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WHAT IS A MARXIST?

If properly informed, “public opin-
ion"" could move in and destroy the dan-
gers to our survival as a nation. One
danger is inherent in the fraudulent
semantics used by some of the communi-
cations media to hide true facts. The
media, particularly the audio, visual, and
written news reporting agencies of the
United States, seem to be incapable of
calling anyone a Communist. The term
“Marxist-Leninist” is used, and usually
the manner in which it is used carries the
clear implication that it isn't synonymous
with “Communist.” The implication is
that a “Marxist” or a “Marxist-Leninist”
is not necessarily a supporter of Com-
munism and its aims. This is dangerously
deceptive. i

“Marxism” is the philosophy of world
Communism. It was postulated by Karl
Marx and Frederick Engel in their “‘Mani-
festo of the Comrpunist Party” published
in 1848. Until a Russian intellectual
named Vladimir lllich Ulyanov (Party
name: Nikolai Lenin) came onto the
world scene as a Communist “Bolshevik”
leader in the early 1900's, Marxism had
been scarcely more than a broadly gener-
alized revolutionary idea. Lenin and a
handful of Communist comrades finally
(1917) organized and directed cadres of
Bolsheviks who consummated the bloody
overthrow of Czar Nicholas and the Pro-
visional Socialist government that had
previously seized power. Marxism-
Leninism became the philosophical and
ideological substance of World Com-
munism.

“Marxism-Leninism’’ Is
International Communism

As this is written | have before me the
USSR’s own publication, “Manifesto of
the Communist Party” by K. Marx and F.
Engles; and the USSR’s own 735-page
book, ‘‘Fundamentals of Marxism-

By Dr. George S. Benson
President, Searcy College, Ark.

Leninism” (1963). Here are some ex-

cerpts from the latter:

“The indestructible foundation of
the whole edifice of Marxism-Leninism is
its philosophy — dialectical and his-
torical materialism. Thorough mastery of
Marxism-Leninism gives one a profound
conviction of the. . . historic inevitability
of the coming triumph of socialism (The
aims of Socialism and Communism are
identical. Only the methods differ. Com-
munists back up their big lie with brute
force. Socialists back the same lie with
sweet talk.—Ed.) throughout the world
... The Marxist-Leninist theory is not a
dogma, it is a guide to action.”’

“A powerful contribution to the crea-
tive development of Marxism-Leninism is
the new Programme of the C.P.S.U.
(Communist Party Soviet Union). It is
the fruit of the collective theoretical
work of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union and its Leninist Central
Committee. . . . Marxist-Leninism theory
provides a scientific basis for revolution-

ary policy."”

“Marxism"’
Equals Communism

The new President of Chile, Salvadore
Allende Gossens, is identified in the U.S.
press as a '‘Marxist” or “Socialist” or
“Marxist Socialist.” Slight, if any men-
tion is made of the fact that he was the
candidate of the Chile Communist Party,
that he is acclaimed by Communists all
over the world, and he has allied himself
with Fidel Castro's Communist revolu-
tion. Kwame Nkrumah, one of Moscow’s
top African hands, is identified usually
as a ‘‘Marxist;” so is Sekou Toure
(Guinea), Chedi Jagan (Guyana) and a
long list of Reds. Many university pro-
fessors who have contributed much to
the mobilization of a frightening
college-age revolutionary force in Amer-
ica are introduced in newspaper dis-
patches as “Marxist” professors.

Here are some simple facts that need
to be made clear: A Marxist is a com-
munist. A Marxist-Leninist is a com-
munist. A Marxist-Leninist is a revolu-
tionary. A Marxist-Leninist is dedicated
to the overthrow of the United States by
armed force.

Communist
Black Panthers

Recently one of the most widely cir-
culated Sunday supplement
“‘magazines,” Parade, said in answer to a
question: “The Black Panthers is not a
Communist organization.” Huey P. New-
ton, Supreme Commander of the Black
Panthers, said, in the Party’s official
newspaper: ‘“‘History has bestowed upon
the Black Panther Party the obligation to
take these steps and thereby advance
Marxism-Leninism to an even higher
level along the path to a socialist (Read
it: Communist) state.” Eldridge Cleaver,
top international official of the world-
wide Black Panther Party, says: “We are
a revolutionary Marxist-Leninist Party
...We have to overthrow the United
States. And the only means possible is
violent overthrow.” Cleaver also says:
“When we say we are Marxist-Leninist,
we mean that we have studied and
understood the classical principles of sci-
entific socialism (Communism) and that
we have adapted these principles to our
own situation for ourselves.” David Hill-
iard, Black Panther Chief of Staff, says:
“We recognize that Marxism-Leninism is
not a philosophy for Russians, it is not a
philosophy for Chinese but it's a philo-
sophy for any people that's moving
against an oppresive power structure
such as the capitalistic fascist system of
the American society. And we have
adopted that.”

Shouldn’t our press quit coddling
Communists by hiding their true nature?
They are our proclaimed enemy; they
need to be exposed in their person and
in their activities.
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The Right of Entry

to Destroy
By The Hon. John G. Schmitz, M.C.

“When existing government is men-
aced by a world-wide integrated move-
ment which employs every combination
of possible means, peaceful and violent,
domestic and foreign, overt and clandes-
tine, to destroy the government itself —
the legislative judgment as to how that
threat may best be met consistently with
the safeguarding of personal freedom is
not to be set aside merely because the
Jjudgment of judges would, in the first
instance, have chosen other methods.” —
Supreme Court decision, Communist
Party vs. Subversive Activities Control
Board, 1961.

Two recent cases involving the travel
to the United States of non-itizens
known to espouse communist doctrines
have attracted a great deal of attention.
The most widely known was the case of
Bernadette Devlin.

Miss Devlin is a self-protessed ‘‘true
Communist” who probably could have

been denied admission to the U.S. under
Section 221(a) (28) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act, better known as the
McCarran Act. This section of the Act
states that aliens who are anarchist, or
affiliated with any Communist Party, or
who ‘“advocate the economic, inter-
national, and governmental doctrines of
World Communism or the establishment
in the United States of a totalitarian dic-
tatorship,” are ineligible to receive visas
to enter the United States.

During her stay in the U.S., Miss Dev-
lin railed against our way of life and
threw whatever weight she has behind
the causes of people such as Angela
Davis. The Internal Revenue Service is
now investigating the allegation that she
left the country without paying income
tax on the money she collected during
her tour.

While Miss Devlin's activities were
proving the worth of the alien exclusion
provisions of the McCarran Act, a U.S.
District Court in New York was striking
this section of the Act down. This was
the case of one Ernest Mandel vs. Attor-
ney General Mitchell. Mandel is a Beigian
Marxist of the Trotskyite school (revol-
ution now) who had twice previously, in
1962 and 1968, been admitted to the
U.S. under a waiver. His third applica-
tion for entry to the U.S. in September
of 1969 was denied. The Department of
Justice stated that Mandel *‘was ineligi-
ble. . . because of his subversive affilia-
tions”’ and because ‘“‘on his last visit in
1968. . . his activities...went far be-
yond the stated purpose of his trip, on
the basis of which his admission had
been authorized, and represented a flag-
rant abuse of the opportunities afforded
him to express his views in this coun-
try.”

In a two-to-one decision, the three-
judge District Court decided that, while
no one was contending that Mandel was
not “‘an advocate of the economic, inter-
national, and governmental doctrines of
world communism,’” denying him entry
to espouse these views was an abridg-
ment of the First Amendment rights of
some of our citizens who might wish to
hear him,” (sic). Section 221(a) (28) of
the McCarran Act was declared to be un-
constitutional.

Incredible decisions of this type are
the reason why my latest District-wide
questionnaire revealed that 69.8% of my
constituents responding had decreasing
or little or no confidence in our Federal
courts.

The McCarran Act was based on the
long established principle that the Con-
gressional power to exclude aliens is

absolute and that the interests of na-
tional security make it necessary to give
the government the power to deny entry
to those who advocate the destruction of
our way of life. Previous landmark court
decisions have upheld these principles.

The framers of our Constitution
understood and continually affirmed the
right and duty of the government to pro-
tect the citizenry from foreign danger.
James Madison in Federalist Paper No.
41 stated that, “security against foreign
danger is one of the primitive (first) ob-
jects of civil society...The means of
security can only be regulated by the
means and the danger of attack. They
will, in fact, be ever determined by these
rules, and by no others. It is vain to op-
pose constitutional barriers to the
impulse of self-preservation. It is worse
than in vain; because it plants in the
Constitution itself necessary usurpations
of power..."

This wisdom of one of the Founding
Fathers was recalled by Judge John Bar-
tels in his dissenting opinion. Judge
Bartels went on to add that, “In the hier-
archy of priorities the imperative of
national security in dealing with aliens
must prevail over limited restrictions
upon First Amendment rights.” Most
reasonable people will agree with this.

The Justice Department has until the
middle of May to appeal this egregious
decision. Attorney General Mitchell
would probably welcome a show of citi-
zen support for a reversal of the Mandel
decision.

Your Gun and
Your Future

By Norman R. Saliba, M.D.

On October 22, 1968, Lyndon B.
Johnson, calling for registration of all
guns, signed into law one of the most
infamous and dangerous bills ever thrust
upon an unsuspecting American public.
Known as the Gun Control Act of 1968,
Public Law 90-618 is only one step away
from actual confiscation of the weapons
of our people. The average person, read-
ing the provisions of this bill, might be
alarmed because of the obvious infringe-
ment upon their right to ‘“keep and bear
arms”. In this emotional state, he may
overlook a much more serious and far-
reaching effect of the legislation for this
bill is, in reality, only a small part of a
much larger picture.

(Continued on page 3)
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In 1919, Allied forces uncovered the

“Communist Rules For Revolution,” in-
structions to agents throughout the

world. Three major programs were listed
by which all nations could and would be
taken over by the communists: corrup-
tion of youth, control of all means of
publicity and information, and the regis-
tration of firearms. The last paragraph is
worth quoting:

Cause the registration of all fire-

arms on some pretext with a view

to confiscating them and leaving

the populace helpless.”
According to testimony of a known mem-
ber of the communist party before the
State Attorney of Florida, these were and
still are a part of the communist program
for overthrowing the American govern-
ment.

The pretext being used in this country
is that America is a crime-ridden society
in which everyone is responsible for the
acts of a few. The mass media propagand-
ists have used every means to create a
“national guilt complex” so that indiv-
iduals would be willing to give up their
weapons to remove the stain from their
hands. They have never yet explained
how controlling the guns of law-abiiding
citizens would stop the criminal. Indeed,
it would seem that most of them have
intentionally forgotten that the very de-
finition of a criminal is ““one who will not
obey the laws.”

There are certainly many honest, if
misguided, men who believe stricter gun
control would be helpful in reducing
crime. It would be wise, perhaps, if they
were told that there are over 20,000 laws
in the United States already dealing with
gun control. The average man on the
street could instinctively tell the Presi-
dent’s Commission on Crime that the real
cause of rising crime rate is failure to
allow our policemen to enforce the
existing laws.

If the above paragraph doesn’t concern
you, maybe you should see Section 5841
of this bill. Here you will learn that every
gun henceforth manufactured in or
imported into this country must be regis-
tered by the manufacturer or importer
with the National Firearms Registration
and Transfer Record. Under these circum-
stances, how long do you suppose it will
take to pinpoint each weapon in this
country???

History teaches that no nation has ever
allowed the registration and confiscation
of their firearms without the inevitable
enslavement of its people. With one lone

exception (Spain in 1939), no nation has
ever given up even a part of its weapons
and again breathed the air of freedom.

America now stands on the edge of the
precipice of disarming its citizens. In
addition, there are moves afoot to place
local police under federal control, further
destroying their ability to enforce the
law. When this is completed, who will
stand between you and the domestic and
international criminals???

Congress has taken the back-door
method of obtaining from our people all
necessary information for the ultimate
confiscation of our weapons. Isn’t it time
they were asked just who is so interested
in such information and WHY??77?

A S
The Honorable Bella
Savitzky Abzug M.C.

By Frank A. Capell

(as exerpted from The Herald of
Freedom, 30 April 1971 — Ed.)

In each of our fifty states, the Com-
munist Party has an individual who is in
charge of political activities. He is gener-
ally a member of the State Committee of
the Communist Party and concentrates
his efforts on legislative activities. This in-
dividual, operating with the direction,
advice and cooperation of Communist
Party headquarters, analyzes the focal
points of Communist support. Potential
candidates for public office are studied to
determine how much support or opposi-
tion they give to Communist programs
and indeed to Communism itself. While
support may be given to an individual
with an established Communist-front
record, this would generally occur in an
area where the population is liberally
oriented. For example, in Harlem, Adam
Clayton Powell, Jr. served twelve terms in
Congress although he had a record of over
one hundred affiliations with Communist
fronts and had actually spoken at meet-
ings to raise funds for the Communist
Party. In the Tenth Congressional District
of Brooklyn, Emanuel Celler is serving his
twenty-fifth term although he has a docu-
mented record of approximately forty
affiliations with Communist front organi-
zations and/or activities. There are other
areas of the country where pro-
Communist candidates can be elected
because the conspiracy has so indoctrin-
ated the voters that a pro-Communist

background does not hinder a candidate’s
opportunity to be elected.

In different circumstances potential
candidates are carefully compared with a
view towards determining which would
be most likely to promote legislation
favored by the Communists. Also taken
into consideration, when determining
whom to support, is the vulnerability of
the candidates because of character de-
fects. Thus, an individual who has been
involved in secret illegal transactions,
gross immorality, sex perversion, or who
is known to be avaricious, becomes a
potentially controlled office-holder,
through the use of blackmail, secret fin-
ancial support or promises of favorable
publicity in the controlled communi-
cations media.

For many years New York City has
been one of the most important centers
in the Communist Conspiracy. It is the
location of the headquarters of the Com-
munist Party, USA and most of the
Communist splinter groups, most of the
leftist foundations and the international
bankers who have helped finance revolu-
tions. Here is where a virtually unknown
individual can be elected to the House of
Representatives in spite of a well-
established Communist-front record.
From the 19th Congressional District of
Manhattan, Mrs. Bella S. Abzug (nee Sav-
itzky) was elected to the 92nd Congress
of the US.

Premeditated
Murder

By Josephine Powell Beaty

If Lt. Calley is guilty of premeditated
murder of unarmed civilians in Vietnam,
was not the soldier who dropped the
atom bomb on Nagasaki and Hiroshima
guilty of premeditated murder on a much
larger scale?

As yet, we do not know if Lt. Calley
acted on the instructions of a superior
military officer. But we do know on
whose authority the soldier dropped the
bombs on the Japanese cities. It was on
the orders of the President of the United
States.

How ironical that, after being responsi-
ble for the greatest holocaust ever
inflicted on human beings, we should
have assumed a position of “moral’ lead-
ership by sponsoring the Nuremberg trials
at which we piously stood in judgment
over the lives of the leaders of our de-
feated and prostrate enemies.
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The Americain
Crisis — Freedom
or Slavery

By The Hon. John R. Rarick, M.C.

With Russian naval strength frequently
sighted off all of our coasts, a Soviet nuc-
lear naval base in Cuba, and Red diplo-
mats in Canada, our President sedates the
American people with reassurances that
we are winning the peace — that we are
withdrawing our men on all battle fronts,
and that the present hostilities in South
Vietnam will probably be our last war.

All this while reports reach us that the
President has already offered U.S. ground
forces as a ‘“‘peace keeping” Army under
U.N. control in the Middle East — a mosty
unpeacelike position between the Arabs
and Israelis.

Can any American predict the national
indignation when we start tallying ‘‘peace
keeping” casualties from either or both
the Arabs and lIsraelis? And rather than
POW’s we experience POP’s — prisoners
of peace in the Middle East.

Does it really make a difference
whether a casualty statistic results from
losses in a war or a “peace keeping’ pol-
ice action hostility?

Quite interestingly, other distinguished
Americans disagree most emphatically
with the disengaging pacifist rhetoric of
our President. In California, retired Air
Force general, Curtis E. LeMay, a former
head of the Strategic Air Command, has
predicted that within 18 months Russia
will serve a capitulation-or-else ultimatum
on the United States and that President
Nixon will have no choice but to surren-
der and succumb to Soviet demands.

The celebrated journalist, author, and
lecturer from Nashville, Tennessee, Tom
Anderson, explained the upcoming crisis
this way:

When and if the Russians attack us,

many conditions will prevail which

we in this country have never
known. We have never known war
on our own ground, except during

the war between the States. In a

war with Russia, thousands of

“Americans’” and maybe hundreds

of thousands will be for the enemy

and/or for our surrender. Pro-
fessors, students, hippies, appeasers,
cowards, anarchists, one-worlders,

“‘peaceniks.” Thousands of them

deliberately brought us to the

brink. Any red-blooded American
will know what to do with them
when the time comes.

Warfare presents many calculated
risks. One which | feel that the enemy, its
““dear American friends,” and our peace
at any cost, soft on communism collabor-
ators in the administration have
overlooked is the last ditch determination
of the individual American citizen.

Free people who have had a taste of
individual liberty may be hard to con-
vince that their freedom is in jeopardy,
but woe unto those on the wrong side
once the people wake up to what is tak-
ing place and identify the enemy among
them.

ECOLOGY

By
The Rev. Charles W. Hanko, Ph.D., D.D.

A problem with which we must con-
cern ourselves as protectors of this land
which we love is that of her “ecology” in
the true sense of the word. Too much has
been said of the narrow usage of this mat-
ter as referring only to water and air
pollution without regard to the overall
pattern of environment. As we listen to
the would-be “conscivationists’” and the
radical elements within the academic
community, it appears that the study of
environment is merely a plan to divert the
mind of our people from the true impact
of their intent to establish the world re-
volutionary movement as the substitute
for the ideals upon which our Founding
Fathers conceived this Nation.

Little is being said of the attempt at
“brain pollution” to capture the minds of
our people and to institute a control
much like that which the educational ele-
ments of the Columbia University School
of Education, under John Dewey, in-
stalled in China as the foundation upon
which to develop the atheistic and prag-
matic philosophies of Mao-tse-Tung.
Little is being said of the attempt to infil-
trate our society with ideologies wholly
foreign to the ideals upon which our civil-
ization was conceived, founded,
developed, extended, and maintained.
Little is being said by our people of the
infiltration of elements which are under-
mining the economic basis of private
enterprise without which no system of
business and industry has ever been possi-
ble. The revolutionary methods of Lord
Keynes, Karl Marx, Adam Weishaupt, and
the business schools of Harvard and the
London School of Economics never dev-
eloped a thing. The only success of these
institutions has been in the destruction of
initiative and freedom of men in favor of
government domination of every facet of

life to be accomplished by promises of
government doles in the form of revenue-
sharing and welfare to those who have
joined generation upon generation of re-
liefers within single families. And, as one
of the governors stated recently and as |
was informed by the late Albert R.
Pechan, a friend and late majority leader
of the Pennsylvania State Senate, some
are receiving several checks at the same
time as a result of faulty book-keeping
practices prominent in non-profit govern-
mental business ventures. And, as for the
educational system in which many of the
agitators are prominent, the main purpose
is no longer education of our children but
the development of social and political
policies subservient to all for which we
have fought and offered our lives.

What is necessary here, and the initia-
tive must come from non-governmental
organizations, is the willingness to be-
come involved in a continuous fight to
protect the minds of our children from
the pollution of professional agitators
such as the Sol Alinskys whose aim is to
revolutionize America. Is this not what
the Rap Browns, the Stokely Car-
michaels, the David Dellingers, the Albert
Kunstlers, the Jerry Rubins, the Angela
Davis’, the Herbert Marcuses, the John
Gardners, the George McGoverns, the
Arthur Schlesingers, and the Ramsey
Clarks are telling us? Is it not apparent in
the moves to take the children from par-
ental guidance at an earlier age and place
them in public nurseries and training
institutions? The parent’s natural love is
replaced by that of political hucksters
who are polluting their minds with an
anti-religious, anti-profit system, and
other forms of socialist clap-trap.

The hope of future generations is in
your hands, both here at home and in
foreign lands where the pollution is
applied by the United Nations Economic
and Social Council, commonly called
U.N.E.S.C.O. We had better act now or
the philosophies of Adam Weishaupt will
be rampant everywhere. It can still be
stopped if we act, and, if we don’t, please
remain silent on matters of riots and in-
surrections since talk alone is hypocritical
and does nothing but aid and abet those
who act against us.

MK MK M

It is mostly those who won’t compare
defense costs with the costs of defeat,
who think we are spending too much for
defense.
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