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How The Left Underm ned America’s Security
By David Horowitz
Fr ont PageMagazi ne. com | February 18, 2002

Editor’s Note: What follows is the conplete text of David Horowitz's new panphl et, How
the Left Undermined Anerica’ s Security. Hard copies of the panphlet are available from
the Center for the Study of Popular Culture for $3. Call 800-752-6562, or 310-843-3699 in
California, to order. Copies also may be purchased online by clicking here.

VWil e the nation was having a good | augh at the expense of Florida s hangi ng chads and
butterfly ballots, Mhammed Atta and Marwan al Shehhi were there, in Florida, learning to
drive commercial jetliners [and ramtheminto the World Trade Center towers]. It wll
take a novelist to paint that broad canvas properly. It will take sonme deep political
thinking to understand how t he | ackadai sical attitude toward governnent and the world

hel ped | eave the country so unready for the horror that Atta and Shehhi were preparing.

—M chael Oreskes, New York Tinmes, Cctober 21, 2001

THE SEPTEMBER 11 ATTACKS on the Pentagon and the Wrld Trade Center marked the end of one
American era and the beginning of another. As did Pearl Harbor, the Septenber tragedy
awakened Anericans frominsul ar slunbers and nmade them aware of a world they coul d not
afford to ignore. Like Franklin Roosevelt, George W Bush condemmed the attacks as acts
of war, and nobilized a nation to action. It was a sharp departure fromthe policy of his
predecessor, Bill dinton, who in characteristic self-absorption had downgraded a series
of simlar assaults—ncluding one on the Wrld Trade Center itself—efficially regarding
themas crinminal matters that involved individuals alone.

But the differences between the Septenber 11 attacks and Pearl Harbor were al so striking.
The latter was a nilitary base situated on an island 3,000 niles distant fromthe
Anerican mainland. New York is Anerica’ s greatest popul ation center, the portal through
whi ch imm grant generations of all colors and ethnicities have cone in search of a better
life. The Wrld Trade Center is the Wall Street hub of the econony they enter; its
victinms were targeted for participating in the nost productive, tolerant and generous
soci ety human bei ngs have created. In responding to the attacks, the President hinself
took note of this: "Anerica was targeted for attack," he told Congress on Septenber 20,
"because we're the brightest beacon for freedom and opportunity in the world. And no one
will keep that light from shining."

In contrast to Pearl Harbor, the assault on the Wrld Trade Center was hardly a "sneak
attack" that American intelligence agencies had little idea was conming. Its Twin Towers
had al ready been bombed ei ght years earlier, and by the sane enemy. The terrorists
thensel ves were already fanmiliar to governnent operatives, their aggressions frequent
enough that several conm ssions had been appointed to investigate. Each had reached the
sanme conclusion. It was not a matter of whether the United States was going to be the
target of a mpjor terrorist assault; it was a matter of when

In fact, the al-Qaeda terrorists responsible for the Septenber 11 attacks had first
engaged U.S. troops as early as 1993 when the dinton Adm nistration deployed U. S
mlitary forces to Sonalia. Their purpose was humanitarian: to feed the starving citizens
of this Muslimland. But, America’s goodw Il anbassadors were anbushed by al - Qaeda
forces. In a 15-hour battle in Mgadi shu, 18 Anmericans were killed and 80 wounded. One
dead U.S. soldier was dragged through the streets in an act calculated to huniliate his
conrades and his country. The Anericans’ offense was not that they had brought food to
the hungry. Their crinme was who they were—unbelievers," em ssaries of "the Geat Satan,"
in the political religion of the eneny they now faced.

The defeat in Mygadi shu was a bl ow not only to Anerican charity, but to American power
and American prestige. Nonethel ess, under the | eadership of America’s then

conmander -in-chief, Bill dinton, there was no mlitary response to the humliation. The
great est superpower the world had ever seen did nothing. It accepted defeat.

The War

On February 26, 1993, eight months prior to the Mdgadi shu attack, al-Qaeda terrorists had
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struck the Wrld Trade Center for the first time. Their truck bonb nade a crater six
stories deep, killed six people and injured nore than a thousand. The planners’ intention
had been to cause one tower to topple the other and kill tens of thousands of innocent
people. It was not only the first najor terrorist act ever to take place on U S. soil

but +n the judgnent of a definitive account of the event—the nobst anbitious terrorist
attack ever attenpted, anywhere, ever."

Si x Pal estinian and Egyptian conspirators responsible for the attack were tried in civi
courts and got |life sentences |ike common crinminals, but its masterm nd escaped. He was
identified as Ranzi Ahmed Yousef, an Iraqi Intelligence agent. This was a clear
indication to authorities that the atrocity was no nere crinminal event, and that it

i nvol ved nore than individual terrorists; it involved hostile terrorist states.

Yet, once again, the Cdinton Administration’s response was to absorb the injury and
accept defeat. The president did not even visit the bonb crater or tend to the victins.
I nstead, America’s commander-in-chi ef warned agai nst "over-reaction." |In doing so, he
tel egraphed a clear nessage to his nation’s enem es: W are unsure of purpose and

unst eady of hand; we are self-indulgent and soft; we will not take risks to defend
oursel ves; we are vul nerabl e.

The al -Qaeda terrorists were listening. In a 1998 interview, Osana bin Laden told ABC
News reporter John MIler: "W have seen in the |ast decade the decline of the American
government and t he weakness of the Anerican soldier who is ready to wage Cold Wars and
unprepared to fight long wars. This was proven in Beirut when the Marines fled after two
expl osions. It also proves they can run in less than 24 hours, and this was al so repeated
in Sonmalia. W are ready for all occasions. W rely on Allah."

Among the terrorist entities that supported the al-Qaeda terrorists were Yasser Arafat’s
Pal estine Authority and the Pal estine Liberation O ganization. The PLO had created the
first terrorist training canps, invented suicide bonbi ngs and been the chi ef propaganda
machi ne behind the idea that terrorist arnmes were really missionaries for "social
justice." Yet, anopng foreign | eaders Arafat was Clinton’s nost frequent Wite House
guest. Far fromtreating Arafat as an eneny of civilized order and an internationa

pari ah, the Cdinton Administration was busily cultivating himas a "partner for peace."
For many Washington liberals, terrorismwas not the instrument of political fanatics and
evil men, but was the product of social conditions—poverty, raci smand oppressi on—for

whi ch the Western denocracies, including Israel were always ultimtely to bl ane.

The idea that terrorismhas "root causes" in social conditions whose primary author is
the United States is, in fact, an organizing theme of the contenporary political left.
"Where is the acknow edgnent that this was not a ‘cowardly’ attack on ‘civilization' or
‘liberty’ or ‘“humanity’ or ‘the free world "—declared the witer Susan Sontag, speaking
for this faction—but an attack on the world s self-proclained superpower, undertaken as
a consequence of specific American alliances and actions? How nany citizens are aware of
the ongoi ng Anerican bonbi ng of Iraq?" (Was Susan Sontag unaware that |Iragq was behind the
first World Trade Center attack? That Iraq had attenpted to swall ow Kuwait and was a
regi onal aggressor and sponsor of terror? That Iraq had expelled UN arns inspectors—n
violation of the terns of its peace-—who were there to prevent it from devel opi ng

chemi cal, biological and nucl ear weapons? Was she unaware that Irag was a sponsor of
international terror and posed an ongoing threat to others, including the country in

whi ch she lived?)

During the Cinton years the idea that America was somehow responsi ble for gl oba

di stress had becone an all too faniliar refrain anong leftwing elites. It had particul ar
resonance in the institutions that shaped American culture and policy—dniversities, the
mai nstream nedi a and the Oval Ofice. In March 1998, two nonths after Monica Lew nsky
becamre a Wiite House thorn and a household name, dinton enbarked on a presidential
hand-wri ngi ng expedition to Africa. Wth a | arge del egation of African-Anerican |eaders
intow, the President nade a pilgrinmage to Uganda to apol ogize for the crime of Anerican
sl avery. The apol ogy was offered despite the fact that no slaves had ever been inported
to Anmerica from Uganda or any East African state; that slavery in Africa preceded any
Ameri can invol venent by a thousand years; that Anerica and Britain were the two powers
responsi ble for ending the slave trade; and that Anmerica had abolished slavery a hundred
years before—at great human cost-while slavery persisted in Africa without African
protest to the present day.

Four months after Cinton |left Uganda, al-Qaeda terrorists blew up the U S. enbassies in
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Kenya and Tanzani a.
"Root Causes"

Clinton’s continuing anbi val ence about America’s role in the world was highlighted in the
wake of Septenber 11, when he suggested that America actually bore sone responsibility
for the attacks on itself. In November 2001, even as the new Bush administration was

l aunching America’s mlitary response, the former president nade a speech at Georgetown
University in which he adnoni shed citizens who were descended "from vari ous European

i neages"” that they were "not bl aneless,” and that Anerica’ s past involvenent in slavery
shoul d hunbl e them as they confronted their attackers. Characteristically the President
took no responsibility for his own failure to protect Anericans fromthe attacks.

The idea that there are "root causes" behind canpaigns to nurder innocent nen, wonmen and
children, and terrorize civilian popul ati ons was exani ned shortly after the Trade Center
events by a witer in the New York Tines. Columist Edward Rothstein observed that while
there was much hand-wingi ng and many mea cul pas on the left after Septenmber 11, no one
had i nvoked "root causes" to defend Tinothy MVeigh after he blew up the Cklahoma City
Federal Building in 1995, killing 187 people. "No one suggested that this act had its
‘root causes’ in an injustice that needed to be rectified to prevent further terrorism"
The silence was nai ntai ned even though MVeigh and his coll aborators "asserted that their
i deas of rights and liberty were being violated and that the only recourse was terror."

The reason no one invoked "root causes" to explain the oklahoma City bonmbing was sinply
because Tinothy MVeigh was not a leftist. Nor did he claimto be acting in behal f of
"social justice"—the historical code for totalitarian causes. In an address to Congress
that defined Anerica' s response to Septenber 11, President Bush sagaci ously observed, "W
have seen their kind before. They are the heirs of all the nurderous ideol ogies of the
20th century. By sacrificing human life to serve their radical visions, by abandoning
every value except the will to power, they followin the path of fascism Nazism and
totalitarianism"”

Like Islamc radicalism the totalitarian doctrines of communi smand fascismare
fundanental i st creeds. "The fundanentalist does not believe [his] ideas have any linits
or boundaries, ...[therefore] the goals of fundanentalist terror are not to elimnate
injustice but to elimnate opposition." That is why the humanitarian nature of Anerica’'s
m ssion to Mdgadi shu nade no difference to Anerica’s al -(Qaeda foe. The terrorists’ goa
was not to alleviate hunger. It was to elininate Anerica. It was to defeat "The G eat
Sat an. "

Totalitarians and fundanentalists share a conviction that is religious and political at
the sane tine. Their mssion is social redenption through the power of the state. Using
political and military power they intend to create a "new world" in their own inage. This
revol uti onary transformati on enconpasses all individuals and requires the control of al
aspects of human life:

Li ke fundanentalist terror, totalitarian terror |eaves no aspect of life exenpt fromthe
battl e being waged. The state is felt to be the apotheosis of political and natural |aw,
and it strives to extend that |aw over all humanity... No injustices, separately or
together, necessarily lead to totalitarianismand no nitigation of injustice, however
defined, will elimnate its unwavering beliefs, absolutist control and unbounded

anbi tions.

In 1998 Gsanm bin Laden explained his war ainms to ABC News: "Allah ordered us in this
religion to purify Muslimland of all non-believers.” As The New Republic’s Peter Beinart
conment ed, bin Laden is not a crusader for social justice but "an ethnic cleanser on a
scale far greater than the Hutus and the Serbs, a scale that has only one true Twentieth
Century parallel.”

In the 1990s Anerica nobilized its military power to go to the rescue of Muslins in the
Bal kans who were being ethnically cleansed by Serbian comunists. This counted for
nothing in al-Qaeda’ s calculations, any nmore than did Anerica’ s support for Mislim
peasants in Afghanistan fighting for their freedom agai nst the Red Arny invaders in the
1980s. The war against radical Islamis not about what Anerica has done, but about what
Anerica is. As bin Laden told the world on Cctober 7, the day America began its nmilitary
response, the war is between those of the faith and those outside the faith, between
those who subnmit to the believers’ |aw and those who are infidels and do not.
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Wil e The dinton Adnministration Slept

After the first Wrld Trade Center attack, President Cinton vowed there would be
vengeance. But |ike so many of his presidential pronouncenents, the strong words were not
acconpani ed by deeds. Nor were they foll owed by nmeasures necessary to defend the country
agai nst the next series of attacks.

After their Mgadi shu victory and the 1993 World Trade Center bonbi ng, unsuccessfu
attenpts were made by al - Qaeda groups to bl ow up the Lincoln and Hol Il and Tunnel s and

ot her popul ated targets, including a nmassive terrorist incident timed to coincide with
the millennium cel ebrations of January 2000. Another schenme to hijack comercia
airliners and use them as "bonbs" according to plans close to those eventually used on
Septenber 11, was thwarted in the Philippines in 1995. The architect of this effort was
the Iragi intelligence agent Ranezi Yousef.

The followi ng year, a terrorist attack on the Khobar Towers, a U S. military barracks in
Saudi a Arabia, killed 19 American soldiers. The Wite House response was |inp, and the
case (in the words of FBlI director Louis B. Freeh) "remains unresolved." Two years |ater
al - Qaeda agents blew up the U S. enbassies in Kenya and Tanzania killing 245 peopl e and
injuring 5,000. (One ClA official told a reporter, "Two at once is not twice as hard. It
is a hundred tines as hard.") On Cctober 12, 2000 the warship USS Col e was bonbed while
re-fueling in Yemen, yet another Islamc country aligned with the terrorist eneny.
Seventeen U. S. sailors were killed and 39 injured.

These were all acts of war, yet of the President and his cabinet refused to recognize
them as such.

Wiy the dinton Administration Slept

Cinton’s second term national security advisor, Sandy Berger, described the official
Wi te House position towards these attacks as "a little bit |ike a Whack-A-Ml e gane at
the circus. They bop up and you whack ‘em down, and if they bop up again, you bop ‘em
back, down again." Like the Admi nistration he represented, the national security advisor
| acked a requisite appreciation of the problem Iraqg s dictator was uni npressed by
sporadic U S. strikes against his regine. He remai ned defiant, expelling UN weapons

i nspectors, firing at U.S. warplanes and continuing to build his arsenal of nass
destruction. But "the Administration held no clear and consistent view of the Iraq
threat and how it intended to address it," observed Washi ngton Post correspondent Jim
Hoagl and. The disarray that characterized the dinton security policy flowed fromthe
"Admi nistration’s growing inability to tell the world—and itself—the truth.” It was the
signature problemof the Cinton years.

Underlying the dinton security failure was the fact that the Administration was nade up
of people who for twenty-five years had discounted or mninized the totalitarian threat,
opposed Anerica’ s arned presence abroad, and consistently resisted the depl oynent of
Arerica’'s mlitary forces to halt Comuni st expansion. National Security Advisor Sandy
Berger was hinself a veteran of the Sixties "anti-war" novenent, which abetted the
Conmuni st victories in Vietnam and Canbodi a, and created the "Vi et nam War syndrone" that
made it so difficult afterwards for American presidents to deploy the nation's mlitary
forces.

Berger had al so been a nenber of "Peace Now," the leftist nmovenent seeking to pressure
the Israeli government to make concessions to Yasser Arafat’s PLOterrorists. Cinton’s
first National Security Advisor, Anthony Lake was a protégé of Berger, who had introduced
himto dinton. All three had nmet as activists in the 1972 MGovern presidential canpaign
whose primary issue was opposition to the Vietnam War based on the view that the
"arrogance of Anerican power" was responsible for the conflict rather than Comuni st

aggr essi on.

Ant hony Lake’s own attitude towards the totalitarian threat in Southeast Asia was

di spl ayed in a March 1975 Washi ngton Post article he wote called, "At Stake in Canbodi a:
Extending Ald WII Only Prolong the Killing." The prediction contained in Lake's title
proved to be exactly wong. It was not a small nistake for soneone who in 1992 woul d be
pl aced in charge of Anerica’ s national security apparatus. Lake's article was designed to
rally Denocrat opposition to a presidential request for energency aid to the Canbodi an
regine. The aid was required to contain the threat posed by Communi st | eader Pol Pot and
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his insurgent Khnmer Rouge forces

At the time, Republicans warned that if the aid was cut the reginme would fall and a

"bl oodbat h" woul d ensue. This fear was solidly based on reports that had begun

accunul ating three years earlier concerning "the extraordinary brutality with which the
Khner Rouge were governing the civilian population in areas they controlled." But Anthony
Lake and the Denocrat-controlled Congress disnm ssed these warnings as so nuch
"anti - Communi st hysteria," and voted to deny the aid.

In his Post article, Lake advised fell ow Denocrats to view the Khnmer Rouge not as a
totalitarian force—which it was—but as a coalition enbracing "nmany Khner nationalists,
Conmuni st and non- Conmmuni st, " who only desired independence. It would be a m stake, he
wote, to alienate Pol Pot and the Khner Rouge |est we "push themfurther into the arns
of their Comuni st supporters.” Lake's myopic |eft-wi ng views prevail ed anong the
Denocrats, and the followi ng year the new president, Jinmy Carter, rewarded Lake with an
appoi ntnent as Policy Planning Director of the State Departnent.

In Canbodia, the termination of U S. aid led imediately to the collapse of the
government all owi ng the Khmer Rouge to seize power within nonths of the congressiona
vote. The victorious revolutionaries proceeded to inplenent their plans for a new
Comuni st utopia by systematically elimnating their opposition. In the next three years
they killed nearly 2 mllion Canbodi ans, a canpai gn universally recogni zed as one of the
wor st genoci des ever recorded.

The Warni ngs | gnored

For nearly a decade before the Wrld Trade Center disaster, the dinton Adninistration
was aware that Anericans were increasingly vulnerable to attacks which night involve

bi ol ogi cal or chemi cal weapons, or even nucl ear devices bought or stolen from broken

pi eces of the former Soviet Union. This was the insistent message of Republican speeches
on the floors of Congress and was reflected in the warnings of several governnent

conmi ssions, and dinton's own Secretary of Defense, WIIliam Cohen

In July 1999, for exanple, Cohen wote an op-ed piece in the Washi ngton Post, predicting

aterrorist attack on the American mainland. "In the past year, dozens of threats to use
chem cal or biological weapons in the United States have turned out to be hoaxes.
Soneday, one will be real."” But the warnings did not produce the requisite action by the

conmander -i n-chief. Meanwhile, the nation’s nedia | ooked the other way. For exanple, as
the president of the Council on Foreign Relations told the New Yorker’s Joe Klein, he
"wat ched carefully to see if anyone followed up on [Cohen's speech]. But none of the
tel evision networks and none of the elite press even nentioned it. | was astoni shed."

The foll owi ng year, "the National Conmi ssion on Terrorisnm-<haired by forner Reagan
counter-terrori smhead Paul Bremer—ssued a report with the eerily forebodi ng i mage of
the Twin Towers on its cover. A bi-partisan effort I ed by Jon Kyl and Di anne

Fei nstei n—was made to attach the recommendati ons of the panel to an intelligence

aut horization bill." But Senator Patrick Leahy, who had distinguished hinmself in the
1980s by opposing the governnent’s efforts to halt the Comruni st offensive in Centra
Anerica "said he feared a threat to ‘civil liberties’ in a canpaign against terrorism and

torpedoed the effort. After the bonbing of the U S.S. Cole, Kyl and Feinstein tried yet
again. This time, Leahy was content with emaciating the proposals instead of defeating
them outright. The weakened proposals died as the House realized ‘it wasn't worth taking

up. "

After the abortive plot to blow up commercial airliners in the Philippines, Vice

Presi dent Gore was tasked with inproving airline security. A conmission was forned, but
under his |eadership it also "focused on civil liberties" and "profiling," l|ibera
obsessions that diluted any effort to strengthen security neasures in the face of a
threat in which all of the proven terrorists were Muslins fromthe M ddl e East and Asia.
The conmi ssion concluded that, "no profile [of passengers] should contain or be based on
...race, religion, or national origin." According to journalist Kevin Cherry, the FAA al so
decided in 1999 to seal its passenger screening systemfrom | aw enforcenent databases
thus preventing the FBI fromnotifying airlines that suspected terrorists were on board."

In 1993, the FBlI identified three charities connected to the Pal estinian terrorist

organi zati on Hanas that were being used to finance terrorist activities, sending as nuch
as $20 mllion a year to America’'s enenmies. According to presidential adviser Dick
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Mrris, "At a Wite House strategy neeting on April 27, 1995-t+wo weeks after the Gkl ahoma
City bonbi ng—the President was urged to create a ‘President’s List’ of

extrem st/terrorist groups, their menbers and donors ‘to warn the public against

wel | -intentioned donations which mght foster terrorism’ On April 1, 1996, he was again
advised to ‘prohibit fund-raising by terrorists and identify terrorist organizations.'"
Hamas was specifically nmentioned.

I nexplicably dinton ignored these recomendati ons. Why? FBI agents have stated that they
were prevented fromopening either crimnal or national-security cases because of a fear
that it would be seen as ‘profiling Islamc charities. Wile Cinton was ‘politically
correct,’ Hamas fl ouri shed.

In failing to heed the signs that Arerica was at war with a deadly adversary, overcone
the ideol ogi cal obstacles created by the liberal biases of his administration and arouse
an uninformed public to concern, it was the conmander-in-chief who bore prinary
responsibility. As one forner adm nistration official told reporter Joe Klein "Cinton
spent | ess concentrated attention on national defense than any another President in
recent menory." Clinton’s political advisor Dick Mrris flatly charged, "dinton’s
failure to nobilize Anerica to confront foreign terror after the 1993 attack [on the
Wrld Trade Center] led directly to the 9/11 disaster.” According to Morris "Cinton was
renoved, uninvol ved, and distant where the war on terror was concerned."

Qpportunities M ssed

By Cinton’s own account, Mnica Lewi nsky was able to visit himprivately nore than a
dozen tinmes in the Oval O fice. But according to a USA Today investigative report, the
head of the Cl A could not get a single private neeting with the President, despite the
Trade Center bomnbing of February 26, 1993 or the killing of 18 Anerican soldiers in
Mogadi shu on Cctober 3 of the sanme year. "Janes Wolsey, dinton's first CIA director
says he never net privately with Cinton after their initial interview Wen a snal

pl ane crashed on the Wite House grounds in 1994, the joke inside the Wiite House was,
‘that nust be Wolsey, still trying to get an appointnent.’"

In 1996, an Anerican Mislim busi nessman and Cinton supporter named Mansoor |jaz opened
up an unofficial channel between the governnent of the Sudan and the Cinton

Admi ni stration. At the same time, "the State Department was describing bin Laden as ‘the
greatest single financier of terrorist projects in the world and was accusing the Sudan
of harboring terrorists." According to Mansoor, who net with dinton and Sandy Ber ger
"Presi dent Omar Hassan Ahned Bashir, who wanted terrorism sanctions agai nst Sudan lifted,
of fered the arrest and extradition of bin Laden and detailed intelligence data about the
gl obal networks constructed by Egypt’'s Islamc Jihad, Iran’s Hezboll ah and the

Pal esti ni an Hamas. Anmpng the nenbers of these networks were the two hijackers who piloted
commercial airliners into the Wirld Trade Center. The silence of the dinton

adnm nistration in responding to these offers was deafening."

President Bashir sent key intelligence officials to Washington in February 1966. Agai n,
according to Mansoor, "the Sudanese offered to arrest bin Laden and extradite himto
Saudi Arabia or, barring that, to ‘baby-sit’ himonitoring all his activities and
associates." But the Saudis didn't want him Instead, in May 1996 "the Sudanese
capitulated to US pressure and asked Bin Laden to | eave, despite their feeling that he
could be nonitored better in Sudan than el sewhere. Bin Laden |eft for Afghanistan, taking
with him Ayman Awahiri, considered by the U S. to be the chief planner of the Septenber
11 attacks..

One nonth later, the US military housing conplex in Saudi Arabia was blown apart by a
5,000 I b truck bonb. dinton's failure to grasp the opportunity, concludes Mansoor
"represents one of the nobst serious foreign policy failures in Anerican history."

According to a London Sunday Times account, based on a dinton Adm nistration source,
responsibility for this decision "went to the very top of the White House. Shortly after
the September 11 disaster, "Cinton told a dinner conpanion that the decision to let bin
Laden go was probably ‘the biggest nistake of ny presidency.’" But according to the Tines
report, which was based on interviews with intelligence officials, this was only one of
three occasions on which the dinton Administration had the opportunity to seize Bin
Laden and failed to do so.
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When the president’s affair with Mnica Lewi nsky becane public in January 1998, and his
adamant denials nmade it a consum ng public preoccupation, Cinton’s norrmal inattention to
national security matters becanme subsunmed in a general executive paralysis. In Dick
Morris's judgnent, the United States was effectively "without a president between January
1998 until April 1999," when the inpeachment proceedi ngs concluded with the failure of
the Senate to convict. It was in August 1998 that the al-Qaeda truck bonbs bl ew up the
enbassi es in Kenya and Tanzani a.

The Failure to Take Security Seriously

Yet this was only half the story. During its eight years, the Cinton Adm nistration was
able to focus enough attention on defense matters to hamstring the intelligence services
in the name of civil liberties, shrink the U S nilitary in the nane of econony, and
prevent the Pentagon from adopting (and funding) a "two-war" strategy, because "the Cold
War was over" and in the Wite House's judgnent there was no requisite nilitary threat in
the post-Conmuni st world that mght make it necessary for the United States to be able to
fight wars on two fronts. Inattention to defense also did not prevent the Cinton

Admi ni stration from pursui ng nassive social experinents in the mlitary in the name of
gender and diversity reform which included requiring "consciousness raising" classes for
mlitary personnel, rigging physical standards wonen were unable to neet, and in general
undermining the neritocratic benchmarks that are a crucial conponent of nmilitary norale.

Wi | e budget cuts forced sonme nmilitary famlies to go on food stanps, the Pentagon spent
enornous sunms to re-equip ships and barracks to accommpdate co-ed living. Al these
efforts further reduced the Pentagon’s ability to put a fighting force in the field-a
glaring national vulnerability dramatized by the war in Kosovo. This dimnished the
cruci al elenments of fear and respect for American power in the eyes of adversaries

wai ting in the w ngs.

During the Cinton years, the Denocrats insistence that American power was sonehow the

di sturber—+ather than the enforcer—ef international tranquility, pronpted the Wite House
to turn to nultilateral agencies for |eadership, particularly the discredited United
Nations. While useful in linted peacekeepi ng operations, the UNwas in large part a

coll ection of theocratic tyrannies and brutal dictatorships which regularly indicted and
condemmed the world' s nost tol erant denocracies, specifically the United States, England
and Israel, while supporting the very states providing safe harbors for America’s

al - Qaeda eneny. Just prior to the Wrld Trade Center attacks, the UN s "Conference on
Raci sni' engaged in a ritual of America bashing over "reparations" for slavery and support
for Israel. The agendas had been set by an Islamic coalition led by Iran

During the 1990s, Bill dinton’s nost frequent foreign guest was Yasser Arafat, whose
al l egiance to Iraq and betrayal of Anerica during the Qulf War could not have been nore
brazen. Followi ng the defeat of Irag, a "peace process" was |aunched in the Arab-Israel
conflict that predictably failed through Arafat’s failure to renounce the terrorist
option. But why renounce terror if there is no price exacted for practicing it?

Clinton and the Mlitary

It is true that the dinton Wite House was able, during its eight-year tenure, to shed
some of the Denocrats’ normal aversion to the use of American military mght. (As
recently as 1990 only 6 Denobcratic Senators had voted to authorize the @ulf War agai nst
Iraq). But the dinton deploynents of American forces were often non-nilitary in nature:
a "denocracy building" effort in Haiti that failed; flood relief and "peace keeping"
operations that were nore appropriately the province of international institutions. Even
the conflict dinton belatedly engaged in the Bal kans was officially characterized as a
new ki nd of "humanitarian war," as though the old kinds of war for national interest and
sel f-def ense were sonmehow tainted. Wiile the Serbian dictator M| osevic was toppled,
"ethnic cleansing," the casus belli of the Western intervention, continues, except that
the Christian Serbs in Kosovo have now become victinms of the previously persecuted

Al bani an Musl i ns.

Anong Cinton’s depl oyments were al so hal f-hearted strikes using cruise missiles against
essentially defenseless countries |like the Sudan, or the sporadi c bonbing of Iraq when
Saddam vi ol ated the terns of the Gulf peace. Cinton's strikes failed in their primary
obj ective—+to mamintain the UN inspections. On the other hand, a negative result of this
"Whack- A- Mol e" strategy was the continual antagonizing of Mislim popul ations throughout
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the world.

The nost notorious of these episodes was undoubtedly dinton’s ill-conceived and

i nef fectual response to the attacks on the African enbassies. At the time, dinton was
preoccupied with preparing his defense before a grand jury convened because of his public
lies about the Lewi nsky affair. Three days after Lew nsky’'s grand jury appearance,

wi t hout consulting the Joint Chiefs of Staff or his national security advisors, Cinton
 aunched cruise missiles into two Islamic countries, which he identified as being allied
to the terrorists and their | eader Gsama bin Laden. One of these nmissiles hit and
destroyed a pharmaceutical factory in the Sudan, killing one individual. Since the
factory was the sole plant produci ng nedicines for an inpoverished African nation, there
were al nost certainly a nunber of collateral deaths.

The incident, which inflaned anti-Anerican passions all over the Islamc world, was—n
conception and execution—a perfect reflection of the distorted priorities and reckl ess
attitudes of the dinton Wite House. It also reflected the irresponsibility of
congressi onal Denocrats who subordinated the safety concerns of their constituents to
provide unified support for the presidential msbehavior at home and abroad.

The Partisan Nature of the Security Problem

More than 100 Arabic operatives participated in the attack on the Wrld Trade Center
Towers. They did so over a period of several years. They were able to enter the United
States with and w thout passports seenmingly at will. They received training in flying
commercial airliners at Anerican facilities despite clear indications that sone of them
m ght be part of a terrorist canpaign. At the sanme time, Denocrats pressed for greater
rel axation of immgration policies and resisted scrutiny of foreign nationals on the
grounds that to do so constituted "racial profiling." To coordinate their terrorist
efforts, the al-Qaeda operatives had to comunicate with each other electronically on
channel s that Anerica’ s high-tech intelligence agencies normally intercept. One reason
they were not detected was that the first Iine of defense against such attacks was
effectively crippled by powerful figures in the Denocratic Party who considered the CIA
the problem and not Anerica s enem es.

Security controls that woul d have prevented adversarial agents from even acquiring
encryption devices that thwarted Anmerican intelligence efforts were casually lifted on
orders fromthe highest |evels of governnment. Alleged abuses by Anerican intelligence
operatives becane a higher priority than the abuses of the hostile forces they were
attenpting to contain. Reporter Joe Klein's inquiries led himto conclude "there seens to
be near unani nbus agreenent anong experts: in the ten years since the collapse of the
Soviet Union [and the eight years of the Cdinton presidency, and the seven since the
first Al-Qaeda attack on the Wrld Trade Center] al nost every aspect of American
national -security—frommlitary operations to intelligence gathering, fromborder contro
to political |eadership—has been marked by ...institutional |assitude and bureaucratic
arrogance.."

The Denocrats’ Anti-Intelligence Bill

The Denocrats’ cavalier attitude towards Anerican security in the years preceding
Septenber 11 was dranatized in a bill to cut the intelligence budget sight unseen, which
was i ntroduced every year of the dinton Admi nistration by |Independent Bernie Sanders.
The fact that Sanders was an extrene |leftist proved no problemfor the Denocrats—stil

enj oyi ng their |ong-standing congressional majority—-when they appointed himto a seat on
the House intelligence conmittee. Indeed why should it be a problen? Shortly before the
Worl d Trade Center attack, Senate Denocrats made another leftist, California Senator

Bar bara Boxer, an opponent of the war agai nst Saddam Hussein and a long-tinme critic of
the Anerican mlitary, the chair of the Senate Sub-conmittee on Terrorism

The Sanders initiative was |aunched in 1993, after the first al-Qaeda attack on the World
Trade Center. In that year, the Denocrat-controlled House Intelligence Cormittee had
voted to reduce President Clinton’s own authorization request for the intelligence
agencies by 6.75% But this was insufficient for Sanders. So he introduced an anmendnent
that required a m nimumreduction in financial authorization for each individua
intelligence agency of at |east 10%

Sanders refused to even examine the intelligence budget he proposed to cut: "My job is
not to go through the intelligence budget. | have not even | ooked at it." According to
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Sanders the reasons for reducing the intelligence budget were that "the Soviet Union no

| onger exists," and that "nassive unenpl oynent, that | ow wages, that honel essness, that
hungry children, that the collapse of our educational systemis perhaps an equally strong
danger to this Nation, or may be a stronger danger for our national security."

I rresponsi bl e? I nconprehensi bl e? Not to nearly half the Denocrats in the House who voted
in favor of the Sanders amendnent. N nety-seven Denobcrats in all voted for the Sanders
cuts, including House Armed Services Comrittee chair Ron Delluns and the House Denocratic
| eadership. As the terrorist attacks on Anerica intensified year by year during the
1990s, Sanders steadfastly reintroduced his amendnment. Every year thereafter, right unti
the World Trade Center attack, nearly 100 Denocrats voted with himto cut the
intelligence budget.

According to a study nmade by political consultant Terry Cooper, "Dick Gephardt (D M),
the House Denocratic |eader, voted to cut on five of the seven amendnents on whi ch he was
recorded. He appears to have ‘taken a walk’ on two other votes. David Bonior (D-M), the
nunber-two Denocratic | eader who as Whip enforces the party position, voted for every
single one of the ten cutting anmendnents. Chief Deputy Wi ps John Lewis (D-GA) and Rosa
DeLauro (D-CT) voted to cut intelligence funding every tine they voted. Nancy Pel os
(D-CA), just elected to replace Bonior as Wi p when Bonior |eaves early in 2002, voted to
cut intelligence funding three tinmes, even though she was a nenber of the Intelligence
Comm ttee and shoul d have known better. Two fundi ng cut amendnents got the votes of every
singl e menber of the el ected House Denocratic |eadership. In all, nenbers of the House
Denocratic | eadership supported the Saunders funding cut amendnents 56.9 percent of the
time."

Many of the Denocrats whose committee positions give themimense say over our nationa
security |ikew se voted for nmost or all of the funding cut amendnents. Ron Del |l uns
(D-CA), the top Denpocrat on the Armed Services Committee from 1993 through 1997, cast al
ei ght of his votes on funding cut anendnments in favor of less intelligence funding. Three
persons who chaired or were ranking Denocrats on Arnmed Services subcommittees for part of
the 1993-99 peri od—Pat Schroeder (D-CO, Neil Abercronbie (D-H) and Marty Meehan
(D-MA) —al so voted for every fund-cutting amendnent that was offered during their tenures.
Dave Obey (D-W), the senior Denbcrat on the Appropriations Coimmittee that holds the
House’s keys to the federal checkbook, voted seven out of eight times to reduce
intelligence funding.

In 1994, Republican Porter Goss, a former ClA official and nmenber of the House
Intelligence Commttee, warned that because of inflation, the cuts now proposed by
Sander s- Onens anounted to 16% of the 1992 budget and were 20% bel ow t he 1990 budget. Yet
this did not dissuade Delluns, Bonior and roughly 100 Denobcrats fromcontinuing to |ay
the budgetary ax to Anerica’'s first line of anti-terrorist defense. Ranking Comittee
Republ i can Larry Conmbest warned that the cuts endangered "critically inportant and
fragile capabilities, such as in the area of human intelligence.” In 1998, Gsama bin
Laden and four radical Islanmic groups connected to al-Qaeda issued a fatwa condemi ng
every Anerican man, wonman and child, civilian and mlitary included. Sanders responded by
enlisting Oregon Denocrat Peter DeFazio to author an amendment cutting the intelligence
aut hori zati on again.

The Republicans and National Security |ssues

When Republicans took control of the House in 1994, Republican Floyd Spence, now head of
the National Security Conmittee, expressed his outrage at the Denpcrats’ handiwork in
words that were eerily prescient: "W have done to our military and to our intelligence
agenci es what no foreign power has been able to do. W have been deci mati ng our own
defenses...ln this day and tine you do not have to be a superpower to raise the horrors of
mass destruction warfare on people. It could be a Third Wrld country, a rogue nation, or
a terrorist group.. These weapons of mass destruction are chenical, biological
bacteri ol ogi cal ... Anthrax could be released in the air over Washington, DC... That could
happen at any time and people are tal king about cutting back on our ability to defend
agai nst these things or to prevent them from happening. It is unconscionable to even
think about it. It borders on |eaving our country defensel ess.”

Yet the warning signs continued right up to the disaster. Before and after the 1999
Washi ngton Post article by Defense Secretary Cohen, "there was a series of nore elaborate
reports about grand terrorism by assorted blue-ribbon task forces, which warned of

chem cal, biological, and nuclear attacks..! A report by forner Senators Hart and Rudman
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called for a huge "homel and security" canpaign that would i nclude—n Joe Klein's
sunmation for the New Yorker—intensive nunicipal civil defense and crisis response
teans, new anti-terrorist detection technol ogy,” and a new cabi net |evel position of
Secretary of Honel and Security, which was instituted by the Bush Admi nistration shortly
after the attack.

Klein—a |iberal Denocrat and forner "anti-war" activist—refused to draw t he obvi ous
concl usion fromthese events, and place the responsibility where it bel onged—squarely on
the shoul ders of the Denocrats. Instead he wote: "There can’t be nuch controversy here.
Nearly everyone—el ected officials, the nedia, ideologues of every stripe—gnored these
reports.”

This is a fal sehood so self-serving as to be al nost understandable. Fortunately there is
an extensive public record attesting to the intense and ongoi ng concern of Republican
officials and the conservative nedia over the nation’s security crisis, and their

determ ned if unsuccessful efforts to expose and renedy it. There is an equally extensive
public record docunenting the Denocrats’ resistance to strengthening the nation’s
defenses and the liberal nedia' s efforts to ninimze, disniss and even ridicule attenpts
by Republicans to do so. The national press’s negative treatnent of Representative Dan
Burton's and Senator Fred Thonpson’s conmittee investigations into the efforts by
Comuni st China to influence the 1996 presidential election is a dramatic instance of
this pattern, particularly since the |liberal nedia have nade canpaign finance reform one
of their highest priorities.

In fact, the Chinese poured hundreds of thousands of +egal and illegal —dollars into the
Cinton-Core canpaigns in 1992 and 1996. The top funder of the 1992 C i nton-Gore canpai gn
was an Arkansas resident and Chi nese banker named Janmes Ri ady, whose relationship with
Cinton went back twenty years. Riady is the scion of a multi-billion dollar financial
enpi re whose throne roomin Jakarta is adorned with two adjacent portraits of Cinton and
Chi nese | eader, Li Peng, the infanous "butcher of Tiananmen Square." Though based in

I ndonesia, the Riady enpire has billions of dollars invested in China, and is a working
econom c and political partnership with China's mlitary and intelligence establishnents.
The Ri adys gave $450,000 to Cinton's 1992 presidential canpaign and anot her $600, 000 to
the Denocratic National Committee and Denobcratic state parties—and that was just the tip
of the iceberg in their working partnership with Cdinton

The question that Denocratic obstructions prevented the Thonpson and Burton committees
from answeri ng was whether these paynents resulted in the transfer of U S. weapons
technol ogi es to Comuni st China. China is known to have transferred such sensitive
mlitary technologies to Iran, Libya, North Korea and Iraq. Beginning in 1993, the
Clinton Administration systematically lifted security controls at the Departnent of
Conmer ce that had previously prevented the transfer of sensitive missile, satellite and
conput er technol ogies to China and other nuclear proliferators. In the beginning of that
year, Cinton appointed John Huang, who was an agent of the Riady interests as well as
Conmuni st China, to a senior position at Comrerce with top security clearance. dinton

| ater sent Huang to the Denpcratic National Conmittee to take charge of fund-raising for
his 1996 canpai gn.

In May 1999, a bi-partisan House committee, headed by Representative Christopher Cox,
rel eased a report which was tersely sumuari zed by the Wall Street Journal in these
harrowi ng words: "The espionage inquiry found Beijing has stolen U S. design data for
nearly all elenents needed for a major nuclear attack on the U S., such as advanced
war heads, m ssiles and gui dance systens." Among the factors contributing to these
unprecedent ed | osses—nApst of which took place during the dinton years—the report
identified | ax security by the Adm nistration

Two conmmittees of Congress headed by Dan Burton and Fred Thonpson attenpted to get to the
bottom of the matter to see if there was any connection between these problens and the

Ri ady- Huang fund-raising efforts, particularly the illegal contributions by foreign
agents of the Chinese mlitary and intelligence establishnents. The investigations failed
because the Committee Republicans were stonewalled by the Clinton Adninistration, their
Denocratic col |l eagues and the witnesses called. In all, 105 of these w tnesses either
took the Fifth Arendment or fled the country to avoid cooperating with investigators.
They did this not only with the tacit acqui escence of the dinton Adm nistration, but the
active help of Cinton officials.

There are scores of Republican congressmen—teaders of nmilitary, intelligence and
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government oversight conmittees-—who attenpted to sound the alarmon this front, and who
expressed publicly (and to nme, personally) their distress at being unable to reach the
broad Anerican electorate with their concerns about these national security issues
because of the indifference of the liberal media and the partisan rancor of the
Denocr at s.

In the year prior to the World Trade Center attack, | net in the Capitol with nore than a
dozen Republican nenbers of the House—ncl udi ng nmenbers of the Arned Services
Conmittee—+o0 di scuss how the security issue could be brought before the American public.
G ven the President’s talent for political double-talk and the |ock-step subni ssion of
congressi onal Denocrats to his nost reckless agendas, and without the possibility of
medi a support for such an effort, not a single nenber present thought that raising these
i ssues woul d go anywhere. Even attenpting to raise them they felt, exposed themto
damagi ng political risks. These risks included attacks by Denocrats and |ibera
journalists who woul d | abel them "mean-spirited partisans,” "right—w ng alarmsts,"
"xenophobes" and, of course, "dinton bashers."

While the liberal nedia put up a wall of opposition, journalists in the conservative
medi a wor ked agai nst the grain to nake the issues public. Bill Gertz, Ken Tinperlake and
WlliamC Triplett IIl wote books (Betrayal and Year of the Rat) based on military and
intelligence sources, and data collected by the Thonpson and Burton committees that would
have shaken any other admi nistration to its roots, but received little attention outside
conservative circles. Qther conservative journalists including the Washi ngton Ti nes’
Rowan Scar borough and various witers for the Wall Street Journal’s editorial pages, the
Nati onal Review, and the Wekly Standard pursued the story but were al so unable to reach
a broad enough public to nake any inpact. The conservative side of the ideol ogica

spect rum has no apol ogies to make for disarmng the nation in the face of its security
threats. The Denocratic Party and its fraternal institutions, the |liberal press and the
| eft-wi ng acadeny, do.

The Lobby Against America’s Intelligence Services

One of the obvious causes of the nmany security | apses preceding the Wrld Trade Center
attack was the post-Vietnamcrusade against U S. intelligence and defense agenci es dating
fromthe Church Committee reforms in the mid-Seventies and |l ed by "anti-war" Denocrats
and ot her partisans of the American left. A summuary episode reflecting this mood invol ved
Cl A operative Robert Baer, described by national security reporter Thonas Powers as "a
20-year veteran of numerous assignnents in Central Asia and the M ddl e East whose | ast
maj or job for the agency was an attenpt to organi ze Iraqi opposition to Saddam Hussein in
the early 1990s—shuttling between a desk in Langley and contacts on the ground in Jordan
Turkey, and even northern lraq."

According to Powers, "That assignnment cane to an abrupt end in March 1995 when Baer, once
seen as a rising star of the Directorate of Operations, suddenly found hinself ‘the

subj ect of an accusatory process.’ An agent of the FBI told himhe was under

i nvestigation for the crime of plotting the assassination of Saddam Hussein. The

i nvestigation was ordered by President dinton's national security adviser, Anthony Lake,
who would be nomnated to run the [CIA] two years |later. [Lake' s appoi nt nent was
successfully resisted by the intelligence community.].. Eventually, the case agai nst Baer
was di sm ssed ..but for Baer the episode was decisive. ‘Wen your own outfit is trying to
put you in jail,’” he told ne, 'it’s time to go. Baer’s is one of nany resignations [in
the Directorate of Operations] in recent years.."

Hostility to the CIA during the dinton years ran so high that intelligence professionals
refer toit as the "*Shia’ era in the agency,” Powers reported. The termreferred to the
I slamic sect that stresses the sinfulness of its adherents. "W all had to denobnstrate
our penance," a former CIA chief of station in Jordan told Powers. "Focus groups were
organi zed, we ‘re-engineered’ the relationship of the Directorate of Operations and the
Directorate of Intelligence," which neant introducing "uniformcareer standards" that
woul d apply indiscrimnately to analysts and covert operators in the field. This meant

hi gh-ri sk assignnents in target countries resulted in no greater advancenent up the
bureaucratic | adder than sitting at a computer terminal in Langley. "In the re-engi neered
CIA " comments Powers, "it was possible for Deborah Morris to be appointed the DO s
deputy chief for the Near East. [The DO is the departnent of covert operations.] "She

wor ked her way up in Langley," an operative told Powers. "I don’t think she's ever been
in the Near East. She’'s never run an agent, she doesn’'t know what the Khyber Pass | ooks
i ke, but she's supposed to be directing operations [in the field]."
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The end of the Cold War in 1991 inspired the reforners to close down all the
Count er espi onage Groups in the Cl A because their expertise was no |onger "needed." Spies
were passé. "The new order of the day was to ‘manage intelligence relationships.’”" After
i nterviewi ng nany operatives who had left the CIA in disgust during this period, Powers
concluded that in the dinton years the Agency had beconme nore and nore risk averse as
the result of "years of public criticism attenpts to clean house, the witing and
rewiting of rules, .efforts to reinin the Directorate of Operations, ..catch-up hiring
of wonmen and minorities [and] public hostility that nmakes it hard to recruit at |eading
col l eges. "

A post 9/11 article by Peter Beinart, editor of the liberal New Republic amplified
Power s’ observations. Beinart speculated that the CIA' s | apses nmay have occurred because
of a fundanmental nediocrity that had overtaken the institution. This nediocrity was the
direct result of the attacks on the Agency (and on America’s gl obal purposes) by the
political left and the culture of hostility towards the Anerican governnent that had been
successfully inplanted in Anerica’ s elite universities—ence the prinme recruiting grounds
for the intelligence services.

Bei nart began with a description of the recent assassination of Abdul Haq in Afghanistan
Hag was potentially the nost inportant |eader of the internal opposition to the ruling
Taliban. Yet the CIA had failed to provide himwith protection. A key elenent in this

di saster was the fact that the CIA did not have a single operative who could comunicate
with Hag in his native tongue, Dari. Nor did the Cl A have a single operative who spoke
Pasht o, the | anguage of the Taliban, even though al-Qaeda’s base had been Afghani stan for
years. The problem of reading intercepted intelligence transcripts in Pashto was "sol ved"
by sending the transcripts to Pakistan to be translated by Pakistani intelligence

of ficial s—who were al so sponsors of the Taliban. Sonme CIA officials believe it was

Paki stani intelligence officials who warned Osama bin Laden to get out of Khost before

U S. mssiles were | aunched into Afghanistan after the enbassy bonbings in 1998.

The Abdul Haq assassi nation exposed the enornmous human intelligence gap that had

devel oped within the agency during the post-Vietnamyears. As nuch as 90% of Anerica’'s
intelligence budget was being spent on technol ogy, electronic decryption and
eavesdroppi ng systens for the National Security Agency, rather than human intelligence
based on agents in the field. Wthout human | anguage skills nuch of this information
itself remai ned usel ess. In Septenber 2001, the House Permanent Select Conmittee on
Intelligence concluded: "At the NSA and Cl A thousands of pieces of data are never

anal yzed or are analyzed ‘after the fact’ ... Witten materials can sit for nonths and
sonmetines years before a linguist with proper security clearance and skills can begin a
translation."

According to a 1998 article in The Atlantic Monthly witten by a forner Cl A official

"Not a single Iran-desk chief during the eight years | worked on Iran could speak or read
Persian. Not a single Near East Division chief knew Arabic, Persian or Turkish, and only

one could get along even in French."” These deficiencies becone intelligible only when one
under st ands what happened to M ddl e Eastern studies in American universities in the

post - Vi et nam decades.

The University Left Against The Nation's Security

The story of the university left’'s subversion of the field of Mddle Eastern studies is
recounted in a recent book by Martin Kramer, editor of the Mddle East Quarterly. As a
revi ewer summarized Kraner’s argunment, "In the |ate seventies, the radical students of
the 1960s began to enter the professoriate. The way was cleared for themto west power
fromthe Mddl e East studies establishment when Edward Said’'s Orientalism (1978)
crystallized a new understanding of the field." Said was a nenber of the ruling counci

of Yasser Arafat’s PLO and qui ckly becanme one of the nost powerful academics in Anmerica,
eventual |y headi ng the Modern Language Associ ati on, whose 40,000 nenbers nake it the

| ar gest professional association of academ cs. On Novenber 21, 1993, eight nonths after
the World Trade Center bonbing, Said wote an article for the New York Tines Sunday
Magazine with the revealing title "The Phony Islamc Threat." Said s title sumarized the
intellectual shift in Mddle East studies during the previous decade. The new perspective
that came to domnate the field was that perceptions of a terrorist threat fromlslamc
radi cal s were expressions of "Euro-centric" or racist attitudes by their Wstern
Oppressors.
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In his book, Orientalism Said argued that all previous scholarship on the Mddle East
was hopel essly biased because it was witten by white Europeans and thus "racist."
According to Said, "All Wstern know edge of the East was intrinsically tainted with
inmperialism" In one stroke Said thus discredited all previous scholarship in the field,
paving the way for its replacenent by Marxist radicals like hinmself. Wth the help of his
left-wing acadenmic allies, Said s extrem st viewpoint created the climte and context for
a revolution in Mddle Eastern studies. This was accelerated by the "nulti-culturalist"”
attitudes of the university and racial preference policies in faculty hiring, which

i nvol ved the wi despread recruitnent of political leftists fromthe |Islanic theocracies of
the Mddle East. Before Said, "3.2%of Anerica’s Mddle East area specialists had been
born in the region. By 1992, the figure was nearly half. This denographic transformation
consol i dated the conversion of Mddle Eastern studies into |leftist
anti-Americani sm" (Enphasi s added.)

In a statenment issued ten days after the Wrld Trade Center attack, the M ddl e East

St udi es Associ ati on—the professional organization representing the field—+efused to
describe the perpetrators of the attack as "terrorists,” and preenptively opposed any
US nmilitary response. Georgetown professor John Esposito, a forner president of the

M ddl e East Studies Association and an academic star in the field, made his nane after
the first Wrld Trade Center attack by follow ng Said s exanple and di sparagi ng concerns
about Islamc terrorismas thinly-veiled anti-Mislimprejudice. He was rewarded by being
made a foreign affairs analyst for the dinton State Departnment and assigned to its
intelligence departnent.

The | anguage deficiency at the ClA+to which the political takeover of the academc

prof ession greatly contri buted—proved crucial at the operational level. But it was only a
reflection of the nore profound problemthat afflicted the intelligence community because
of the universities’ leftward turn. In Beinart’s words, "Today’'s CIAis a deeply nediocre
institution. Its problens aren't legal or financial; they're intellectual. The agency
needs a massive infusion of brainpower." How nmassive an infusion was indicated in an
article Beinart cited: "According to a 1992 New York Tines story, applicants for the
CIA's ‘Undergraduate Student Trainee Programi needed only a conbi ned SAT score of 900 and
a grade point average of 2.75." This conpares to the average requirenents for entrance
into top ranked schools |ike Harvard or Princeton, which require SAT scores above 1300
and grade point averages of 4.0. Princeton is one of many elite universities that because
of political pressure fromthe left officially refuse to allowthe CIAto recruit
students on their campuses and have refused to do so for nore than a decade.

The only places the CIA can recruit its m ssing brai npower—the only institutions able to
supply the world-class linguists, biologists, and conputer scientists it currently

| acks—are Anmerica’s universities." But the universities have |ong since becone the
political base of a left that has not given up its fantasies of social revolution and is
deeply antagonistic to America and its purposes. The root cause of the nation’s security
problemis that beginning in the 1960s the political left ained a dagger at the heart of
Amrerica’s security systemand, froma vantage of great power in the universities, the
nmedi a and the Denocratic Party, were able to press the blade hone for three decades prior
to the Wrld Trade Center disaster

The main reason the CIA no |onger recruits agents fromtop-ranked schools is because it
can’t. "The nen and wonen who teach today’s coll ege students view the CIA with suspicion
if not disdain," as Beinart put it. The forrmulation is, in fact, too mld. The left hates
the CIA and regards it as an eneny of all that is humane and decent. To nake their case,
academc leftists drill the nation's elite youth in a litany of "crimes" alleged to have
been carried out by the ClIA since the late 1940s—the rigging of the Italian and French

el ections of 1948 agai nst popul ar Communi st parties (whose aim unnentioned in this
academc literature was to incorporate Western Europe into Stalin's satellite systen)

the overthrow of Mossadegh in Iran in 1951 (whomthey fail to identify as a Soviet asset
who woul d have delivered Iranian oil reserves to Stalin), the overthrow of the Arbenz
regime in Guatemala (whomthe left portrays as a Denocrat but who was in fact a Communi st
fellowtravel er who chose to spend his exile years as a privileged guest in Castro’s
police state), the "Bay of Pigs" (which was the CIA's failed effort to overthrow t he nost
oppr essive Comruni st regine in the hem sphere), and the "Phoeni x Programt in Vietnam
(which was an attenpt to prevent a Conmuni st front set up by the Hanoi dictatorship from
overthrow ng the Sai gon governnent and establishing a Comuni st police state in the

Sout h.)

In the perverse view of the acadenmic left, the CIAis an agency of torture, death and
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oppression for innocent masses all over the world that otherwi se would be "liberated" by
progressive totalitarian forces. Uilizing the powerful resources of the acadeny, the

| eft has created a vast propaganda apparatus to establish what is essentially the view of
the CIA held by Anerica’s fiercest enenies. The anti-Anerican propaganda is itself

di ssem nated under the inprint of America’s nobst prestigious university presses including
Harvard, California, Duke, and Princeton

Uni versity adnministrations have caved in to these leftists so consistently as to | eave
little roomfor maneuver. "Wen the president of the Rochester Institute of Technol ogy
took a brief leave to work for the ClAin 1991," recalls Beinart, "many students and
faculty demanded that he resign. Last year, when the government tried to establish a

pr ogram under whi ch col |l ege students woul d receive free | anguage instruction in return
for pursuing a career in intelligence, the University of Mchigan refused. As assistant
prof essor Carol Bardenstein told Tine, "W didn’t want our students to be known as spies
in training." (Apparently she would prefer themto be hel pless targets-in-waiting.) For
caving in to these pressures, the president of Mchigan, C aude Bollinger, was rewarded
by bei ng appoi nted president of Colunbia University shortly after the Septenber 11
bonbi ng.

As Beinart points out, there can be reasonabl e concerns about the proper functions of a
university and the appropriate relationship of governnment agencies to private
institutions of learning (although the University of Mchigan is a state-financed
school ). "But npbst of the squeani shness about training, and encouragi ng students to work
for the CI A doesn’'t have anything to do with the m ssion of the acadeny; it has to do
with ideol ogical hostility to the instrunments of Anerican power." This ideology is
enforced by political correctness in the university hiring process, a bias that virtually
excl udes conservative academni cs from obtaining positions at nost schools. At |vy League
school s, for exanple, a study by the Luntz Conpani es showed that only 3% of the
professors identify thensel ves as Republicans and the overwhel ming majority have views
well to the left of the Anerican center

Congressman Del | uns and The Denocrats’ Fifth Col unm Caucus

G ven the role of universities in shaping the "liberal" culture, the sanme powerful
anti-American, anti-mlitary, anti-Cl A sentinments have prevailed in the left-wi ng of the
Denocratic Party for the last thirty years. The size of this group can be partially
gauged by the 58 congressional Denocrats who describe thensel ves as nmenbers of its
"Progressive [socialist] Caucus." But its actual influence is far greater

No political career synbolizes the Denocrats’ acceptance of radical ideas better than the
27-year tenure of congressman Ron Delluns who canme to the House in the 1970s as the first
Sixties' radical to penetrate the political mainstream and was able—with the

encour agenent and cooperation of his colleagues—+to establish hinself as a power player on
both the Armed Services and Intelligence commttees overseeing the nation's security

policy.

A Berkeley radical with vigorously expressed anti-American synpathies, Delluns was an
ardent admirer of Fidel Castro’'s Marxist dictatorship and a rel entl ess opponent of
Anerican mlitary power. On his election to Congress in 1970, Dellunms went out of his way
to announce his radical commtments and pledged to renain faithful to his anti-American
roots. "I amnot going to back away frombeing a radical," he said. My politics are to
bring the walls down [in WAshington]."

During his |l ong career Delluns worked hand-in-glove with Soviet front groups, proposed
scrapping all U S. "offensive weapons,” used his governnment position to oppose every U S
effort to block the spread of Communist rule and, in the Ei ghties, even turned over his
congressional office to a Cuban intelligence agent organizing a network of "solidarity
conmittees"” on U.S. canpuses to support Communi st guerrilla nmovenents in Central America.
When a Denocratic White House under Jimmy Carter attenpted, in 1979, to re-institute the
draft and increase Anerica’'s mlitary preparedness after the Soviet invasion of

Af ghani stan, Dellums joined a "Stop the Draft" rally of Berkeley leftists, denounced
Amrerican "mlitarisn and condemmed Carter’s Wite House as "evil."

Del luns’ attitude towards Anerica’ s intelligence services reflected his consistent
support for America’s international enemnmies. Just before the 1980 presidential election
with Soviet invasion forces flooding into Afghanistan, with the American enbassy held
hostage by the new radical Islamic regine in Iran, and with crowds chanting "Death to
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America" in the streets of Tehran, Delluns told the sane Berkeley rally: "W should
totally dismantle every intelligence agency in this country piece by piece, nail by nail
brick by brick."

Yet, despite these views, Delluns was no marginalized backbencher in the Denobcratic
House. Wth the full approval of the Denocratic Party |eadership and its House caucus,
Del l uns was made a nenber of the Arned Services Conmittee on which he served throughout
the 1980s and 1990s. In the midst of a hot war with Central Anerican Conmuni sts seeking
to establish a Soviet mlitary base in the Western heni sphere, Denocrats made Del | uns
Chai rman of the House Subcommittee on U.S. Mlitary Installations worldw de, where he
enjoyed top security clearance. This was done with the specific inprimtur of the
Denocratic chair of the Arned Services Committee, Les Aspin.

Nor was Delluns alone. He had like-nmnded allies in both the legislative and executive
branches of the dinton government. Mst notoriously, Cinton appointed an anti-nilitary,
environnental leftist Hazel O Leary to be Secretary of Energy, a departnment responsible
for the nation’s nucl ear weapons |labs. O Leary pronptly surrounded herself with other
political leftists (including one self-described "Marxist-Feninist") and anti-nucl ear
activists, appointing themas her assistant secretaries with responsibility for the
security of the nuclear labs. In one of her first acts, O Leary declassified el even
mllion pages of nuclear docunments, including reports on 204 U. S. nucl ear tests,

descri bing the nove as an act to safeguard the environnent and a protest against a
"bonb-buil ding culture."

Havi ng made Anerica’ s nucl ear weapons’ secrets available to the whole world including the
al - Qaeda network, O Leary then took steps to relax security precautions at the nucl ear

| aboratories under her control. She appointed Rose CGottenoeller, a forner Cinton

Nati onal Security Council staffer with extrene anti-nuclear views to be her director in
charge of national security issues. Gottenoeller had been previously nonminated to fil

the post—ong vacant in the dinton Adm nistration—ef Assistant Secretary of Defense for
International Security Policy. The appoi ntnent was successfully bl ocked, however, by
congressi onal Republicans al arned by her radical disarmanent agendas. The dinton
response to this rejection was to put her in charge of security for the nation’s nuclear
weapons | abs.

In the 1980s, a tinme when the United States was fighting a fierce battle of the Cold War
in Central America, Denocrats al so appoi nted George Crockett to head the House
Subconmmittee on Western Hemi sphere Affairs. Crockett had strong ties directly to the
Conmuni st Party and to pro-Communi st organi zati ons. He had begun his career as a | awer
for the Communi st Party in Detroit, and was so loyal to its agendas that he was the only
House nenber to refuse to sign a resolution condeming the Soviet Union for its

unpr ovoked shooting down of a comrercial Korean airliner (KAL 007) and the only nmenber to
vot e agai nst a House resol uti on condemi ng the Sovi et Union for denying nedical aid to US
Maj or Arthur Nichol son after he had been shot in East Gernmany and the Comuni sts had

deni ed himnedical aid for 45 minutes while he bled to death.

Crockett’s appointnment cane at a tinme when the Sandinista dictatorship in N caragua was
engaged in supplying mlitary aid to Conmuni st guerrillas in Quatenala and El Sal vador
and was building a major Soviet military base on its territory. Dellunms and Crockett were
the nost prominent and probably the nost extrene supporters of the Communists in the
Denocratic caucus, but they had powerful allies in their efforts to protect the
Sandi ni sta regi ne and the Conmuni st guerrillas from House | eaders |ike David Bonior and
Senators Patrick Leahy and Chris Dodd anpbng others. Appointed to head the Senate
Judiciary Conmittee in 2001, Leahy becanme the | eader of Denocrats’ opposition to Bush
Administration attenpts to insert stronger measures into donestic anti-terrorism

| egi slation after the Septenber 11 attacks.

In 1991, Denocratic Speaker of the House Tom Fol ey appointed Ron Delluns and five other

| eftwing party nenbers to the sensitive House Intelligence Conmttee, with oversight over
the CIA and other U S. intelligence agencies. Two years later, Bill dinton appointed Les
Aspin, the left-wing Denocrat behind Delluns’ rise, to be his first Secretary of Defense.
As Aspin’s protégé, Delluns becane the Chair of the Armed Services Committee, and thus
the nost inportant nenber of the House in overseeing all U S nilitary defenses,
controlling their purse strings, and acting as the chief House advisor on mlitary
matters to the President hinself.

The vote anong menbers of the Denocratic caucus to confirmthis determ ned eneny of
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Ameri can power as Chairman of the Armed Services Comrmittee was 198-10. In other words 198
congressi onal Denmocrats including its entire | eadership saw nothing wong in placing
Amrerica’s defenses in the hands of one of its nost inplacable foes. They saw not hi ng
problematic in Dellunms’ statenment that as head of the Arnmed Services Conmittee he woul d
(in the words of the Los Angeles Tines) "favor a faster reduction of the arned forces and
billions nmore for econom c conversion," calling for a "tripling" of the billions that he
woul d actively seek to be noved out of the defense sector

The vote to confirm Delluns’ new position and authority took place on January 17, 1993.
Exactly one nmonth | ater, on February 26, al-Qaeda terrorists bonbed the World Trade
Center. On his retirement four years afterwards in a cerenpny in the Capitol, Delluns was
presented by Bill Cinton's third secretary of Defense, WIIliam Cohen, w th the highest
honor for "service to his country" that the Pentagon can bestow on a civilian.

The Party of Blame Anerica First

How coul d the Denobcratic Party have becone host to—and pronote—tegislators whose
conmitment to Anerica’ s security was so defective, and whose loyalties were so

guesti onabl e? How could a party that led the fight against Hitler, that organized a Cold
War alliance to save Europe from Stalin’s aggression, that under John F. Kennedy |led the
greatest expansion of Anerica's military power in peacetine, reach a point where so many
of its |eaders seenmed to regard Anerica itself as the world's problem rather than "the
bri ght est beacon"—as President Bush put it—=for freedom and opportunity in the world."

The transformati on of the congressional Denocrats into a party of the left can be traced

to the turbul ent decade of the Vietnam War and the 1972 presidential candidacy of Senator
George McGovern, whose canpai gn slogan, "America Cone Hone," is self-explanatory. Ceorge

McGovern had been a World War |1 hero who conpleted nore than thirty bomber nissions. But
he emerged from conbat traumatized by the killing he had witnessed and transfornmed into a
ki nd of premature "peacenik."

In 1948, he entered politics as an activist in the Progressive Party presidential
canpai gn of Henry Wallace, who was running as an "anti-war" candi date for the pro-Soviet
left. Wallace had once been FDR s vice-president, but in 1948 he left the Denobcratic
Party to protest Harry Trunman's "Cold War" policy of opposing Stalin’s conquest of
Eastern Europe. Although Wallace hinself was not a Communi st, the Progressive Party was a
creation of the Anerican Comuni st Party and under its political control. The Commruni st
Party was controlled by the Kremin, which had instructed its Anerican supporters to
create the canpaign in order to weaken Anerica’s opposition to Sovi et expansion

Li ke Wal | ace, George McGovern was not a Conmuni st or even a radical. But |ike many

ot herwi se patriotic Americans, then and since, he was seduced by the appeasenent politics
of the left and becane permanently convinced that the United States was co-responsible
with Stalin for the Cold War, because Washington had failed to understand the "root
causes" of the conflict in Soviet fears of invasion. In MGovern's view the Cold Var
could have been averted if Truman had been nore accommodating to the Soviet dictator and
his designs on Eastern Europe. This anti-anti-conmuni st naivete was a pernmanent aspect of
McGovern's foreign policy agendas throughout his political career

At the end of the 1960s, the radicals who had bolted the Denocratic Party in 1948 to
oppose the Cold War, began to return under circunstances that nade the party particularly
vul nerable to their agendas. In 1968, the Denocrats’ presidential candidate was Hubert
Hunphrey, a liberal but also a staunch anti-Comuni st who wanted to stay the course and
prevent a Communi st victory in Vietnam At the Denocratic convention to nom nate
Hunphrey, the anti-war radicals staged an event that destroyed Hunphrey’s chances of
becom ng president.

The anti-Hunphrey plan was the brainchild of radical |eader Tom Hayden, who had nmet with
the Vi et namese Communi sts in Czechosl ovaki a the previous year, and gone on to Hanoi to
col l aborate with the Conmuni st enemy. In the late spring of 1968, Hayden proceeded to
plan and then to organize a riot at the Denocratic Party convention in the full glare of
the assenbl ed nmedia. The negative fallout fromthe chaos in the streets of Chicago and
the Denobcrats’ heavy-handed reaction to the "anti-war" rioters effectively elected the
Republ i can candi date Ri chard Ni xon the follow ng Novenber.

After Nixon's election, "the anti-war"” radicals turned their attention to the Denocratic
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Party with the intention of seizing control of its political machinery. Hunphrey’' s defeat
fatally weakened the political power of the anti-Comruni st forces that had supported him
A series of internal rule changes pressed by the radicals paved the way for the ascension
of the anti-Hunphrey left. Their agenda was to remake the party into a | eftw ng

organi zation |like the Progressive Party of 1948, which would not stand in the way of
Communi st expansi on. The party figure around whomthey rallied their forces was Senator
George McGovern who had been put in charge of the conmittee to reformthe party's rules
The left’s i mredi ate agenda was to end the Denocratic Party’s support for the

anti - Communi st war.

During the Sixties, radicals were intent on naking a "revolution in the streets." They
were | ed back into electoral politics by figures |ike Hayden hinself, and his w fe-to-be
Jane Fonda. Through Hayden's auspi ces, Fonda had traveled to Hanoi to nmake anti-American
war propaganda for Hanoi, inciting Arerican troops to defect and also aiding the

Communi sts in their denials that they were torturing John MCain and ot her American POM.
On their return, Hayden and Fonda, gave "anti-war" |ectures to the House Denocratic
Caucus. Although radicals |ike Hayden had previously condemed the Denocrats and

del i berately destroyed the party's presidential candidate, their energies were now
directed towards infiltrating the party and shaping its agendas. This conprom se of
political principle was nmade painl ess by McCGovern's canpai gn sl ogan—Aneri ca Cone

Home" —whi ch inplied that Arerica’s mlitary power was the source of the Cold War conflict
with Conmmuni sminstead of its solution

Radi cal s becane Denocratic Party regulars and—+n the case of Hillary dinton and

ot hers—eventual |y party | eaders. Anong the nore fanous activists elected to Congress as
Denocrats in this period were Ron Del luns, Bella Abzug, Elizabeth Holtzman, Richard
Drinan, David Bonior, Pat Schroeder, and Bobby Rush, a fornmer Black Panther. Hayden
hinself failed to win a congressional seat but becane a Denocratic State Assenbl ynan and
then a Denocratic State Senator in California. As noted, follow ng the Watergate scanda
and the resignation of Nixon the newy radicalized Denocrats voted to cut off al

economic aid to the anti-Comuni st governnents of Canbodia and South Vietnam (The United
States had already withdrawn its armies fromlndo-China after signing the truce of 1973).
Both regimes fell within nmonths of the vote leading to the mass slaughter in both
countries of approxinmately two and half million peasants at the hands of their new
Conmuni st rul ers.

McGovern’s presidential canpaign was an el ectoral disaster. The candi date won only one
state (Massachusetts) in losing the biggest electoral |andslide in Arerican history. But
the internal party reforns the McGovernites were able to put in place established the
left as a power in the Denocratic Party. Fromits newfound position of strength the left
was able to profoundly influence the Carter presidency (1977-1981), which foll owed

Ni xon’ s Wat ergate debacle. Notw thstanding that Jimy Carter was a southerner, a Navy
man, and a sel f-described conservative—all factors that nade hi mel ectabl e—his foreign
policy reflected the leftward tilt of the party he inherited. O his Secretary of State,
Cyrus Vance, it was said "he was the closest thing to a pacifist that the U S. has ever
had as a secretary of state, with the possible exception of WIIliam Jennings Bryan."

Carter hinself warned of Americans’ "inordinate fear of Communi sm' as though this and not
Sovi et expansi on were responsible for the Cold War. At the end of Carter’s termin 1980,
his foreign policy performance was sunmred up by fornmer Secretary of State Henry Kissinger
in these words: "The Carter Administration has nanaged the extraordi nary feat of having,
at one and the sane tinme, the worst relations with our allies, the worst relations with
our adversaries, and the nost serious upheavals in the devel oping world since the end of
the Second World War."

Among t hese "serious upheaval s" were the Soviet aggression in Afghanistan (the first
crossing of an international border by the Red Arny since 1945) and the Sandinista coup
in Nicaragua (in which the Carter Adm nistration stood by while a group of pro-Castro
Mar xi sts subverted a denocratic revolution, joined the Soviet bloc and began arning
Conmuni st i nsurgencies in Guatemal a and El Sal vador). A third debacle was the | oss of
Iran to Islamic fundanentalists in a 1979 revolution | ed by the Ayatollah Khoneni

This event transforned Iran into the first radical Islamicist state and thus |aunched the
forces that eventually canme together in the Wrld Trade Center attack. Because of its
bias to the left, the Carter Wite House had bungl ed the defense of the existing regineg,
led by the dictatorial but nodernizing Shah. Anmong the Shah's achi evenents that incited
the hatred of the Ayatollah’s rebels was the lifting of the veil and the education of
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worren. Despite the misogyni st and reacti onary agendas of the Khomeni revol ution, the
American |l eft naturally cheered the seizure of power by these anti-Anerican radicals, as
a "Third World" liberation.

The utopian illusion was short-1lived, however. "Khoneini lost no tinme ininstalling a
fundanentalist Islanic Republic, executing honbsexual s and revoki ng, anong other security
| aws, the statute granting wonen the right to divorce and restricting polygany." American
leftists and |iberals had pressured Carter to abandon the Shah because of his repressive
pol i ce apparatus the SAVAK. But "Khoneini’'s reginme executed nore people inits first year
in power than the Shah’s SAVAK had all egedly executed in the previous 25 years." The
advent of the Khoneni reginme was the real beginning of the current war between the West
and I slam c radicals.

Clinton

On Novenber 7, 2001-ene nonth to the day after Anerica began its response to the al - Qaeda
attack on the Wrld Trade Center, the man nost singularly responsible for the security
failure gave a speech to college students at Georgetown that nay rank as the nost

di sgraceful utterance ever to pass the lips of a former Anmerican president. Wthout any
acknow edgnent of his own responsibilities as commander-in-chief, Bill Cinton joined
Anmerica’'s enemies in attenpting to transfer the blame for the atrocities to his country.
"Those of us who conme from various European |ineages are not bl anel ess, "he expl ai ned,
reflecting sentiments nmade fam |iar by American appeasers since the Wallace canpai gn of
1948.

Al t hough Europeans in America were the creators of a political denocracy that had
declared all men equal and had separated church fromstate (so that it did not identify a
category of people as "infidels,"” let alone wage wars against then), Cdinton linked the
terror of the Islanp-fascists to their victins by recalling a crinme committed by
Christian crusaders agai nst Jews and Muslins a thousand years before. "In the first
Crusade when the Christian Soldiers took Jerusalem they first burned a synagogue wth
300 Jews init," he said—and then nmentioned that sonme Muslins were killed by the
crusaders as well. "I can assure you that that story is still being told today in the

M ddl e East and we are still paying for it."

Even this version of the past neglected to nention the Misliminvasions that provoked the
crusades. Did dinton seriously intend to suggest, noreover, that the al-Qaeda
fundanentalists woul d be outraged by the story of the martyred Jews rather than w shing
the crusaders had perhaps killed 3 mllion instead of 300? This genocidal passion is the
reality in today’'s Mddle East. But what was the point of the Cdinton story? The Crusades

took place a thousand years ago. It is the Muslimworld that still hasn't learned to
separate the religious fromthe secular, and God fromthe state. O to live with those
who do not share their religious beliefs. It is the Muslimworld that is still conducting
"holy wars." What Christian church in nodern Anerica or in any nodern European country

has sanctioned the religious nurder of "infidels"?

As though the attenpt to establish a noral equival ence between the terrorist aggressors
and their American victins was not obscene enough, dinton then threwin the equally
absurd but increasingly popul ar exanple of black slavery. "Here in the United States," he
continued his ethnic insult, we were founded as a nation that practiced slavery.." Wat
versi on of American history is this but the standard ideol ogical |ibel of the

anti-American left?

In point of historical fact the United States was founded as a nation dedicated to
slavery and did so at an enornous cost of half a mllion Anerican |ives. Sone of these
American lives were also sacrificed to end the Atlantic slave trade and the slave systens
that persisted in Africa itself, which were conducted by Mislins and bl ack Africans. The
President’s idea that Gsama bin Laden and the fanatical Islamcists at war with Amrerica
should care in the slightest about the plight of black slaves today—tet alone nore than a
century ago—+s itself a lunatic anti-Anericanism in view of the fact that one of bin
Laden's former allies, the Miuslimgovernnent of the Sudan still practices slavery against
bl acks, while the descendants of slaves in Anerica have the highest standard of living
and the nost generous and secure civil rights of any blacks anywhere in the world today.

One point Cinton failed to make is that the current |eaders of Anmerica's war agai nst

Islamic racismare two African-Anmericans, Colin Powell and Condol eeza Rice. This fact is
of world significance, since there is no exanpl e conparabl e anong other states great or
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small of minorities entrusted with a nation’s security. It would be hard to sumup in a
nore succinct inmage the historic inpact Anerica has had on the liberation of ethnic
mnorities, of the world s "huddl ed nasses,"” of those still forgotten in the princely

ki ngdonms of the Muslimworld—ts role as "a beacon of freedom and opportunity," to use
the words of the Republican president who appointed them Because of the skill w th which
they have managed Anerica’'s war against al-Qaeda, the | eadership roles of Powell and Rice
have nade all of our citizens the beneficiaries of Anerica’s renarkabl e progressive
influence in world affairs. They synbolize the extent to which our ex-President— |ike our
enem es—has turned matters upsi de down.

Clinton's attenpt to snear his own country in order to excul pate hinself fromhis
national security failures is itself a synbol of how this nation is under threat not only
fromthe external forces of a theocratic radicalismbut fromradical nihilists and

sel f-doubters within, whose political locus is the Denocratic Party and the libera

cul ture.

No Excuses

In August 1998, the chair of the National Conmm ssion on Terrorism Paul Bremer, wote in
the Washington Post, "The ideology of [terrorist] groups nmakes them i npervious to
political or diplomatic pressures ... W cannot seek a political solution with them" He
then proposed that we, "defend ourselves. Beef up security around potential targets here
and abroad...Attack the enemnmy. Keep up the pressure on terrorist groups. Show that we can
be as systematic and relentless as they are. Crush bin Laden’s operations by pressure and
di sruption. The U. S. governnment further should announce a large reward for bin Laden's
capt ure—dead or alive."

Bremer was not al one. G ven these warnings, as Andrew Sullivan observes, "Watever
excuses the Cdintonites can nake, they cannot argue that the threat wasn't clear, that
the solution wasn't proposed, that a strategy for success hadn’'t been outli ned.
Everyt hi ng necessary to prevent Septenber 11 had been proposed in private and in public,
in government reports and on op-ed pages, for eight long years. The dinton

Admi nistration sinply refused to do anything serious about the threat."

On January 20, 2001, George W Bush was sworn in as the 43rd president of the United
States. Wthin nonths of taking office, he ordered a new strategy for combating terrorism
that would be nore than just "swatting at flies," as he described dinton’s policy. The
new pl an reached the President’s desk on Septenber 10, 2001. It was "too late," as

col umi st Andrew Sullivan wote, "But it remains a fact that the new admi nistration had
devised in eight nonths a strategy that Bill Cinton had del ayed for eight years."

David Horowitz is editor-in-chief of FrontPageMagazi ne.com and president of the Center
for the Study of Popular Culture.
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