TheTerrorists Legal Team:

Case By Case, The Center for Constitutional Rights Undermines America

Summary: The Center for Constitutional
Rightsis at the forefront of the legal left’'s
pushtogivedueprocessrightstoAmerica’s
terrorist enemies. The Center has a long
history of anti-American litigation and ac-
tivism.

Q merica's barbaric terrorist enemies
have afriend in the Center for Con-
stitutional Rights (CCR), an
ultraleftist public interest law firm that for
four decades has protected the supposed
constitutional rights of those who would
destroy theUnited States. Fromitsfounding
inthetumultuous1960s, CCR hasused what
it calls “innovative impact litigation” to ag-
gressively attack U.S. anti-Communist policy,
the war on Islamist terror, and American
businesses. CCR lawyersagreewith Islamic
Fascists' critique of American society and
ritualistically denouncethe U.S. for its sup-
posed hegemony and imperialism, denying
that Americahasaright to defend itself and
regul ateitsborders. CCRinhabitsaparanoid,
nightmarish parallel universe. Init, America
isaland of breadlines, racism, andtotalitarian
tyranny. In today’s America, “ political dis-
sentand protestareunder graveattack... This
political repression is accompanied by eco-
nomichardshipfor millions, whileracismand
environmental devastation flourish along
with the fattened bank accounts of the war
profiteers who run our government,” wrote
theCenter’ slegal director, William Goodman,
inits 2005 annual report.

After the Soviet Union collapsed under the
weight of 70yearsof failed socialist policies,
the Center “ made aseamlesstransition from
an aliance with Communism to an alliance
withlslamofascisminthenameof theUnited

by Matthew Vadum

Clockwise from upper left: Terrorist enabler Lynne Stewart, the Madame
Defarge of the legal left; Stewart’s client terrorist leader Omar Abdel Rahman;
CCR President Michael Ratner receiving Civil Rights Award from the terrorist-

linked Council on American-Islamic Relations; “dirty bomber” Jose Padilla

StatesConstitution,” the Power Lineweblog
notedlastyear. TheCenter, whichremainsas
committed as ever to thewell being of those
who would eradicate America and freedom
around the world, has aligned itself with
|eftist dictators and Islamic terrorists. Ironi-
cally, far-left dissenterswould runtherisk of
being imprisoned or executed as dangerous
subversives in the society that Islamic mili-
tantswanttobuildintheU.S.CCRalsoloudly
supportsdisbarred attorney Lynne Stewart,
aconvicted terrorist conspirator.

CCR believes U.S. soldiers should be

globetrotting social workers. One Center
pamphlet protests the current war in lraq,
denouncing President George W. Bush’'s
“quest for world domination” and declaring
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that “the focus of our domestic and foreign
policy should be eradicating hunger, pov-
erty, disease, homelessness and environ-
mental degradation and pollution.” Bush
should beremoved from the presidency and
tried for war crimes, according to the Center.
“Since9/11ithasbeenclear that theprincipal
enemy of democracy has been in the White
House,” anarrator saysonavideo promoting
CCR'’simpeachment push.

CCRsuestomakepolitical statements. The
Center litigated ad nauseam for Attica State
Prisoninmates after their violent 1971 upris-
ing. It has sued to protect abortion rights,
loitering by homel esspeopl e, and affirmative
actionprograms. CCR haschallengedincourt
theprivatization of publichospitalsand how
women are depicted on television. It sup-
portsaproposal that theU.S. pay out slavery
reparations even though the U.S. abolished
slavery well over acentury agoandnoformer
slaves remain alive to collect any potential
damages that might be awarded.

Origins

CCR, origindly called the Law Center for
Consgtitutional Rights, islocated at thecorner
of Broadway and West 3¢ Street in
Manhattan’s Greenwich Village, alongtime
enclave of radicals and trendy artists who
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romanticize Communism. Its mission state-
ment pledgesloyalty bothtotheU.S. Consti-
tution and to socialist ideas alien to the
American experience. The Center employsa
staff of 27. Its 2005 budget was $4 million.

The Center isdedicated “ to advancing and
T ﬁ_"r—g-_'_!':'q:r:'—-r— = '- —

T,

labor lawyer Morton Stavis, radical legal
scholar Arthur Kinoy, and attorneys Ben
Smith and William Kunstler, all admirers of
Cuban dictator Fidel Castro. Kinoy, whoin
the 1950s represented executed Soviet spies
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, recognized the
propaganda power of trials. “The test for a

Center for Constitutional Rights co-founder William Kunstler (at right) with
flag-burning client Gregory Lee Johnson outside Supreme Court

protecting therightsguaranteed by theU.S.

Constitution and the Universal Declaration

of HumanRights.” Butitisfar fromclear how
a group can advance and protect both the
U.S. Constitution and the purported rights
contained in the Declaration. The Constitu-
tion, fundamental law of theU.S., protectsthe
rights of individuals, but the Declaration,
whichisnot part of U.S. or international law,

is a utopian socialist goodie bag that few
thinking people take seriously. Adopted in

1948 by the United Nations, the Declaration
claimstoguaranteesomerightsmentionedin

theConstitution, but al so purportsto protect
other so-called rights, including the
individual’ sright to“social security,” “peri-

odic holidays with pay,” “rest and leisure,”

“astandard of living adequatefor the health
and well-being of himself and of hisfamily,”

and “just and favorable conditions of work
and...protection against unemployment.”

U.N. enthusiasts claim the Declaration is a
powerful tool for strategically shaming gov-
ernmentsthat violateitsprovisions, but CCR
viewsthedocument asameansof transform-

ing Americainto avery different country.

CCR emerged from the “New Left” move-
ment of the 1960sandwasfoundedin 1966 by

people’ s lawyer is not always the technical
winning or losing of theformal proceedings.
Thereal testistheimpact of thelegal activi-
ties on the morale and understanding of the
peopleinvolvedinthestruggle,” saidKinoy.

Kunstler, the most famous of the quartet,
was director of the American Civil Liberties
Union from 1964 to 1972. A grandstanding,
media-savvy lawyer, herosetonational promi-
nence by defending theangry radical defen-
dants of the “Chicago Seven” in their 1969
riot-incitement trial, which, in an act of self-
aggrandizing puffery, CCR’s website calls
“the trial of the century.” Kunstler claimed
“theConstitutionismy Bible,” butembraced
lawlessness. Notable Kunstlerisms include
“any criminal trial in this country is an op-
pression,” and*“| don’ t disagreewithmurder
sometimes, especially political assassina-
tions.” He once told students, “Y ou must
learn to fight in the streets, learn to revolt,
learn to shoot guns...You may ultimately
have to take that final step. You may ulti-
mately be bathed in blood.” An indignant
Kunstler onceupbraided singer and anti-war
activist Joan Baez for violating leftist eti-
guette by daring to criticize the totalitarian
Socialist Republic of Vietnam, professing
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that he“would never joininapublic denun-
ciation of asocialist country.” Ascommen-
tator MikeRosennoted after Kunstlerdiedin

1995, the lawyer who depicted himself as a
respectable civil libertarian wasin reality “a
classic, disenfranchised, anti-establishment
America-hater of the left.” Kunstler repre-
sented notorious defendants “because he
sympathized with their causes and because
itgavehimanopportunity to* getintheface’

of bourgeois society.”

Current Leader ship

The current head of CCR, Michagel Ratner,
isanadjunct law professor at ColumbiaUni-
versity and served as special counsel to
Haitian President Jean-Bertrand Aristide, a
Marxistwhowasoverthrownin2004. Ratner’s
family controlsForest City Enterprises, Inc.,
anearly $8 hillion real estate devel opment
company that has been accused of eminent
domain abuse. His brother, Bruce, is the
owner of the New Jersey Nets.

Ratner isan avid Communist sympathizer
and is especially fond of Fidel Castro and
Ernesto” Che” Guevara. Cuba’ s* accomplish-
ments” under Castro have been “great,”
Ratner said on CCR’ sradio show, “Law and
Disorder,” last month when Castro fell ill.
Ratner denounced the U.S. “onslaught
against theCuban Revolution,” andthepros-
ecutionof theCubanFive, spiesconvictedin
Miami in 2001. The five spies, who have
becomenational heroesin Cuba, cametothe
U.S. to gather information about anti-Castro
groups. Ratner participated long-distancein
the Havana press conference launching the
Cuban government’ s propaganda website,
www.antiterroristas.cu, Radio Havana re-
ported in September 2002. Ratner wrote in
Che Guevara and the FBI: U.S. Political
PoliceDossier ontheLatin American Revo-
lutionary, that “it was Che Guevara, more
than any other figure, who embodied both
[the Cuban] revolution and solidarity with
peoples fighting to be free from U.S. hege-
mony.”

Ratner abhorsPresident Ronald Reaganfor
his anti-Communist foreign policy and
bragged on Pacifica Radio’s “Democracy
Now” radio show on June 9, 2004, that he
spent“eight years, really, of my life, fighting
everything Reagan did in Central America.”
Ratner opposesputting Reagan’ sportraiton
U.S. currency. “They may want to put this
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guy’ spictureonadollar bill ~-what doesthat
tell you— onthe $10 hill. I’'m going to have
to hold that murderer’ s dollarsin my hands
every day?’

Ratner, who hasrecruited hundreds of pro
bono lawyersfrom outside CCRtorepresent
those held at the U.S. naval base at
Guantanamo Bay, favorsputtingtheU.S. on
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Michael Ratner of CCR at “Drive
Out The Bush Regime” rally in 2005

trial for war crimes, but not deposed Iragi
dictator Saddam Hussein. “If you want any
kind of sense of legitimacy or fairness, you
can’'tjust go after Saddam Hussein,” hetold
“Democracy Now” in 2003. In yet another
example of leftists turning to the courts —
evenforeigncourts—whenthey fail towinat
the ballot box, Ratner personally traveled to
Berlin, Germany to file legal papers against
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late 2002 astheU.S. anditsalliesprepared to
liberate Irag.

AttackingtheWar On Terror

Americans were reminded that the federal
government needs to have tools to fight
terrorismlast monthwhen British authorities
uncovered an ambitious plan by Islamic ex-
tremiststo blow up ten airplanes en route to
theU.S. Yet CCRwould deprivethegovern-
ment of itspowerstoprotect America. Indeed
the Center has enjoyed success in its cam-
paigntounderminetheBushadministration’s
effortsat combating I slamofascism. Itiscur-
rently suingtostopthewiretapping of terror-
ism suspects, and it hasbeen onthewinning
sidein three of the four major war-on-terror
casestocomebeforetheU.S. SupremeCourt,
representing agroup of aleged terroristsin
one case and filing amicus curiae (meaning
“friend of thecourt” in Latin) briefson behal f
of others.

CCRhasargued repeatedly against theU.S.
government’ spracticeof detainingterrorists
without affording them the normal rights
accordedtoprisonersof war under theGeneva
Convention of 1949. The Bush administra-
tion has responded, citing legal precedents
and international law, arguing that terrorist
fighters—suchasal-Qaedaoperatives—who
fail tomeet criteriasuch aswearing auniform

CCR’s Ratner has worked for Haiti’'s ousted Marxist
strongman Jean-Bertrand Aristide, lauded Fidel
Castro, called Ronald Reagan a “murderer,” and
demanded that Saddam Hussein not be put on trial.

DefenseSecretary DonaldRumsfeld. Hisgoal
was to force German authorities, who have
so-called universal jurisdiction to prosecute
war crimes wherever they occur, to investi-
gate Rumsfeld over the Abu Ghraib prison
torture allegations. Germany has refused,
but the Center vowsto exhaust all available

appeals.

Ratner believes the United Nations ought
to have a veto over U.S. military action.
Without thepermission of theU.N., “theuse
of force by the United States against Iraq,
evenwiththerecent congressional approval
given for that war, would be flatly illegal
under international law,” Ratner wrotein an
articlepublishedonZ Magazine' swebsitein

oridentifyinginsigniaare” unlawful combat-
ants” not entitledto protection under thelaw
of war. The reason such deception by
belligerents has long been considered im-
moral andillegal isbecauseit endangersthe
civilian population by making it difficult to
distinguish civilians from enemy soldiers.
Thelaw of war thus attemptsto shield civil-
iansand to restrict warfareto legitimate mili-
tary targets. The Bush administration main-
tainsthat whenterroristsexposeciviliansto
harm by operating outside the law of war,
their conduct is so dangerous and morally
reprehensible that they should not be el-
evatedto prisoner of war (or “lawful combat-
ant”) status when captured. President Bush
also arguesthat America sterrorist enemies
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shouldnot beabletowasteU.S. resourcesby
weighing down the civilian legal system in
endless litigation. Wars are supposed to be
waged onbettlefields, notinU.S. courtrooms.

But CCR is determined to give America's
terrorist enemies access to the U.S. civilian
justice system—and it is succeeding. The
Center scored a mgjor legal victory in 2004
whenthe Supreme Court ruled 6-3inRasul v.
Bush that its clients, 16 foreign nationals
captured during U.S. hostilities with the
TalibaninAfghanistan, hadthelegal rightto
challenge their detentions in U.S. civilian
courts. Of thel6clients, 14 reportedly remain
inU.S. custody at Guantanamo. To assist in
CCR’s legal campaign, the Atlantic Philan-
thropies announced thisyear that it will do-
nate$2.25milliontotheCenter through2010.
The Ford Foundation recently gave CCR
$200,000 to advocate for the due-process
rightsof Guantanamo prisoners, the August
3 issue of the Chronicle of Philanthropy re-
ported.

CCR aso participated in three other key
casestesting presidential wartimeauthority:

* In Hamdan v. Rumsfeld, CCR filed an
amicusbrief onbehal f of unlawful combatant
Salim Ahmed Hamdan who was captured
with Talibanforcesin Afghanistan. Hamdan
wasOsamabin Laden’ sdriver. The Supreme
Court in June 2006 voted 5-3 to halt the
military commission established to try
Hamdan on conspiracy charges, finding its
structureranafoul of U.S. law andtheGeneva
Convention.

* InHamdi v. Rumsfeld, the Center filed an
amicusbrief with afederal appellate courtin
2002 on behalf of 140 law professorsand 19
organizations including the National Law-
yers Guild, Southern Poverty Law Center,
and the Freedom Socialist Party. The case
concerned Yaser Esam Hamdi, adual U.S.--
Saudi citizenwhowascapturedwith Taliban
forces in Afghanistan. Hamdi was born in

Louisiana while his Saudi father wasin the
U.S. on atemporary work visa. In 2004 the
SupremeCourt ruled 6-3that thegovernment
has the power to detain unlawful combat-
ants, but found that detaineeswho are U.S.
citizens must have the ability to challenge
their detention before an impartial judge.

* InRumsfeld v. Padillaand alater, related

case, Padilla v. Hanft, CCR filed amicus
briefs with the Supreme Court and afederal

appeals court on behalf of the would-be
“dirty bomber” Jose Padilla, a U.S. citizen.

Padilla, aconvicted murderer, gang member,

and I slamic convert also knownasAbdullah

al-Muhgjir, allegedly plotted to detonate a
bomb designedtodisperseradioactivemate-

rial over awidearea. TheBushadministration

arguesit hasauthority todetainU.S. citizens
onU.S. soil during timesof war, butinabrief

CCR rejected the president’ s efforts to pro-

tect the nation by keeping Padillalocked up.

The Center argued that leaving in place a
ruling maintaining Padilla sdetentionwould

hurt “ disfavored minorities” and be“astain

onthejudicia history of theRepublic.” Padilla
iscurrently awaitingtrial in Floridawherehe
wascriminally indicted for conspiringto aid

terrorist organizations.

to block the U.S. bombing of enemy targets.
The Center opposed Operation Babylift in
1975 in which the U.S. rescued more than
2,000 children from South Vietnam before
North Vietnamese Communist forces
swamped that country. CCR’s website ab-
surdly referstothevictory of Ho Chi Minh's
Viet Cong as a “victory of the Vietnamese
people.”

InCrockett v. Reagan (1981) CCR sued to
prevent the deployment of U.S. military ad-
visersto El Salvador to help train soldiersto
fight againstthelocal Communistinsurgency.
Inthe 1987 caseLinder v. Calero,theCenter
sued the Nicaraguan anti-Communist force
known as the contras. CCR’s 1983 lawsuit,
GreenhamWomen Against CruiseMissiles
v. Reagan, attempted to block U.S. nuclear
weaponsfrom asitein the United Kingdom.
Thesuit failed but it generated publicity for
theunilateral disarmament movement, aleft-
istcrusadeinthe1980sthat soughttodisarm
the U.S. while leaving the USSR’s nuclear
missilesintact. In 1991 the Center filed suitin
Dellumsv. Bush to halt the deployment of
troops to the Persian Gulf that drove Iragi
forces from occupied Kuwait. Years later
CCR sued, challenging President GeorgeW.

Whittling away at presidential war-fighting powers,
the Center is at the forefront of the legal left’s cam-
paign to give “unlawful combatant” terrorists the
same legal rights as ordinary criminal defendants.
A string of legal victories shows it is succeeding.

Under mining American Foreign Policy
CCR has along history of anti-American
activism. When the Soviet Union was point-
ing nuclear missilesat U.S. citiesduring the
Cold War, CCR wastrying to sabotage U.S.
foreign policy. During the Vietnam War, the
Center repeatedly challenged military draft
policiesincourt. CCRclaimstohaveinspired
legal activistswhen it applied for an injunc-
tion against President Richard Nixonin 1972

For frequent updates on environmental groups,
nonprofits, foundations, and labor unions, check out the
CRC-Greenwatch Blog at

www.capitalresearch.org/blog

Bush's decision to withdraw the U.S. from
the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty.

CCRhasalsotried to usethe courtsto pick
the deep pockets of corporationsin order to
advance its foreign policy agenda. In one
civil actionthat might viefor thetitleof Most
Transparently Vexatious Lawsuit In Ameri-
canHistory, CCRsuedlinois-based heavy-
machinery maker Caterpillar, Inc., after the
death of Rachel Corrie, a23-year-old Ameri-
can protester who wasrun over by an | sraeli
military Caterpillar D9 bulldozer onamission
in the “no man’'s land” near the Egyptian
borderin2003. Corrieput her body inthepath
of the bulldozer, hoping to obstruct its
progress. Thelsraeli government claimedthe
tragic event wasan accident. But evenif the
| sraeliswerecoveringuptheir ownwrongdo-
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ing, how wouldthat make Caterpillar respon-
siblefor Corrie' sdeath? A federal judge had
similar concerns and dismissed the suit in
2005, but CCR has appealed the dismissal.
CCRhasalsosued privatecontractorsCACI
International Inc. of Arlington, Virginia, and
Titan International of San Diego, California,
for their alleged connection to the 2004 pris-
oner abuse scandal at Abu Ghraib prison.

Imaginary Legal Processand
Political Show Trials

CCR complains that an unjust U.S. legal
system subjects its heroes —like terrorist
enabler Lynne Stewart and convicted cop
killer Mumia Abu-Jamal— to political show
trials. But CCR and thelegal |eft are surpris-
ingly enthusiastic about conducting their
own simulated political show trials. In Janu-
ary, CCR’s Ratner addressed the “Interna-
tional Commission of Inquiry On Crimes
Against Humanity Committed by the Bush
Administration,” where he compared the
president to Adolf Hitler and accused him of
formulating a“ plan for what hasto becalled
acoup-d’etatin America.” Thecommission,
organized primarily by self-describedrevolu-
tionary Maoist C. Clark Kissinger and the
Revolutionary Communist Party, found the
Bush administration guilty of war crimesand
crimes against humanity.

Earlier, in 1999, the Center filed a petition
with the toothless human rights arm of the
Organization of American States “charging
the United States with violating the eco-
nomicandsocial rightsof alargesector of the
American public,” by enacting the federal
welfare reform law of 1996. At a three-day-
long “National Truth Commission on Pov-
erty intheUnited Statesof America,” apiece
of political theater held in Cleveland in July,
CCR VicePresident Peter Weissdefined tor-
ture the way only someone who believesin
the pie-in-the-sky Universal Declaration of
Human Rights could. “If your stomach
growls, that’ storture, and if you don’t have
ahome, that’ sbeing treated in an inhumane
way,” said Weiss, aso-called truth commis-
sioner.

TiesTo Treason

CCR employs as a staff attorney Rachel
M eeropol, granddaughter of Juliusand Ethel
Rosenberg, who were executed as Soviet
spiesinSing SingprisononJune19,1953.0n
the golden anniversary of the execution,
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Meeropol denied that her grandparents did
anything wrong and called their saga “the
injustice” and*“theterriblesituationthat they
had been placed in.” Meeropol said shewas
proud her grandparentsrefused toimplicate
other Soviet spieswhen pressed by the au-
thorities. “1 always grew up with a sense of
prideinthefactthat they refusedtodothat,”
shetold PacificaRadio’ s* Democracy Now.”

Rachel’ sfather, attorney Robert Meeropol,
is also active in radical palitics. Like CCR,
Meeropol signed on as a sponsor of the
“International Commission of Inquiry On
CrimesAgainst Humanity Committed by the
Bush Administration.” Theyoungest son of
theRosenbergs, M eeropol took hisadoptive
parents’ surname. He now heads the
Easthampton, Massachusetts-based
Rosenberg Fundfor Children. Thefund pro-
vides “for the educational and emotional

Robert Meeropol (far left) and Rachel
Meeropol (far right) at Rosenberg
Fund’s 2003 event, “Celebrate The
Children of Resistance”

needs of children whose parents have suf-
fered because of their progressive activities
and who, therefore, are no longer able to
providefully fortheir children,” accordingto
its website. (For more about the Rosenberg
Fund, see Capital Research Center’sFoun-
dation Watch, March 2001). The group’s
onlinemissionstatement statesdramatically:
“Inatimewhencivil libertiesareunder attack,
the Rosenberg Fund for Children has pro-
vided assistance for and rai sed the hopes of
children and activist familieswho havebeen
targeted because they have worked to im-
provesociety for usall.” The statement also
glosses over the Rosenbergs’ espionage
activities, declaring that the fund’'s name-
sakes “were executed because they refused
to implicate others by falsely confessing to
givingthe'secret’ of theatomic bombtothe
Soviet Union.”
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Links To Lynne Stewart, Legal Enabler of
Terrorism

CCR is an outspoken supporter of self-
describedradical humanrightslawyer Lynne
Stewart. Last year a Manhattan jury con-
victed Stewart of conspiring to provide ma-
terial supportfor Islamicterrorists. Stewart’s
comments, and those by her comrades at
CCR, offer awindow intothetortured reason-
ing that leftists use to rationalize their de-
fense of Islamist totalitarians.

Stewart wascounsel for convicted terrorist
Sheikh Omar Abdel Rahman, ablind Muslim
clericandthespiritual leader of al-Gama’ aal-
Islamiyya (the I1slamic Group, in English),
which has ties to Osama bin Laden’s al-
Qaeda. The group subscribes to a radical
interpretation of 1slamic law, considers the
United States an enemy, and seeksto over-
throw the Egyptian government and replace
it with an Islamic state. Rahman was con-
victed in 1995 of plotting to bomb New Y ork
City landmarks, including the headquarters
of theUnited Nations, theinstitution CCR so
admires. He is serving a life sentence in a
maximum-security prison. Several Rahman
followersparticipatedinthe1993 bombing of
the World Trade Center. After Rahman per-
sonally issued afatwacondemning Egyptian
President Anwar Sadat to death, Islamic
fundamentalists assassinated Sadat in 1981.
Al-Gama aal-ldamiyya, whichisthelargest
militant group in Egypt, tried to assassinate
Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak in 1995.
Inanefforttoforcetherel easeof Rahman, the
groupcarried out anattack in Luxor, Egyptin
November 1997 that |eft 62 people dead and
dozenswounded. Thevictimswerevariously
shot, stabbed, beheaded, and disembow-
eled.

While she was representing Rahman,
Stewart agreed not to communicate with the
news media on behalf of her client. The re-
strictionson Rahman, called* specia admin-
istrative measures,” regulated the sheikh’s
contact with the outside world. Attorney
General Janet Reno imposed them in April
1997 because sherecognized that theterror-
ist leader’s words still resonated with his
followers. But in 2000, following a meeting
withRahman, Stewart violated boththeagree-
ment and anti-terrorismlawsby informingthe
mediathat Rahman had withdrawn his sup-
port for a ceasefire that had suspended ter-
rorist operations by al-Gama aal-1slamiyya.
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Not surprisingly, when ajury assessed the
evidencelastyear, it held Stewart toaccount.
Asked what she would tell “people on the
street” if given two minutes to explain her
case, Stewarttold Monthly Review, aMarxist
magazine, that shewould say: “‘Listen. | did

nothing wrong. I’malawyer. | did what law-

yersdo.” There are ahundred lawyers who
would do exactly what | did. There are a
millionlawyerswhowould do a most exactly

what | did, becausethisistheway you have
to represent clients.”

But in the case of U.S. v. Ahmed Abdel
Sattar, Lynne Stewart, and Mohammed
Yousry, prosecutor Anthony Barkow begged
todiffer.“LynneStewart crossedthelinethat
separateslawyeringfromcrime,” Barkowtold
thejury January 11, 2005. “No, Lynne Stewart
obliterated that line,” hesaid. Stewart “lied”

ment on the terrorists. “I’m not sure that |
want to second-guess what methods other
people use.”

When she’s not cheering Islamic funda-
mentalism, the Madame Defarge of thelegal
left spends her time pontificating. Stewart
supports the use of violence for political
ends and claimsthat American society des-
perately needs “radical surgery.” Violence
andrevolutionareneededtocleansetheU.S.
of the economic and racial injustice of capi-
talism, shesaid. “I don't believein anarchis-
tic violence, but in directed violence. That
would be violence directed at the institu-
tions which perpetuate capitalism, racism,
and sexism, and at the people who are the
appointed guardians of those institutions,
and accompanied by popul ar support,” she
said in a reveding 1995 New York Times
profile. Perhaps Stewart believes the

As punishment for her attempt to incite a terrorist
attack, which Stewart says she would do again “in a
minute,” the “grandmotherly Maoist” favors a slap
onthewrist. Home confinementorreading stories to
children would suffice, she says.

and “issued the blessing of areturn to vio-
lence from a terrorist leader...[which] has
nothing to do with lawyering.”

According to Stewart, |slamist terrorists
are misunderstood freedom fighters. In the
Monthly Review interview, Stewart hailed
Muslimfundamentalistsas* basically forces
of national liberation,” and said “we, as per-
sonswho are committed to the liberation of
oppressed peopl e, shouldfastenontheneed
for self-determination, and allow people...to
do what they need to do to throw off that
oppression.”

In an interview published by the political
journal World War 3 Report, Stewart dis-
cussed passingthesheikh’ sceasefire-killing
messagetotheworldandboasted she*would
do it again in a minute.” She bragged that
Rahman was too important a figure to be
silenced by the U.S. government. “I think
somebody likethesheikh, justlikeJoeDoherty
[anlrishRepublican Army militant extradited
to Northern Ireland in 1992] and the Irish
prisoners, has aright to be heard,” said the
zealousattorney. When asked if it would be
a good thing for a-Gama a a-lslamiyya's
attacksto resume, sherefused to passjudg-
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fundamentalist Islamic terrorists she sup-
ports are the right people to perform the
surgery she claims America needs.

Stewart loves freedom of speech, unless
the speaker advocatesthewrong ideas. She
told Monthly Review she supports Commu-
nist governmentslocking up political oppo-
nents. “1 don’t have any problem with Mao
[Zedong] or [Josef] Stalin or the Vietnamese
leadersor certainly Fidel [Castro] locking up
peoplethey seeasdangerous,” shesaid. At
a2003 National Lawyers Guild convention,
Stewart hailedHo Chi Minh,Mao, V.I. Lenin,
and Castro as “modern heroes,” and de-
nouncedthe* poisonous[U.S.] government
that spreadsitsvenomto thebody politicin
al corners of the globe.”

During atwo-part discussion of her legal
predicament broadcast in July on CCR’s
weekly radio program “Law and Disorder,”
Stewart was unrepentant. After acknowl-
edgingshecouldbesentencedto45yearsin
prison, Stewart argued she should get aslap
on the wrist. “My lifetime of service to the
underprivileged or to the persons that are
underserved and to the politically despised
should count for something,” she gushed.

Curiously, Stewart, whoisarguing that she
istoo old to be punished with imprisonment,
lied about her age on theradio show, giving
it as 68 in arambling statement in which she
accused authorities of ganging up on her:

The government and the probation de-
partment have teamed up as only they
can, with very little reason and with a
great many begging of the question, to
ask for a 30-year sentence, which is the
equivalent of adeath sentence, because
I’m 68 yearsold, I’m not in great health,
even though I'm feeling good, and it's
just unlikely, jail isavery hard place for
elderly people, ahard place for anyone,
it's an inhumane place.

Stewart’ sown websitelists her birth date as
October 8, 1939, which would make her 66

Lynne Stewart

yearsold. PerhapsStewart, currently acancer
patient, sees potential legal or political ad-
vantage in transforming herself from some-
one who only recently qualified for Social
Security paymentsinto a near-septuagenar-
ian.

Stewart alsotold” Law and Disorder” that if
shereceivesaprison sentencefor her attempt
toinciteaterroristattack in Egypt, sheshould
be allowed to serve it on weekends. As an
aternative to prison, the woman the Wash-
ington Post calleda“ grandmotherly M aoi st”
earlier this year suggested she be placed
under housearrest for uptothreeyears, or be
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sentenced to read storiesto childreninthe
Bedford-Stuyvesant neighborhood in
Brooklyn.

After the charges were filed, CCR stood
by Stewart, who studied under Center co-
founder Kinoy at RutgersUniversity School
of Law. During thetrial, the Center filed an
amicus brief attacking the charges. In an
unpublished 2002 | etter to the editor of the
New Y ork Times, William Goodman, CCR's
legal director, publicly affirmed that the
Center “ doesindeed support thedefense of
LynneStewart.” Theprosecution of Stewart
ispart of “astrategy designedtoweakenthe
Bill of Rights and to frighten lawyers who
might represent unpopular and even dis-
tasteful clients,” Goodman wrote in the
letter, which Stewart posted on her website.

Even now, CCR refusesto distanceitself
from Stewart. OntheJuly 24, 2006 edition of
“Law and Disorder,” Ratner described the
government’s case against her as“alegal
and political outrage sending amessage of
fear intotheheart of every lawyer whotries
to defend their client.” Co-host Michael
Smith, aradical New Y ork City lawyer asso-
ciatedwith CCR, described Stewart’ strial as
a“show trial,” noting that it took place“in
the same courtroom, actually, where the
Rosenbergswereframed up and convicted
— and[the] samething happenedtoLynne
aboutayearago.” Smithmockedthecharges
against Stewart, sayingthey werebasedon
the fact that she spoke to areporter about
“arenowned, quote, Muslim terrorist, the
blind sheik.”

Treasonand Terror Help Pay CCR’sBiIlls

CCRisfunded by foundations and indi-
vidual donors, according to financial data
culled from databases that track nonprofit
groups, foundation websites, and the
Center’s annual reports.

A traitor’s wife and a dazzling array of
Hollywood entertainers fond of radical
causeshavecontributedto CCR, according
to its annual reports. The estate of |sabel
Johnson Hiss, second wife of Alger Hiss,
gave CCR as much as $99,999 in 2002. In
1948 former Communist Party operative
Whittaker Chambersaccused Alger Hiss, a
State Department official, of giving him
sensitiveU.S. documents, whichhepassed
ontotheUSSR. Hissdenied both hisCom-
muni st connectionsand spying for the So-
viets, but ajury convicted him of perjury in
1950 for lying about giving Chambers the
documents. Hiss died in 1996; Mrs. Hiss,
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whom he married in 1984, died in 2000.

Academy Award-winning actress Susan
Sarandongave CCRasmuch as$9,999in 2002,
and her charitable foundation gave up to
$2,499in 2005. Sarandon’ scommon-law hus-
band, themoody actor-director Tim Robbins,
also an Oscar winner, gave up to $4,999 in
2002. Hollywood director Sidney Lumet gave
CCR upto $249in 2005. Thelate actor Ossie
Davisandhiswife, actressRuby Dee, gaveup
to $2,499 in 2002. Singer Natalie Merchant,
formerly of the rock band 10,000 Maniacs,
gaveasmuch as$99,999in 2005. Radical folk
singer Pete Seeger and hiswifeToshi gaveup
to $249 in 2005. The 87-year -old Seeger isa
former Communist Party member whom de-
tractors once dubbed “ Stalin’s songbird.”

TycoonPeter B. Lewisgave CCRasmuchas
$99,999in2005. Lewis, friend of George Soros
and chairman of Progressive Casualty I nsur-
ance Company, the nation’ sthird largest au-
tomobileinsurer, isalso amember of Democ-
racy Alliance, agroup of deep-pocketed do-
norsthat aimsto reinvigorate America’ s po-
litical left. (For more about Lewis, see Foun-
dation Watch, May 2005; for more on the
Democracy Alliance seeFoundation Watch,
March 2006 .) Noam Chomsky, the MIT lin-
guistics professor and radical critic of U.S.
society, gave CCR as much as $249 in 2002.

Groups suspected of tiesto Islamic terror-
istsalsohavedonatedto CCR. Twoorganiza-
tions in Virginia, Safa Trust Inc. and the
International Institute of Islamic Thought,
each gave CCR donations of upto $99,999in
2005. Federal authorities have accused Safa
of funneling money to terrorist groups. Fed-
eral agents investigating terrorist financing
raided the offices of both organizations in
2002. The Ohio branch of the Council on
American-ldamicReations(CAIR),gaveCCR
up to $2,499in 2005. Five of CAIR’ semploy-
ees and board members have been arrested,
convicted, deported, or otherwisetied toter-
rorism-related chargesand activities, accord-
ing to analysts Daniel Pipes and Sharon
Chadha. (See Organization Trends August
2005.) In 2005 CAIR gave CCR’s Ratner its
Civil Rights Award. SafaTrust, thelllT, and
CAIR all say they have no connection to
terrorism.

Although the Trans Arab Research Insti-
tute, which gave CCR up t0 $2,499in 2005, is
not accused of havingtiestoterrorism,in2004
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it expressed its*“ deepest sorrow” upon hear-
ing of thedeath of Pal estinianterrorist master-
mind Y asser Arafat.

Some large donations have come from the
AtlanticPhilanthropies($2.25millionin2006),
the Ford Foundation (more than $1.7 million
since1988), JEHT Foundation ($637,500since
2003), the HKH Foundation ($300,000 since
2002), and the CS Fund/Warsh-Mott L egacy
($180,000 since 2001). Since 2002 George
Soros' s Open Society Institute has provided
CCRwithtwograntseachof upto$99,999. The
Tides Foundation gave the Center up to
$24,999in 2002 and up to $99,999in 2005. The
Funding Exchange forked over up to $99,999
in 2005.

Conclusion

Since at |east the Progressive Era, left-wing
lawyers have tried to lead America down the
pathto socialism by subverting the Constitu-
tion through attacks on limited government,
property rights, and freedom of contract. To-
day thosewhowant to underminethe Consti-
tution, and American institutionsin general,
havetheir championin the Center for Consti-
tutional Rights.

Matthew Vadum is Editor of Organization
Trends.
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BrieflyNoted

PETA (People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals) reports that its members are sending rescue
teams into Hezbollah-controlled southern Lebanon to evacuate all species out of harm’s way. “Kind
people know that hungry animals don’t have political alliances,” said PETA's Michelle Rokke. It is
unclear whether PETA’s actions run afoul of U.S. laws against assisting terror organizations.

Retailing giant Wal-Mart Stores Inc., the perennial pifiata of left-wing nonprofit advocacy groups,
has opted for a two-pronged strategy to fend off attacks from the left: hire them, and capitulate to
them. The company has tapped spin doctor Leslie Dach to sell its message to Blue State America.
Dach, who as vice chairman of the Edelman public relations shop, fought off advocacy groups’
attacks on Wal-Mart, will assume the soon to-be-created position of executive vice president of
government relations and corporate affairs at the company, the Wall Street Journal reported July
24. A former senior communications consultant for the Democratic National Committee, John
Kerry’s 2004 presidential campaign, and the Clinton administration, Dach worked for environmen-
talist groups for close to a decade. The hiring of Dach came months after Leo Scott, CEO of the
world’s largest retailer, vowed to increase the efficiency of its vehicle fleet by 25%, and reduce by
30% the energy used in stores and by 25% the solid waste its stores generate. Conservatives and
business advocates fear Wal-Mart will use its market clout to bully its 60,000 suppliers into adopting
its new environmentalist agenda.

Activist group ACORN, a longtime proponent of a “living wage” for workers, has been stiffing its
own employees, the Baltimore City Paper reported July 26. Sandra Stewart, a $250 a week intern
at the Baltimore branch of the group, complained to the newspaper that the advocacy group had
failed to pay her for six weeks of work. “I find it completely ironic that an organization that fights for
social justice” has trouble paying its workers, Stewart wrote in a letter to the paper that sparked its
interest in the story. The paper reported that other ACORN ex-employees have also complained
about not being paid back wages.

Local officials in Stafford, Texas, are complaining that they have too many churches, the Los Ange-
les Times reported July 31. Nonprofit groups have been drawn to the city, which has a population
of 19,227, because it has been growing rapidly and has minimal deed restrictions. “It's thrown
everything out of balance, plus providing zero revenue. Somebody’s got to pay for police, fire and
schools,” City Councilman Cecil Willis was quoted saying.

The U.S. Treasury Department is reportedly taking steps to freeze the assets of the Saudi Arabia-
based International Islamic Relief Organization, which it alleges funnels money to al-Qaeda. “It
Is particularly shameful when groups that hold themselves out as charitable or religious organiza-
tions defraud their donors or divert funds in support of violent terrorist groups,” said Stuart Levey,
Treasury’s undersecretary for terrorism and financial intelligence.
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