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RUSH:  Now you have built a scholarly case here – I’ve rarely seen such research on a subject – that 
Barack Obama is indeed a socialist.  But you say in your book you didn’t start out intending to prove that.  
What was your purpose?
KURTZ:  I wrote a lot about Barack Obama during the 2008 campaign and I certainly wasn’t shy about 
saying that Barack Obama was far to the left – much further to the left than the way he presented himself.  I 
was very happy to call him a radical.  You could make a good argument that he was a socialist.  But, 
depending on how you define socialism, you also could make a good argument that he wasn’t a socialist.  
So my attitude was, let’s just bracket the whole socialism issue and talk about the fact that this guy is 
further left than he says he is.  But after two years of research in archives containing records of community 
organizations – and, it turns out, the socialist groups – that Obama was connected to, I have come to the 
irresistible conclusion that Barack Obama really is, literally, as you have been arguing for some time, a 
socialist.  
RUSH:  How hard was it to find this research?
KURTZ:  It was very difficult.  It took a lot of work.  It’s like a giant jigsaw puzzle.  You go to an archive, 
you go through literally hundreds and even thousands of documents.  You have limited time.  You try to 
pull the documents that seem relevant, and then you read them, you try to make sense of them, and that 
leads you to other parts of the trail.  It’s almost like a detective story.  Some items I immediately 
recognized, “Wow, this is a jaw-dropper; maybe this guy really is a socialist.”  Other items I just filed in the 
back of my mind and recognized only months later, after a great deal of further research, how tremendously 
important they were.
RUSH:  You’re the only person who endeavored to discover this, correct?
KURTZ:  As far as I know.  I was actually afraid that there would be just so many people interested.  We 
know how popular biographies of Presidents are, so I thought, “I’m going to find a lot of other researchers 
at these archives.”  But I didn’t find anyone.
RUSH:  What also amazes me is that you found the paper trail.  For my readers, what did you find?  And 
how did you find it?
KURTZ:  Well, for one thing, he glancingly mentions in his own memoir that he had attended some 
socialist conferences when he was in New York.  By looking at the records of socialist organizations in 
New York, I was able to figure it out.  I combined his own acknowledgements with my discovery of his 
name on a sign-up sheet in the archives of the Democratic Socialists of America, and it became clear which 
conferences he had attended.  Then I set about to laboriously reconstruct what actually happened at those 
conferences.  When I did, I recognized that the program of Obama’s entire political career was laid out at 
these early socialist conferences he went to.  Then I was able to find the records of some very poorly 
known and understood community organizing groups that Obama was actually very, very closely tied to.  It 
took me a while to figure out that he was very closely tied to this group, but I recognized that when I 
unearthed their records.  I wouldn’t have believed it if I hadn’t read it there in black and white, but it really 
is a kind of conspiracy theory come to life.  These community organizers who were Barack Obama’s 
mentors and colleagues were socialists and they were self-consciously secretive about their socialism, and 
you can read their writings back and forth to each other:  “Here’s what we need to do about socialism”; 
“here’s why we need to keep it quiet.”  It was really quite amazing.  
RUSH:  And the reason they want to keep it quiet is because they know they are actually in the minority, 
correct?
KURTZ:  Absolutely.  That is the reason.  And it’s not as though they didn’t try.  Most of the people in these 
community organizations were veterans of the SDS, the radical student organization from the 1960s.  Most 
people don’t know this, but after the 1960s, the remaining strong socialist radicals of the SDS formed their 
own socialist group.  It was called the New American Movement, and for a while they still believed that 
American capitalism was about to collapse, that there would be a revolution.  They didn’t want to have 
anything to do with the two-party system.  But eventually an alternative tendency came up within these 
socialists.  “Wait a minute, let’s try another strategy.  The government is not going to fall.  Richard Nixon is 
President.”  Eventually, of course, Ronald Reagan became President.  “We’re not going to have any 



nationalization here.  No one is having a revolution as we all had hoped.  So let’s go gradually.  Let’s go 
quietly.  Let’s work within the democratic process.  Let’s work within the Democratic Party, and let’s 
organize at the local level, since Reagan is controlling the national level.  We’ll use our socialism to plan 
our strategy, but we will never tell the people whom we organize that we’re socialists unless we begin to 
see particular individuals expressing a direct interest in socialism, and then we can bring them into the 
fold.”
RUSH:  Did Obama find these groups, or did they find him?
KURTZ:  As I say, Obama went to a series of Socialist Scholars’ Conferences in New York when he lived 
there between about 1983 and 1985, and at these conferences a focus of a great deal of the talk was on how 
community organizing a key socialist strategy.
RUSH:  Basically mobilizing the urban poor and minorities?
KURTZ:  Yes.  But it also included the middle class.  Their goal was to somehow unite poor and minority 
people with perhaps the lower end of the American middle class to create a grand coalition.  When Obama 
went to these early Socialist Scholars’ Conferences, he learned about community organizing as part of 
socialist strategy.  The group he ended up linking up with in Chicago was the model of what the socialist 
conferences in New York were talking about.  They were the community organizers who had these stealthy 
socialist views.  
RUSH:  You write in the book:  “To say that Obama has lied about his past doesn’t quite do justice to 
what’s going on…we’re looking at a thoroughgoing pattern of deception.”  But a lot of people instinctively 
understand he’s a socialist.  We don’t know the half of it, I guess you’re saying.
KURTZ:  That’s right.  I’m usually reluctant to use the word “lie.”  Most of the time I say “misrepresent,” 
or “didn’t tell the truth.”  But in the chapter on ACORN I come right out and say that he lied.  We have very 
clear statements from Obama during the 2008 campaign that his only involvement with ACORN was 
representing them in one legal case, but I have unearthed many, many documents that show a long and 
intimate relationship between Obama and ACORN.  Okay, he lied.  It shows his credibility in general about 
his past is not good.  But really, what we’re seeing is something that goes beyond lying because there is 
literally a stealth strategy.
     By the way, one of the most important theorists of stealth socialist community organizing was an advisor 
to Obama’s 2008 presidential campaign, Harry Boyte.  He wrote a major memo that Obama personally 
signed off on, about how to coordinate Obama’s campaign and probably his later White House activity with 
grassroots organizations.  Boyte and some others Obama worked with had an elaborate theory even about 
language they would use, which they called “communitarian.”  They would try to stir up populist anti-
business movements of the left, all the while saying, “We’ll guide all of these movements from behind with 
our socialist strategy.”  So this wasn’t just a lie, it was a conscious pattern of manipulation in which you 
don’t tell people what you really believe.
RUSH:  How do you see this manifesting itself in the first two years of his Presidency?
KURTZ:  First, what so many people have already picked up on with, say, the health care reform bill.  One 
of the strategies of democratic socialists, of the kind that Obama worked with, was to work within and 
through the Democratic Party to take the elements of the liberal programs that were most likely to put 
America on an irreversible course towards socialism and to put their emphasis and political capital on that.  
Health care was always a huge priority in that regard.  Most people don’t know this, but if you look at 
Jonathan Alter’s book, The Promise, about Obama’s first year, it’s very clear Obama chose to make health 
care his priority in the first year against the advice of all his major political advisors.  So this is a near-
perfect example of socialists working within the conventional liberal program.
     But there are also aspects of what Obama is doing that fit into a more particularly and uniquely socialist 
view.  Many people haven’t even noticed them.  For example, there is a provision in the financial reform 
bill called “proxy access.”  Proxy access makes it easier for environmental groups and for unions to get 
actual seats on the boards of businesses.  This was always the strategy beloved by Obama’s socialist 
organizing mentors.  Their idea was, “We can’t nationalize from above, because Reagan is in control, so 
we’ll create de facto public control of businesses from below – sending groups like ACORN to force 
businesses to make subprime loans, putting community organizations on corporate boards, we’ll take hold 
of them from within.”  Well, this proxy access provision is in the financial reform bill.  Very few people 
have even noticed it.  Yet  Heather Booth, who was the founder of the Midwest Academy – the central 
organization run by these stealth socialist community organizers – now heads Americans for Financial 
Reform, and has had a huge hand in shaping the financial reform bill.
     So there are things going on that we don’t even know about.  But in the broadest sense, there is, I think, 
a long-term socialist strategy that is shaping what Obama does.  The idea was to polarize the country 
between the Democrats and Republicans along class lines.  How do you do that?  First you attack business 



interests and literally drive them out of the Democratic Party and into the Republican Party.  Now that 
might sound crazy.  Why would you want to drive anyone out of your party?  But by attacking business 
interests – and of course we’ve seen what Obama did with the Chamber of Commerce, his attacks on fat 
cats, his attacks on the Supreme Court during the State of the Union address over the campaign finance 
issue – the theory is, you jump-start this populist anti-business movement of the left.  And those people 
pour into the Democratic Party.  The idea of Obama’s socialist mentors was that if you can polarize the 
parties almost completely along class lines, the Party of the have-nots, in this case the Democrats, will 
gradually drift further and further towards socialism.  So that’s why you see Obama talking about enemies, 
because that also activates another key part of the coalition:  the theory is that you bring in activated 
minority groups and ally them with the anti-business populists.  All of his attack techniques are efforts to 
jump-start this populist movement of the left.
RUSH:  A lot of people pooh-pooh me for being interested in motivations, because they say, “It doesn’t 
matter why they want to do it, Rush, the fact is they’re doing it and they’ve got to be stopped.”  But I’m 
still fascinated.  What would motivate somebody like Obama, who’s had many advantages all his life, to do 
this?  He’s got to harbor some anger or ill will toward this country.  He’s got to think this country guilty of 
something, it needs to be made to pay a price.  What is his motivation for wanting to cause all this havoc?
KURTZ:  I haven’t gone into that in the book.  I purposely tried to keep to the facts and not to 
psychoanalyze Obama, but I’ll take a brief speculative stab at it, and I’ll frame it as, what drew him?  I 
would say he gained a sense of being able to be part of the African-American community when he was 
younger through politics.  He had the sense that he was without a home, and he chose to make his home in 
every sense, literal and spiritual, in the African-American community of Hyde Park in south Chicago.  He 
was often treated as an outsider, and in many ways he was an outsider.  But through politics he could feel a 
sense of belonging.  Actually, Rush, I think there’s an element of this that applies to many people on the left 
nowadays, the sense of belonging that often used to come from religion, they get through being part of a 
political movement like the movements of the 60s.  And I think that was Obama’s motivation; someone 
who didn’t have a home in many ways felt that he could achieve a sense of belonging through being part of 
a political movement.
RUSH:  But it’s a political movement that seeks to destroy what is inarguably the most prosperous 
economic engine ever devised by man.
KURTZ:  That’s true, but he sees it, I think, as a question of social justice.
RUSH:  I guess I’m never going to understand it because I don’t carry grievances around.  But he does.  So 
how, Stanley, is he interpreting this election then?
KURTZ:  He does know he’s been shellacked, and this is a complication in his plans, but I don’t think he’s 
in quite as disadvantaged a situation as people think.  The way it’s been perceived by many up to now is 
Obama is doing crazy things, he’s almost committing political suicide, so that proves he’s an ideologue.  
My argument is that there’s more of a method to the supposed madness here, that there’s a long-term 
strategy that makes sense of some of these short-term risks that Obama is taking.  His idea, I think, is to get 
health care and various other policies online, to pass them, and then almost dare the Republicans to take 
them away.  You remember, Rush, when he said, “Go for it,” to the Republicans when they talked about 
repealing health care.
     His hope is that if this can just go on long enough to let some of these benefits kick in, and to let the 
people who are getting health insurance that didn’t have it before become angry when the Republicans try 
to repeal it, then he thinks that’s the ultimate way to jump-start this populist anti-business movement of the 
left.  So he knows this is risky, but he’s trying to really realign American politics to create this class conflict 
between the haves and the have-nots, and he knows that the way to do it is to put something in place that is 
hard to take away.  Now, he didn’t want it to create quite as much of a negative reaction as it has, and if 
something can be done quickly I think he can be stopped.  But it would be very, very dangerous to think, 
“Oh, he’s just a politically suicidal ideologue and we have nothing to worry about now that the election is 
won and it’s all over.”  It’s not like that.
RUSH:  I want to go back to the Midwest Academy, which you mentioned, and you write about it in the 
book.  Everybody knows about Obama’s relationship with ACORN and Reverend Wright, but the Midwest 
Academy is unfamiliar to many.  Who are these people?
KURTZ:  The Midwest Academy leaders really are SDS-ers.  They’re not the Bill Ayers and Bernardine 
Dohrn types.  While Bill Ayers and Bernardine Dohrn were out throwing bombs, the SDS-ers who started 
running the Midwest Academy were saying, “Hey, America needs a different approach than bomb 
throwing,” and they started learning Alinsky-ite community organizing.  They realized that their radical 
tactics were getting nowhere, and so they blended Alinsky-ite community organizing with the socialist 
theories of the classic SDS, and they came up with a much more sophisticated and plausible way to go than 



the Weathermen.  But the key to it all was secrecy.  And as I say, they used to write back and forth to each 
other about how you create a quasi-socialist movement without ever saying out loud that you’re a socialist.
RUSH:  According to your explanation of his health care strategy, “Go ahead, you try to take this stuff 
away,” after some of the benefits kick in – he thinks he’s going to win with this.  Are you aware of or have 
some idea that he has buried other such stealth bombs in legislation set to go off at some point?
KURTZ:  This is such an important question that you ask, but I haven’t had enough time to research this.  
In addition to my having limited time, the truth is, nobody fully knows, because the strategy that Obama 
has adopted is to take so many aspects of the health care reform bill, and the financial reform bill, and other 
legislation, and to enact them bureaucratically as a kind of end run around the legislative process.  So not 
only are the bills so bing that no one knows what’s in them, but much of what is in the bills says the 
bureaucrats are going to decide all this.  So a lot of what’s going on here is not known – and I am 
particularly worried about the financial reform act.  I gave you that example of proxy access, with Heather 
Booth, the head of Americans for Financial Reform.  You see the one area the public favors regarding what 
the Democratic Congress has done is the financial reform bill – simply because people feel, with some 
germ of truth, that Wall Street needs to be watched a little more than before.  But precisely because the 
American public is not critical of that, I think all sorts of things are going to be hidden inside of this bill and 
inside of the bureaucratic decisions.  Proxy access is probably just the tip of the iceberg.
RUSH:  Now we know that the Democrat Party is as far left as it’s been in our life-time.  And this is 
admittedly a political question, and may be outside the scope of research you did in this book, but I’m still 
curious to hear your opinion because of the knowledge that you’ve acquired here.  I’m picking up signals 
that some Democrats are not happy with as far left as he’s taken them because of the shellacking.  And it 
goes deep.  It’s not just the House, it’s state legislatures, it’s governorships.  Did you sense anywhere in the 
bowels of the Democrat Party that there is some concern that this is way, way too far left for them to ever 
survive as a mainstream party?
KURTZ:  Well, I certainly agree with that, based on my non-expert knowledge.  But let me give you the 
other side of the coin that really validates what you just said, which I can say something about based on my 
research.  I did not do a thorough study of the background of every Democrat in Congress.  But I couldn’t 
help but stumble across some amazing information.  For example, Jan Schakowsky, a congresswoman from 
the Evanston area, just north of Chicago, was part of the Midwest Academy group.  She was an activist 
with the Democratic Socialists of America.  She was a very important influence in Congress on the health 
care legislation.  In fact, she’s even on the Debt Commission.  Tom Harkin, the Iowa Senator, worked very, 
very closely with the Midwest Academy and even attributed his initial election to the Senate to the Midwest 
Academy.  While I’m getting at is that there is a section of the Democratic Party, I can’t say exactly how 
large it is, which is part of this same very far left matrix.  In fact, the people who trained Obama had a name 
for their strategy.  And I think, though I haven’t been able to study the extent of it, the Party-within-the-
Party strategy has succeeded to some degree.  The result is exactly what you’ve pointed to, which is that 
some other Democrats are waking up and shaking their heads and saying, “What the heck just happened 
here to my Party?”
RUSH:  Well, it’s going to be interesting to watch, because no matter how much they crave their agenda 
being passed, I don’t think that they want to be swept into obscurity in the process, because to them, power 
is an end in itself and they’re going to be out of it for awhile, especially if they can’t hold the White House 
in 2012.  Now given what you’ve discovered, and this again may not be your purview, and I don’t want to 
box you in if you’d rather not take a stab at this, but you’ve become an expert on who this guy is, a stealth 
socialist.  If you were in charge of stopping him, if you were in charge of countering this agenda and seeing 
to it that it was defeated, what would you advise?
KURTZ:  First, it’s important to move as quickly as possible.  Now, I recognize that it’s impossible to 
repeal health care fully until the next Presidential election, but I think it’s important – because their long-
term plan depends on new entitlements gaining root to the point where people rebel if there’s any attempt to 
strip them away – to do as much as possible as quickly as possible.  But I think in many ways the greatest 
remedy of all is simple sunshine.  If what I said in the book becomes general knowledge, I think that would 
be extremely damaging to Obama – because if you adopt a stealth strategy, obviously your strategy is 
destroyed if the stealth is uncovered.  Obviously you’ve known for some time, and all my research 
vindicates what you’ve said about him being a socialist.  But let’s just bracket all that.  Let’s just say some 
people will argue it back and forth and say, “Jeez, I don’t know if he’s still a socialist, maybe he used to be 
a socialist.”  But just to establish that he has misled people about years of his adult life, and that the 
sponsors of his political career were people who believed that you shouldn’t tell the public what you really 
believe politically, just as simple a matter as that, I think, would make it hard for Obama to survive 



politically.  I think the knowledge that this was his background is knowledge that is very politically 
harmful.  So I think just spreading the word, so to speak, is the best thing, and moving quickly.
RUSH:  I think you’re right because I think this election is reflective of the fact that some people figured it 
out on their own.  They did not want this.  This is not what they elected.  They didn’t want this kind of debt, 
they didn’t want this kind of government control over their lives.  So you’re right, your point about this 
being stealth means, just like the stealth bomber, somebody sees it, its whole purpose is defeated.
KURTZ:  That’s right.  I strongly believe that.  But let me just go back to an issue we discussed before, just 
for a second.  You’ve been emphasizing, correctly, how concerned so many Democrats are that they’re 
being dragged into oblivion by these extremists.  But let me just talk about the other side of the coin – 
which is, it is rather remarkable, isn’t it, that Nancy Pelosi does want to take the reins again and that, 
despite the concerns about this, she has a chance to do so.  What this shows you is that there still is such a 
determined left within the Democratic Party and that they do have this optimism about their long-term 
strategy.  I think it’s very important both to see that the Democrats are arguably being crushed by their 
extremism, but also to see the very existence of that kind of seemingly suicidal strategy at the level of 
someone from giving up, and that they think they still have a winning play.  
RUSH:  I think you’re exactly right.  I think the whole point of that is to present a united front, “This is 
really not a loss.  It’s a temporary setback, no big deal.”  They think they’re going to keep going.
KURTZ:  Right.
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