THE NEOCONS MAKE
UNAPOLOGETIC CALL
FOR MCCARTHYISM
AGAINST MUSLIMS
One of the successors to the NeoCon organization
PNAC, the Center for Security Policy, released a
report the other day that makes an unapologetic
call for trumped up McCarthyism targeted at
Muslims.
The study rather humorously models itself on
Team B–the alternate analysis Poppy Bush ordered
up to paint the Soviet Union as an ongoing
threat in 1976. They do so, apparently, in an
effort to invoke St. Ronnie’s use of Team B’s
“analysis” for electoral gain and ultimately to
point to the usefulness of ideology to generate
political support for foreign policy adventures.
But nowhere do they bother to mention that Team
B’s analysis was famously, embarrassingly wrong.
The effect of this authoritative
alternative view was profound. Among
others, former California Governor
Ronald Reagan used the thrust of its
findings to challenge détente and those
in public office who supported this
doctrine. Drawing on the thinking of
Team B with regard to national security
issues, Reagan nearly defeated President
Gerald Ford’s bid for reelection in the
1976 primaries. Four years later, Reagan
successfully opposed President Jimmy
Carter, with their disagreement over the
latter’s detentist foreign and defense
policies towards Moscow featuring
prominently in the former’s victory.
Most importantly, as President, Ronald
Reagan drew on the work of Team B as an
intellectual foundation for his strategy
for destroying the Soviet Union and
discrediting its ideology – a feat begun

during his tenure and finally
accomplished, thanks to his
implementation of that strategy, several
years after he left office.

Which is, I guess, CSP’s unapologetic
endorsement of simply making shit up to create
an enemy.
It’s stuff like this that led me to brand these
clowns with the name “utilitarian
postmodernists” some years back.
Normally, I wouldn’t pay these clowns any
attention–they’ve got a long history of lying to
support warmongering. But what really concerns
me is the report’s insinuation that the
country’s laws protecting speech–which were
solidified in the process of protecting leftist
speech–are too strong for their trumped up fight
against Muslims.
Beginning in the 1960s, however, the
Supreme Court drastically reinterpreted
the First Amendment, gradually extending
the original guarantee of American
citizens’ right to engage in political
speech, to include a constitutional
protection to (a) subversive speech that
could be construed as “advocacy,” rather
than incitement to imminent lawlessness,
and (b) the speech of non-Americans.
Bowing to elite opinion, which scoffed
at fears of communist penetration of our
government and institutions, Congress
(in such legislation as the 1965
Immigration Act, the 1978 McGovern
Amendment, the 1989 Moynihan-Frank
Amendment, and the 1990 Immigration Act)
gutted the statutory basis for excluding
and deporting individuals based on
ideological beliefs, regardless of their
subversive tendencies – at least in the
absence of demonstrable ties to
terrorism, espionage or sabotage.
Let us assume, again for argument’s

sake, that there was some validity in
the opinion elite’s critique that anticommunism went too far – and set aside
the fact that such an assumption
requires overlooking post-Soviet
revelations that have confirmed
communist infiltrations. The prior
experience would not mean the security
precautions that sufficed to protect our
nation from communism are adequate to
shield us from a totalitarian ideology
cloaked in religious garb.
Such precautions are wholly inadequate
for navigating a threat environment in
which secretive foreign-sponsored
international networks undermine our
nation from within. That is especially
the case where such networks can exploit
the atmosphere of intimidation created
by the tactics of their terrorist
counterparts (including individual
assassinations and mass-murder attacks
on our homeland) in a modern
technological age of instantaneous
cross-continental communications and the
increasing availability of massdestruction weapons that allow ever
fewer people to project ever more power.

We were wrong to let leftists exercise their
free speech, these fearmongers say, in spite of
the fact that our nation survived the Cold War.
But the threat from Muslims is even stronger
than the threat of a nuclear-armed Soviet Union.
And so, they suggest, we must not only abridge
the free speech of Muslims, but also change the
law to allow deportations of those saying
unpopular things.
So to sum up this latest stunt from the NeoCons:
they unabashedly admit they intend to make shit
up to sow fear of Muslims, and part of that will
be targeting Muslims for deportation.

