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Jewish Leaders 
Raise Alarm Over 
Growing Trend of 

Anti-Semitism
With more than 13 anti-Semitic 

attacks in New York state 
alone in December, leaders 
call for drastic measures to 

address the threat   6

Members of the 
Jewish community 

gather outside 
the home of Rabbi 

Chaim Rottenberg in 
Monsey, N.Y., on Dec. 

29, 2019. 
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Jeff Carlson

O
ne of the special FBI 
agents who inter-
viewed President 
Donald Trump’s na-
tional security ad-

viser, Lt. Gen. Michael Flynn, at 
the White House in January 2017, 
played a much bigger role in the 
FBI’s counterintelligence investi-
gation of the Trump campaign—
known as Crossfire Hurricane—
than previously assumed, a report 
by Department of Justice Inspector 
General Michael Horowitz reveals.

The agent was first introduced 
into the public realm in a May 11, 
2018, letter from Sen. Chuck Grass-
ley (R-Iowa), who inquired about 
the FBI’s interview with Flynn.

Grassley specifically asked that 
the Department of Justice (DOJ) 
“make Special Agent Joe Pientka 
available for a transcribed inter-
view with Committee staff no 
later than one week following 
the production of the requested 
documents.”

In a report released in Decem-
ber by Horowitz on the FBI’s FISA 
abuse during its investigation of 
the Trump campaign, the role of 
an unidentified FBI supervisory 
special agent (SSA)—described in 
Horowitz’s report as “SSA 1”—was 
featured prominently throughout. 
The description of events and dates 
match the public information on 
Pientka’s actions, and on Dec. 13, 
Pientka was confirmed by Fox 
News as being “SSA 1.”

The inspector general report 
noted that all the participating 
members of the FBI’s Crossfire 
Hurricane team were selected by 
Strzok, Pientka, and “the Intel Sec-
tion chief,” who is almost certainly 
intelligence analyst Jonathan Mof-
fa, who, according to July 16, 2018, 
testimony from Lisa Page, worked 
on both the Clinton and Trump in-
vestigations with Strzok.

On page xviii of the inspector 
general report, it was disclosed 
that Pientka was running the 
FBI’s counterintelligence inves-
tigation of the Trump campaign 
as its supervisor. Pientka also was 
the agent who provided defensive 
briefings to the Trump and Clinton 
campaigns in August 2016.

“We learned during the course of 
our review that in August 2016, the 
supervisor of the Crossfire Hurri-
cane investigation, SSA 1 [Pientka], 
participated on behalf of the FBI 
in a strategic intelligence brief-
ing given by Office of the Director 
of National Intelligence (ODNI) 
to candidate Trump and his na-
tional security advisors, includ-
ing Michael Flynn, and in a sepa-
rate strategic intelligence briefing 
given to candidate Clinton and her 
national security advisors,” the re-
port states.

Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.), 
during congressional testimony 
given by Horowitz, noted that the 
FBI used this meeting as an op-
portunity to effectively spy on the 
Trump campaign and gather fur-
ther information—a characterization 
that Horowitz agreed with. Horow-
itz also said in his testimony he 
was concerned about this practice: 

Sen. Graham: “So when we get 
defensively briefed tomorrow, 
would it be okay for FBI agents to 
open up 302s on what we said?”

Mr. Horowitz: “We have very 
significant concerns about that.”

Horowitz noted in his report that 
Pientka was specifically selected to 
“provide the FBI briefings, in part, 
because Flynn, who was a subject 
in the ongoing Crossfire Hurricane 
investigation, would be attending 
the Trump campaign briefing.”

Just prior to this defensive brief-
ing, on Aug. 1, 2016, Strzok and Pi-
entka “traveled to the European 
city to interview the FFG [Friend-
ly Foreign Government] officials 
who met with Papadopoulos in 
May 2016.” The IG report noted 
that “during the interview they 
learned that Papadopoulos did not 
say that he had direct contact with 
the Russians.”

It also appears that Pientka was 
in charge of selecting the Con-
fidential Human Sources (CHS) 
that were used against George 
Papadopoulos, Carter Page, Paul 
Manafort, and Flynn:

“In determining how to use CHSs 
in the Crossfire Hurricane investi-
gation, SSA 1 and the case agents 
told the OIG that they focused their 
CHS operations on the predicating 
information and the four named 
subjects,” the inspector general 
report states.

The report describes “a consen-
sually recorded meeting in August 
2016 between Carter Page and an 
FBI CHS.” The IG noted that Pient-
ka and “Case Agent 1 told the OIG 
that this meeting was important 
for the investigation.” But it ap-
pears that important information 
from this meeting was left out of 
the Page FISA application.

In footnote 197, the IG noted that 
“Page’s comment about his lack of 
a relationship with Manafort was 
relevant to one of the allegations in 
the Steele reporting that was relied 
upon in the Carter Page FISA ap-
plications, but information about 
the August 2016 CHS meeting was 
not shared with the OI attorneys 
handling the FISA applications 
until June 2017.”

It also appears that Pientka had 
some concerns and advanced 
warnings regarding the media 
contacts by Christopher Steele—
who produced a dossier on Trump 
for the Clinton campaign that was 
critical in the FBI obtaining a FISA 
warrant—specifically regarding 
the Sept. 23, 2016, Yahoo News 
article by Michael Isikoff:

“SSA 1’s notes from a meeting 
on September 30 contain the fol-
lowing notation: ‘control issues—
reports acknowledged in Yahoo 
News.’ We asked SSA 1 whether 
he was concerned at the time that 
there were control issues with 
Steele. He stated that he was con-
cerned but that he was not sure that 
Steele was responsible for provid-
ing information to Yahoo News. In 
addition, he said he was focused on 
Steele’s discussions with the State 
Department about his work with 
the FBI,” the report states.

“SSA 1 stated that an important 
objective of the planned meeting 
with Steele in early October was 
to obtain ‘exclusivity’ in Steele’s 
reporting relationship, meaning 
that Steele would provide his in-
telligence related to the election 
exclusively to the FBI.”

There were further concerns 
regarding Steele’s credibility that 
were relayed to Pientka relatively 
early on that were never transmit-
ted to the FISA court. State Depart-
ment official Kathleen Kavalec met 
with Steele in October 2016 and 
was provided with some informa-
tion from Steele that she knew to 
be inaccurate. According to the IG 
report, this information was re-
layed directly to Pientka:

“The FBI liaison informed SSA 1 
and Case Agent 1 via email on No-
vember 18 that Kavalec had met 
with Steele, she had taken notes 
of their meeting, the liaison could 
obtain information from Kavalec 
about the meeting, and, according 
to Kavalec, the information from 
Steele’s reporting about a Russian 
consulate being located in Miami 
was inaccurate.”

Additionally, the Department of 
Justice’s Office of Intelligence (OI) 
questioned the Crossfire Hurricane 
team on Oct. 12, 2016—prior to the 

first FISA application on Trump 
campaign aide Page—asking the 
FBI team to “articulate why it 
deems [Steele’s] reporting to be 
credible notwithstanding [Steele] 
did the investigation based on [a] 
private citizen’s motivation to help 
[Hillary Clinton and the Demo-
cratic Party].”

Pientka appeared to personally 
vouch for Steele to the OI, respond-
ing “that: (1) the FBI has had an 
established relationship with the 
source since 2013; (2) the source 
was generating reporting well be-
fore the opening of Crossfire Hur-
ricane and the leaks concerning 
the DNC emails, and therefore this 
was not a situation where a source 
was attempting to steer an ongoing 
investigation; and (3) Steele was 
not a U.S. citizen and therefore had 
no vested interest in the outcome 
of the election.”

The IG report also noted that FBI 
emails made clear that Pientka was 
fully aware by Jan. 11, 2017, that the 
investigative firm hired by the DNC 
was the same firm that had hired 
Steele to “conduct his election-
related research,” and noted, “We 
found no evidence that this infor-
mation was shared with OI.”

Horowitz also noted that by 
“February and March 2017, it was 

The IG report also noted 
that FBI emails made 
clear that Pientka 
was fully aware by 
Jan. 11, 2017, that 
the investigative firm 
hired by the DNC was 
the same firm that had 
hired Steele

DOJ Internal Investigation Sheds 
Light on Role of Key Agent in 
Trump Probe

broadly known among FBI officials 
working on and supervising the 
investigation, and shared with se-
nior NSD and ODAG officials, that 
Simpson (who hired Steele) was 
himself hired first by a candidate 
during the Republican primaries 
and then later by someone related 
to the Democratic Party.”

As Horowitz noted in his report, 
“Nevertheless, the footnote in Re-
newal Application Nos. 1, 2, and 
3, was not revised to reflect this 
additional information.”

Pientka’s Role in Reviewing 

the Facts in FISA Application
It appears that Pientka also had 
direct involvement in the review 
of the Woods File for the Page 
FISA application and subsequent 
renewals. The inspector general 
report notes that “SSA 1, was re-
sponsible for confirming that the 
Woods File was complete and for 
double-checking the factual ac-
curacy review to confirm that the 
file contained appropriate docu-
mentation for each of the factual 
assertions in the FISA application.”

According to the report, Pi-
entka “said he found that each 
factual assertion was supported 
by documentation in the Woods 
File, and he had no concerns with 
how the Woods Procedures were 
completed.”

Pientka also told the inspector gen-
eral, however, that he didn’t person-
ally review the entire document:

“SSA 1 told us that he relied on 
Case Agent 1 to highlight each rel-
evant fact in the supporting docu-
ment in the Woods File, and that 
once he verified that each high-
lighted fact corresponded to a fac-
tual assertion in the application, 
he would move on to the next fact, 
without necessarily reviewing the 
entire document.”

The inspector general report, 
however,   identified “at least 17 
significant errors or omissions in 
the Page FISA applications, and 
many additional errors in the 
Woods Procedures. These errors 
and omissions resulted from case 
agents providing wrong or incom-
plete information to the OI (Office 
of Intelligence) and failing to flag 
important issues for discussion.”

On the original Page FISA ap-
plication, Horowitz noted seven 
specific errors:

1.	The FBI omitted information 
from the FISA application that 
detailed work that Page had 
previously done for another U.S. 
government agency.

2.	The FBI mischaracterized former 
British intelligence officer Chris-
topher Steele’s prior work for the 
Department of Justice (DOJ) in 
the FISA application.

3.	The FBI didn’t inform the FISA 
Court of certain material con-
cerns regarding a key source 
that Steele used for his dossier: 
that Person 1 was a “boaster,” 
an “egoist,” and “may engage in 
some embellishment.”

4.	The FBI used a Sept. 23, 2016, ar-
ticle by Yahoo News reporter Mi-
chael Isikoff as corroboration of 
Steele’s reporting. The FBI failed 
to inform the FISA Court that 
Steele was actually the source 
for Isikoff’s article.

5.	The FBI failed to provide the 
FISA Court with a statement by 
Trump campaign adviser Papa-
dopoulos to a confidential hu-
man source (CHS) in September 
2016—presumably FBI informant 
Stefan Halper—in which Papado-
poulos denied that anyone from 
the Trump campaign was col-
laborating with Russia.

6.	The FBI also omitted a statement 
from Page denying that he ever 
met former Trump campaign 
manager Manafort. This denial 
was important as Steele claimed 
that Page was acting as an in-
termediary to Russia on behalf 
of Manafort.

7.	Finally, the FBI “cherry-picked” 
statements made by Page to an 
FBI confidential human source 
that served to support obtain-
ing a FISA on Page, while, at the 
same time, excluding statements 
from Page that weren’t support-
ive of such an action.

All of these errors, along with 10 
more identified by the IG report 
with regard to the three renew-
als of the FISA on Page, appear to 
have had at least some direct over-
lap with Pientka’s work and his 
oversight, or lack thereof, of the 
underlying Woods Documents, 
which were supposed to back up 
the assertions made in any FISA 
application and renewals.

Pientka’s Contact 
With Bruce Ohr
Bruce Ohr, who was the highest-
ranking career official in the DOJ 
in 2016, played a crucial role in 
passing on unfounded allega-
tions against Trump from Steele 
and Fusion GPS co-founder Glenn 
Simpson to the FBI—specifically 
to Pientka—who was assigned as 
Ohr’s initial FBI “handler.” Pientka 
summarized their conversations 
in FBI FD-302 forms—which were 
obtained by Judicial Watch and 
made public in August 2019.

On Nov. 21, 2016, Ohr was intro-
duced to Pientka, the first of his 
four FBI handlers, during a meet-
ing with FBI agent Peter Strzok 
and FBI lawyer Lisa Page—both 
key players in the FBI’s investiga-
tion of the Trump campaign. The 
next day, on Nov. 22, 2016, Ohr 
met alone with Pientka and the 

sequence of 302’s stemming from 
these ongoing interviews began.

In that Nov. 22 interview, Ohr 
relayed a large amount of vital 
information to Pientka—most of 
which was never relayed by the 
FBI to the FISA Court. Notably, the 
FBI had already terminated Steele 
as a source at the start of November 
2016 because of his communica-
tions with the media.

Specifically, Ohr told Pientka 
that Simpson had been hired by 
“a lawyer who does opposition 
research.” Simpson’s firm, Fusion 
GPS, had been hired by law firm 
Perkins Coie on behalf of the Clin-
ton campaign and the Democratic 
National Committee in April 2016.

According to the inspector gen-
eral report, this information was 
already known to Pientka on Aug. 
2, 2016:

“An FBI agent from another FBI 
field office sent an email to his su-
pervisor stating that he had been 
contacted by a former CHS who 
‘was contacted recently by a col-
league who runs an investigative 
firm. The firm had been hired by 
two entities (the Democratic Na-
tional Committee as well as an-
other individual ... not name[d]) 
to explore Donald J. Trump’s 
longstanding ties to Russian enti-
ties.’ On or about August 2, 2016, 
this information was shared by a 
CD supervisor with the Section 
Chief of CD’s Counterintelligence 
Analysis Section I (Intel Sec-
tion Chief), who provided it that 
day to members of the Crossfire 
Hurricane team (then Section 
Chief Peter Strzok, SSA 1, and 
the Supervisory Intel Analyst).” 

Ohr, according to the report, also 
told Pientka of Steele’s bias against 
Trump during his first interview in 
November 2016, noting that Steele 
was “desperate that Donald Trump 
not get elected and was passion-
ate about him not being the U.S. 
President.” This strong bias on 
Steele’s part wasn’t relayed to the 
FISA court.

Ohr told Pientka that he knew 
“[redacted] reporting on Trump’s 
ties to Russia were going to the 
Clinton Campaign, Jon Winer at 
the U.S. State Department and the 
FBI.” Ohr also told Pientka that 
“Simpson and others were talking 
to Victoria Nuland at the U.S. State 
Department,” and that “Simpson 
was passing [redacted] informa-
tion to many individuals or enti-
ties and at times [redacted] would 
attend meetings with Simpson.”

Ohr also told Pientka about a 
meeting between Steele and Ya-
hoo News reporter Isikoff, which 
resulted in a Sept. 23, 2016, article 
on Page, “U.S. Intel Officials Probe 
Ties Between Trump Adviser and 
Kremlin.”

“Simpson and [redacted] could 
have met with Yahoo or Michael 
Isikoff jointly, but OHR does not 
know if they did. OHR provided 
copies of notes he took after the 
meeting with [redacted] which are 
enclosed as attachments,” accord-
ing to the FBI’s 302 documents.

The redacted name is almost 
without doubt a reference to Steele.

Isikoff’s article would be used 
by the FBI in the Page FISA ap-
plication. The FBI told the FISA 
court in its application that the 
FBI “does not believe that Source 
#1,” later identified as Steele, “di-
rectly provided this information to 
the identified news organization 
that published the September 23rd 
News Article.”

Notably, the FBI would cite 
Isikoff’s article, along with the in-
accurate disclaimer, in each of the 
three subsequent FISA renewals, 
despite knowing since at least Nov. 
22, 2016, via Pientka’s communi-

cations with Ohr, that Steele had 
been the source for Isikoff’s piece.

Around two weeks later, during 
a Dec. 5, 2016, FBI interview, Ohr 
told Pientka that his wife, Nellie 
Ohr, had worked for Fusion GPS 
from October 2015 to September 
2016 and during a Dec. 20 inter-
view, he provided the FBI with a 
thumb drive containing “the to-
tality of the work Nellie Ohr con-
ducted for Simpson.” Additionally, 
Bruce Ohr provided the FBI with 
a dossier on former Trump cam-
paign chairman Manafort titled, 
“Manafort Chronology” that had 
been compiled by Nellie Ohr.

Five days later, during a meet-
ing on Dec. 10, 2016, Ohr met with 
Simpson, who gave him a memory 
stick that Ohr believed contained 
the Steele dossier. Ohr then passed 
the memory stick to Pientka two 
days later.

Ohr repeatedly stated in congres-
sional testimony that he never vet-
ted any of the information provided 
by either Steele or Simpson. He 
simply turned it over or relayed it to 
the FBI—usually to Pientka. What 
Ohr didn’t know was that Pientka 
was transmitting all the informa-
tion directly to FBI Agent Strzok.

Rep. Mark Meadows: “Was Joe 
Pientka your go-between in De-
cember when you got additional 
information from either Christo-
pher Steele or Glenn Simpson in 
getting it to the FBI?”

Bruce Ohr: “Joe Pientka, I be-
lieve, was my contact at that time, 
yeah.”

Rep. Meadows: “You have a 
meeting, You get information. You 
immediately go to Joe Pientka, 
who immediately goes to Peter 
Strzok. Are you aware of that?”

Mr. Ohr: “No.”

Horowitz, in his testimony be-
fore Congress, seemed genuinely 
surprised at Ohr’s role and the 
FBI’s ongoing use of him as a con-
duit to Steele. This was made ap-
parent during questioning that 
took place during Horowitz’s Dec. 
11, 2019, testimony with Sen. Ben 
Sasse (R-Neb.):

Mr. Horowitz: “So at the time 
of these events he [Ohr] was an 
associate deputy attorney general 
and the head of the Organized 
Crime Drug Enforcement Task 
Force working out of the Deputy 
Attorney General’s office [Sally 
Yates].”

Sen. Sasse:  “The Organized 
Crime and Drug Enforcement 
Task Force? And that’s connect-
ed to election interference by the 
Russians how?”

Mr. Horowitz: “It is not.”

Sen. Sasse: “What the hell’s he 
doing here?”

Mr. Horowitz: “That was pre-
cisely the concern which we lay 
out here. He had no role in any of 
the election interference matters.”

The FBI’s Flynn Interview
On Jan. 24, 2017, Lt. Gen. Michael 
Flynn, then-national security ad-
viser to President Donald Trump, 
was interviewed by both Strzok 
and Pientka about two conversa-
tions that Flynn had with Russian 
Ambassador Sergei Kislyak in De-
cember 2016.

According to court documents 
from the Flynn case, Deputy FBI 
Director Andrew McCabe and oth-
er FBI officials “decided the agents 
would not warn Flynn that it was 
a crime to lie during an FBI inter-

view because they wanted Flynn 
to be relaxed.” It was during this 
interview that Flynn reportedly 
lied to the FBI.

Details about Flynn’s phone con-
versation with Kislyak were leaked 
to the media on Jan. 12, 2017. Flynn 
ultimately pleaded guilty to one 
count of lying to the FBI regarding 
the conversations with Kislyak. It 
remains unknown to this day who 
leaked Flynn’s classified call—a 
felony violation.

Notably, The Washington Post 
reported on Jan. 23, 2017, that the 
FBI found no evidence of wrongdo-
ing in Flynn’s actual call with the 
Russian ambassador.

While the inspector general re-
port doesn’t discuss the case of 
Flynn in great detail, it details 
Pientka’s involvement with the 
defensive briefings made to the 
Trump campaign in August 2016. 
Horowitz noted in his report that 
“we found that SSA 1 [Pientka] 
was selected to provide the FBI 
briefings, in part, because Flynn, 
who was a subject in the ongoing 
Crossfire Hurricane investigation, 
would be attending the Trump 
campaign briefing.”

When asked about this, Pi-
entka told the IG that “one of 
the reasons for his selection was 
that ODNI [Office of the Director 
of National Intelligence, at the 
time headed by DNI James Clap-
per] had informed the FBI that 
one of the two Trump campaign 
advisors attending the August 
17 briefing would be Flynn. He 
further stated that the briefing 
provided him ‘the opportunity 
to gain assessment and possibly 
have some level of familiarity 
with [Flynn]. So, should we get 
to the point where we need to do a 
subject interview ... I would have 
that to fall back on.’”

When the IG asked Pientka to 
elaborate on the use of the term 
“assessment,” Pientka told the IG:

“[Flynn’s] overall mannerisms. 
That overall mannerisms and 
then also if there was anything 
specific to Russia, or anything 
specific to our investigation that 
was mentioned by him, or quite 
frankly we had an ... investiga-
tion, right. And any of the other 
two individuals in the room, if 
they, any kind of admission, or 
overhear, whatever it was, I was 
there to record that.”

According to the IG report, Pient-
ka was “the only FBI representa-
tive at the ODNI briefing on August 
17, 2016, which was attended by 
Trump, Flynn, and another Trump 
campaign advisor.”

According to the IG’s report, Pi-
entka drafted an Electronic Com-
munication documenting his par-
ticipation in the defensive briefing 
to the Trump campaign and added 
it to the Crossfire Hurricane inves-
tigative file.

“SSA 1 told us that he docu-
mented those instances where 
he was engaged by the attendees, 
as well as anything related to the 
FBI or pertinent to the Crossfire 
Hurricane investigation, such 
as comments about the Russian 
Federation. SSA 1 said that he also 
documented information that may 
not have been relevant at the time 
he recorded it, but might prove rel-
evant in the future,” the inspector 
general report states.

Interestingly, Pientka told 
Horowitz that “he did not me-
morialize in writing the briefing 
he participated in of candidate 
Clinton and her national security 
advisors because the attendees 
did not include a subject of an 
FBI investigation, and because 
there was nothing from the other 
briefings that was of investiga-
tive value to the Crossfire Hur-
ricane team.”

The FBI building in Washington 
on Jan. 28, 2019.  

(Left) Christopher Steele, 
former British intelligence 
officer, in London on March 7, 
2017.  

(Right) Department of Justice 
Inspector General Michael 
Horowitz testifies in front of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee in 
Washington on Dec. 11, 2019. 

(Left) FBI Deputy Assistant 
Director Peter Strzok testifies 
at the Capitol on July 12, 
2018. 

(Right) Global Natural Gas 
Ventures founder Carter Page 
participates in a discussion 
hosted by Judicial Watch on 
Capitol Hill on May 29, 2019. 
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Mark Tapscott

Seventy-three percent of re-
spondents just before Christmas 
said they think it’s “unlikely” 
or “not at all likely” that two-
thirds of the Senate will vote to 
convict President Donald Trump 
on either of the two impeach-
ment charges approved by House 
Democrats.

“Three-out-of-four voters (73 
percent) say Trump is unlikely 
to be forced out of the presi-
dency, with 47 percent who feel 
it’s ‘not at all likely,’” according 
to Rasmussen Reports, which 
interviewed 1,000 likely voters 
on Dec. 22 and 23.

The margin of error is plus or 
minus 3 percentage points, with 
a 95 percent confidence level. 
Surveys of likely voters are typi-
cally considered more accurate 
than polls based on registered 
voters or adults.

“Sixty percent of Democrats 
see Trump’s removal from office 
as unlikely, although that com-
pares to 81 percent of Repub-
licans and 78 percent of voters 
not affiliated with either major 
political party,” Rasmussen said.

Even among voters who 
strongly disapprove of Trump’s 
job performance since he upset 
former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton in the 2016 presidential 
election, only 28 percent expect 
him to be removed from office by 
the Senate.

Party loyalty among con-
gressional Republicans is seen 
among most Democrats (69 
percent) as the biggest obstacle 
to that outcome, according to 
Rasmussen. But an almost iden-
tical 67 percent of Republicans 
told Rasmussen that “the bigger 
roadblock is a lack of convincing 
evidence” supporting the House 
case for impeachment.

Younger voters are significantly 
more likely to expect a Trump 
conviction, with slightly less 
than half of blacks, 47 percent, 
seeing that outcome as likely, 
according to Rasmussen. Only 17 
percent of whites and 33 percent 
of other minorities think the 
president’s removal is likely.

Overall, support for the House 
impeachment votes in the survey 
was 48 percent, compared to 46 
percent who opposed the votes.

In a related Rasmussen survey 
of 1,000 likely voters conducted 
Dec. 18 and 19, Trump appeared 

to be winning the public debate 
about the legitimacy of the House 
Democrats’ impeachment drive.

Fifty-one percent of the re-
spondents agreed with the state-
ment that “this impeachment 
represents an unprecedented 
and unconstitutional abuse of 
power by Democrat lawmakers 
unequaled in nearly two-and-
a-half centuries of American 
legislative history.”

Forty percent of the respon-
dents disagreed with the state-
ment, which was taken from 
Trump’s Dec. 17 letter to Speak-
er of the House Nancy Pelosi 
(D-Calif.).

A slightly smaller percentage of 
respondents, 48 percent, agreed 
with the statement that “our 
democracy is what is at stake 
... the President has engaged 
in abuse of power, undermin-
ing our national security and 
jeopardizing the integrity of our 
elections.” Forty-six percent of 
the respondents disagreed with 
the statement, which was taken 
from a Pelosi news conference.

Rasmussen didn’t tell respon-
dents that Trump and Pelosi 
were the sources for the quotes.

Jim Manley, former communi-
cations director for then-Senate 
Majority Leader Harry Reid 
(D-Nev.), told The Epoch Times 
on Dec. 30 that “the fact there 
are doubts out there will have no 
impact on the Senate.”

Americans for Limited Govern-

ment President Richard Man-
ning told The Epoch Times that 
the Rasmussen survey “confirms 
what most people know anec-
dotally about impeachment, it is 
highly partisan and both sides 
believe the other is wearing po-
litical blinders.”

The most surprising result in 
the survey is the “astonishing 
revelation” that “27 percent of 
the American public believes 
that President Trump is likely to 
be convicted,” Manning said.

He said the 27 percent is “likely 

their most ardent presidential 
caucus and primary voters, 
which explains why their con-
tenders continue to lurch to the 
left, abandoning any pretense 
of caring about the former base 
of their party, the blue-collar 
worker.”

Trump has a 46 percent ap-
proval rating in Rasmussen’s lat-
est daily tracking poll, compared 
to 53 percent disapproval.

Contact Mark Tapscott at Mark.
Tapscott@epochtimes.nyc.

Emel Akan

WASHINGTON—U.S. lawmakers are in-
creasingly concerned about China’s new 
cybersecurity rules that put U.S. companies 
at risk of losing sensitive data.

In October 2019, China passed a law that 
took effect on Jan. 1 to regulate cryptography 
in the country. The new legislation is the 
latest in a series of cybersecurity measures 
that Beijing has been rolling out in recent 
years to control data and communications 
within the country.

The new rules are potentially alarming, 
as foreign companies operating in China 
won’t be able to keep their data secret from 
the Chinese communist regime.

Sen. Rick Scott (R-Fla.) who is closely 
watching recent moves by Beijing, urged U.S. 
companies to stop working with the regime.

The new law is the latest instrument the 
Chinese regime is using “to steal U.S. tech-
nology, intellectual property, and personal 
data,” Scott’s office told The Epoch Times 
in an email.

“Senator Scott has been clear that Ameri-
can businesses, hospitals, and universities 
must be vigilant and proactive when it 
comes to the threat of Communist China, 
and should stop doing business with the 
regime.”

Companies use encryption technology to 
protect the confidentiality of information 
transmitted and stored on networks. No 
foreign company, however, will be able to 
encrypt its data or communication if China 
enforces the new rules.

Scott, who’s an outspoken critic of the Bei-
jing regime, earlier warned that Communist 
China’s goal is “to control the entire world.”

“I think all of us have to understand if we 
give data to China, they can use it against 
us,” he told CNBC on Nov. 18, 2019.

“We have to be absolutely clear we are 
not going to do business with China and 
let them have our information,” he said, 
calling for a wider decoupling— loosening 
of trade and economic ties—of the United 
States and China.

According to author and China expert 
Gordon Chang, Beijing’s goal is to control 
all communications, data, and other infor-
mation stored in electronic form that belong 
to foreign companies.

No information would be kept secret if 
China enforces the new rules, he said, as 
the companies would have to turn over en-
cryption keys and might be prohibited from 
using virtual private networks (VPNs) to 

circumvent the rules.
In addition, the Chinese regime may freely 

share the trade secrets of those foreign com-
panies with China’s state-controlled enter-
prises, he warned.

Chang believes that a bill introduced by 
Sen. Josh Hawley (R-Mo.) will help counter 
the new threat.

If Hawley’s bill becomes law, he said, it 
would mean that U.S. companies would ef-
fectively have to leave China.

In November 2019, the Missouri Republi-
can introduced the measure, the National 
Security and Data Protection Act of 2019, 

which prevents U.S. firms from transferring 
user data or encryption keys to China. The 
proposed bill also prohibits U.S. companies 
from storing data in China.

Others who have signed on to the bill are 
Sens. Marco Rubio (R-Fla.) and Tom Cotton 
(R-Ark.).

“Current law makes it far too easy for hos-
tile foreign governments like China to access 
Americans’ sensitive data,” Hawley said in 
a statement. “Chinese companies with vast 
amounts of personal data on Americans are 
required by Chinese law to provide that data 
to Chinese intelligence services.”

Hawley raised concerns about Beijing’s 
potential influence because of the popular 
Chinese-owned TikTok social media plat-
form that allows users to share videos, and 
Apple’s decision regarding iCloud encryp-
tion keys in China, calling them national 
security threats.

To comply with new Chinese laws, Apple 
announced in 2018 that it would transfer 
management of its Chinese iCloud data 

to a local state-owned firm in China. The 
tech company also stated it would store 
iCloud encryption keys for Chinese us-
ers within China, raising concerns about 
government access.

“Chinese law allows the Communist Par-
ty to seize data from American companies 
operating in China whenever it wants, for 
whatever reason it wants,” Hawley stated. 
“This legislation takes crucial steps to stop 
Americans’ sensitive data from falling into 
the hands of hostile foreign governments.”

Beijing has been implementing policies 
to govern data, including data localization, 
which forces both foreign and Chinese en-
tities to store their data locally. The latest 
encryption law now governs how the data 
can be accessed by the regime.

U.S. firms don’t know exactly how these 
laws will be implemented and enforced. If 
the rules are enforced to the maximum ex-
tent, it will have significant repercussions 
for companies operating in China, experts 
warned.

Korea have conducted drills simulat-
ing the infiltration of an enemy facility 
amid tensions with North Korea over 
its unilaterally set year-end deadline.

Both Republican and Democratic 
administrations have attempted to 
deal with North Korea without success 
over the years, O’Brien said, adding 
that the current leadership is taking 
a new approach.

“President [Donald] Trump took a 
different tack, with personal diplo-
macy. And, so far, we have had some 
success,” he said. “Kim Jong-un prom-
ised to denuclearize the Korean Pen-
insula. We want to hold him to that 
commitment.”

“But, if he doesn’t, we have other 
tools in the toolkit, as the United 
States, and we will use those as 
necessary.”

Weeks ago, Stephen Biegun, the U.S. 
special envoy for North Korea, said 
the United States won’t accept Pyong-
yang’s unilateral deadline, as the com-
munist regime has sought concessions 
in nuclear talks. Biegun said Washing-
ton is open to talks on denucleariza-
tion and urged Pyongyang to return 
to the negotiating table.

Nuclear talks between the United 

States and North Korea have been 
stalled since a February summit ended 
with no agreement reached. Kim and 
Trump have met three times since 
June 2018.

The current administration isn’t giv-
ing North Korea the concessions it de-
mands, Peter Huessy, a senior defense 
consultant and director of strategic 
deterrent studies at the Mitchell In-
stitute for Aerospace Studies, told The 
Epoch Times previously.

“The North is playing the game of, 
‘Let’s see if we can beat up the United 
States and get concessions,’ because 
that is what they do,” he said. “They 
are like a bully or kind of a criminal 
gang that extorts people.  We [the 
United States] are just not playing the 
extortion game anymore.”

Last week, Trump dismissed North 
Korea’s Christmas gift threat, saying 
that the United States will “deal with 
it very successfully.”

Meanwhile, several satellite im-
ages taken on Dec. 19 by Planet Labs 
show the completion of a new struc-
ture at the March 16 Factory near 
Pyongyang, where North Korea is be-
lieved to be developing and manufac-
turing vehicles used as mobile launch-

ers for long-range ballistic missiles.
O’Brien said Trump has laid out a 

path for North Korea if it gives up its 
nuclear program, in that “they can 
have an extraordinarily bright future 
with a great economy.” He also said 
the United States can inflict “a lot of 
pressure” on Pyongyang.

“There’s a real opportunity for North 
Korea,” he said. “Now, whether they 
take that opportunity or not, we’ll 
have to see. And if they don’t take it, 
the United States is still the leading 
military power in the world.”

China and Russia recently proposed 
that the  U.N. Security Council lift 
some of its sanctions on North Korea, 
in what the countries said was an 
attempt to break the current dead-
lock. But it remains unclear whether 
Beijing can convince Seoul and To-
kyo to break ranks with Washington, 
which has made its opposition against 
lifting such sanctions clear and can 
veto any resolution.

There are some “channels of commu-
nication” between Washington and 
Pyongyang “that are open,” O’Brien 
said, but he didn’t elaborate.

“[Kim] has two paths in front of him; 
he’s got a glorious path for the people 
of North Korea where they could be-
come like South Korea and be a very 
prosperous, very wealthy country, or 
there’s another path that takes them 
down the road of sanctions and isola-
tion and being a pariah state,” he said.

US Will ‘Take Action’ if North Korea Tests 
Missiles, Official Says

We will reserve judgment, but 
the United States will take 
action, as we do in these 
situations. 
Robert O’Brien, White House national 
security adviser 

Three-out-of-four voters 
(73 percent) say Trump 
is unlikely to be forced out 
of the presidency, with 47 
percent who feel it’s ‘not at 
all likely.    
Rasmussen Reports 

Chinese law allows the Communist 
Party to seize data from American 
companies operating in China 
whenever it wants.
Sen. Josh Hawley (R-Mo.) 

Most Likely Voters Say Senate Won’t Convict 
Trump on Impeachment Charges

US Senators Raise Alarm About 
China’s New Encryption Law

Bowen Xiao

A White House official has said that 
Washington will “take action” if 
Pyongyang tests a long-range or nu-
clear missile, adding that the United 
States would be “extraordinarily dis-
appointed” if that took place.

The United States has “a lot of tools” 
in its toolkit to deal with North Ko-
rea, White House national security 
adviser Robert O’Brien said in a Dec. 
29 interview with ABC News. Wash-
ington is concerned over Pyongyang’s 
recent threats of a “Christmas gift,” he 
said, noting that they’re still monitor-
ing the situation closely.

“We will reserve judgment, but the 
United States will take action, as we 
do in these situations,” O’Brien said. 
“If Kim Jong-un takes that approach, 
we will be extraordinarily disap-
pointed, and we will demonstrate that 
disappointment.”

In early December, North Korean 
leader Kim Jong-un threatened the 
United States with a possible “Christ-
mas gift,” saying that the Trump ad-
ministration was running out of time 
to salvage nuclear negotiations. Re-
cently, the United States and South 

If Kim Jong 
Un takes that 
approach, 
we will be 
extraordinarily 
disappointed 
and we will 
demonstrate 
that 
disappointment. 
 
Robert O’Brien, White 
House national 
security adviser 

cred

North Korean soldiers (top) look toward the South as a South Korean soldier (bottom) stands guard at the truce village of Panmunjom inside the 
Demilitarized Zone separating the two Koreas on Aug. 28, 2019. 

KIM HONG-JI/AFP via Getty Images

SAUL LOEB/AFP via Getty Images

National security adviser 
Robert O’Brien at the White 
House on Oct. 23, 2019. U.S. Senator Josh Hawley (R-Mo.) in Washington on Dec. 11, 2019.   
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President Donald Trump walks on the South Lawn to board Marine One at 
the White House on Dec. 18, 2019.

Charlotte Cuthbertson/The Epoch Times



Week 1, 2020 Week 1, 20206  |  OUR NATION OUR NATION   |  7

yahu on Dec. 30 condemning the recent 
displays of anti-Semitism.

Shaked, via text message, said “we 
must combat all forms of anti-Semitism, 
whether from the far-right, far-left, or 
radical Islamists,” adding that it is incon-
ceivable these kinds of attacks are still 
taking place today and are increasing 
around the world.

She called on all governments and mu-
nicipalities to adopt the International Ho-
locaust Remembrance Alliance definition 
of anti-Semitism, “as President Donald 
Trump did through his recent Executive 
Order.”

Adopting the definition would “provide 
physical security to Jewish communities, 
and ... swiftly prosecute all anti-Jewish 
hate crimes to the full extent of the law,” 
Shaked said.

The State of Israel, she added, “will 
always stand with Jewish communities 
and democratic governments around the 
world in the fight against anti-Semitic 
hate.”

Cuomo, meanwhile, called the Mon-
sey rampage “an act of domestic ter-
rorism that sought to incite hate and 
generate fear.”

A ‘Different Kind of Ferocity’
Jewish leaders said they haven’t seen 
such levels of violent anti-Semitic acts 
before, and in such quick succession. The 
president’s daughter, Ivanka Trump, who 
is Jewish,wrote on Twitter, “Attacks on 
Jewish New Yorkers were reported almost 
every single day this past week.”

In prior cases of hate crimes, individu-
als often copy the behavior of others, but 
there are more complicated and “perva-
sive underlying causes” that need to be 
examined, Fagin said.

“Why these attacks? Why now? And 
why with a fundamentally different kind 
of ferocity than we have seen previously,” 
he said. “It’s one thing to scrawl a swas-
tika on a sidewalk ... another to walk into 
a place of worship and kill people.”

“This is something that is so fundamen-
tally alien to the American experience 
that I think everyone is trying to under-

stand—where does this come from?”
Over the past few years, hate crime 

incidents overall have steadily increased, 
according to data from the FBI.

In 2015, 5,850 hate crime incidents were 
reported to law enforcement agencies. In 
2016, the number increased to 6,121, and 
in 2017—the bureau’s latest data report—
there were a recorded 7,175 hate crime 
incidents.

Rabbi Joseph Potasnik, executive 
vice president at the New York Board of 
Rabbis, told The Epoch Times there is a 
general lack of civility and lack of respect 
for people deemed different, calling it a 
“disease has spread into too many places 
and too many people.”

“There is intolerance for difference, and 
unfortunately, the Jews have been on 
the front lines of these attacks through-
out history,” Potasnik said in a previous 
interview. “We are often depicted as being 
on the other side, we walk on a different 
path than everybody else, and because of 
that, we are subjected to this hatred that 
doesn’t go away.”

Combating Hate
In wake of the string of attacks, four 
Orthodox Jewish lawmakers signed on 
Dec. 29, 2019, a joint letter to Cuomo, 
urging the governor to declare a state of 
emergency and to “deploy the New York 
State Police and the New York National 
Guard to visibly patrol and protect Or-
thodox Jewish neighborhoods through-
out our state.”

In the letter, the lawmakers wrote that 
anti-Semitic hate crimes have risen to 
“frighteningly high numbers” in the past 
few months and that Orthodox Jews have 
been targeted “with a rash of violence 
unseen in modern history.”

They also asked Cuomo to appoint a 
“special prosecutor for purposes of inves-
tigating and prosecuting perpetrators of 
anti-Semitic violence.” Lawmakers said 
that the prosecutor should “immediately 
assume control of cases already under the 
jurisdiction of local district attorneys.”

“Simply stated, it is no longer safe to 
be identifiably Orthodox in the State of 
New York. We cannot shop, walk down a 
street, send our children to school, or even 
worship in peace,” they wrote. The letter 
was signed by New York state Sen. Simcha 
Felder, New York state Assemblyman Sim-
cha Eichenstein, New York City Council-
man Chaim Deutsch, and New York City 
Councilman Kalman Yeger.

According to Fagin, part of the solution 
to ending the attacks is more police pro-
tection and stronger laws that make hate 
crimes the “first priority in how they’re 

dealt with and how they are prosecuted, 
as well as the punishments given to 
perpetrators.”

Potasnik, meanwhile, cast some of the 
blame on new bail reform laws passed in 
April 2019, noting that some of the per-
petrators in the recent spate of attacks 
have been quickly released without bail. 
The legislation was estimated to cause at 
least a “40 percent reduction overall in the 
state’s pretrial jail population,” accord-
ing to the Vera Institute of Justice.

“I don’t think that was the purpose of 
the legislation,” Potasnik said, referring to 
the quick catch and release of the  
perpetrators.

While there is a role for the government 
to play in increasing security and protec-
tion, Fagin said the Jewish community 
also has an obligation to do “everything 
possible to protect ourselves.”

That includes, for example, making sure 
their institutions have the physical sur-
roundings and equipment necessary to 
secure physical premises. Those attending 
services should also have training in how 
to deal with emergency situations, includ-
ing training on active-shooter situations, 
he said.

“This is the responsibility of not just the 
government, but the responsibility of our 
communities as well.”

Bowen Xiao

N
EW YORK—The spate of anti-
Semitic acts carried out over 
the past few months across 
the New York metropolitan 
area is unprecedented, Jew-

ish leaders say, with one calling the vio-
lent nature of the incidents “fundamen-
tally alien to the American experience.”

In interviews with The Epoch Times, 
Jewish leaders shared what they believe 
the attacks have stemmed from, and 
why they are occurring. They noted the 
increasing degree of polarization within 
our society and spoke about strengthen-
ing hate crime laws to deter targeted acts, 
as well as community and government 
responsibility to ensure safety.

A former Israeli justice minister says 
that she’s “deeply concerned” over the 
“rise in anti-Semitic attacks in New York 
and around the world.”

“All people of conscience must be out-
raged by the fact that 75 years after the 
Holocaust, Jews are once again being tar-
geted at prayer and in the streets,” former 
Israeli Justice Minister Ayelet Shaked told 
The Epoch Times.

Meanwhile, lawmakers are urging 
New York’s governor to declare a state of 
emergency over the string of anti-Semitic 
crimes and to deploy the National Guard 
to patrol Orthodox Jewish neighborhoods.

On Dec. 30, a man was charged with 
federal hate crimes for stabbing five 
people who were celebrating Hanukkah 
at a rabbi’s home north of New York City, 
in the Orthodox Jewish community of 
Monsey in Rockland County, New York. 
Authorities said they found handwritten 
journals containing anti-Semitic refer-
ences in the home of the suspect, who was 
identified as 37-year-old Grafton Thomas.

Thomas, who has pleaded not guilty to 
five state charges of attempted murder 
and one count of burglary, is facing five 
counts of obstructing the free exercise of 
religious beliefs by attempting to kill with 
a dangerous weapon and causing injuries. 
He was arrested in New York City within 
hours of the attack.

The rampage, carried out with a ma-
chete, was just the latest in a flurry of 
attacks in the New York area. Earlier in 
December, a shooting at a kosher  
supermarket in New Jersey left two 
Hasidic Jews dead, and in a separate in-
cident in November, a man was stabbed 
while walking to a synagogue in the 
Monsey area.

“In my own recollection, I cannot re-
call a time in America where we’ve seen 
as many acts of violent anti-Semitism 
that we have seen,” Allen Fagin, execu-
tive vice president and chief profession-
al officer of the Orthodox Union (OU), 

told The Epoch Times.
OU, one of the largest Orthodox Jew-

ish organizations in the nation, is head-
quartered in New York. Roughly a third 
of the population of New York’s Rock-
land County is Jewish, including a large 
enclave of Orthodox Jews who live in 
secluded communities.

“There’s been anti-Semitism for thou-
sands of years and that is almost a perma-
nent condition of the Jewish people,” Fa-

gin said. “But what we’ve seen in the last 
period of months is an increase in violent 
criminal activity.”

Fagin added that there is something that 
has “loosened those bonds of constraint.”

According to New York Gov. Andrew 
Cuomo, there have been 13 anti-Semitic 
attacks in New York since Dec. 8, 2019.

On Dec. 27, the New York City Police De-
partment said it would step up patrols in 
heavily Jewish neighborhoods in the bor-
ough of Brooklyn, following at least eight 
anti-Semitic incidents in two weeks. In 
an official statement, Cuomo also said 
that he’s directing state police to “increase 
patrols and security in Orthodox Jewish 
neighborhoods across New York State.”

Targets, Again
The shocking nature and the sheer 
number of anti-Semitic attacks has also 
caught the attention of top Israeli officials, 
with Prime Minister Benjamin Netan-

their minds within the 48-hour 
window, “we provide mid-abor-
tion rescue,” Hill said. Since 2017, 
they’ve helped deliver 17 healthy 
babies from 15 mothers through 
the rescue process, she said.

Hill said that they serve their 
patients in a non-coercive way. 
“We’re not here to give them our 
opinions. We’re just here to ask 
very good questions to our patients 
so that they can take this safe space 
and time to think about this deci-
sion. They’re making a life-altering 
decision.”

She said that RealOptions ad-
vocates help their patients ex-
plore their moral code and their 
spiritual backgrounds. “Are they 
Buddhists? Are they atheists? Are 
they Christians? Are they Catho-
lics? Are they Hindu? How is this 
decision going to affect their moral 
codes, maybe not tomorrow, but 
five years from now?” Hill said.

While most pregnant women 
visiting RealOptions have abor-
tion on their minds, Hill said that 
90 percent of their patients have 
chosen life for their children. “We 
want to be the safety net of the life-
affirming health care for women 
so that they can get full informa-
tion and hopefully make decisions 
that they can live with.”

Nathan Su

A small reproductive 
health organization in 
the Bay Area is providing 
alternatives to abortion 

near some Planned Parenthood 
locations.

RealOptions Obria Medical 
Clinics has a mission “to help you 
understand all of your options so 
that you can make an informed 
decision.”

They have two facilities in San 
Jose, both located within 500 feet 
from the nearest Planned Parent-
hood. An additional RealOptions is 
located in Union City only 15 min-
utes from the Hayward Planned 
Parenthood.

While both RealOptions and 
Planned Parenthood offer repro-
ductive health care, they have 
radically different missions and 
services. PlannedParenthood.org 
prominently displays an “Abortion 
Care Finder,” and RealOptions.net 
shows multiple services, includ-
ing preventive reproductive health 
care, STD (sexually transmitted 
diseases) testing and treatment, 
pregnancy testing, ultrasound im-
aging, prenatal care, and abortion 
pill reversal.

“Women deserve the truth and 
full information,” said RealOp-
tions CEO Valerie Hill during an 
Epoch Times interview at her fa-
cility in the central San Jose area. 
The facility is only three doors 
away from the nearby Planned 
Parenthood.

“Women who don’t have their 
insurance yet can come. We keep 
them in our clinic through the sec-

ond trimester and we offer them 
prenatal care,” said Hill when de-
scribing their low-cost to no-cost 
model of service.

For women without health in-
surance, most services from Re-
alOptions are free, while a mini-
mal fee of $30 will be charged for 
lab tests.

“We want them [pregnant wom-
en] to feel support and caring to 
make them strong to choose hope,” 
Hill said.

In its December newsletter, 
RealOptions stated that its three 
clinics in the Bay Area “rescued 
and saved over 6,200 people from 
the danger or harm of unknown 
or silent sexually transmitted 
diseases, and we preserved over 
1,600 parents and over 800 pre-
born children from abortion” in 
this past year.

The newsletter also stated, “Since 

2011 when we started our patient 
outreach marketing and strategi-
cally relocated our medical clinics 
near Planned Parenthood clinics, 
we have saved 12,550 parents and 
6,275 children from abortion.”

Hill said that women going to 
Planned Parenthood often have 
second thoughts, and placing Re-
alOptions clinics near Planned 
Parenthood clinics can provide 
pregnant women easy access to 
their services.

A video put online by RealOp-
tions presents the personal story 
of Toma, a woman who received 
service from the organization.

Toma grew up in an American 
family that adopted her from 
Russia. She was a flight atten-
dant before she found out she was 
seven-months pregnant through a 
casual relationship. Being single, 
she didn’t feel she had the neces-

sary means to raise her daughter 
and was afraid of being put in the 
situation of receiving welfare.

Through the adoption support 
service offered by RealOptions, 
Toma was able to choose an adop-
tive family for her daughter.

She’s been able to visit her daugh-
ter after the adoption. “Every time 
I see her, there’s not a second that 
goes by where I’m regretting it. 
She’s a happy baby. She’s loved by 
everyone, and by me. It’s one of the 
best situations that I could have 
found for my daughter,” Toma said 
in the video.

When asked why RealOptions 
provides STD tests, Hill said that 
some STDs such as gonorrhea and 
chlamydia are silent. If women re-
ceive abortions without knowing 
they’re being affected, they may 
become vulnerable to secondary 
infections such as pelvic inflam-
matory disease.

In a storage room of the Re-
alOptions facility, Hill showed 
The Epoch Times shelves of stored 
supplies used to help new moms. 
Things ready to be distributed 
included diapers, wipes, baby 
clothes, and toys.

Hill said they conduct donation 

drives in churches and receive fi-
nancial help and materials donat-
ed by people who support the mis-
sion of her organization. She also 
said that doctors at her facilities all 
work there out of compassion, and 
nurses only get half of what they 
would get from standard hospitals 
such as Kaiser or other health care 
facilities.

RealOptions was established 
in 1981. Hill started working as 
a part-time volunteer for the or-
ganization in 1989 and became 
a full-time executive director in 
2007. This year marks her 30-year 
anniversary dedicated to serving 
her beloved organization.

Many advocates working at Re-
alOptions are just like Hill.

Donna Hecke is the vice presi-
dent of Community Outreach 
and Business Development. She 
learned of RealOptions 20 years 
ago from her church. Hecke was an 
adopted child. Her mom was preg-
nant when she was 15 and was in 
no situation to raise Hecke, and she 
was raised by an adoptive family.

Hecke shared with The Epoch 
Times why she originally got in-
volved with RealOptions. “What a 
great opportunity to honor women 
like my mom to help them [preg-
nant women] through their dif-
ficult times, and to honor my par-
ents who adopted me.”

One unique service provided by 
RealOptions is called the abortion 
pill reversal. Hill said that women 
who take pills for abortion do it 
through a two-step process. There 
are 48 hours between taking the 
first pill and the second pill for 
the process. If women change 

We want them [pregnant 
women] to feel support and 
caring to make them strong 
to choose hope.  
Valerie Hill, CEO, RealOptions Obria 
Medical Clinics

Women deserve the truth 
and full information.
Valerie Hill, CEO, RealOptions Obria 
Medical Clinics

There’s been anti-Semitism for thou-
sands of years and that is almost a per-
manent condition of the Jewish people.
Allen Fagin, executive vice president and chief 
professional officer, Orthodox Union

All people of conscience must be 
outraged by the fact that ... Jews are 
once again being targeted at prayer 
and in the streets.
 Ayelet Shaked, former Israeli justice minister

Organization Provides Pregnant Women   Alternative to Planned Parenthood

Jewish Leaders Raise Alarm Over 
Growing Trend of Anti-Semitic Attacks
With over 13 anti-Semitic 
attacks in New York state 
in December, leaders call 
for drastic measures to 
address the threat

Expecting mothers wait at a birth clinic in Carolina, Puerto Rico, on Sept. 2, 2016.   

Angel Valentin/Getty Images Nathan Su/The Epoch Times

Valerie Hill standing in front of baby supplies at San Jose RealOptions office.

Jewish people try to reach the area where five people were stabbed at a Hasidic rabbi’s home in 
Monsey, N.Y., on Dec. 29, 2019. 

Suspect Thomas Grafton, 37, leaves the Ramapo Town Hall in Airmont, N.Y., on Dec. 29, 2019. 

Orthodox Jewish men carry Moshe Deutsch’s casket following his funeral in New York on Dec. 11, 
2019. Deutsch was killed the day before inside a kosher food market in Jersey City, N.J. 
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Bowen Xiao

NEW YORK—Hundreds of 
local counties, cities, and 
towns across America 
are declaring themselves 

“Second Amendment sanctuaries” 
or “constitutional counties” as part 
of an ever-expanding movement 
over the past few years that has 
surprised even those who enacted 
the sanctuary resolutions in the 
first place.

Local officials in these counties 
generally state that they won’t fol-
low new gun laws they believe are 
unconstitutional. The movement 
has increasingly gained momen-
tum since 2018 after one of the first 
sanctuaries was enacted in Effing-
ham County, Illinois, in response 
to newly elected Gov. J.B. Pritzker, 
who had vowed to push new gun 
control legislation in the state.

Pritzker was one of a dozen Dem-
ocratic governors who penned a 
letter in September asking Presi-
dent Donald Trump and Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell 
to “pass sensible gun legislation.” 
The governors want the adminis-
tration to authorize new “red flag” 
laws, require universal background 
checks, and outlaw “assault weap-
ons” and high-capacity magazines, 
among other proposals.

They say enacting such propos-
als will “break the cycle” of gun 
violence.

In interviews with The Epoch 
Times, county officials who passed 
Second Amendment legislation 
said the new proposals infringe 
upon the rights of law-abiding 
citizens, and called the strength of 
the growing sanctuary movement 
a direct message to state Demo-
crats, though some noted that the 
measures were largely symbolic. 
County sheriffs said much the 
same in interviews.

David Campbell, a member of 
the  Effingham County Board, 
whose county was one of the first 
to pass Second Amendment leg-
islation, in April 2018, said he was 
surprised to see the movement 
take off so fast.

“We were actually the first ones to 
pass it with the word ‘sanctuary,’” 
Campbell told The Epoch Times.

“It all started right there, and 
then it just blossomed. I think we 
are into 15 states now. I get calls 
constantly from other states and 
from other counties wanting a 
copy of our resolution and a map 
of how we did it.”

In Illinois, Campbell said it took 
less than two years for 70 of the 102 
counties in the state to pass some 
form of sanctuary resolution.

“It’s sending a message to those 
legislators, letting them know that 
they better be paying attention,” 
he said. “They took an oath to sup-
port the Constitution of the United 
States. If they fail to do that, I think 
a lot of people are going to get vot-
ed out. You’re going to see a huge 
turnout in our next election cycle.”

Meanwhile, in Virginia, 87 out 
of 95 counties in the state have 
passed measures affirming their 
support for Second Amendment 
rights. Local leaders and an in-
creasing number of sheriffs in 
the state similarly argue that gun 
reform measures that could be ap-
proved by their state legislature 
early this year are overreaching.

“They did it in almost two 
months,”  Campbell said, refer-
ring to Virginia’s counties. “It’s 
just amazing.”

Dick Saslaw, the top Democrat in 
Virginia’s state Senate, has proposed 
similar gun control legislation to Il-
linois Democrats, with the addition 
of raising the minimum age to buy a 
rifle or shotgun from 18 to 21.

The  Second Amendment  to 
the  U.S. Constitution was  first 
passed by Congress on Sept. 25, 
1789, and was ratified on Dec. 15, 
1791. The text reads that “a well 
regulated Militia, being necessary 
to the security of a free State, the 
right of the people to keep and bear 
Arms, shall not be infringed.”

Despite the new sanctuary laws 
being largely symbolic, Campbell 

said that his county’s state attor-
ney and sheriff have said they “will 
not prosecute or go after anybody 
if they are law-abiding citizens.”

‘We Are Afraid’
In early December, Culpeper 
County’s Board of Supervisors in 
Virginia voted 7–0 to affirm it-
self as a “constitutional county,” 
prompting a standing ovation by 
residents present for the vote.

Like many other local officials, 
Sue Hansohn, a former member 
of the Culpeper County board who 
served from 2016 until November 
2019, believes the focus should be 
on mental health problems and on 
enforcing existing gun laws, not 
creating more.

She said residents in Culpeper 
are concerned that the state will 
ban certain guns or restrict what 
they can use. She said taking away 
the firearms of law-abiding citi-

zens will cause a black market to 
immediately open up.

“We are afraid, and residents feel 
like they would be left defenseless 
if they won’t be able to have their 
guns,” she told The Epoch Times.

Hansohn said she understands 
the fear generated from mass 
shootings but thinks there’s a 
deeper underlying issue that’s not 
being addressed.

“There’s a lot of mental health 
problems, and our state is not look-
ing at that at all,” she said. “I don’t 
think passing all these bills is go-
ing to make a difference because if 
anybody wants a weapon they’re 
going to get one.”

A lot more can be done on this 
front, she said, suggesting that the 
state open more treatment centers 
and work with professionals such 
as psychologists and counselors 
to figure out how to help troubled 
people. She said officials need to 

really address why so many people 
are out there committing these 
crimes, noting that a lot of them 
are young adults.

President Donald Trump has 
previously talked about reforming 
mental health laws and enacting 
the death penalty for those who 
commit serious hate crimes and 
mass murders.

Hansohn said she knows many 
people who collect guns and would 
never harm anyone. She gave the ex-
ample of a 92-year-old Culpeper resi-
dent she knows who still buys guns.

“I think people across the United 
States are all alike—they just fear 
their rights are being taken away,” 
she said about the gun sanctuary 
movement. “People don’t want to 
allow it to happen if they can stop it 
... they feel threatened by these bills.”

Campbell also said there needs to 
be more focus placed on address-
ing mental health, noting that 
the man who recently shot up a 
Dallas-area church in Texas most 
likely had “some kind of mental 
problem” to go into a place of wor-
ship and just start shooting people.

Jack Wilson, a church security 
member, shot the active shooter 
within seconds. Wilson was a re-
serve deputy who at one point had 
his own shooting range.

‘Our Forefathers Fought 
for That Right’
Meanwhile, a coalition of 21 state 
attorneys general is asking the Su-
preme Court to expand the scope 
of protection afforded to gun-own-
ership rights and to strike down 
a Maryland law that denies con-
cealed carry permits unless appli-
cants can convince local officials 
they have a “good and substantial 
reason” to be granted one by local 
authorities.

West Virginia  Attorney Gen-
eral Patrick Morrisey, a Republi-
can, and the other state officials 
filed  the friend-of-the-court 
brief with the Supreme Court on 
Dec. 18.

The Supreme Court, in the 2008 
case District of Columbia v. Heller, 
held that the “Second Amendment 
protects an individual right to pos-
sess a firearm unconnected with 
service in a militia, and to use that 
arm for traditionally lawful pur-
poses, such as self-defense within 
the home.”

In Virginia, former Wise County 
Sheriff Ronnie Oakes told The Ep-
och Times that he wholeheartedly 
supports the Second Amendment.

“I do support it, and I feel that 
our forefathers fought for that 
right,” Oakes said. “I encourage 
everybody to have some type of 
protection as far as a firearm.”

Oakes retired from his position 
on Dec. 31 after two decades of 
service. Wise County officially 
became a Second Amendment 
sanctuary on Dec. 12.

The end game, according to 
Campbell, is for legislators to take 
note that they should not prose-
cute law-abiding citizens, though 
he noted it remains unclear just 
how much impact these sanctuary 
counties will have overall.

“I really think in the long run, it’s 
going to take some time and take 
some education,” he said. “But I 
think if we stay vigilant and work 
together, we will see the major-
ity of these legislators follow the 
Constitution.”

As most of Virginia’s coun-
ties have declared their support 
for the Second Amendment, one 
sheriff went further, saying he 
would “deputize citizens” as auxil-
iary deputies, if need be, to protect 
their constitutional right to bear 
firearms.

Culpeper County Sheriff Scott 
Jenkins told The Epoch Times that 
local officials are becoming “fully 
awake” on the goal of stopping 
what he described as “government 
overreach and restriction of our 
constitutional rights.”

“These [gun] restrictions will 
do nothing to stop a person that 
is hellbent on evil, and killing in-
nocent people,” Jenkins said in a 
previous interview.

I don’t think passing 
all these bills is going 
to make a difference 
because if anybody 
wants a weapon, they’re 
going to get one.                      
Sue Hansohn, former Culpeper 
County board member
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Hundreds of Counties Across America Have  
Declared Themselves ‘2nd Amendment Sanctuaries’

Edward Wilks, owner of 
Tradesmen Gun Store and 
Pawnshop helps Lauren 
Boebert with a firearm at his 
store in Rifle, Colo., on April 
24, 2018.   

Larry Elder

Commentary
Democratic presi-
dential candidate 

Andrew Yang is 
on to something: 

Americans could use 
a big “freedom dividend”—that is, 
a guaranteed source of income on 
which they can rely month after 
month, free from the uncertainties 
of the job market and employment.

But like many Democrats’ ideas, 
Yang’s otherwise brilliant insight 
is corrupted by an ideology that 
strangely sees the government as 
the engine of wealth creation and 
distribution.

Yang’s plan to provide a universal 
basic income of $1,000 per month to 
every American over age 18 sounds 
pretty good. All that money could 
go toward education, health care, 
job retraining, or even housing as-
sistance for everyday Americans. It 
also could be wasted with mindless 
consumer spending on things like 
clothing, electronics, or even drugs.

Yes, average American families 
need more money. But what they 
don’t need is yet another govern-
ment bureaucracy that will tax and 
administer this so-called dividend, 
which would really be a loan. The 
United States is sinking under the 
weight of financial obligations that 
have burgeoned over the years from 
a commonsense approach to help-
ing aging citizens—Social Security 
and Medicaid—into a gargantuan 
system of bureaucracy and debt our 
nation no longer can afford.

In fact, entitlement spending 
has become so politically sacro-
sanct that even modest attempts to 
reform the system by, for example, 
enacting sliding age requirements 
to Social Security based on the in-
creasing life expectancy of retirees, 
have been met with howls of oppo-
sition. Once someone believes the 
government “owes” them some-
thing, it creates a sense of owner-
ship and entitlement—and, ulti-
mately, dependency—that prevents 

them from making rational choices 
about how to work, how to save, 
and how to make healthier choices 
that ultimately could reduce the 
need for catastrophic health care.

A better idea would be for Ameri-
cans to create their own dividend by 
working hard, saving, and ultimately 
investing their money in a way 
that provides them with a constant 
income. For example, about $240,000 
invested at a relatively “safe” rate of 5 
percent per year—achievable without 
incurring undue investment risk—
would provide a dividend of about 
$12,000 per year. But more impor-
tantly, the work and discipline it 
would require for the average person 
to save that amount would provide 
far more personal security than a 
government handout. Furthermore, 
the productive capacity that it would 
take to earn more than $200,000 
would greatly aid our nation in terms 
of overall economic growth.

Contrary to popular belief, and 
even current Federal Reserve 
policy, government money doesn’t 
grow on printing presses. It comes 
from taxes paid by workers and 
businesses on their earned in-
come. If people are disincentivized 
to work because of a guaranteed 
handout from the government, 
there will be fewer people available 
to actually pay the tens of billions 
of dollars in new taxes it would 
take to fund this new entitlement 
Yang envisions.

Proponents claim that guaran-
teeing basic income would create 
an economic multiplier that could 
grow GDP.

“Overall, the cost of the freedom 
dividend will be offset by new rev-
enue, fiscal savings, and economic 
growth. Areas where we’ll see 
fiscal savings include the reduction 
of health care costs, lower incar-
ceration rates, reduced homeless-
ness, and bureaucratic downsizing. 
Additionally, the freedom dividend 
will boost GDP, increase consumer 
spending, create jobs, and lead to 
more tax revenue,” said S.Y. Lee, 
national press secretary for the 

Yang campaign.
It’s obvious that Lee’s argument 

rests on a sleight of hand. What 
proponents of universal basic 
income claim is that when the 
government actually gives people 
money, it saves what it would 
have to spend down the line  
curing the ills of poverty—bad 
health, incarceration, and gov-
ernment assistance in other 
forms. But this rests on a major 
assumption: that the government 
should be in the business of pro-
viding expensive social services 
in the first place.

Government health care, for 
example, has proven to be a major 
fiasco in this country. Despite 
spending more on health care than 
any other country—more than $1 
trillion in 2018—U.S. health out-
comes, including life expectancy, 
have declined in recent years. More 
importantly, our “health span,” 
or the amount of time people can 
maintain healthy, productive lives, 
has declined in the age of massive 
health care bureaucracies fed by 
government spending.

A real American freedom dividend 
would involve putting in place pro-
business policies, such as deregula-
tion and lowering taxes, and labor 
market policies, such as reducing 
illegal immigrant labor competition. 
These policies don’t require the gov-
ernment to spend a thing—or require 
it to spend less—while at the same 
time removing barriers to employ-
ment and economic growth.

Investing in business and job growth 
produces actual dividends, not, like 
Yang’s proposal, tens of billions of dol-
lars of new government debt.

Larry Elder is a bestselling author 
and nationally syndicated radio 
talk show host. To find out more 
about Larry Elder, or become an 
“Elderado,” visit LarryElder.com 

Views expressed in this article are 
the opinions of the author and do 
not necessarily reflect the views of 
The Epoch Times.

Once someone 
believes the 
government 
‘owes’ them 
something, 
it creates 
a sense of 
ownership and 
entitlement—
and, ultimately, 
dependency.

America’s Real ‘Freedom Dividend’: 
Hard Work and Pro-Business Policies

Democratic presidential candidate Andrew Yang speaks during the Democratic presidential primary debate at Loyola Marymount University in Los Angeles, on Dec. 19, 2019.  
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A man carries a rifle on his back during the Nation’s Gun Show at Dulles Expo Center in Chantilly, Va., on Nov. 18, 2016.  

Illinois gubernatorial candidate J.B. Pritzker in Chicago on Oct. 1, 2018. 
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Adrian Norman

Commentary
Boyan Slat is the 

24-year-old 
founder and 
CEO of The 
Ocean Cleanup, 

a company that 
has deployed in-

novative technology to remove 
plastic from the world’s oceans. 
He founded the initiative in his 
home country of The Nether-
lands at the ripe old age of 18.

In October, Slat gave a presen-
tation demonstrating his com-
pany’s groundbreaking machine 
called The Interceptor, a catama-
ran-style barge designed to sit 
on rivers and “intercept” plastic 
before it spills into the ocean.

This development is a techni-
cal marvel: It operates complete-
ly off the grid, is 100 percent 
solar-powered, stores energy in 
lithium-ion batteries for night-
time use, directly measures the 
amount of extracted debris, 
and can measure local weather 
conditions.

Once operational, a single 
Interceptor can remove about 
50,000 kilograms (about 55 
tons) of plastic per day from a 
river. That’s the equivalent of 1 
million plastic soda bottles.

Slat’s enterprise was largely 
funded by donations, receiving 
more than $31.5 million as of 2017.

These days, there’s no short 
supply of concern over the 
effects we are having on the 
planet. Most of us agree that 
more could be done to reduce 
any negative environmental 
consequences of human action. 
Where contention breeds is in 
solutions.

Being scoffed at by a 16-year-
old Nordic girl, whose most 
visible climate activism resulted 
in the same amount of carbon 

Fixing Our Environment—Without 
Big Government, Socialist Policies

emissions as those she derided 
in a speech at the United Na-
tions, is hardly the answer.

Repressive policies—such 
as the Green New Deal—that 
siphon up to three-quarters of 
a nation’s income and redirect 
it toward politicians who are 
completely inept at delivering 
solutions on environmental is-
sues, aren’t the answer, espe-
cially when that money won’t 
even cover the costs of those 
programs, which are oriented 
more toward socialism than 
sustainability.

Slat’s achievement is a vivid dem-
onstration that the world doesn’t 
need intrusive, big-government, 
socialist policies to make good on 
a commitment to maintaining a 
healthy environment.

He was roughly the same age as 
climate activist Greta Thunberg 
when he took note of the need to 
address these issues. Yet, rather 
than condescendingly lecture the 
world about how it needs to adapt 
to his vision of how the planet 
should look, he took action and is 
initiating the change he wants to 
see in the world.

Slat’s team conducted research 
and determined that 80 percent 
of the plastic going into Earth’s 
oceans comes from only 1,000 riv-
ers in the world. His company is fo-
cused on them and hopes to tackle 
those rivers by the year 2025.

Interceptors are already col-
lecting trash in Indonesia and 
Malaysia, and a third is being 
prepared for deployment in 
Vietnam. A fourth device is go-
ing to be sent to the Rio Ozama 
in the Dominican Republic.

The Ocean Cleanup project 
also deploys systems designed to 
capture and remove plastic that 
has already made its way into 
the ocean.

According to its website, there 
are more than 5 trillion pieces 

of plastic littering the world’s 
oceans. Most of it “accumulates 
in five ocean garbage patches, 
the largest one being the Great 
Pacific Garbage Patch, located 
between Hawaii and California.”

The systems are designed 
to supplement—rather than 
replace—existing waste manage-
ment structures. Slat’s company 
estimates being able to remove 
50 percent of the Great Pacific 
Garbage Patch in only five years, 
and is projected to do so at a 
fraction of the cost of traditional 
cleanup methods. Deploying 
these systems globally would 
deliver a huge win for planetary 
ecosystems.

Climate alarmism is the new 
religion of the political left. And 
the real inconvenient truth is 
that we don’t need socialism, 
the Green New Deal, or U.N. 
mandates to fix our Earth.

In a crushing blow to the 
false prophets who suggest 
that bloated, intrusive gov-
ernment, higher taxes, more 
regulatory burdens, and less 
national sovereignty are the 
only way to save our planet, 
The Ocean Cleanup project 
is proof positive that private 
enterprise is the most effec-
tive and morally superior way 
to address our environmental 
challenges.

As we head into the third de-
cade of this century, we should 
all be inspired by examples of 
leadership from the private sec-
tor that have demonstrated real 
promise in achieving a cleaner, 
healthier Earth.

Adrian Norman is a writer and 
political commentator.

Views expressed in this article 
are the opinions of the author 
and do not necessarily reflect 
the views of The Epoch Times.

Repressive policies—
such as the Green 
New Deal—that 
siphon up to three-
quarters of a nation’s 
income and redirect 
it toward politicians 
who are completely 
inept at delivering 
solutions on 
environmental issues 
aren’t the answer. 

Climate alarmism is 
the new religion of 
the political left. And 
the real inconvenient 
truth is that we don’t 
need socialism, the 
Green New Deal, or 
U.N. mandates to fix 
our Earth.

Boyan Slat, the Dutch founder and CEO of The Ocean Cleanup, presents in Rotterdam the new barge system called The Interceptor, which will be used for the expansion of its river and ocean cleaning 
campaign, on Oct. 26, 2019.  
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Roger L. Simon

Commentary
The horrible 
attack on a 
Jewish shul 
in Monsey, 

New York, 
on the seventh 

night of Hanukkah isn’t 
directly connected to the 
atmosphere on U.S. cam-
puses or in certain quarters 
of the U.S. Congress. But they 
are of a piece spiritually and 
psychologically.

Something is drastically 
wrong.

The canary in the coal mine 
(Jews first, others later) is 
back. It’s permissible to slur 
Jews and to beat or stab them 
(five different violent inci-
dents during this Hanukkah 
alone in the New York City 
area). Jewish students on 
college campuses are hiding 
their religious affiliation as 
they cross the green to class.

Why now? What has 
caused all this?

It’s not the sole reason, but 
I am going to say something 
outrageous to some. It’s the 
worship of diversity. Note 
that word—worship.

Diversity is by itself a good 
thing. We are a diverse soci-
ety. As many have said, that’s 
part of our strength.

What has developed in re-
cent decades, however, is the 
elevation of diversity above 
all. The slogan “E pluribus 
unum” (out of many, one) has 

virtually disappeared from 
our country, the “unum” 
pushed to irrelevance.

Everywhere we go these 
days, diversity is counted and 
measured ad nauseam. How 
many of this group? How many 
of that group? It’s an obsession.

Where you worship di-
versity, there will always be 
winners and losers in that di-
versity. Like it or not, it creates 
a pecking order. And these 
pecking orders are reinforced, 
consciously and unconscious-
ly, by our media, entertain-
ment, and the academy.

And, naturally enough, out 
of pecking orders, hatreds (or 
old hatreds, as in the case of 
anti-Semitism) emerge.

Today’s Democratic Party—
with its devotion to and 
reliance on identity politics—
fans these hatreds, deliber-
ately or not.

The rise (and domination) 
of the concept of intersec-
tionality in our colleges and 
universities is also a leading 
factor in this. In this theory, 
groups are virtually ranked 
according to their levels of 
supposed victimhood. Some-
times, only members of those 
deemed most disadvantaged 
are even allowed to speak.

How absurd and morally 
and psychologically damag-
ing this is, when we are all 
humans with nearly identical 
DNA. It’s a reactionary and 
proto-fascist idea masquer-
ading as progressive. It is, 
in essence, a new form of 

segregationism.
Yet, it has spread and been 

transmogrified to many 
aspects of our society. Iden-
tity is everywhere. Even the 
recent killings at the New 
Jersey kosher market were 
motivated by some people 
thinking they were the real 
Jews and the other people 
weren’t. How crazy is that!

Plenty. But it’s instigated in 
part by our culture.

Even though some guy in 
the Williamsburg neighbor-
hood in the New York City 
borough of Brooklyn wears 
payus (ear locks) and dovens 
(prays) when he gets up in 
the morning, the differences 
between you and him are 
minuscule.

You and he are homo sapi-
ens. Get it?

If you’re looking for genu-
ine “diversity,” go to the zoo. 
Human beings and giraffes 
are indeed separate species. 
But please don’t shoot or stab 
the animals.

And, meanwhile, STOP 
worshipping diversity. It’s a 
fact, not a religion.

“E pluribus unum.”

Roger L. Simon is The Epoch 
Times’ senior political ana-
lyst. His most recent novel is 
“The GOAT.”

Views expressed in this 
article are the opinions of the 
author and do not necessar-
ily reflect the views of The 
Epoch Times.

Something is 
drastically wrong. 
The canary in the 
coal mine (Jews 
first, others later) is 
back. 

Where you worship 
diversity, there will 
always be winners 
and losers in that 
diversity.

Diversity Obsession Partly to 
Blame for Rise in Anti-Semitism

Members of the Jewish community gather around the JC Kosher Supermarket, where six people were killed in a standoff and shootout, in Jersey City, N.J., on Dec. 11, 2019.  

Rick Loomis/Getty Images
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Michael Ledeen

Sometimes it takes 
decades before we 
get the facts about 
our past, because our 

intelligence agencies 
don’t want the facts 

known. According to the 
UK’s Sun newspaper:

“[The CIA has] the only surviving re-
cord of the defunct East German spy 
service’s list of foreign informants, 
collaborators, and targets.

“It is believed the huge swathe of 
280,000 index cards—known as the 
Rosenholz files—were sold to Ameri-
can spooks for $1m by a Stasi officer 
when East Germany collapsed in 1989.

“The CIA have kept it under lock and key 
at its Langley HQ ever since, after sharing 
it with their British counterparts.”

That was 30 years ago, and nobody 
outside the intelligence community 
knows what’s in the files of the Stasi. 
We do know that the East German in-
telligence service—headed by Markus 
Wolf—was perhaps the most sophisti-
cated and ruthless of Soviet services, 
and Wolf was a master of espionage.

In the final phase of the Cold War, those 
of us who followed the activities of the 
East Germans were fascinated by their 
ability to recruit high-ranking West Ger-
mans, such as Willy Brandt’s chief of staff. 
Thus, the Rosenholtz files are unusually 
valuable, and the East German archives 
remain under lock and key.

That’s part of a wider picture. For 
years, I’ve tried unsuccessfully to ob-
tain a similar set of KGB documents, 
passed to the UK’s Secret Intelligence 
Service, more commonly known as 
MI6, by the man in charge of the records 
of Soviet foreign intelligence for many 
years, a man named Vasili Mitrokhin.

The Brits got them—and later, Mi-
trokhin himself—because the CIA 
wasn’t interested, and when the Cold 
War ended, the documents were made 
available to the separate countries 
where the KGB had recruited their 
agents. Mitrokhin maintained ongo-
ing records on espionage agents and 
agents of influence in the press.

The Italian government decided to 
make public its documents, and for the 
weeks leading up to their publication, 
a large number of journalists wrote 
op-eds preannouncing their immi-
nent outing as Soviet collaborators. 
The op-eds revealed the authors had 
frequently wined and dined with offi-
cials of the Soviet Embassy, and there-
fore, the officials could claim them as 

Spies Keep Secrets and, With Them, 
Their Own Power

reliable sources.
But guess what? With rare excep-

tions, the journalists’ names weren’t 
on the KGB lists. The Mitrokhin lists 
were not, as the self-confessed sourc-
es claimed, merely people who fre-
quented Soviet officials; the KGB had 
a wide range of contacts, and didn’t 
claim most of them as agents.

The CIA has Mitrokhin’s revelations, 
but refuses to make them available to 
researchers. I have filed several Free-
dom of Information Act requests, but 
the CIA won’t release them.

Nor will they declassify the records 
of a major CIA informant from the 
Italian Communist Party delivered to 
CIA headquarters in Langley, Virginia, 
shortly after World War II. The source 
of the documents was a high-ranking 
member of the Party who gave the 
United States the secret history from 
the early 1920s, including the ways 
in which the Italians communicated 
with the Soviets.

Like the Stasi files and the Mitrokh-
in records, these documents provide 
rare insights into the ways in which 
our communist enemies operated. 
The source is long since gone, and 
the events of which he speaks are, in 
some cases, a century old. Why on 
earth does the intelligence commu-
nity continue to hoard these secrets? 
Indeed, when I was in the Reagan ad-
ministration, I read these files, and 
the CIA made me swear to keep the 
information secret.

I have, even though I believe strongly 
that it should be made public.

The repeated pattern, according 

to which the past—the true past—is 
known only to a small number of 
people, gives the knowers an immense 
advantage over the rest of us.

So why hold onto the secrets? It all 
goes to the source of the power of the 
intelligence community, which is 
knowledge. By preserving the secrets, 
the spooks maintain control over the 
past, and, to a certain extent, the pres-
ent as well.

As we now see, in that way, the 
spooks can invent the “facts” about 
their political enemies. Just ask Lt. 
Gen. Michael Flynn, who was deter-
mined to carry out a detailed audit 
of the intelligence community, and 
threw the spooks into a tizzy.

Did you know it’s been decades since 
there was an audit? And did you know 
there has been no accounting for all 
the billions spent on secret missions?

It’s a heck of a story.
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The repeated 
pattern, 
according to 
which the past—
the true past—
is known only to 
a small number 
of people, gives 
the knowers 
an immense 
advantage over 
the rest of us.

A man crosses the Central Intelligence Agency seal in the lobby of the agency’s headquarters in Langley, Va., in this file photo.  
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Lt. Gen. Michael 
Flynn, former 
national security 
adviser to 
President Donald 
Trump, departs 
the E. Barrett 
Prettyman U.S. 
Courthouse in 
Washington on 
July 10, 2018. 
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