Roger Hickey, co-direc-
tor of the union-backed Campaign
for America's Future, epitomized
organized labor's view of the U.S.
economy in 2001: "(M)ost Ameri-
cans live from paycheck to paycheck.
Most of us have family responsibili-
ties that consume virtually all of our
income...(W)e have just lived through
decades of real declines in wages and
family incomes, during which only
those families with more than one
breadwinner were able to maintain
their incomes."*! He called on readers
to reject "the conservative, anti-gov-
ernment ideology."

On September 11 of that year al-
Qaeda Islamic terrorists imposed their
own ideology on the U.S., hijacking
four commercial jetliners and crashing
them into various U.S. targets, killing
nearly 3,000 persons. Our response,
after various appeals to Afghanistan,
Iraq and the UN, was a preemptive
invasion of the terrorists' strongholds.
The hard Left now felt they held a
winning hand by casting the war as
"Bush's war." Organized labor saw an
opportunity to make new friends.

CONTEMPORARY ANTI-
AMERICAN RADICALS:
WHO THEY ARE AND
HOW THEY OPERATE

What Motivates Them

The Vietnam War transformed the
American Left in ways that World
War II and the Korean War had not.
A couple of years into the war, this

opposition developed a ferociously
anti-American streak. Some adher-
ents established or retained ties to
Communist parties and regimes. But
many activists sensed, properly, that
appearing closely aligned with Com-
munism would be counterproductive,
both intellectually and strategically.
They sought to build a mass move-
ment bearing the imprint of New Left
ideas. The future was to be found

on the campuses of the nation's col-
leges and universities. And the more
recruits they won, the more brazen
they got.

To some extent, the movement got
too big for its own good. Antiwar
activists increasingly consisted of excit-
able, placard-carrying demonstrators,
eager to lose their identity in a crowd.
The movement snowballed, moving
toward full-scale revolution. And revo-
lutions, as Crane Brinton observed
in his classic work, The Anatomy of
Revolution,* progress much as a fever,
going through definable stages until
finally receding—after creating a lot
of damage. Many activists were not
simply revolting against America's
involvement in the war, but against
the very notion that American might
have legitimate interests to defend.
Some made their views known
through trespassing, vandalism,
assaults and bombings.

The aftermath of the Vietnam War
witnessed well-documented atroci-
ties on a mass scale committed by the
new Communist regimes in Vietnam
and neighboring Cambodia and Laos.
That should have served notice to
antiwar radicals to be wary of forging
ties to our nation's avowed enemies.
Unfortunately, the Left always has had
a default setting called "denial." Ques-
tioning the assumptions underlying
their activism would be emotionally
overwhelming.
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Today, as during the Vietnam years,
they are casting America in the role
of super-villain. Today, as then, they
believe our enemies must have sound
reasons for hating us. For them, the
9/11 terror attacks were sweet payback
for the wrongs we and our regional
proxy, Israel, had inflicted upon the
Middle East.®

Antiwar activism today is primarily
in the hands of people who despise
America far more than they despise
war. These activists may vary by
background, but are virtually identi-
cal in beliefs. Some, like the splenetic
Cindy Sheehan, are moral exhibition-
ists possessed of the zeal of the con-
vert. They function mainly as antiwar
movement recruiting commercials.
Sheehan is a major player, heading her
own organization, Gold Star Families
for Peace. But even more important
are the people who do the recruiting;
that is, who organize rallies, solicit
funds, write manifestos and issue press
releases. Without her handlers, Cindy
Sheehan would be just another griev-
ing mom.

Regardless of when they came upon
the scene or what prompted their
arrival, these activists are selectively
indignant. The actions of overtly anti-
American police states and terrorist
movements rarely, if ever, raise their
ire. Yet the flaws of our own nation,
real or imagined, drive them apoplec-
tic. Operating on the age-old political
principle, "The enemy of my enemy
is my friend," these activists support
anti-American governments and ter-
rorist movements with words, dollars,
and on due occasion, actions. In a few
cases, "treason” would seem an apt
word to describe their activity.

The Central Nervous System

Most contemporary anti-Ameri-
can antiwar activism at some point
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travels through a trio of virtually
interchangeable New York City-based
organizations, the most visible of
which is International A.N.S.W.E.R.,
or AN.S.W.E.R., an acronym for Act
Now to Stop War and End Racism.
The group was founded on Septem-
ber 14, 2001, just three days after the
9/11 terrorist attacks. On Septem-
ber 29, barely over two weeks later,
AN.S.W.E.R. held a rally in Washing-
ton, D.C. against a potential invasion
of Afghanistan, whose Taliban regime
had provided training camps for the
terrorists. After joint U.S.-British
forces struck that country in October,
AN.S.W.E.R. shifted its focus to Iraq.
The organization's rhetoric is undi-
luted Leftism, on war and everything
else. Concerning a pending May 17,
2006 rally for the "rights" of illegal
immigrants, A.N.S.W.E.R. appealed
to its own: "Join with thousands of
people across the country to demand:
Immediate legalization for all undocu-
mented workers; No criminalizing
people..." In an A.N.S.W.E.R.-spon-
sored "pro-Palestinian" march in April
2002, speakers made mention of a
"supposed holocaust” of Jews during

World War II and the "genocide" of

Palestinians at Jenin.®

The group's rallies follow a choreo-
graphed modus operandi. Here is one
account:*

ANSWER-organized rallies are all conducted
similarly. Protestors gather at a mustering
ground flanked by information and merchan-
dise tables set up by a variety of politically
left-wing and Communist organizations, which
have paid ANSWER a fee for permission to
distribute literature or sell merchandise. An ele-
vated stage is arranged at the front of the rally
site, complete with a massive sound system.
After a musical prelude, a number of speeches
are delivered—usually, over a dozen. Once

this initial round of speeches in completed,

the attendees march along a short route to the
location of the final rally, where they encounter
more literature and merchandise tables, another
stage, and another round of speeches. At both

rallies and along the course of the march,
ANSWER volunteers fundraise by moving
through the crowd with large buckets, into
which attendees deposit cash donations.

AN.S.W.E.R., which recently
underwent a split,"” owes its existence
to the International Action Center
(TIAC). The IAC, founded in 1992,
from the start has been a hobby horse
of Ramsey Clark, whose tenure as
U.S. Attorney General under LBJ and
campaigns for the Democratic nomi-
nation for U.S. Senator from New
York in 1974 and 1976 seem a lost
world.* The group's Web site (www.
iacenter.org) logo wears its anti-Amer-
icanism on its sleeve: "Activism, and
Resistance to U.S. Militarism, War
and Corporate Greed, Linking with
Struggles Against Racism and Oppres-
sion within the United States."

Ramsey Clark is a global ambulance-
chaser with the unwritten motto: "In
any conflict involving the U.S., always
support the other side." In recent years,
and with great eagerness, he has pro-
vided legal defense for Saddam Hus-
sein,® Slobodan Milosevic, Nazi war
criminal Karl Linnas,”® Rwandan geno-
cide criminal Pastor Elizaphan Nta-
kirutimana, and Palestine Liberation
Organization members sued by fam-
ily members of murdered ship-cruise
tourist Leon Klinghoffer. It was Clark
who recruited radical attorney Lynne
Stewart to defend Omar Abdel Rah-
man ("the blind sheik"), the eventu-
ally-convicted mastermind of the 1993
World Trade Center bombings, and the
planner of would-be bombings of New
York City infrastructure such as the
Lincoln and Holland tunnels.”* Each of
these clients (or proxy clients) had one
thing in common: They were wanted
by the U.S. And for Ramsey Clark, that
was enough to qualify them as victims
of "oppression."

How did this mild-mannered
former Attorney General come to



embrace the looniest fringes of inter-
national politics? Clark has never been
open about this. It is an established
fact, however, that in the summer of
1979, Clark, by then already on the
Left, attended a fact-finding tour in
Lebanon sponsored by Arab-American
University Graduates, a group with
close ties to the Palestine Liberation
Organization.’* Afterward, he held
a press conference and published an
article in 7he Nation condemning
Israel's "genocidal" attacks against
allegedly purely civilian targets. In
June 1980 Clark visited Tehran dur-
ing the Iranian hostage crisis, joining
a forum on "Crimes of America" to
condemn President Carter's (botched)
rescue mission as a violation of inter-
national law. After the U.S. bombed
Libya in April 1986 in retaliation for
the Libyan government-sponsored
bombing of a Berlin discotheque that
killed three people, including two U.S.
servicemen,® Clark traveled to Tripoli
to condemn the Reagan administra-
tion's "crimes.">

Clark sees a natural alliance between
Leftism and Islam. "Islam has prob-
ably a billion and a half adherents
today," Clark states. "And it is prob-
ably the most compelling spiritual and
moral force on earth today."” He also
offers this gem of wisdom: "Islam is
the best chance the poor of the planet
have for any hope of decency in their
lives. It is the one revolutionary force
that cares about humanity."*°

Could Clark have connections to
al-Qaeda? His actions in the wake of
the August 7, 1998 bombings of our
embassies in Kenya and Tanzania that
killed well over 200 people (some
two dozen of whom were Americans),
certainly raise suspicions. Authori-
ties eventually captured four men
and tried them in America; all were
convicted. The prosecution estab-
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An AN.S.W.E.R.-sponsored rally. The main enemy, ever and always, is President Bush.

lished through phone records and
wiretap transcripts that bin Laden
had direct contact with a Nairobi
(Kenya) al-Qaeda cell. One of that
cell's defendants, a Saudi national
named Mohamed Rashed Daoud al-
'Owhali, signed a confession regard-
ing his involvement. He was riding
in the truck that carried the bomb to

the embassy, but instead of becom-
ing a martyr, he survived and fled on
foot. In addition to confessing, this
man was in possession of keys that fit
into a padlock on the rear of the truck
bomb. During al-'Owhali's sentenc-
ing hearing, the defense called upon
Ramsey Clark to testify against admin-
istering the death penalty. It certainly
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Former U.S. Attorney General Ramsey Clark, the godfather of contemporary anti-American antiwar organizing.

raises suspicions about why Clark
would be al-Qaeda's ace in the hole.
The International Action Center
and A.N.S.W.E.R. are separate in
name only. IAC is headquartered at
39 West 14th Street, #206, New York,
NY, 10011, and its phone number is
(212) 633-6646, the identical contact
information A.N.S.W.E.R. provides
for itself.>” Several other extreme-
Left organizations share this address
and phone number—among them,
Iraq Sanctions Challenge, People
Judge Bush, Peace for Cuba, U.S.
Out of Korea Committee, the Korea
Truth Commission, and Millions for
Mumia.’® Satellite offices overlap as
well. AN.S.W.E.R. and IAC's Los
Angeles offices are both housed at 422
S. Western Avenue. AN.S.W.E.R.'s
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San Francisco office, located at 2489
Mission St., Room 30, is in the same

respectability hasn't in the least damp-
ened its commitment to Communism.

building as the San Francisco offices of ~ Consider its mission statement:*

the IAC and the Workers World Party,
which occupy, respectively, Rooms 24
and 28.

That brings us to the third organiza-
tion in this mix: the Workers World
Party (WWP). This group's presence
suggests something far more sinister
than matching addresses and phone
numbers. The WWP was founded in
1959 by a group of Stalinists who had
broken with their Trotskyist Socialist
Workers Party comrades, especially
over the Soviet invasion of Hun-
gary in 1956—the WP was for it.
The party since 1980 continuously
has fielded presidential candidates.

But this feint toward establishment

"We're independent Marxists who respect the
struggles for self-determination and progress of
oppressed nations. We try to understand their
problems in a world dominated by Western
imperialism...Our goal is solidarity of all the
workers and [all the] oppressed against this
criminal imperialist system... We fight hard for a
better life right now, but we know that nothing
is secure...as long as capitalism exists. So our
goal is a society run by the workers, not just as
pawns in a capitalist political game but as col-
lective owners of the social wealth.

True to its Marxist-Leninist moor-
ings, the Workers World Party has
supported Communist regimes the
world over, backing the Soviet inva-
sions of Czechoslovakia and Afghani-
stan and touting Castro's Cuba and



Kim Jong-1l's North Korea as benign,
if misunderstood experiments in
socialism. The downfall of the Soviet
Union 15 years ago, for them, was a
disaster. To this day, they cannot bring
themselves to condemn Josef Stalin. In
the early 90s the party also sponsored
an "antiwar" organization during the
first Gulf War, the National Coali-
tion to Stop U.S. Intervention in

the Middle East, headed by Ramsey
Clark. Clark's association with the
WWP seems to have originated in
1977, when a party member, Gavriella
Gemma, became a secretary in his law
firm in New York. In August 1990,
when President George H.W. Bush
ordered troops to the Persian Gulf,
Ms. Gemma and her comrades set

up coalition headquarters adjacent to
Clark's law offices.

It is little surprise that substantial
commingling occurs among WWP,
AN.S.W.E.R. and IAC personnel.

At least seven speakers at the March
15,2003 A.N.S.W.E.R. rally in San
Francisco were Workers World Party
members: Brian Becker, Larry Hol-
mes, Teresa Gutierrez, Sarah Sloan,
Sara Flounders, Imani Henry and

Judi Cheng. Holmes, who ran for
President on the WWP ticket in 1984
and 1988, heads the party Secretariat.
Gutierrez and Becker are Secretariat
members. Becker serves as a co-director
of AN.S.W.E.R. and the IAC, while
Flounders is a co-director of the IAC.%

AN.S.W.E.R. and the International
Action Center, put simply, operate as
fronts for the Workers World Party.
And their Internet links suggest they
have worked together behind the
scenes. A.N.S.W.E.R.,, as indicated
earlier, came into existence three days
after 9/11. Less known is that the
group had a precursor called Beat
Back the Bush Attack.®' On July 21,
2001—well before the 9/11 attacks—

that particular group had registered a
domain in the name of beatbackbush.
org. A subsequent "whois" query (a
procedure to locate a primary contact
for an Internet domain, combing
through domain names databases)
revealed that the entity running this
site was "World View," based in Jer-
sey City, N.J. Its administrative and
billing contact was Sara Flounders
Kramer—i.e., the married name of
Sara Flounders. And a "whois" query
for www.internationalanswer.org
revealed the IAC had sponsored it.
The IAC Web site's contact person in
turn was Sara Flounders. Talk about
an incestuous network!

The plot thickens. Beatbackbush.org
and internationalanswer.org each listed
a contact email address, gery@riseup.
net. And what is riseup.net? Its main
Web page describes itself as providing
"tech support for the revolution." More
specifically, it is "a project of the Red
Cursor Collective, a 100% volunteer
effort of activists using technology for
radical social change.” The group pro-
vides "training, web hosting, listservs,
email accounts, and any kind of tech
support needed by the activist com-
munity." The contact person, using a
"whois" search, is one Elijah Saxon,
whose email address was part of the
"ucsc.edu” domain (University of Cali-
fornia, Santa Cruz). Saxon also had
registered "revolt.org" as part of Global
Update, which also has registered
domain names of globalupdate.org
and riseup.net; all three operate out of
Seattle. At the very least, this suggests
the WWP had more than a passing
involvement with the anti-World Trade
Organization street riots shutting down
that city on November 30, 1999.

Media Matters

All Great Causes need publicity.
Cranking out agitprop documentaries

is the People's Video Network (PVN),
a group of "media activists" dedicated
to breaking "the information blockade
of big business media." PVN projects
include loaded-dice looks at the Pales-
tinians, New Otleans residents in the
aftermath of Hurricane Katrina, and the
U.S. occupations of Haiti, Iraq and else-
where, all resting on the assumption that
the U.S. government and the business
interests it supports are evil, colonialist
and dedicated to exterminating indig-
enous people of color. PVN, for the
record, is located at 39 West 14th Street,
#206, New York, NY 10011, and its
phone number is (212) 633-6646.
Supplying PVN with funds is the
People's Rights Fund (PREF), a self-
described "small foundation with lim-
ited resources,” that supports projects
that "use literature and/or video and
have mobilized both small groups and
great public assemblies to protect and
advance the rights of the poor, the
powerless, and the oppressed.” In the
immediate wake of the 9/11 terrorist
attacks, this 501(c)(3) group was focus-
ing its energies on "racist attacks in this
country” (i.e., against Arabs) and the
Independent Commissions of Inquiry
into U.S.-backed Israeli War Crimes.
Does this sound like a Ramsey Clark
operation? The PRF's mailing address
is 39 West 14th Street, #206, New
York, NY 10011, and its phone num-
ber is (212) 633-6646. That alone
ought to suffice as evidence. A Web
search for "People's Rights Fund" and
"Flounders" in 2001 showed a wide
variety of contributions directly or
indirectly related to IAC operations.
Part of the PRF's funds has come from
a donor-advised account, Fidelity
Investment's Charitable Gift Fund.®

Not in Whose Name?

Another related entity, more docu-
ment than formal organization, is
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called Not in Our Name (NION).

It asserts that the U.S. war on terror
poses "grave dangers to the people of
the world," having loosed upon the
world "war and repression." A prin-
cipal NION spokesman, C. Clark
Kissinger, had served as SDS National
Secretary during 1964—65, and later
would work for the Black Panther
Party and the Maoist International
Movement. In 1987 he founded
Refuse and Resist, a group dedicated
to opposing all U.S. national security
initiatives.”’ Kissinger also writes fre-
quently for the newspaper of the Rev-
olutionary Communist Party (RCP),
whose platform is "Maoist/Lenin-
ist/Marxist Communism" and whose
primary organizing principle is "Cre-
ate Public Opinion—Seize Power."
The RCP is nothing if not consistent.
It endorsed murderous Maoist terror
campaigns in Peru and Nepal, and
now is trying to create "a future armed
uprising” in the U.S., the end result
of which would be a "Communist
proletarian dictatorship." Kissinger, in
his own words, is "doing everything
to help bring about as quickly as pos-
sible, the conditions where we can
begin the highest form of struggle."
Toward that end, he is a convener for
the Commission of Inquiry on Crimes
against Humanity Committed by the
Bush Administration.

United for Peace and Justice
United for Peace and Justice (UFPJ),
was created on October 25, 2002
in the Washington, D.C. offices of
People for the American Way. Start-
ing with roughly 70 member orga-
nizations, it has grown to 1,500.
Superficially, the New York-based
group avoids the rhetorical extrem-
ism of the AN.S.W.E.R./IAC/WWP
bunch.® But the organization's Unity
Statement reveals its veneer of mod-
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eration to be rice-paper thin. After
denouncing "the 'pre-emptive' wars of
aggression waged by the Bush admin-
istration," the statement issues forth
this declaration:
It is now clear the war in Iraq was the lead-
ing edge of a relentless drive for U.S. empire.
Exploiting the tragedy of September 11, 2001,
the Bush administration has sought to use
aggressive military action to pursue a long-term
agenda: to forcibly dominate the world and

impose right-wing policies at home under the
cover of fighting terrorism.

If this Unity Statement reads like an
anti-American rant, consider UFP]’s
founder and leader, Leslie Cagan. Ms.
Cagan, born in 1947, helped found
the Committees of Correspondence,
an offshoot of the Communist Party
USA. More than 35 years ago she
served a two-month stint as a2 mem-
ber of the First Venceremos Brigade
to Castro's Cuba. She subsequently
served for seven years as director of
the Cuba Information Project, leading
numerous demonstrations demand-
ing an end to the U.S. embargo and
travel ban on that country. She also
is a signer of the RCP's Not in Our
Name Statement. True to the vision of
its leader, United for Peace and Justice
denounces America's "daily assaults
and attacks on poor and working peo-
ple, on women, people of color, lesbi-
ans/gays and other sexual minorities,
the disabled, and so many others."

Peace No War

The Peace No War (PNW) Net-
work is a self-described "collective
of antiwar/peace and social and
economic justice activists." Heav-
ily funded by real estate tycoon Aris
Anagnos,® PNW is headquartered
at 8124 West Third St. in Los Ange-
les, an address informally known as
the Los Angeles Peace Center, from
which dozens of far-Left organiza-
tions operate rent-free.®® Peace No

War is an affiliate of United for
Peace and Justice and the National
Immigration Solidarity Network, the
latter of which supports open U.S.
borders and amnesty for all "undocu-
mented" (i.e., illegal) immigrants.
There is scarcely a hard-Left cliche
that PNW hasn't already mined. The
group loathes "corporate greed," and
characterizes pending border-security
legislation as "attacks against immi-
grants.”" Following the 9/11 terrorist
attacks, the organization charges that
the U.S. was gripped by "anti-Arab
American hysteria," "immigrant
bashing," "media censorship" and
"trashing the environment."

Not So Pretty in Pink

For sheer headline-grabbing power,
few in the radical antiwar pantheon
are the equal of CODEPINK: Women
for Peace, better known simply as
Code Pink. The Venice, Calif.-based
group, now with dozens of chapters
worldwide, was formed in Novem-
ber 2002, four months prior to our
deployment of troops in Iragq; it is
so named as a spoof on the Defense
Department's five-color terrorism-
alert code. Code Pink works closely
with United for Peace and Justice, but
its unique niche is public guerrilla the-
ater starring women dressed in pink.

From their Web site and headline
photos alone, the uninitiated might
think of Code Pink as a joyful, spon-
taneous gathering of women making
a political fashion statement. Who,
after all, but the most heartless right-
winger could disapprove of concerned
grannies, moms and daughters seek-
ing an end to war and a redirection of
national priorities toward life-affirm-
ing activities such as health care and
child nutrition? That's exactly how
Code Pink wants to shape public
opinion. In reality, there is little that is



spontaneous about this relatively small
organization—and little that is benign
about its motives.

Code Pink's stage show has four
leading ladies. One is Jodie Evans, a
longtime operative within California
Democratic Party circles. It was Ms.
Evans who in 2003 engineered the
Los Angeles Times' unsuccessful elev-
enth-hour sexual harassment accusa-
tions against Arnold Schwarzenegger
to derail the actor-candidate's recall
campaign against Gov. Gray Davis.®’
From her standpoint the despera-
tion move made sense; she'd been a
key fundraiser for Davis.®® As for her
politics, Evans believes the terrorist
threat is insignificant compared to this
country's "real" threats, such as "the
corporate corruption that can result
in the loss of our jobs, our pensions,
our security."® She wrote the Personal
Introduction to Cindy's Sheehan's
recent book, Not One More Mother's
Child.”® Evans also sits on the board
of directors of the Rainforest Action
Network. That group’s founder,
Michael Roselle, also helped found
Earth First!, a perpetrator of numerous
acts of property destruction, often in
conjunction with its eco-terror allies,
Earth Liberation Front and Animal
Liberation Front.”!

Another Code Pink founder is
Susan "Medea" Benjamin, who heads
a San Francisco-based entity, Global
Exchange. The group is dedicated to
establishing fair trade (not to be con-
fused with free trade), linking far-Left
peace organizations worldwide, and
sponsoring Potemkin Village-style
"reality tours" to destinations such as
Iran, Haiti and Cuba, in the latter case
defying a Treasury Department cease-
and-desist order. It was Benjamin, a
veteran of anti-Nicaraguan contra pro-
tests back in the 80s, who had taken
the late young antiwar activist, Marla

Code Pink’s Medea Benjamin, in her element.

Ruzicka, under her wing, and coached
her on the finer points of inflating
U.S. war atrocities.”> Medea Benjamin
never has made much of a secret of
her love for Communism, having lived
in Castro's Cuba for a half-decade.”
She also sits on the advisory board of
Occupation Watch, a Baghdad-based
group which she, Jodie Evans and Les-
lie Cagan had set up explicitly for the
purpose of persuading U.S. troops to
declare conscientious-objector status.
Benjamin, a signer of the aforemen-
tioned Not in Our Name document,
has a penchant for getting arrested for
public disruption, including on the
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floors of the 2004 Republican and
Democratic conventions.

Another Code Pink founder is
Diane Wilson, a Texas Gulf Coast
native and author of an autobiogra-
phy, An Unreasonable Woman.”* Wil-
son is an environmental activist, and
like Benjamin, relishes opportunities
for getting arrested. On December 5,
2005, she led a noisy demonstration
at a Republican fundraising event at
the Westin Oaks Hotel in Houston.
As Vice President Cheney took the
stage, Wilson, standing nearby, sud-
denly unfurled a banner which read:
"Corporate Greed Kills—From Bho-
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pal to Baghdad." She was shouting
"Corporate greed kills, and Iraq kills
too," as she was led out of the build-
ing by police.

Rounding out the foursome is a
San Francisco Bay Area eco-femi-
nist who goes by the nom de guerre
"Starhawk." Born Miriam Simos in
1951, Starhawk is a Wiccan and the
author of numerous books fusing
religious, environmental and politi-
cal sensibilities. Her mystic pagan/
earth mother/Stevie Nicks persona
might be entertaining, dare one say
enchanting, were it not for her poli-
tics. She was an organizer of a 2003
conference, "Life After Capitalism,"
linking the then-pending Iraq war
with capitalist (i.e., American) inter-
ests. Starhawk also is a supporter of
the International Solidarity Move-
ment, an organization that recruits
college students in the U.S. and else-
where to become activists for Pales-
tinian terrorism.”

Code Pink doesn't think much
of property rights, if the property
belongs to the wrong people. On
May 18 of this year, two Code Pink
members were among four protestors
arrested for demonstrating in front of
the home of Defense Secretary Donald
Rumsfeld. The demonstrators, num-
bering some 200, repeatedly had been
warned to stay off the property before
four of them were arrested for disor-
derly conduct and unlawful entry.”

Code Pink seeks to disarm sup-
porters of the war with nurturing
imagery and rhetoric. As propaganda,
the group's formation was a master-
stroke. Pink, after all, is a longtime
metaphor for fellow-travelers of (Red)
Communism. More than once, Code
Pink has been dubbed "Code Pinko"
by its critics. At the same time, the
color pink connotes a distinctly
feminine sensibility—soft, sexy and
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campy, like Jayne Mansfield in her
prime. If the contemporary heiress to
the Mansfield mantle, Anna Nicole
Smith, were to come out against

the war, Code Pink probably would
nominate her for President.

Lisa Fithian: A One-Woman
Rent-a-Riot

Cindy Sheehan is a household
name. Lisa Fithian isn't. That's pretty
much the way each likes it. It was
Fithian, more than anyone else, who
made possible Mrs. Sheehan's mete-
oric rise to prominence, transforming
this grieving, and aggrieved, mother of
a soldier killed in action in Iraq into
the illusion of the nation's moral con-
science. Virtually wherever Sheehan
spoke on her I-hate-George W. Bush
tour last year—from Crawford, Texas
and points beyond—Fithian could be
seen standing by her side. Fithian is
also close to Starhawk, whom she met
in a Seattle jail; the two formed a col-
lective, RANT (Root Activist Network
of Trainers), that subsequently raised
funds for further trips by the nomadic
Fithian, a resident of Austin, Tex.

M. Fithian, a co-chair of United
for Peace and Justice, might not call
herself a Leninist totalitarian, but she
certainly sounds like one. "I guess my
biggest thing is that as people who
are trying to create a new world, I
do believe we have to dismantle or
transform the old order to do that,"
she says. "I just fundamentally don't
believe it will ever serve our interests
as it's currently constructed." 7

Now in her mid-40s, Fithian has
been engaged in radical demolition and
reconstruction work for a good three
decades. Somewhere along the way she
acquired a taste for street combat. She's
the person to see when barricades need
storming. "(Y)ou don't go to Fithian
when you want to carry a placard,"

observed the New York Times Magazine.
"You go to her when you want to make
sure there are enough bolt cutters to go
around."”® Arrested by her own count
at least 30 times, Fithian wants to "cre-
ate crisis,” modeling protests after the
Spanish anarchists of the late-19th and
early-20th centuries. Under the group
moniker Mobilization for Global Jus-
tice, Fithian reportedly did the lion's
share of logistical planning for the Seat-
tle anti-WTO riots. She also laid the
groundwork for violent protests against
trade talks in Washington, D.C.,”
Prague, Quebec City and Genoa, plus
the Republican and Democratic con-
ventions in both 2000 and 2004.
Fithian revealed the true extrem-
ity of views in her Foreward to the
updated edition of the late Abbie
Hoffman's early-70s paean to anti-
consumerism, Steal This Book. She
wrote, approvingly, of the 9/11
attacks: "Planes turned into bombs.
The Twin Towers collapsed. The
Pentagon in flames. Two of the most
powerful symbols of capitalism and
militarism left gaping and destroyed in
a matter of moments. The foundations
of the old order were cracked open."*
Neither Lenin nor bin Laden could
have said it better.

Are They Communists?

It is clear that today's radical Left
organizations are far less opposed to
the Iraq war than to the possibility of
the U.S. winning it. They are decep-
tively effective in the way they coor-
dinate their efforts, making it appear
as though antiwar demonstrations are
spontaneous expressions of outrage by
ordinary Americans. In fact, a sizable
number of these groups advertise their
Communist beliefs without apology.

In the larger sense, the entire move-
ment is Communist—in beliefs,
rhetoric and tactics. That includes



any number of previously unmen-
tioned organizations, such as the
Ruckus Society, the League of Pissed
Off Voters, the Korea Truth Com-
mission, the Middle East Children's
Alliance, the National Lawyers Guild,
Students Against Empire, and the
International Socialist Organization.
They may employ a division of labor,
and some may fancy themselves as
anarchists, but inevitably they take
aim at the same range of targets: Wal-
Mart, George W. Bush, Dick Cheney,
homophobia, the Patriot Act, colo-
nialism, "attacks on people of color,"
neoconservatives, sexism, "neglect of
the poor,” Halliburton, Israel, Rudy
Giuliani, the Republican Party, and
"attacks on immigrant communities."

The reader might notice at this
point an apparent contradiction. On
one hand, New Leftists always have
prided themselves on their open, egali-
tarian style of decision-making, free
from central guidance. Lisa Fithian,
for one, claims the new antiwar
movement is "nonauthoritarian” and
"nonhierarchical," having no leaders
at all. On the other hand, New Left
antiwar groups have shown a peculiar
tendency to be aligned with official
Communism, operating out of the
same office suites. How does one
explain the contradiction? Why does
the New Left, despite its affectations
of spontaneity, resemble a latter-day
Comintern?®!

Close to a century ago, in 1911
to be exact, a German-born Italian
sociologist, Robert Michels, observed
in Europe political behavior similar
to that which we are seeing today
in America (and for that matter in
Europe as well). He developed a mas-
ter explanation for this phenomenon,
calling it "the Iron Law of Oligarchy."
Then, as now, "democratic" social-
ist political parties and labor unions

were betraying their rhetoric. Socialists
might be "idealistic," but the closer
they got to the levers of power, the
more they behaved like insular bureau-
crats. Michels concluded: "The social-
ists might conquer, but not socialism,
which would perish in the moment
of its adherents' triumph."** A decade
and a half earlier, another Italian soci-
ologist, Gaetano Mosca, had observed
similarly in his book, 7he Ruling Class,
(Al political regimes are of necessity
ruled by...an organized minority con-
trolling a disorganized majority."®

What seems like a conspiracy, in
other words, is actually the inevitabil-
ity of administration asserting itself.
All political associations, whether or
not wedded to state power, need orga-
nization to convince large numbers
of people of their rightness. As orga-
nization is a key weapon of the weak
against the powerful, it is indispens-
able to the Left, which, after all, prides
itself on mobilizing the "powerless."

Here's the rub: Most activists lack
the time, money and energy to devote
their lives full-time to their cause.
Regular mass meetings are futile; even
assuming such meetings do not degen-
erate into mob rule, most attendees
will lose interest. "People power" is an
illusion. For an oligarchy to function,
only an elite few can wield real power.
Effective leadership requires a mastery
of details and social networking. Lead-
ers may be drawn from the masses,
but to remain leaders, they must oper-
ate in a rarified atmosphere. Of course
Lisa Fithian claims that nobody is
in charge of the Movement—that's
precisely how she and her friends can
remain in charge!

The great many, in turn, are happy
to be provided with direction from
a class of professional agitators. As
a rational herd® taking instructions
from highly-informed persons, they

can march, rally and chant to their
hearts' content, believing they are
Making History. Curiosity seckers
might become converts amid all the
hoopla, while True Believers affirm the
inevitability of their triumph. These
ritualized events bear more than a
passing resemblance to a religious cru-
sade. In the hard Left's outdoor mega-
church, capitalism is indistinguishable
from sin, and socialism is redemption,
however discredited by the events of
the last century.®

Now it is true that political move-
ments inevitably operate with some
measure of reciprocity—between lead-
ers and followers, and among leaders
themselves. Those who lead, after all,
must convince others of the need to
be led; theoretically, popular support
can be withheld every bit as easily as
it is granted.® Yet antiwar radicalism
is about propaganda, not persuasion
per se. And propaganda has a logic all
its own. It necessarily hides more than
it reveals, and incites more than it
enlightens. The susceptibility of young
adults to mass conversion should not
be underestimated.?” Even "bohe-
mian" writers and artists can fall prey
to a need to belong to a transcendent
force of history, especially Commu-
nism, as the late Nobel Prize-winning
author, Czeslaw Milosz, observed in
post-World War II Poland.®®

Antiwar radicalism /ooks spontane-
ous, as though it were the voice of the
overwhelming majority, possessed of
deep wisdom and conscience. In reality,
it is a contrived political community
born of paint-by-numbers hysteria
and hatred. This community, whether
attending a rally, holding a seminar
or posting a blog, frames its appeal to
demonize the opposition and minimize
internal dissent. The antiwar Left may
regard as sacrosanct its right to protest,
but despises those in their ranks not
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Roger Toussaint, radical head of Transport Workers Union Local 100 (New York City), and allies.

hopping on the bandwagon. Try to
imagine an A.N.S.W.E.R. strategy ses-
sion in which an activist announces: "I
don't like the war, but President Bush
isn't nearly as bad as the terrorists.
America must fight Islamic radicals,
even if by means other than war." Ret-
ribution against this person would be
swift and severe.

The professional radicals who direct
the antiwar network are Communists,
at least insofar as they adhere to a Big
Idea. They denounce capitalism's "injus-
tices," blinding themselves to those of
socialism, especially in non-Western
cultures.”” To them, realizing true social
justice means overthrowing capitalism,
and the interests that support it. That
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means organizing some interests of their
own—including labor unions.

STRANGE ALLIANCE:
LABOR AND ANTI-
AMERICAN ACTIVISTS

Now we arrive at the question: Why
are prominent representatives and mem-
bers of American unions expressing their
solidarity with hardcore, in-your-face
Communists? More than one frustrated
union member probably has asked the
same question, pondering the prospect
of even more of his dues routed into
these revolutionaries' cofters. But there
ought to be no mystery. Organized
labor's radicalization has been going on
for more than three decades.

Key union officials have made
explicit their common cause with radi-
calism. U.S. Labor Against the War,
whom we met at the beginning of
this report, is a highly vocal umbrella
group. USLAW's founding manifesto,
dated January 11, 2003, included the
following indictments:”

Whereas, the principal victims of any military
action will be the sons and daughters of work-
ing class families serving in the military who

will be out in harm's way, and innocent Iraqi
civilians who have already suffered so much;

Whereas, the war is a pretext for attacks on
labor, civil, immigrant and human rights at

home;

Whereas, Bush's drive for war serves as a cover
and distraction for the sinking economy, corpo-

rate corruption and layoffs;



The rhetoric here is barely distin-
guishable from any number of other
overheated jeremiads from the hard
Left. Note, by the way, the deep con-
cern over the fate of "working-class
families," as if middle-class families
were somehow part of another uni-
verse. Note as well the alarm over pos-
sible "attacks" on immigrants, as if the
Bush administration hasn't already
done almost everything in its power to
appease supporters of illegal immigra-
tion (and as if deporting illegal immi-
grants were tantamount to attacking
them). Yet such language is now becom-
ing standard among union officials.

Roger Toussaint, head of Transport
Workers Union Local 100, which
represents nearly 34,000 New York
City bus and subway workers (and
which went on an illegal strike last
December), for example, sees the
Iraq war as an assault against work-
ing Americans. At an April 29, 2006
rally Toussaint stated, "Everyone here
needs to emphasize at every oppor-
tunity that the war in Iraq is linked
to the war at home against working
people."! Michael Letwin, president
of the Association of Legal Aid Attor-
neys, affiliated with New York City's
United Auto Workers Local 2325, told
People’s Weekly World (the newspaper
of the Communist Party, USA!) in
2002, "The war at home is going to
be a war against labor. Workers have
no rational alternative than to get
involved in the movement against this
war on Iraq."”

There's always more. On September
10, 2002 International Longshore and
Warehouse Union (ILWU) Local 10
passed a resolution denouncing Presi-
dent Bush's alleged use of national
security concerns to undermine that
union's contract negotiations and
to "recruit unions to his war drive
for oil companies."”® On October 4,

2002, Service Employees International
Union Local 1199, which represents
more than 275,000 active and retired
health care and hospital workers in
the Northeast, denounced the military
buildup and "tax cuts for the wealthy"
as diverting government funding for
real social needs.” Local 1199's seem-
ing obliviousness to the terrorist threat
is especially ironic given that any
number of building operators belong-
ing to SEIU Local 32B] (AFL-CIO
President John Sweeney's original
union, no less) died while trying to
rescue 9/11 victims at the World Trade
Center. By the end of January 2003
various union locals, central councils
and state federations had passed reso-
lutions opposing the pending Iraq war,
including the American Postal Work-
ers Union, the California Federation
of Teachers, and the Philadelphia Cen-
tral Labor Council of the AFL-CIO.%
Today's union leaders don't just
simply sound like their revolution-
ary counterparts; they also march,
strategize and make appeals together.
Any number of union officials, for
example, endorsed the "Million
Worker March" of October 17,
2004. Among the eight signers of
the "Dear Activists and Organizers"
letter for the event (which was not
an actual march, and which wound
up drawing a crowd of around
10,000) were: Brenda Stokely,
president of AFSCME District
Council 1707; Chris Silvera, sec-
retary-treasurer of Teamsters Local
808; and ILWU Local 10's Clarence
Thomas, who also served as march
co-chairman. Also signing were
Larry Holmes, Ramsey Clark and
Sara Flounders. A Web site indicated
for the event was www.iacenter.org.
Don't be too stunned to know that
the contact address and phone num-

ber were: 39 W. 14th Street, #2006,

New York, NY 10011, (212) 633-
6646.

Organized labor still has a way to go
before it becomes fully integrated into
the far Left. But it certainly has trav-
eled a long journey in that direction.
And in the process it has far less cred-
ibility than during the days of George
Meany or Lane Kirkland. Union offi-
cials without delay must disavow a//
ties with groups such as AN.S.W.E.R.
and United for Peace and Justice.
Labor leaders who dance with the dis-
loyal opposition know fully well that
their partners are thoroughly at odds
with what most Americans would con-
sider core principles of a free society. If
these organizations are not themselves
supporters of totalitarianism, it is fair
to say that they have far less of a prob-
lem with Islamist radicals than with
the Bush administration.

MAKING UNIONS
ACCOUNTABLE

Accountability to Members

The embrace by unions of the anti-
war hard Left is disastrous for their
own organizations and for the nation
as a whole. For unions to side with
persons and organizations who detest
this country's traditions, save for tra-
ditions of anti-capitalist protest, is a
ticket to the margins of political life. It
is little wonder that Labor has come to
embrace mass Third World immigra-
tion (including amnesty) over the last
two decades. Newcomers not shar-
ing in an American identity, in their
eyes, are better potential members and
political cannon fodder than native-
born workers.

Nobody is suggesting that govern-
ment dictate to unions how to think
about the war. By the same token,
it is not for union leaders to dictate
thoughts to individual members
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Jesse Jackson, Cindy Sheehan, Joan Baez, top Code Pink members, and supporters. Such peace activists view American interests as the number-one obstacle to world peace.

either. Unfortunately, through NLRA-
sanctioned monopoly privileges, labor
chieftains are doing just that. Through
exclusive representation and manda-
tory-dues payment clauses, they are
forcing members, particularly in non-
Right to Work states, to subsidize the
radical anti-American Left.

This raises a serious legal issue. It
is established precedent that union
members have a right to withhold, or
demand a refund, of the portion of
dues payments routed toward politi-
cal purposes with which they disagree.
For roughly 30 years the U.S. Supreme
Court has affirmed this principle—in
Abood v. Detroit Board of Education,”
Ellis v. Brotherhood of Railway Clerks,”
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Chicago Teachers Union v. Hudson,”®
Lehnert v. Ferris Faculty Association,”
and most tellingly, Communications
Workers of America v. Beck.' In the
face of this, unions still stonewall
members who request a prorating of
dues payments earmarked for non-
collective bargaining functions. And
they continue to pull out the stops to
defeat state referenda seeking to affirm
this principle. In the fall of 2005, for
example, public employees' unions in
California launched a furious, and suc-
cessful, campaign against Proposition
75, which would have required these
unions to secure permission from rank-
and-file members before deducting
dues payments for political purposes.

Something is awry here. Union offi-
cials are supposed to be advancing the
wishes and interests of members. Yet
they presume that these workers are
happy to subsidize Communist sub-
version. Members need the tools with
which to fight back. Congress, or fail-
ing that, the states, must do one of two
things. First, lawmakers should pass
legislation affirming the Beck rights of
all union members and fee payers. A
worker should have the right to deter-
mine if and how dues payments will
be spent for purposes beyond collec-
tive bargaining and related expenses.
Second, and preferably, Congress
should enact a national Right to Work

law. Such a measure, which has been




sponsored continuously in Congress
for over a decade, would delete por-
tions of NLRA that authorize union
security agreements; i.e., the firing

of workers not consenting to paying
dues to a certified collective bargain-
ing agent. Currently, this is legal in

the 28 states (plus Washington, D.C.)
that do not have their own Right to
Work law. Advocates of prohibiting the
use of forced dues collections toward
objectionable political activism are on
the right track, but they miss the larger
point. The problem is the very nature
of forced dues collections. Origin mat-
ters far more than destination. If law
prevented forced dues payments in all
50 states, the issue of Beck rights would
become moot. Congress should pass
currently proposed Right to Work leg-
islation sponsored by Rep. Joe Wilson,
R-S.C. (H.R. 500) and Sen. Trent Lott,
R-Miss. (S. 370).

Unions answer to the workers they
represent at the bargaining table. If
these workers object to their leaders
funneling dues into revolutionary
agitprop projects, they are entitled to
a refund. No union member should
have to fear retaliation in making such
a request.

Accountability to America

That a number of union officials
gladly share the same views as Medea
Benjamin, Leslie Cagan and Ramsey
Clark says many things about them,
none of them good. That organized
labor breaks bread with brazen Com-
munists speaks of how far organized
labor has moved away from its original
creed of liberal anti-Communism.
Unions are doing more than selling
out rank and file; they are putting our
national security at risk.

The main enemy of the United
States has a name: Islamic fundamen-
talism. That enemy declared war on

us on September 11, 2001, not the
other way around. Islamic fundamen-
talism will never be satisfied until it
creates a worldwide caliphate; those
not submitting to its governance face
either second-class (dhimmi) citizen-
ship or death.'”! The leading edge of
this campaign is a phalanx of terrorist
movements, backed by nation-state
supporters and various nonprofit advo-
cacy groups such as the Council on
American-Islamic Relations (CAIR),
a virtual mouthpiece for the terrorist
group Hamas.'"* All are working for
our nation's destruction.

Our own home-grown hard Leftists
don't just cheer these people on; they
support them with funds, demonstra-
tions, legal representation and para-
military operations. They may not like
Islamic fundamentalism, particularly
its institutionalized mistreatment of
women, but they share a common
hatred of the United States of Amer-
ica. What divides them ultimately is far
less powerful than what unites them.

America is fighting a war in Afghan-
istan and Iraq against Islamic radicals.
Whether our efforts will succeed or
backfire is subject to debate. What
shouldn't be subject to debate is the
need to resist these thugs. Over the
decades the Left has shown they can
be counted on to work against Ameri-
can interests. Gradually, unions like-
wise are inspiring such expectations.
Their members, and America at large,
deserve better. m

Carl E Horowitz is the director of the
Organized Labor Accountability Project
of the National Legal and Policy Cen-
ter, a Falls Church, Va.-based nonprofir
group dedicated to promoting ethnics and
accountability in American public life.
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