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Feminism and Socialism

by Carey Roberts, Page 4

Having been a supporter of feminism in the past,
Carey Roberts now seeswhere theideology went
wrong and “ has become aparody of the very idea
it claims to promote.”
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TheTidesFoundation

by Ben Johnson, Page5

As one of the more powerful leftist foundations,
“Tides” hasmoney coming from powerful |eftists
and going to support many forms of anti-Ameri-
canism.

LetterstotheEditor
Page 6

Read what readers have to say about some recent
issues of The Schwarz Report.

And do not participate in
the unfruitful deeds of dark-
ness, but instead expose
them. Ephesians5:1

Dwell on the past and you'll lose an eye; forget the past and you'll lose both eyes.”

April 2004

Ford Foundation and Women’sSudies
by Kimberly Schuld

TheFord Foundation’sfinancia support of liberal groupsand causeshasbeenwell
documented on thissite and by others, such asthe Capital Research Center. A 1994
analysisby AltheaK. Nagai, Robert Lerner and Stanley Rothman reported that during
1986 and 1987, the Ford Foundation awarded 262 grantsto projects of the L eft, result-
inginafina dollar ratio of $28 to $1 between libera and conservative projects.

Women’s Studies professor and feminist author Susan M. Hartmann creditsthe
Ford Foundation with being asubstantiveforcethat created thefeminist movement. In
fact, Ford' ssupport of women'sstudiesand feminist causesisso extensivethat it cannot
besummarizedinan articleof thislength. Thesubjectisripefor afull-length book. Itis
safeto say that without the Ford Foundation, feminismwould not have been successful in
gaining such astrong foothold in academia, and by extension, palitics.

The Ford Foundation doesn’t smply leanto the Left and pour money toitsfollow-
ers. Thefoundation hasbeen actively engaged sincetheearly 1960sin creating entirely
new areasfor research and political activism. When asked how she measures success,
Ford president Susan Berresford respondsthat there are three measures she uses, “ The
first iswhen thefoundation hel pspeople build awholefield of knowledge—demography
inthe past, women’'sstudiesmorerecently.”

Today, there are more than 800 women’ s studi es programs teaching thousands of
coursesin U.S. collegesand universities. Hundreds of schoolsoffer aBachelor of Arts
degreeinwomen’sstudies. Closeto thirty now offer aMaster’sdegree and ahandful
have created aPh.D. program. Thefirst program was established at San Diego State
University for the 1969-70 school year and in 1970 there were approximately 100
women'’s studies courses being offered at schoolsacrossthe country. By 1971, more
than 600 courseswere being taught and by 1978 therewere 301 full-fledged programs
inoperation. That number more than doubled to 621 programs by 1990.

In 1971, agroup of feminists approached Ford president McGeorge Bundy witha
request toinvolveitsaf inthefeminist movement theway it hadinthe Civil Rightsmove-
ment, essentidly, creating it out of wholecloth. Theresult of thoseearly discussonswas
afull-fledged women'sproject to fund the smal | number of existing women’sadvocacy
organizations, and a so to cresteawhol e new field within academiaknown as*women’s
studies.” In 1972, Ford announced thefirst $1 million national fell owship program for
“faculty and doctora dissertation research on therole of womenin society and Women's
Studiesbroadly construed.” A 1996 articleby Heather MacDona d reported that women's
studies programs had received $36 million between 1972-1992 from Ford and other
foundations.

Inthe 1980s, under thedirection of president Franklin Thomas, thefocusof gender
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was placed onto all Ford grantsand program officerswere
instructed to examine each and every proposal for itsgender
component. Thismoved thefunding of women’sstudiesand
other feminist enterprisesfrom awomen-specific grant cat-
egory into al funding categories. By 1985, Ford had estab-
lished the Women’'s Program Forum, a consortium of
grantmakersand Ford staffers tasked with keeping tabson
funding decis onsbeing madeworldwideon behdf of women's
ISues.

The creation of the Campus Diversity Initiativein 1990
took Fordinthedirection of curriculum change. Thegrants
givenfromthiscategory aredirected to sex-specific academic
programsand departmentsin addition to other identified vic-
tim class groups. Of course, sex-specific really means
women’s studies—no Ford executivewould ever consider
white male studentsin need of anything other than sengitivity
traning.

Oneoutgrowth of thiseffort wasthe Women's Studies
Areaand Internationd StudiesCurriculum Integration Project
(WSAIYS), coordinated through the National Center for Re-
search onWomen (NCRW), which hasbeen lauded by femi-
nistsas spurring the growth of women’sstudiesfrom classes
about womento viewing all issuesthrough the prism of gen-
der. The NCRW described the WSAI S project as seeking
toinfusegender concernsinto international and areastudies,
and tointernationalizethewomen'sstudiescurriculum. Ford
wasinstrumental in taking women’sstudiesfromthefringe
and making it inescapablefor faculty and studentsalike. The
promotion of feminist ideology made possible by Ford on
everything from privacy issuesto ridiculous sexual harass-
ment charges oozesthroughtheentireuniversity.

Ford actively seeksto transform curriculum to impose
thisfeministideology onto dl areasof study, includingthehard
sciences. Heather MacDonald's 1996 article on Ford out-
lines the profound impact Ford has had on what she calls
“academic ghettoization.” Not only did Ford createAfrican-
American gudies(first known asBlack studies) andwomen's
studies, but it spearheaded amovement followed by all foun-
dationscaled*” curriculumtransformation.” Thismovement
seeksto inject race, gender and sexual consciousnessinto
every academic department and discipline. It gaveriseto
coursesthat, for instance, studied themisogyny in Beethoven's
Ninth Symphony or thefemininewaysof analyzing cellular
metabolism. The conceptisthat every discipline, every ad-
minigtrativefunction and every pedagogy wasdesigned by an
oppressive patriarchy and must bereformed.

Funding of women’sstudiesiscomplicated totrack down
because checksare cut to the university, not theindividual
program. Thefoundationisamajor donor to the National
Women'’s StudiesAssociation housed at the University of

Maryland. Thisisamembership organizationfor women's
studiesprogramsdirectors, faculty, studentsand individual
researchers. It hostsan annual WWomen's Studies conference
and an e-mail network with Ford monies.

In2001, Ford gavetheUniversity of Maryland a$50,000
grant to host a conference on the devel opment of doctoral
programsinwomen’'sstudies. Althoughthegrantislistedfor
theuniversity, itisclear that the conference was devel oped
and hosted by thewomen’s studies association.

Rutgers University is a frequent recipient of Ford
women's studies money. In recent years, it has received
$300,000 for support of women'sglobalization humanrights
leadership; $100,000 for studying race and gender discrimi-
nation in major business publications; a$500,000 endow-
ment for the university’ sinstitute for Women's L eadership;
$100,000for Rutgersstudentsinvolved withthe U.N. Beijing
Conference on women; $320,000 for the Rutgers Center for
theAmerican Woman and Palitics; and $346,000 for theIn-
stitutefor Women's L eadership to examinefaculty’srolein
Initiating and supporting programsto advancediversty in higher
education policy and practice.

Smith Collegereceived $259,100in 2003 for archival
preservation of the collected worksof GloriaSteinem and for
anoral history project onfeminism and related collection de-
velopment. Smith also received $210,000for Meridians, an
interdisciplinary journa of scholarship and creativewriting by
and about women of color and Third World women.

Other Ford women’sstudiesfavoritesin 2003 werethe
Univergty of Arizona, University of Michigan, University of
Wisconsinat Madison, University of Minnesota, Welledey,
Radcliffe (which has three women'’s studies centers) and
Harvard. Most recently, the Ford Foundation hasbeenin-
strumental in establishing women’sstudiesprogramsat his-
torically Black universitieswith Spelman and Edgar Mevers
univergties|eading theway. Combiningwomen’sstudieswith
other ethnic studiesisan attempt to solidify their hold onthe
diversity angle. In 1995, Ford gavethe University of Mary-
land $250,000 for athree-year seminar looking at “ The M ean-
ingsand Representations of Black WWomen and Work” which
was co-led by the director of the women’s studies program
and thedirector of theAfro-American studiesprogram.

Ford often expandsitsvision through multi-year endow-
ments. By creating anew programfor auniversity and then
fundingit for thefirst threetofiveyears, Ford can provide
“guidance’ incurriculum devel opment and faculty training. For
example, the Harvard women'’s studies program was essen-
tiadly created by Ford. To expand theinfluence of that pro-
graminto other areas of the university, in 1998 Ford estab-
lished athree-year $500,000 endowment to support women's
sudiesinreigion a theHarvard Divinity School.
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Ford created the vehiclefor women’s studiesto grow
into other parts of the academy by itsgenerosity towomen’s
research centers. Women’sresearch centersare more com-
prehensive than women’sstudiesprograms. “\Women'sre-
search centersareessentia becausethey’ reinterdisciplinary,”
said Susan B. Carter, associate professor of economics at
Smith College, in Northampton, Massachusetts. “We can't
understand the changesfor women in the economy and the
workplace without al so understanding child-rearing, family
patterns, psychologica changesand historical forces.”

INn 1972, MyraStrober becamethefirst woman hired as
an assistant professor at Stanford University’s Graduate
School of Business, and she and agroup of colleagues ap-
plied for and got a$25,000 grant from the Ford Foundation
tolook into establishing awomen’sresearch center. It was
followed by a$100,000 grant for afive-year startup; Stanford
matched thefunds, andin 1974 thelnstitutefor Research on
Women and Gender becamethefirst university-sponsored
think tank for U.S. women. As Strober recounted in arecent
article, the Ford Foundation “ not only gave us money, but
told mehow asan ass stant professor with zero power | could
gototheprovost and convince himthat the university had to
make apermanent commitment to this, oneof thefirst centers
for research onwomen.”

By 1981, there were 29 women'sresearch centersin
theU.S,; today there are more than 60 university-based cen-
ters. Ford hasa so supported independent women'sresearch
centersthat can serveto coordinate the research and the po-
liticdl activism of theuniversity-based centers. Ford endowed
the Ms. Foundation with $4.5 millionin 1993 to hand out to
women'’sresearch projects. 1n 1999, the Woodrow Wilson
National Fellowship Foundation received a four-year
$250,000 endowment to support women’ sstudies programs.
Woodrow supportsthe research of faculty membersto pro-
moteitsliberd vision on college campuses.

TheInternational Center for Research on Women re-
ceived a$1 million endowment in 1997 for afive-year pro-
gramtolaunchwomen'sstudiesin other countries. Thefoun-
dation hasinvested millionsto establish women’sstudiesin
China, Israel and several South American countries, thereby
expanding thereach of liberd feminismand solidifyingitsdeeth
gripon UN conferencesaddressing women, children, health
and populationissues. Thanksto the Ford Foundation, there
aredready 400 women'’sorganizationsand 55 women'sstud-
iesprogramsin Brazil aone.

Why be concerned?

Women'sstudiesand itsadvocatesareaclear and present
danger to academic freedom and legitimate scholarship. Ina
1992 articlefor The New Republic, author Christina Hoff
Sommers related what really goes on when the National

Women's Studies Association gets together. She wrote,
“Quchingsand masstherapy are morethe norm than the ex-
ception in academic feminism. Last year, at ameeting of
Women's Studies Program Directors, everyonejoined hands
toforma‘hedlingcircle” They aso assumed the posture of
treesexperiencing rootednessand tranquility. Victim testimo-
nialsand New Ageheding ritua sroutinely crowd out theread-
ing of academic papersat NWSA conferences. Out of ap-
proximately 100 workshopsand presentationsat theAustin
meetings, | counted no morethan sixteen that could gener-
oudy becalled scholarly.”

Asidefrom behavior that most Americanswould likely
characterize asjust plainwacky, Sommersnailed thereal rea
sonwe should al be concerned about theincredible growth
of women’sstudieson campus. “Thesewomenrunthelarg-
est growth areain the academy, and they have strong influ-
encein somekey areas, most notably in English departments
(especialy freshman writing courses), French departments,
history departments, law schools, and divinity schools. They
aredisproportionately represented in the dean of students
office, inthedormitory administration, in the harassment of -
fice, and various counseling centers. They arequietly en-
gaged in hundreds of well-funded projectsto transformacur-
riculumthat they regard asunacceptably ‘ androcentric.” Their
mord authority comesfrom awidespread belief that they rep-
resent ‘women.” Infact, their version of feminismfallsshort
of being representative.”

Women's studies courses are designed to compel stu-
dentsinto taking their newfound revelationsand putting them
intotheserviceof palitics.

Elizabeth Fox-Genovese, founder of the Emory Univer-
sity women'sstudies program in the mid-1980swasforced
out inthe early 1990s because sherefused to allow the pro-
gramto beused for political purposes. What washer “sin?’
Sherefused to send aletter to the Senate Judiciary Commit-
teein 1991 placing the Emory program onthelist of opposi-
tionto the nomination of Clarence Thomasto the Supreme
Court. Shestated, “1 don’t take political positionsfor the
program.”

As she resigned, Fox-Genovese expressed concern
about the direction of women’sstudies programs. Speaking
about theinternal struggleinwomen’sstudies, sheexplained
that “ The battle against the conservativeswasmuch easier to
win...But the battle against the radicalsismuch harder, it's
pervasive. The tendency in women’s studies is towards
politicization. Itisn't necessary, butit'snatural. It'sthepath
of least resistance, and it’sfairly widespread throughout the
country, becauseit’sso easy to assumethat women’sstudies
isredlly goingto befeminist studies, that itsmain purposeis
ideologicd, notintellectud.”
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Asif to provethat Fox-Genovese'sconcernsfell on deaf
ears, Vivian Ng, the presdent of the Nationd WWomen'sSiudies
Association declaredtoal1993 audience, “1 do palitical work,
bothinsidethe classroom and outsideit.” Ngwent onto say
that student resi stance can be expected, but “1I’ m doing politi-
ca work...My studentscamearound and | converted them.”

Former women'sstudies professor Daphne Patai under-
scored the compelling evidence that the battle to retake our
universitiesmust befought and won. Shewrotein her book
Heterophobia, “My own observationsof sudentsinwomen’'s
studiesclasseshaveled meto believethat yearsof exposure
to feminist-promoted scaretactics have succeeded inimbu-
ing many young women with aforeboding senseof living un-

der constant threat from predatory men.”

The Ford Foundation has thus skewered not only the
academy, but thelivesof young women caught upinthegrasp
of feminist professors. Because of itsvast resources, we can-
not count on the Ford Foundation to reformitself inresponse
to shiftsin American public opinion or changesin political
directions. Thespotlight must beturned onto Ford sothat al
taxpayers supporting public universitiesand parents paying
tuition can make informed decisions about the culture they
want their studentssubjected to. Thecapitalismthat built the
Fordfortuneand isnow so despised by thefoundation should
beusedtoturnit away from our schools.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, February 20, 2003

Feminism and Socialism
by Carey Roberts

For the past 30 years| havefollowed thetrajectory of
feminism. Originally | wasan ardent supporter of theideol-
ogy. But 15yearsago, it becameclear that thisreligion of
gender liberation had lostitsmoral compass.

Now, feminism hasbecomeaparody of thevery ided sit
clamsto promote. It wasthisdialectic that led meto re-
searchthisseriesof articleson Socidismand Feminism. The
research haslead to these conclusions:

1. Thebasic premiseof radical feminismisthat beinga
wifeand mother isinherently exploitative of women. This
paradigm originated inthe Marxist analysisof classrelation-
shipsin Europeinthe mid-1800s.

2. Over thepast 100 years, many feminist leadershave
openly digned themsdveswith sociadist ideology.

3. Beginning inthe 1920s, socialist thinkersrealized that
capitalism could never be overthrown by violent means. So
they conspired to underminethe values and institutions of
Western society. Thisset up what we now call the Culture
War.

4. Radical feministshaveworked at thevanguard of the
CultureWar. Their rangeof tacticsisastonishing: discourage
women from childbearing, undermining theingtitution of the
family, promisewomen equa pay for unequa work, impose
gender quotason nationa el ections, emascul ate men.

5. Both socidismand radica feminism operate through
deception. Whilebothideologiesclamtobemerely working
for equdlity, infact they aspireto radically restructuretheen-
tiresociety.

Soisradical feminismasocialist front? Inaword, Yes.

Read just afew paragraphsfrom Kate Wei gand’ s book,
Red Feminism. Or go to the Women and Marxism website

and you will seethe speeches of the Communist rascalsthat
were cal culated to whip up women into arevol utionary hys-
teria

Theradica feminist worldview, gods, tactics, and rheto-
ric— all can belinked directly to Marxist-L eninist theory.

[ronicaly, itisdoubtful that Marxism hasliberated women.
M odern women are no moreindependent than they were 150
yearsago in patriarchal Europe.

Fem-socialismhasonly shifted femaedependency tobig
government and to feminist Pooh Bahswho deemto dictate
what womenwill think, feel, and do. Nowonder womenare
feding victimized, angry, and londly.

Soif feminist-sociaist theory hasfailed women, where
doesthat leave us?

Clearly, therolesof women— and men— areevolving.
Theanswer to the age-old Woman Questionisnot to return
totherestrictive gender rolesof the 19th century.

Let’sfirst acknowledgethefact thet life hasnever beena
bowl of cherries— for either women or men. Both suffered
terribly from abuses specific to their gender.

Let’'sa sonotethat rightsand responsibilitiesgo handin
hand. Themorerightsany group acquires must be accompa-
nied by asmilar increasein socid obligations.

Andfindly, let’ sstop thegender epithetswhich havethe
effect of shaming and silencing men.

Themythsof fem-sociaismaredeeply embedded inthe
fabric of Western society. These myths need to be exposed
and debunked.

At the sametime, why don’t we commenceareal gen-
der didoginthiscountry?

—NewsWthViews.com, January 27, 2004
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TheTidesFoundation

by Ben Johnson

With Matt Drudge srecent revelation that John Kerry is
asfaithful to hissecond wifeashewasto hisold Vietham
“brothers,” the senator’spresidentia campaign may depend
morethan ever ontheactionsof hiswife, TeresaHeinz Kerry.
Whilethemainstream mediahasthusfar overlooked theal -
leged infiddlity, mediaoutletshaved so overlooked afar more
important story: Theformer Mrs. JohnHeinzisasoinbed—
financidly —withtheradical Left.

TeresaHeinz Kerry has financed the secretive Tides
Foundeation to thetune of morethan $4 million over theyears.
TheTidesFoundation, a“ charity” establishedin 1976 by an-
tiwar leftist activist Drummond Pike, distributesmillions of
dollarsingrantsevery year to political organizationsadvocat-
ing far-Left causes. The Tides Foundation and itsclosely
allied Tides Center, which was spun off from the Foundation
in 1996 but run by Drummond Pike, distributed nearly $66
millioningrantsin 2002 alone. Inall, Tideshasdistributed
more than $300 million for the Left. These fundswent to
rabid antiwar demonstrators, anti-trade demonstrators, do-
mestic Idamist organizations, pro-terrorist legal groups, envi-
ronmentalists, abortion partisans, extremist homosexual ac-
tivistsand open borders advocates.

During theyears 1995-2001, the Howard Heinz Endow-
ment, which Heinz Kerry chairs, gave Tidesmorethan $4.3
million. The combined Heinz Endowments (composed of the
Howard Heinz Endowment and the Viral. Heinz Endow-
ment) donated $1.6 million to establish the Tides Center for
Western Pennsylvania, a Pittsburgh office of the San Fran-
cisco-based Tides Center. Sincethat time, thelocal branch
hastirelesdy pushed an anti-business agendain the name of
“preserving the environment.” However, it is the Tides
Foundation’ s national organi zation whose connectionsare
most disconcerting.

TheTides Foundationisamajor source of revenuefor
some of themost extreme groupson the Left. Tidesallows
donorsto anonymoudy contribute money to ahost of causes,
the donor ssmply makesthe check out to Tidesand instructs
the Foundation whereto forward themoney. Tidesdoesso,
for anominal fee. Drummond Pike told The Chronicle of
Philanthropy, “ Anonymity isvery important to most of the
peoplewework with.” That becomesunderstandablewhen

oneviewsthelist of Tidesgrant recipients. Andwho arethe
beneficiariesof thismoney?

TheAntiwar M ovement

Senator John F. Kerry has gone far with his nuanced
view of Operation Iraqgi Freedom. Hevoted for thewar reso-
lution but specified alitany of conditionstheBushadministra-
tion must meet before he would support combat, then pro-
ceeded to vote against funding troopsaready in harm’sway
—then claimed he had always supported the president when
Saddam Hussein was captured. Thegrant recipientsof the
TidesFoundation, towhich Kerry’swifehhassteered millions
of dollarsin“charitable’ funds, understand no such nuance.

Tides established the Iraq Peace Fund and the Peace
StrategiesFund tofund theantiwar movement. Theseprojects
fueled such hysterical protest organizationsasMoveOn.org,
thewebsitethat recently featured two separate commercias
portraying GeorgeW. Bush asAdolf Hitler. (Howard Dean,
not Kerry, won MoveOn.org's“virtua primary.”)

Theantiwar movement often boasted that MoveOn.org
and theradical websiteIndymediaprovided them“ dternate
mediacoverage.” Indymedia, an enormousnewsand events
bulletin board with local pagesin most of theworld’smajor
cities, provided avitd link for radical activigts, oftenwithvio-
lent agendas, to coordinatetheir protests. Indymediareceived
$376,000 from the Tides Foundation.

Thelngtitutefor Globa Communicationsisanother left-
it communicationsfacilitator that received Tidesgrant money.
IGC, which during the 1990s was the leading provider of
web technology to theradical Left, linksto * recommended
stes’ such astheWar ResistersLeague (agroup whose pur-
poseis enabling peaceniksto refuse to pay taxes) and the
|eftist American Friends Service Committee. Most disturbing
isthelink to Ramsey Clark’sInternationa Action Center, which
has supported Slobodan Milosevic and North Korean
srongman KimJong-1I. ThelACistheforcebehind Interna-
tional ANSWER, which sponsored the mgjor antiwar (and
anti-Bush) rallies before the invasion of Irag. When AN-
SWER was outed asa Communist organization, United for
Peace and Justice, headed by longtime Communist Party
member Ledie Cagan wascreated asa“moderate” aterna-
tive. UFPJisaso aTidesgrant recipient. The Tides-funded
“A Better Way Project,” which opposed war in Irag, also
coordinated effortsof United for Peace and Justice and the
WinWithout War Coalition. The celebrity-laden WinWith-
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out War Coalition, along with the Bill Moyers-funded Flo-
rence and John Schumann Foundation, ran full-pageadsin
the New York Times opposing the War on Terrorism. This
will not bethelast overlapping of far-L eft causes.

Theldamist Front

Immediately after 9/11, Tidesformeda“9/11 Fund’ to
advocatea* peaceful national response” to the opening sal-
vosof war. Part of thehaf-milliondollarsin grantsthe 9/11
Fund dispersed went to the New York Gay and L esbian Anti-
Violence Project to protect the rights of homosexual Arabs.
The Foundeation replaced the 9/11 Fund with the* Democratic
Justice Fund,” whichwas established with theaid of George
Soros Open Society Ingtitute. (Currency specul ator and pro-
drug advocate Sorosis, like Teresa Heinz Kerry, amajor
contributor to Tides, having donated morethan $7 million.)
The Democratic Justice Fund seeksto easerestrictionson
Muslimimmigration to the United States, particularly from
countries designated by the State Department as*terrorist
netions”

Tides has also given grant money to the Council for
AmericanldamicRdations. Ogensbly a“Mudimcivil rights
group,” CAIR isinfact oneof theleading anti-anti-terrorism
organizationswithintheWahhabi Lobby, with linksto Hamas.
CAIR regularly opposesand demonizesAmerican effortsto
fight terrorism, claiming, for instance, that Homeland Security
measuresarerespons blefor an undocumented surgein“ hate
crimes”

CAIR officialshavereason to fight Bush’santi-terror-
ism measures. al too many CAIR officidsareontherecord
supporting terrorism. CAIR Executive Director Nihad Awad
openly statedin 1994, “| am asupporter of the Hamas move-
ment.” Community AffairsDirector Bassem K. Khafagi has
been arrested for visaand bank fraud. Randall Royer, aCom-
munications Specidist and Civil RightsCoordinator at CAIR,
wasarrested dongwithagroup of IdamicradicasinVirginia
for allegedly planning jihad. CAIR hasdefended terrorist
“charities” shut down by theBushadministration. Every few
monthssome CAIR campusofficid isarrested for aiding and
abettingterrorism.

ThelLegal Matrix

TheTides Foundation hasfunded anumber of thepillars
of theradical legal establishment. Chief anongtheseisthe
National LawyersGuild, which began asaCommnist front
organization and isproud of itslineage. Atitsrecent conven-
tionlast October, the concluding speaker wasLynne Stewart,
anindictedterrorist NLG lawyer arrested for helping her
client —convicted 1993 World Trade Center bombing mas-

termind Sheikh Omar Abdel Rahman—communicatewith his
terrorist cellsin Egypt. In her speech, Stewart said sheand
her NLG comrades were carrying on a proud tradition of
their forebears, past and present: “And modern heroes, dare
| mention? Hoand Mao and Lenin, Fidel and NelsonMandela
and John Brown, Che Guevarawho remindsus, ‘ At therisk
of seemingridiculous, let mesay that thetruerevolutionary is
guided by agresat feding of love.” Our questsliketheirsareto
shakethevery foundationsof the continents.”

Morerecently, the NL G hasendorsed theMarch 20 call
to“End Colonia Occupationfrom Iraqto Paestine& Every-
where’ organized by International ANSWER, and hasposted
apetitionfor “Post-Conviction Relief” for convicted cop-killer
MumiaAbu-Jamd.

Tides Peace Strategies Fund hasfunneled money to the
Center for Constitutional Rights. The CCR was stablished
by Sixtiesradica William Kunstler, defender of the Chicago
8, and Arthur Kinoy. Thetwo also had plansto establisha
new Communist Party. Executive Director Ron Danielshas
been honored by the Communist Party USA for hiswork.
Danielsalso hasalong and cordial relationship with racist,
anti-Semitic“poet laureate” Amiri Baraka. Since9/11, CCR
has channeleditseffortsinto fighting every effective Home-
land Security measure. They have opposed increasing the
government’ sability towiretgp Idamistssuspected of plotting
terrorism and moaned the sequestering of terrorist detainees
at Guantanamo Bay wasan unexcusableform of “racia pro-
filing.” CCR President Michael Ratner hasportrayed Ameri-
can soldiersasthe offenders, guilty of 9/11 by their Middle
East policy and guilty of keeping Idamist killers* shackled,
hooded and sedated during the 25 hour flight from Afghani-
stan.” CCR hasa so defended Lynne Stewart’s" innocence”
inaiding Sheilkh Rehman'sidamic Jhad.

Tidesalso fundstheAlliancefor Justice, agroup dedi-
cated to stopping Bushjudicid appointees (acause JohnKerry
canwholeheartedly endorse). Other Tidesgrantshavegone
tothe LawyersCommitteefor Civil RightsandtheAsanLaw
Caucus.

Environmental Extremism

The Tides Foundation hasfunded the Ruckus Society, a
group of anarchist Greenswho rioted and | ooted Sesttledur-
ingthe 1999 World Trade Organizationriots. TheTidesCen-
ter of Western Pennsylvania, established in Pittsburgh with
Heinz Family funds, advocatesfor environmentaist measures
that have hel ped put holesin the Rust Belt'seconomy.

Tidesmoney has also squashed free speech. Thanksto
complaints generated by the Tides-funded Environmental
Working Group, ABC cancelled aJohn Stossel piece expos-
ing themid eading nature of environmenta advocacy inpublic
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elementary schools.

Greenpeace is a well-known Tides grant recipient.
Greenpeaceisbest knownfor itsillegd actions, endangering
humansin order to makeapoint about theenvironment. Tides
gave Greenpeaceaquarter of amilliondollarsover tenyears.

Lest onethink only Tides money isgoingtoradicas, not
fundsdirectly controlled by TeresaHeinz Kerry, remember
that Heinz money hasrepeatedly found itsway to the Earth
Island Institute. On September 14, 2001, the Institute’'s
website borethe headline* U.S. Respondsto Terrorist At-
tackswith Self-RighteousArrogance.”

Heinz family philanthropic fundshavea so had somedu-
biouseffectson the presidential race. The League of Con-
servation Voters hasrecently endorsed John Kerry’spresi-
dential campaign. TheHeinz Family Foundationgave LCV
at least $20,000 and donated almost $250,000 to amember
of the LCV board.

Perhapsthiscircular rotation of cash and endorsements
should not surpriseanyone. Thegrant-making ingtitutionsof
theLeft and their feverish reci pientsultimately form an amor-
phous, leftist entity. One never needsto search very far to
find connectionsbetween aleftist foundation and extreme ad-
vocacy groups. Teresa Heinz Kerry, George Soros, Bill
Moyersand the Ford Foundation fund the Tides Foundation/
Center; Tides funds the National Lawyers Guild, CAIR,
MoveOn.org and United for Peace and Justice; those organi-
zationsthen unitein fluid coalitionsto protest against their

common palitica enemies(Republicans). Ultimately, their rep-
resentativesend up on Bill Moyers PBS programsor active
within the Democratic campaignsof their fundraisers. Be-
tween now and the e ection, these organi zationswill run con-
dant interferencefor the Democratic presidentiad nominee(pre-
sumably Kerry himself): they will marchenmasseagainst the
Bush administration again and again; they will filemorelaw-
uitsagaing theadminigration’sHome and Security measures,
decry any effective responseto terrorism, claim the United
Statesisquilty of daughtering Iragi civiliansand petition | eftist
judgesto openAmerica'sbordersto Idamist terrorists. After
they help hiselection, President Kerry will beindebted to
them. And thenthey will insist hebeginimplementing their
political agenda.

Moreover, they will haveaclosedly inthe East Wing of
theWhiteHouse, andly moreintimately tied tothemthan she
isto her (second) husband. (Sheonly adopted hislast name
and political party registrationlessthan 18 monthsago. “Po-
litically, it sgoingtobeHeinzKerry,” sherecently said. “But
| don'tgiveash-t, youknow?’) TeresaHeinz Kerry will play
apotent rolein saving her second husband'spresidentia cam-
paign now —asHillary Clintondidin 1992, and again during
her husband’ simpeachment. LikeHillary, inreturnfor her
service, Heinz may demand aplace at the tablefor her pet
causes. Caveat emptor.

—FrontPageMagazine.com, February 13, 2004

L etterstotheEditor

Dear Drs. Schwarz and Noebe,

| gratefully receive both your Summit Jour nal and your Schwarz Report. The Summitisawaysgreat and your last two

issues of the Schwarz Report have been uncommonly (extraordinarily, even) good, especially the November, 2003 (Val. 43,
No. 11) withitsarticlesby Dr. Michael Ruseand Dr. Henry Morris. Coincidentally, | had just finished reading two weighty
bookshby thesameDr. Ruse. | fed heis(if anybody canbe) ‘anhonest evolutionist.” Itishearteningtoredize(toinfer, at least)
that histwo books (Monad To Man [1996] and Mystery Of Mysteries[1999]) were quite possibly inspired by the challenge
given to him back in the 80's by Mr. Duane Gish (to wit: “I defy you to show any difference with evolution [i.e. asa
manifestation of religiousbelief]”). Thefact that Dr. Ruse has consented to writean articlelike* Evolution: Scienceand
Religion” demonstratesthefact that hisoutlook isshifting (if ever sodightly) toward logic and reason. Infact, judging by his
two aforementioned books | saw no indication that he would have condescended to allow acreationist group to print any
articleof his—evenif to counterbalance Dr. Morris finearticle. Mr. Gish (whom | read and admireaswell) must haveindeed
planted amustard seed of suspicion (i.e. suspicion that evolution issomething lessthan “ objective science”) that keepsgrowing
inDr. Ruse’'smind.

| copied your Schwarz Report November issue (I knew you wouldn’t mind), and shared it with an atheist friend of mine
who teacheswith me. Heteaches philosophy and | teach Spanish and French (thegrammars of which hel ped unlock for methe

continued on next page
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truemeaning of Trinity...asl/youhe (12 pers./2™ pers./3 pers. perspective—not thetired old “ body, soul, spirit”, etc) (there
are 6500 languagesin theworld and they areall Trinitarian or 3-person languages!'—»but that’ sanother story) (I’ mtryingto
writeabook onit—but | just gottasharethisonelast thought: didyou know what I’ ve discovered? Thereareonly two basic
religions: trinitarianism and unitarianism[thelatter gppearing under itsvariousnames. monism, communism, [Iam, evolution-
ism, Buddhism, Hinduism, Big Bangism, homosexualism—seethe pattern: unity over diversity? etc] but | digress) The
important fact to sharewith you today isthat my atheistic friend (Dr. Bill Stone—who disagreeswithmy Trinity Logic Theory,
of course) actually knowsDr. Ruse!! Each year thesetwo scholarswend their separate way (Bill from Mississippi and Dr.
Rusefrom Ontario) to thesameidand off the coast of Mainewherethey (and othersof similar inclinations) go to spend aweek
or so relaxing in rocking chairson somebody’ sfront porch and enjoying the picturesque scenery. .. dl thewhilediscussing their
academic[read “ unitarian” {|lower case*us’ asl amnot limiting Unitarianism merely to the Universalist Church} | pursuits.

| left the aforementioned copy of Schwarz Report under Dr. Stone sdoor [along with alittleintroduction) just beforethe
Christmasbreak. | know it will have somesmall impact on him at |east ashe respects Dr. Ruse.

Please keep up the good work. God blessyou al and grant you aMerry Christmasand aprosperous new year.

Sincerdly,

Bob Craig,

Dear Dr. Noebe,

| have been following Dr. Schwarz and the Crusade for morethan 40 years. | first became aware of both when | was
stationed at EdwardsAir Force Base near Lancaster, CA. | wastherefrom July 1959 until | retired onAugust 31, 1961. It
wasred ly ablessng to meand my family tofind histeachingsavailableontelevisioninthelarge market.

My enclosed check isevidencethat | have not abandoned you people. | have been very favorably impressed with your
performancesinceyou havetaken over. | can’tfind your titleintheliteraturethat | have, but | assumethat you are at least the
editor of thenewdetter. | look forward to receiving eachissue.

| wasdistresswhen | read thelead articlein your November, 2003 issue (Volume 43, Number 11). | redlizethat there
wereother articlesin that issue and several references, which point out the flawsin thetheory of Evolution. | do, however,
wonder why you included, in an organ of the Christian Anti-Communism Crusade, thisarticle by Dr. Ruse who describes
himsdf as*an ardent evol utionist and an ex-Christian”. | realizethat hispurpose seemsto beagreeing with usthat Evolutionis,
indeed, ardigion. | don’'t know Dr. Ruse' sbackground and training. Early inthearticlehemodestly describeshimsdlf as*the
not-so-famous—a philosophy professor from the University of Guelph” Still, he comesthrough, to meat least, assmugly
intellectud. 1 don’t dismissintellectuals, but, Dr. Noebel, | aminclined to be suspiciousof them. Why? | think back to some
of thegiantsof the conservative philosophy. PeoplelikeWhittaker Chambers, and maybe Frank Meyers. (Next month | will
be 83 and my memory isnot what it used to be.) Anyway, | am thinking of former Communists. | thank God for their
conversion and for theintellect that they bring to thetable, but one question awaysbothersme. VizWherewastheir intellect
when they fell for the Communist line? | knew better than to do that when | wastill in grade school.

Asl sad, | don't know anything about Dr. Ruse—unlessthat isatricky dias. | guesshisarticleisnot aggressively anti-
Chrigtian except heimpliesthat weare stupidif webelievetheBible. Hesays“weall know the Christianity of Saint Paul was
not exactly identical tothe Chrigtianity of Jesus.” 1 don’t know that at al. | believethat much of what Paul tellsuswasrevea ed
to him by Jesus, so that Paul’ sversion wasactually Jesus sversion. But | digress.

Hereismy principal objectionto Dr. Ruse’sarticleon thefront page. | am normally ready to show the newsl etter to
friendsto inform them and show them well written articlesreinforcing my own beliefs. | would beafraidthat if | gavethe
November 2003 issueto someone, they might read only Dr. Ruse'sarticle and comeaway with theideathat itisthe position
of the Newdletter that Evolutionistrue and Christiansare onthewrongtrack. | hopeyou understand my disappointment.

Respectfully,

RaphJ. Smith

Founded in 1953, the Christian Anti-Communism Crusade, under the leadership of Dr. Fred C. Schwarz, has been publishing a monthly
newsl etter since 1960. The Schwarz Report isedited by Dr. David A. Noebel and Dr. Michael Bauman with the assistance of Dr. Ronald H.
Nash. The Crusade’saddressis PO Box 129, Manitou Springs, CO 80829. Our telephone number is(719) 685-9043. All correspondence and
tax-deductible gifts (the Crusadeisa’501(c) 3 tax-exempt organi zation) may be sent to this address. Permission to reproduce materialsfrom
this Report isgranted provided our name and addressare given. Check out our updated websiteat www.schwar zreport.or g.
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