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I ntroduction

The story you are &ou to real is true. The names have not been changed to proted
the guilty. This bookmay have the effect of changing your life. After reading this
bookyouwill never look at national and world eventsin the same way again.

None Dare Call It Conspiracy will be avery controversial book. At first it will receve
littl e pubicity and those whaose plans are expaosed in it will try to kill it by the silent
treament. For reasons that become obvious as you real this book, it will nat be
reviewed in al the "proper” places or be available onyour locd bookstand. However,
there is nathing these people can doto stop a grassroats book dstributing system.
Eventually it will be necessary for the people and aganizations named in this bookto
try to blunt its eff ect by attacing it or the author. They have atremendous vested
interest in kegping you from discovering what they are doing. And they have the big
guns of the massmedia at their disposal to fire the barrages at None Dare Call It
Conspiracy.

By sheer volume, the "experts’ will try to ridicule you ou of investigating for
yourself as to whether or not the informationin this bookis true. They will i gnore the
fad that the author admits that some of hisideas are mwnjecture because the people
who knaw the truth are not abou to confess They will find atypographicd error or
argue some point that is open to debate. If necessary they will li ein order to proted
themselves by smearing this book. Psychaogicdly many people would prefer to
believe those who poohpoohthe information herein because we dl li ke to ignore bad
news. We do so at our own peil !

Having been a @ll ege instructor, a State Senator and nav a Congressman, | have had
experiencewith red professonals at putting up smokescreens to cover up their own
adions by trying to destroy the acaiser. | hope that you will read this book carefully
and draw your own conclusions and nd accept the opinions of those who d necessty
must attempt to discredit the book.Y our future may depend uponit. October 25, 1971

JohnG. Schmitz
United States Congressmnan



1-Don't Confuse Me With Facts

Most of us have had the experience, either as parents or youngsters, of trying to
discover the "hidden picture” within ancther picturein a dhildren's magazine. Usually
you are shown alandscgpe with trees, bushes, flowers and aher bits of nature. The
cgptionreads smething like this: "Conceded somewhere in this picture is adonkey
pulling a cart with aboy in it. Can you find them?" Try as you might, usually you
could na find the hidden picture until you turned to a page farther bad in the
magazine which would reved how cleverly the atist had hidden it from us. If we
study the landscape we redi ze that the whole picture was painted in such away asto
conceal the rea picture within, and orcewe seethe "red picture,” it standsout like
the proverbia painful digit.

We beli eve the picture painters of the massmedia ae artfully creding landscapes for
us which deliberately hide the real picture. In this bookwe will show you how to
discover the "hidden picture” in the landscgpes presented to us daily through
newspapers, radio and television. Once you can see through the canouflage, you will
seethe donkey, the art and the boy who have been there dl aong.

Milli ons of Americans are mncerned and frustrated over mishappeningsin ou nation.
They feel that something iswrong, drasticdly wrong, bu because of the picture
painters they can't quite put their fingersoniit.

Maybe you are one of those persons. Something is bugging you, bu you aren't sure
what. We ke eleding new Presidents who seemingly promise faithfully to halt the
world-wide Communist advance, put the blocks to extravagant government spending,
dowse thefires of inflation, pu the e@namy on an even kedl, reverse the trend which
isturning the wurtry into amoral sewer, and toss the aiminalsinto the hocsegow
where they belong. Y et, despite high hopes and glittering campaign promises, these
problems continue to worsen nomatter whoisin dfice Eadh new administration,
whether it be Repulican or Democrat, continues the same basic padlicies of the
previous administration which it had so thoroughly denounced during the eledion
campaign. It is considered poa form to mentionthis, bu it is true noretheless Is
there aplausible reason to explain why this happens? We ae nat suppased to think so.
We ae suppased to think it is al acadental and coincidental and that therefore there
is nathing we can doabout it.

FDR oncesaid "In pditi cs, nahing happens by acadent. If it happens, you can bet it
was planned that way." He wasin agood paition to know. We believe that many of
the major world events that are shaping our destinies occur because somebody or
somebodes have planned them that way. If we were merely dealing with the law of
averages, half of the events affeding our nation's well -being shoud be good for
America If we were dealing with mere incompetence, our leaders shoud occasionally
make amistake in ou favor. We shall attempt to prove that we ae not redly dealing
with coincidenceor stupidity, bu with panning and trilli ance This snall book deds
with that planning and Lxilli ance and haw it has shaped the foreign and damestic
palicies of the last six administrations. We hope it will explain matters which have up



to now seamed inexplicable; that it will bring into sharp focus images which have
been olscured by the landscgpe painters of the massmedia.

Thaose who bkelieve that major world events result from planning are laughed at for
believing in the "conspiracy theory of history." Of course, no arein this modern day
and age redly believesin the cnspiracy theory of history -except thase who have
taken the time to study the subjed. When you think abou it, there aerealy only two
theories of history. Either things happen by acddent neither planned na- caused by
anybody, or they happen becaise they are planned and somebody causes them to
happen. In redity, it isthe "acddental theory of history” preadied in the unhall owed
Hall s of Ivy which shoud beridiculed. Otherwise, why does every recent
administration make the same mistakes as the previous ones? Why do they reped the
errors of the past which produceinflation, depressons and war? Why does our State
Department "stumble” from one Communist-aiding "blunder” to ancther? If you
believeit isall an accident or the result of mysterious and urexplainable tides of
history, youwill be regarded as an "intelledua™ who undrstands that welivein a
complex world. If you believe that something like 32,496conseautive wincidences
over the past forty years gretches the law of averages a bit, you are akookl

Why isit that virtualy al "reputable”’ schaars and massmedia olumnists and
commentators reject the cause and effed or conspiratorial theory of history?
Primarily, most schaars follow the aowd in the academic world just as most women
foll ow fashions. To buck the tide means ocia and professona ostracism. The same
istrue of the massmedia. While professors and pontificaors professto be tolerant
and lroadminded, in practiceit's grictly aone way stred-with al traffic flowing left.
A Maoist can be tolerated by Liberals of Ivory Towerland a by the Establi shment's
media pundts, bu to be a ©nservative, and a onservative who propound a
conspiratoria view, is absolutely verbaten. Better you shoud be adrunk at a national
WCTU convention!

Seoondy, these people have over the years aaquired a strong vested emotional interest
in their own errors. Their intelleds and egos are totally committed to the accidental
theory. Most people ae highly reluctant to admit that they have been conned or have
shown poa judgment. To insped the evidence of the existence of a conspiracy
guiding our pdliti cd destiny from behind the scenes would force many of these
people to repudate alifetime of acawmulated opnions. It takes a person with strong
character indedal to face the fads and admit he has been wrong even if it was because
he was uninformed.

Such was the case with the author of this book. It was only because he set out to prove
the @nservative anti-Communists wrong that he happened to end upwriting this
book.Hisinitia readionto the mnservative point of view was one of suspicionand
haostili ty; and it was only after many months of intensive research that he had to admit
that he had been "conned.”

Politi cians and "intelleduals' are atraded to the concept that events are propell ed by
some mysterious tide of history or happen by acddent. By this reasoning they hope to
escgpe the blame when things go wrong.



Most intelleduals, pseudoand aherwise, ded with the cnspiratorial theory of
history simply by ignoring it. They never attempt to refute the evidence. It can't be
refuted. If and when the sil ent treament doesn't work, these "objedive" scholars and
massmedia opinion molders resort to personal attads, ridicule and satire. The
personal attacks tendto dvert attention from the fads which an author or speker is
trying to expose. Theideaisto forcethe person exposing the wnspiracy to stop the
exposure and spend histime and effort defending himself.

However, the most effedive wegyors used against the cnspiratorial theory of history
areridicule and satire. These extremely patent weapons can be deverly used to avoid
any honest attempt at refuting the facts. After al, nobaly likes to be made fun d.
Rather than be ridiculed most people will keep quet; and, this subjed certainly does
lenditself to ridicule and satire. One technique which can be used isto expand the
conspiracy to the extent it becomes absurd. For instance, our man from the Hall s of
Poison vy might say in a scoffingly arrogant tone, "I suppase you believe every
liberal profesor gets atelegram each morning from conspiracy headquarters
containing his orders for the day's brainwashing of his gudents?* Some
conspiratorialists doindeed overdraw the picture by expanding the anspiracy (from
the small cliquewhichit is) to include every local kneejerk libera activist and
government bureaucrat. Or, because of radal or religious bigotry, they will take small
fragments of legitimate evidence and expand them into a conclusion that will suppat
their particular prejudice, i.e., the mnspiracy istotally "Jewish," "Cathdlic," or
"Masonic." These people do nd help to expase the anspiracy, but, sadly play into the
hands of those who want the puldic to believe that all conspiratoriali sts are screwball s.

"Intellectuals* are fond of mouthing clichéslike "The anspiracy theory is often
tempting. However, it isoverly simplistic.” To ascribe @solutely everything that
happens to the machinations of asmall group d power hungry conspiratorsis overly
simplistic. But, in ou opinion ndhing is more simplistic than doggedly holding onto
the acedental view of major world events.

In most cases Liberals smply accuse dl those who discussthe conspiracy of being
paranoid. "Ah, youright wingers," they say, "rustling every bush, kicking over every
rock, looking for imaginary boogeymen." Then comes the coup ce grace-labeling the
conspiratorial theory as the "devil theory of history.” The Liberals love that one. Even
though it is an empty phrase, it sounds 2 sophisticaed!

With the leaders of the academic and communications world assuming this sneeing
attitude towards the conspiratoria (or cause and effed) theory of history, it isnot
surprising that millions of innacent and well-meaning people, in anatural desire not to
appea naive, assume the attitudes and repeat the clichés of the opinion makers. These
persons, in their attempt to appea sophsticated, assume their mentors' air of smug
superiority even though they themselves have nat spent five minutes in study onthe
subjed of international conspiracy.

The "acddentalists’ would have us believe that ascribing any of our problemsto
planning is 'smplistic" and al our problems are caused by Poverty, Ignarance and
Disease--hereinafter abbreviated as FID. They ignore the fad that organized
conspirators use PID, real and imagined, as an excuse to buld ajail for usall. Most of
the world has been in PID sincetime immemoria and it takes incredibly superficial



thinking to ascribe the ricocheting of the United States government from one disaster
to another over the past thirty yearsto PID. "Accidentalists' ignore the fad that some
of the more advanced nationsin the world have been captured by Communists.
Czedhoslovakiawas one of the world's most modern industrial nations and Cuba had
the seaond hghest per capitaincome of any nation in Central and South America It is
not true, however, to state that there ae no members of the intelledual elite who
subscribe to the @nspiratoria theory of history. For example, thereis Professor
Carroll Quigley of the Foreign Service Schod at Georgetown University. Professor
Quigley can hardly be accused df being a"right wing extremist." (Those threewords
have been made inseparable by the massmedia.) Dr. Quigley has all the "liberal”
credentials, having taught at the Liberal Establi shment's academic Mecca's of
Princeton and Harvard. In his 1300 page, 8 pounl tome Tragedy and Hope, Dr,
Quigley revedsthe existenceof the conspiratorial network which will be discussed in
this book. The Profesor is not merely formulating atheory, but reveding this
network's existence from firsthand experience. He also makesit clea that it isonly
the network's secrecy and na their goals to which he objeds. Professor Quigley
discloses:

"I know of the operations of this network because | have studied it for twenty years
and was permitted for two years, in the early 1960's, to examine its papers and seaet
records. | HAVE NO AVERSION TO IT OR TO MOST OF ITSAIMS AND HAVE,
FOR MUCH OF MY LIFE, BEEN CLOSE TO IT AND TO MANY OFITS
INSTRUMENTS. | have objeded, bah in the past and recently, to afew of its
pdlicies... bu in general my chief differenceof opinionisthat IT WISHES TO
REMAIN UNKNOWN, and| believeitsrolein history is sgnificant enoughto be
known." (Emphasis added)

We ayree itsrolein history does deserve to be known. That is why we have written
this book.However, we most emphaticdly disagreewith this network's aim which the
Profesor describes as "nothing lessthan to creae aworld system of financial control
in private hands able to dominate the paliti cd system of each courntry and the
eonamy of theworld asawhae." In ather words, this power mad clique wants to
control and rule the world. Even more-frightening, they want total control over all
individual adions. As Profesoor Quigley observes: "... his[theindividua's] freedom
and choicewill be antrolled within very narrow alternatives by the fact that he will
be numbered from birth and foll owed, as a number, through his educaional training,
his required military or other pullic service, histax contributions, his hedth and
medicd requirements, and hisfinal retirement and deah benefits." It wants control
over all natura resources, business banking and transportation by controlli ng the
governments of the world. In order to accompli sh these ams the wnspirators have
had no qams abou fomenting wars, depressons and hetred. They want a monopady
which would eliminate dl competitors and destroy the free enterprise system. And
Professor Quigley, of Harvard, Princeton and Georgetown approves!

Professor Quigley is not the only acalemic whois aware of the existenceof a dique
of serf-perpetuating conspirators whom we shall cal Insiders. Other honest scholars
finding the same individuals at the scenes of disastrous pdliti cd fires over and ower
again have concluded that thereis obviously an organization d pyromaniacs at work
in the world. But these intell ecually honest schalars redi ze that if they challenged the



Insiders head-on, their careas would be destroyed. The auithor knows these men exist
because he has been in contad with some of them.

There ae dso religious leaders who are avare of the existence of this conspiracy. In a
UPI story dated December 27, 1965 Father Pedro Arrupe, heal of the Jesuit Order of
the Roman Cathalic Church, made the foll owing charges during his remarksto the
Ecumenicd Courxil:

"This.. .Godess ®ciety operatesin an extremely efficient manner at least in its
higher levels of leadership. It makes use of every possble means at its disposal, be
they scientific, technical, socia or econamic. It foll ows a perfectly mapped-out
strategy. It holds almost complete sway in international organizations, in financia
circles, in the field of masscommunications; press cinema, radio and television.”

There ae anumber of problemsto be overcome in convincing a person of the
possble eistenceof a wnspiratorial clique of Insiders who from the very highest
levels manipulate government palicy. In this case truth isredly stranger than fiction.
We ae dealing with history's greaest "whodunt,” a mystery thrill er which pus Erie
Stanley Gardner to shame. If youlove amystery, youll be fascinated with the study
of the operations of the Insiders. If you dostudy this network of which Profesor
Quigley spe&ks, youwill findthat what had at first seemed incredible not only exists,
but heavily influences our lives.

It must be remembered that thefirst job d any conspiracy, whether it bein pdliti cs,
crime or within abusiness office isto convince everyone dse that no conspiracy
exists. The mnspirators successwill be determined largely by their ability to dothis.
That the dite of the academic world and masscommunicaions media dways poadh-
poohthe eistence of the Insiders merely serves to camouflage their operations. These
"artists' hide the boy, the cart and the dorkey.

Probably at some time you have been involved with or had personal knowledge of
some event which was reported in the news. Perhaps it concerned an athletic event, an
eledion,a mmmitteeor your business Did the report contain the "real" story, the
story behind the story? Probably not. And for avariety of reasons. The reporter had
time and spaceproblems and there is a good chance the personsinvalved deli berately
did na reved al the fads. Possbly the reporter's own prejudices governed what fads
went into the story and which were deleted. Our point is that most people know from
personal experience that anews gory often is not the whole story. But many of us
asume that our own case is unique when really it istypicd. What istrue aout the
reporting of locd eventsisequally astrue @ou the reporting of national and
international events.

Psychadogicd problems are dso invalved in inducing peopleto look at the evidence
concerning the Insiders. People ae usually comfortable with their old beli efs and
conceptions. When Columbus told people the world was aball and nd a pancake,
they were highly upset. They were being asked to rejed their way of thinking of a
lifetime and adopt awhole new outlook. The "intellecuals' of the day scoffed at
Columbus and people were draid they would lose social prestige if they listened to
him. Many othersjust did na want to believe the world was round.It compli caed too
many things. Andtypicd flat-earthers had such a vested interest involving their own



egos, that they hegped abuse on Columbus for chall enging their view of the universe.
"Don't confuse us with facts; our minds are made up,” they said.

These same fadors apply today. Because the Establi shment controls the media,
anyone exposing the Insiders will be the recipient of a amntinuous fusill ade of
invedive from newspapers, magazines, TV andradio. In thismanner oneis
threaened with lossof "social respectability” if he dares broad the idea that thereis
organization kehind any of the problems currently wradking America Unfortunately,
for many people social status comes before intell ectual horesty. Although they would
never admit it, social pasitionis more important to many people than is the survival of
freedom in America

If you ask these people which is more important- social respectabili ty or saving their
children from slavery -they will tell youthe latter, of course. But their actions (or ladk
of same) speak so much louder than their words. People have an infinite apadty for
rationali zation when it comes to refusing to face the threa to America's survival.
Degy down these people ae afraid they may be laughed at if they take astand, o may
be denied an invitation to some socia climber's cocktail party. Instead of getting mad
at the Insiders, these people adually get angry at those who are trying to save the
country by exposing the wnspirators.

One thing which makes it so hard for some socially minded people to assess the
conspiratorial evidenceobjedively isthat the conspirators come from the very highest
social strata. They are immensely wedthy, highly educaed and extremely cultured.
Many of them have lifelong reputations for phil anthropy. Nobady enjoys being put in
the position d acaising prominent people of conspiring to enslave their fell ow
Americans, bu the fads are inescapable. Many businessand professonal people axe
particularly vulnerable to the "don't jeopardize your social respedabili ty" pitch given
by those who dan't want the conspiracy exposed. The Insiders know that if the
businessand professonal community will not take astandto save the private
enterprise system, the socialism through which they intend to control the world will
be inevitable. They believe that most businessand professonal men are too shall ow
and decadent, too status conscious, too tied upin the problems of their jobs and
businesses to worry about what is going onin pditi cs. These men are told that it
might be bad for business or jeopardize their government contractsif they take a
stand. They have been kribed into silencewith their own tax monies!

We ae hopng that the conspirators have underestimated the murage and patriotism
remaining in the American people. We feel there ae asufficient number of youwho
are not mesmerized by the television set, who pu God, family and courtry above
socia status, who will band together to expose and destroy the cnspiracy of the
Insiders. The philosopher Diogenes <oured the length and breadth of ancient Greece
seaching for an hanest man. We ae scouring the length and lreadth of Americain
seach of hundeds of thousands of intelledually honest men and women who are
willi ng to investigate fads and come to logicd conclusions-no matter how unpleasant
those anclusions may be.



2 - Socialism-royal Road To Power For The Super-
Rich

Everyone knows that Adolph Hitler existed. No ore disputes that. The terror and
destruction that this madman infli cted uponthe world are universally recognized.
Hitler came from apoa family which had absolutely no social paosition. Hewas a
high schod drop-out and nobaly ever acaised hm of being cultured. Y et this man
tried to conquer the world. During his early career he sat in a cold garret and poued
onto paper his ambitions to rule the world. We know that.

Similarly, we know that aman named Vladimir Ilich Lenin also existed. Like Hitler,
Lenin dd na spring from afamily of social lions. The son d a petty bureaucrat,
Lenin, who spent most of hisadult lifein powerty, has been resporsible for the deahs
of tens of milli ons of your fellow human beings and the enslavement of nearly a

billi on more. Like Hitler, Lenin sat up nghtsin a dank garret scheming how he wuld
conguer the world. We know that too.

Isit not theoretically possible that a billi onaire auld be sitting, na in agarret, but in
apenthouse, in Manhattan, London @ Paris and deam the same dream as Lenin and
Hitler? Youwill have to admit it istheoreticdly possble. Julius Caesar, awedthy
aristocrat, did. And such aman might form an alli ance or association with cther like-
minded men, might he not? Caesar did. These men would be superbly educaed,
command immense social prestige and be életo pod astonishing amourts of money
to cary out their purposes. These ae advantages that Hitler and Lenin dd na have.

It isdifficult for the average individual to fathom such perverted lust for power. The
typicd person, d whatever nationality, wants only to enjoy successin hisjob,to be
able to afford areasonably high standard of living complete with leisure and travel.
He wants to provide for hisfamily in sicknessand in hedth and to give his children a
soundeducation. His ambiti on stops there. He has no desire to exercise power over
others, to conquer other lands or peoples, to be aking. He wantsto mind his own
businessand enjoy life. Since he has no lust for power, it is difficult for him to
imagine that there are otherswho have ... ahers who march to afar different drum.
But we must redli ze that there have been Hitlers and Lenins and Stalins and Caesars
and Alexander the Greas throughou history. Why shoud we assume there ae no
such men today with perverted lusts for power? Andif these men happen to be

billi onairesisit not possble that they would use men like Hitler and Lenin as pawns
to seize power for themselves?

Indeed, dfficult asthisisto believe, such isthe case. Like Columbus, we ae faced
with the task of convincing you that the world is nat flat, as you have been led to
believe dl your life, bu, insteal, isround.We ae going to present evidence that what
you cal "Communism™ isnat run from Moscow or Peking, bu isan arm of abigger
conspiracy run from New York, Londonand Paris. The men at the goex of this
movement are not Communists in the traditional sense of that term. They fed no
loyalty to Moscow of Peking. They areloya only to themselves and their
undertaking. And these men certainly do nd believe in the dap-trap pseudo-

phil osophy of Communism. They have nointention o dividing their wedth.



Socialism is a phil osophy which conspirators exploit, but in which ony the naive
believe. Just how finance cagpitalism is used as the awvil and Communism as the
hammer to conqter the world will be explained in this book.

The aoncept that Communism is but an arm of alarger conspiracy has become
increasingly apparent throughou the author's journali stic investigations. He has had
the oppatunity to interview privately four retired dfficers who spent their careers high
in military intelligence Much o what the author knows he leaned from them. And
the story is known to several thousand ahers. High military intelli gence arcles are
well aware of this network. In addition, the author has interviewed six men who have
spent considerable time as investigators for Congressonal committees. In 1953, ore
of these men, Norman Dodd, headed the Reece Committeés investigation d tax-free
founcitions. When Mr. Dodd kegan delving into therole of international high finance
in the world revolutionary movement, the investigation was kill ed on aders from the
Eisenhower-occupied White House. According to Mr. Dodd, it is permissable to
investigate the radical bomb throwersin the streds, but when you begin to tracetheir
adivities bad to their origins in the "legitimate world," the pdliti cd iron curtain
slams down.

You can believe anything you want abou Communism except that it is a conspiracy
run by men from the respedable world. People will often say to an active anti-
Communist: "l can urderstand your concern with Communism, bu the ideathat a
Communist conspiracy is making gred inroads in the United Statesis absurd. The
American people are anti-Communist. They're nat abou to buy Communism. It's
understandable to be cncerned abou Communism in Africaor Asiaor South
Americawith their tremendous poverty, ignorance and dsease. But to be concerned
abou Communism in the United States where the vast mgjority of people have no
sympathy with it whatsoever is a misgent concern.”

Onthefaceof it, that isavery logicd and dausible agument. The American people
are indeed anti-Communist. Suppase you were to lay this book davn right now, pick
up a dip baard and heal for the nearest shoppang center to conduct a survey on
Americans attitudes about Communism. "Sir," you say to the first prosped you
encourter, "we would like to know if you are for or against Communism?'

Most people would probably think you were putting them on. If we stick to our survey
we would find that ninety-nine percent of the people ae anti-Communist. We
probably would be hard pu to find anybody who would take an affirmative stand for
Communism.

S0, onthe surface it appears that the charges made against anti-Communists
concerned with the internal threa of Communism are valid. The American people ae
not pro-Communist But before our imaginary intervieweewalks away in dsgust with
what he believesisahokey survey, you add: "Sir, before you leave there ae a oude
of other questions | would like to ask. Y ouwon't find these quite so insulting or
ludicrous." Your next questionis. "What is Communism? Will you define it, please?"

Immediately awhae new situation hes developed. Rather than the near unanimity
previously found,we now have an incredible diversity of ideas. There ae amultitude
of opinions on what Communism is. Some will say: "Oh, yes, Communism. Well,



that'satyrannicd brand d socialism." Others will maintain: "Communism asit was
originally intended by Karl Marx was agoodidea But it has never been pradiced and
the Russans have loused it up.” A more eudite type might proclaim: "Communism is
simply arebirth of Rusgan imperiaism.”

If perchance one of the men you ask to define Communism happened to be a pdliti cd
science professor from the locd coll ege, he might well reply: "You can't ask 'what is
Communism? That is atotally simplistic question abou an extremely complex
situation. Communism today, quite unlike the view held by the right wing extremists
in America, isnat an international mondithic movement. Rather, it is apoalycentric,
fragmented, nationdli stic movement deriving its charader through the dharismas of its
various national |eaders. Whil e, of course, there is the welding of Hegelian diaedics
with Feuerbachian materialism held in common by the Communist parties generadly,
it isamonumental oversmplificaionto ask ‘what is Communism.' Instead you shoud
ask: What is the Communism of Mao Tse-tung? What is the Communism of the late
Ho Chi Minh, a Fidel Castro or Marshal Tito?"

If you think we are being facdious here, you haven't talked to a pdliti cd science
professor lately. For the éboveisthe prevaili ng view on ou campuses, nat to mention
in ou State Department.

Whether you agree or disagreewith any of these definitions, or, as may well be the
case, you have one of your own, ore thing is undeniable. No appredable segment of
the anti-Communist American public can agreeon just what it isthat they are against.
Isn't that frightening? Here we have something that almost everybody agreesis bad,
but we caanat agreeonjust what it iswe ae against.

How would thiswork in afocotball game, for example? Can you imagine how

eff ective the defense of afoatball team would beif the front four could na agreewith
the linebadkers who could na agreewith the crner backs who could na agreewith
the safety men who could na agreewith the asgstant coaches who could not agree
with the head coach asto what kind o defense they shoud put up against the off ense
being presented? The obvious result would be chaos. Y ou could take asand ot team
and successfully pit them against the Green Bay Padersif the Padkers couldn't agree
onwhat it isthey are opposing. That is academic. Thefirst principle in any encourter,
whether it be football or war (hot or cold), is: Know your enemy. The American
people do nd know their enemy. Consequently, it isnat strange & al that for three
decales we have been watching one country of the world after anather fall behind the
Communist curtain.

In kegoing with the fad that amost everybody seemsto have hisown definition o
Communism, we ae going to give you ous, and then we will attempt to prove to you
that it isthe only valid ore. Communism: AN INTERNATIONAL,
CONSPIRATORIAL DRIVE FOR POWER ON THE PART OF MEN IN HIGH
PLACESWILLING TO USE ANY MEANS TO BRING ABOUT THEIR DESIRED
AIM-GLOBAL CONQUEST.

Youwill naticethat we did na mention Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky, baurgeois,
proletariat or dialedicd materialism. We said nahing of the pseudo-economics or
paliti cd phil osophy of the Communists. These ae the TECHNIQUES of



Communism and shoud na be mnfused with the Communist conspiracy itself. We
did cdl it an international conspiratorial drive for power. Unlesswe understand the
conspiratorial nature of Communism, we dont understand it at all. We will be
eternally fixated at the Gus Hall | evel of Communism. Andthat's not whereiit's at,
baby!

The way to bring down the wrath of the Libera pressEstablishment or the
professona Liberalsis smply to use the word conspiracy in relation to Communism.
We ae nat suppased to believe that Communism is a paliti cd conspiracy. We can
believe anything else we wish to abou it. We can believe that it is brutal, tyrannicd,
evil or even that it intends to buy us, and we will win the plaudits of the vast majority
of American people. But dont ever, ever use the word conspiracy if you exped
applause, for that is when the wrath of Liberaldom will be unleashed against you. We
are nat disallowed from believing in all types of conspiracy, just modern politi cd

conspiracy.

We know that down through the annals of history small groups of men have existed
who have @nspired to bring the reins of power into their hands. History books are full
of their schemes. Even Life magazine believesin conspirades li ke the Cosa Nostra
where men conspire to make money through crime. You may recdl that Life did a
series of articles onthe testimony of Joseph Vaachi before the McClellan Committee
several years ago. There ae some aspeds of those revelations which are worth naing.

Most of usdid na know the organization was cdled Cosa Nostra. Until Valacdi
"sang" we dl thought it was named the Mafia. That is how littl e we knew abou this
group, despite the fact that it was a century old and had been gperating in many
courtries with a self-perpetuating clique of leaders. We didn't even know it by its
proper name. It isnot possble apdliti cd conspiracy might exist, waiting for a Joseph
Vaadi to testify? Is Dr. Carroll Quigley the Joseph VVaadhi of pdliticd conspirades?

We seethat everybody, even Life magazine, believesin some sort of conspiracy. The
guestionis: Which is the more lethal form of conspiracy-criminal or pdliticd? And
what is the diff erence between a member of the Cosa Nostra and a Communist, or
more properly, an Insider conspirator? Men like Lucky Luciano who have scratched
and clawed to thetop d the heg in organized crime must, of necessty, be
diabdlicdly brilli ant, cunning and absolutely ruthless But, amost withou exception,
the men in the hierarchy of organized crime have had noformal educaion. They were
borninto powerty and learned their trade in the back all eys of Naples, New Y ork or
Chicago.

Now suppase someone with this ssme amoral grasping personality were borninto a
patrician family of grea wedth and was educated at the best prep schodss, then
Harvard, Yae or Princeton, foll owed by graduate work passbly at Oxford. In these
ingtitutions he would become totally familiar with history, econamics, psychaogy,
sociology and pditi ca science After having graduated from such ill ustrious

establi shments of higher leaning, arewelikely to find hm out on the streds pedding
fifty cent tickets to a numbers game? Would you find hm pushing marijuanato high
schoders or running astring of houses of prostitution? Would he be getting involved
in gangland killi ngs? Not at al. For with that sort of education, this personwould
redizethat if one wants power, red power, the lesons of history say, "Get into the



government business" Beawme apdliti cian and work for pdliti cd power or, better yet,
get some padliti cians to front for you. That is where the real power-and the red money-
is.

Conspiracy to seize the power of government is as old as government itself. We can
study the aonspirades surroundng Alcibiades in Greece or Julius Caesar in ancient
Rome, but we ae not suppaosed to think that men today scheme to achieve padliti cd
power.

Every conspirator has two things in common with every other conspirator. He must be
an accomplished liar and afar-seaeng planner. Whether you are studying Hitler,
Alcibiades, Julius Caesar or some of our contemporary conspirators, you will find that
their patient planning is almost overwhelming. We repea FDR's gatement: "In

paliti cs, nahing happens by acadent. If it happens, you can bet it was planned that
way.

In redity, Communism is atyranny planned by power seekers whose most eff ective
wegponisthebiglie. And if onetakes al the lies of Communism and balsthem
down, you will findthey distill i nto two major lies out of which all others spring.
They are: (1) Communism isinevitable, and (2) Communism is a movement of the
downtrodden masses rising up against exploiting bosses.

Let us go badk to ou imaginary survey and analyze our first big lie of Communism-
that it isinevitable. Youwill recdl that we asked ou intervieweeif he was for or
against Communism and then we asked him to defineit. Now we are going to ask
him: "Sir, doyou think Communism isinevitable in America?' Andin amost every
case the resporse will be something like this: "Oh, well, no.1 don't think so. Y ou
know how Americans are. We ae alittl e Slow sometimesin reading to danger. Y ou
remember Pearl Harbor. But the American people would never sit still for
Communism.”

Next we ak: "Well then, doyou think sociaism isinevitable in America?’ The
answer, in amost every case will be similar to this: "I'm no sociali st, you understand,
but | seewhat is going on in this courtry. Yeah, I'd have to say that socialism is
inevitable."

Then we ask our interviewee "Sinceyou say you are not asocialist but you fed the
courtry is being socialized, why don't you dosomething abou it?" His response will
run: "I'm only one person. Besides it'sinevitable. You can't fight city hal, heh, heh,
heh."

Don't you knawv that the boys down at city hall are doing everything they can to
convinceyou d that? How effedively can you qopose anything if youfed your
oppasitionisfutile? Giving your oppaent the idea that defending himself isfutileis
asold aswarfare itself. In abou 500B. C. the Chinese war lord-phil osopher Sun Tsu
stated, "Supreme excdlencein warfare liesin the destruction d your enemy'swill to
resist in advanceof perceptible hostilities." We cdl it "psy war" or psychological
warfare today. In poler, it iscdled "runnng agood buff." The principle is the same.



Thus we have the American people: anti-Communist, but unable to define it and anti-
socidist, but thinking it isinevitable. How did Marx view Communism? How
important is "the inevitabili ty of Communism" to the Communists? What do the
Communists want you to believe is inevitable-Communism or socialism? If you study
Marx' Communist Manifesto youwill findthat in essence Marx said the proletarian
revolution would establi sh the SOCIALIST dictatorship of the proletariat. To achieve
the SOCIALIST dictatorship o the proletariat, threethings would have to be
acomplished: (1) The dimination d al right to private property; (2) The dissolution
of the family unit; and (3) Destruction o what Marx referred to as the "opiate of the
people,” religion.

Marx went on to state that when the dictatorship o the proletariat had accompli shed
these threethings throughout the world, and after some undetermined length of time
(as you can imagine, he was very vague onthis point), the dl powerful state would
miraaulously wither away and state socialism would give way to Communism. You
wouldn't need any government at al. Everything would be peace, swednessand light
and everybody would live happily ever after. But first, al Communists must work to
establish SOCIALISM.

Can't you just seeKarl Marx redly believing that an omnipotent state would wither
away? Or can you imagine that a Joseph Stalin (or any other man with the aunning
and ruthlessessnecessary to rise to the top d the hegp in an all-powerful
dictatorship) would vduntarily dismantle the power he had bult by fea and terror? *

Footnaote:

{*} Karl Marx was hired by a mysterious groupwho cal ed themselves the League of
Just Men to write the Communist Manifesto as demogogic boob-bait to apped to the
mob. In actual fad the Communist Manifesto wasin circulation for many yeas before
Marx' name was widely enough reaognized to establish his authorship for this
revolutionary handbook.All Karl Marx redly did wasto updite and codify the very
same revolutionary plans and principles st down seventy yeas earlier by Adam
Weishaupt, the founder of the Order of Illuminati in Bavaria. And, it iswidely
adknowledged by serious schalars of this subjed that the League of Just Men was
simply an extension d the llluminati which was forced to go deep underground after

it was exposed by araid in 1786condcted by the Bavarian authoriti es.

Socialism would be the bait ... the excuse to establi sh the dictatorship. Since
dictatorship is hard to sell i nidedistic terms, theideahad to be alded that the
dictatorship was just atemporary necessty and would soon dsslve of its own
acord. Yourealy haveto be naive to swall ow that, but millions do!

The drive to establish SOCIALISM, na Communism, is at the core of everything the
Communists and the Insiders do. Marx and al of his siccessors in the Communist
movement have ordered their foll owers to work on buil ding SOCIALISM. If you go
to hea an official Communist spegker, he never mentions Communism. He will spe&k



only of the struggle to compl ete the socialization d America. If yougoto a
Communist bookstore you will findthat all of their literature pushes this theme. It
does nat cdl for the establishment of Communism, bu SOCIALISM.

And many members of the Establi shment push this same theme. The September 1970
issue of New York magazne mntains an article by Harvard Professor JohnKenneth
Galbraith, hmself a professed sociali s, entitled "Richard Nixon and the Grea
Socidist Revival." In describing what he call s the "Nixon Game Plan,” Galbraith
states:

"Mr. Nixonis probably not agred reader of Marx, bu [his advisors] Drs. Burns,
Shultz and McCradken are excdlent schdars who knav him well and could have
brought the President abreast and it is beyond denying that the crisis that aided the
rush into socialism was engineered by the Administration ..

Dr. Galbraith began his article by stating:

"Certainly the least predicted development under the Nixon Administration was this
greda new thrust to socialism. One encourters people who still aren't aware of it.
Others must be rubling their eyes, for certainly the portents seemed all to the
contrary. As and opporent of socialism, Mr. Nixon seemed steadfast. ..."

Galbraith then proceals to li st the giant steps toward socialism taken by the Nixon
Administration. The anclusion ore draws from the aticle is that socialism, whether
it be from the Democrat or Repullican Parties, isinevitable. Fellow Harvard sociali st
Dr. Arthur Schlesinger has said much the same thing:

"The dief libera gainsin the past generally remain onthe statute books when the
conservatives reaver power ... liberalism grows constantly more liberal, and by the
same token, conservatism grows constantly lessconservative...."

Many extremely patriotic individuals have innacently fallen for the anspiracy's line.
Walter Trohan, columnist emeritus for the Chicago Tribure and ore of America's
outstanding paliticd commentators, has accurately noted:

"It isaknown fad that the palicies of the government today, whether Republican o
Democratic, are doser to the 1932 patform of the Communist Party than they are to
either of their own party platforms in that criticd yea. More than 100years ago, in

1848to be exad, Karl Marx promulgated his program for the socidli zed state in the

Communist Manifesto. .."

And Mr. Trohan has also been fed to beli eve that the trend is inevitable:

"Conservatives shoud be redistic enough to recognize that this courtry is going
deegoer into socialism and will see expansion d federa power, whether Repulicans
or Democrats are in paver. The only comfort they may have is that the pacewill be
slower under Richard M. Nixon than it might have been urder Hubert H. Humphrey.



Conservatives are going to have to recognize that the Nixon Administration will
embrace most of the socialism of the Democratic administrations, whil e professng to
improveit. ..

The Establi shment promotes the ideaof the inevitabili ty of Communism through its
perversion d terms used in describing the pdliticd spedrum. (SeeChart 1) We ae
told that onthe far Left of the pdliti cd spedrum we find Communism, whichis
admittedly dictatorial. But, we ae dso told that equally to be feared is the oppdasite of
thefar Left, i.e., thefar Right, which islabeled Fascism. We ae constantly told that
we shoud all try to stay in the midde of the road, which istermed democracy, but by
which the Establi shment means Fabian (or creeping) sociaism. (The fad that the
midd e of the road has been moving inexorably leftward for forty yearsisignared.)
Hereis an excdlent example of the use of false alternatives. We ae given the dhoice
between Communism (international socialism) on ore end d the spedrum, Naziism
(national socialism) onthe other end, or Fabian socialism in the midde. The whaole
spedrum is ocialist!

Thisis absurd. Where would you pu an anarchist onthis pedrum? Where do you pu
apersonwho believesin a Congtitutional Repulic and the free eterprise system? He
isnat represented here, yet this pedrum is used for pdliti cd definitions by a probable
ninety percent of the people of the nation.

Charts1 and 2
#1

Dictatorship Dictatorsh ip

Communism Fabian Socialism Fascism

Chart 1 depicts a false Left-Right pdliti cal spedrum used by Liberals which has
Comnunism (Internationd Sacialism) onthe far Left anditstwin, Fascism (Nationd
Sacialism) onthe far Right with the "midd e of theroad' being Fabian Saialism. The
entire spedrumis Sciali st!

#2

e Anarchy
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Constitutional
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Pharachism
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Chart 2isamorerationd padliti cal spedrum with total government in ary formon
the far Left and no geernment or anarchy onthe far right. The U.S.was a Repulic
with alimited government, bu for the past 60 years we have been moving leftward



acrossthe spedrum towards total government with each new piece of sociali st
legislation.

Thereisan acarrate padliticd spedrum. (See Chart 2.) Communism is, by definition,
total government. If you have total government it makes littl e diff erence whether you
cdl it Communism, Fascism, Socialism, Caesarism or Pharaohism. It's all pretty much
the same from the standpoint of the people who must live and suffer under it. If total
government (by any of its pseudanyms) stands on the far Left, then by logic the far
Right shoud represent anarchy, or no government.

Our Foundng Fathers revolted against the near-total government of the English
monarchy. But they knew that having no government at all would lead to chaos. So
they set up a Constitutional Republic with avery limited government. They knew that
men prospered in freedom. Although the free eterprise system is not mentioned
spedficdly in the Congtitution, it isthe only one which can exist under a
Constitutional Repubic. All coll edivist systems require power in government which
the Constitution dd not grant. Our Foundng Fathers had nointention d all owing the
government to beaome an instrument to sted the fruit of one man'slabor and giveit to
ancther who had na earned it. Our government was to be one of severely limited
powers. Thomas Jefferson said: "In questions of power then let no more be head o
confidence in man, bu bind im down from mischief by the dains of the
Constitution." Jefferson krew that if the government were not enslaved, people soon
would be.

It was Jeff erson’s view that government governs best which governs least. Our
forefathers establi shed this country with the very least possble anourt of
government. Although they lived in an age before aitomobhil es, eledric lights and
television, they understood human neture and itsrelationto pditi cd systems far better
than domost Americans today. Times change, techndogy changes, but principles are
eternal. Primarily, government was to provide for national defense and to establish a
court system. But we have burst the chains that Jefferson spoke of and for many years
now we have been moving leftward aaossthe pdliticd spedrum toward colledivist
total government. Every propasal by our pdliti cd |eaders (including some which are
suppased to have the very oppasite eff ect, such as Nixon's revenue sharing propacsal)
caries us further leftward to centrali zed government. Thisis not becaise socialism is
inevitable. It is no more inevitable than Pharaohism. It islargely the result of clever
planning and patient graduali sm.

Since dl Communists and their Insider bosses are waging a mnstant struggle for
SOCIALISM, let us define that term. Socialism is usually denned as government
ownership and/or control over the basic means of production and dstribution d goods
and services. When analyzed this means government control over everything,
including you. All controls are "people” controls. If the government controls these
areas it can eventually do just exadly as Marx set out to do-destroy the right to private
property, eliminate the family and wipe out religion.

We ae being socidized in America and everybody knowsit. If we had a chanceto sit
down and have acup of coffeewith the man in the stred that we have been
interviewing, he might say: "You knaw, the one thing | can never figure out iswhy all
these very, very wedthy people like the Kennedys, the Fords, the Rockefellers and



others are for socialism. Why are the super-rich for socialism? Don't they have the
most to lose? | take alook at my bank account and compare it with Nelson
Rockefeller's and it seems funny that I'm against socialism and he's out promoting it."
Or isit funny? In redity, thereis avast difference between what the promoters define
as ociaism andwhat it isin adual practice Theideathat sociaism is a share-the-
wedth program is grictly a confidence game to get the people to surrender their
freedom to an al-powerful colledivist government. Whil e the Insiderstell uswe ae
building a paradise on eath, we ae actually constructing ajail for ourselves.

Doesn't it strike you as grange that some of the individuals pushing hardest for
socialism have their own persona wealth proteded in family trusts and tax-free
founcations? Men like Rockefell er, Ford and Kennedy are for every sociali st program
known to man which will i ncrease your taxes. Y et they pay-littl e, if anything, in taxes
themselves. An article published by the North American Newspaper Alliancein
August of 1967tells how the Rockefell ers pay practicaly noincome taxes despite
their vast wedth. The aticle reveals that one of the Rockefell ers paid the grand total
of $685 mrsonal income tax during arecent year. The Kennedys have their Chicago
Merchandise Mart, their mansions, yachts, planes, etc., al owned by their myriads of
family foundations and trusts. Taxes are for peons! Y et hypocrites li ke Rockefell er,
Ford and Kennedy pose as grea champions of the "downtrodden.” If they were redly
concerned abou the poor, rather than using socialism as a means of achieving
personal pdliticd power, they would dvest themselves of their own fortunes. Thereis
no law which prevents them from giving away their own fortunes to the poverty
stricken. Shoudn't these men set an example? And pradice what they preach? If they
advocae sharing the wealth, shoudnt they start with their own instead of that of the
midde dasswhich pays dmost all the taxes? Why don't Nelson Rockefeller and
Henry Ford Il give avay al their wedth, retaining orly enough to placethemselves at
the national average? Can't youimagine Teddy Kennedy giving up hsmansion,
airplane and yacht and moving into a $25,000 lome with a $20,000mortgage like the
rest of us?

We ae usually told that this clique of super-rich are sociali sts because they have a
guilt complex over wedth they inherited and dd na ean. Again, they could relieve
these suppased guilt complexes smply by divesting themselves of their unearned
wedth. There ae doulilessmany wedthy do-gooders who have been given a guilt
complex by their coll ege profesrs, but that doesn't explain the adions of Insiders
like the Rockefell ers, Fords or Kennedys. All their adions betray them as power
Seekers.

But the Kennedys, Rockefell ers and their super-rich confederates are not being
hypocrites in advocating socialism. It appeasto be a ontradiction for the super-rich
to work for socialism and the destruction d freeenterprise. In redity it isnot.

Our problem isthat most of us beli eve socialism iswhat the sociali sts want us to
believeit is-a share-thewedth program. That is the theory. But is that how it works?
Let us examine the only Socialist countries-according to the Sociali st definition d the
word-extant in the world today. These are the Communist courtries. The Communists
themselves refer to these a Socialist courtries, asin the Union d Soviet Sociali st
Repuldics. Herein the reality of socialism you have atiny oligarchial clique & the
top, wsually numbering no more than three percent of the total popuation, controlli ng



the total wedth, total production and the very lives of the other ninety-seven percent.
Certainly even the most naive observe that Mr. Brezhnev doesn't live like one of the
poa peasants out onthe gread Russan steppes. But, acarding to socidli st theory, he
is suppceed to dojust that!

If one understands that socialism is nat a share-thewedth program, but isin redity a
methodto consolidate and control the wedth, then the seeming paradox of super-rich
men promoting socialism becomes no paradox at al. Instead it becomesthe logicd,
even the perfect tod of power-seeking megalomaniacs. Communism, or more
acarately, socialism, isnot a movement of the downtrodden masses, bu of the
emnamic dite. The plan o the mnspirator Insiders then isto sociali ze the United
States, na to Communizeit.

How isthisto be acomplished? Chart 3 shows the structure of our government as
establi shed by our Founding Fathers. The Constitution fradionali zed and subdivided
governmental power in every way possble. The Foundng Fathers beli eved that ead
branch of the government, whether at the federal, state or locd level, would be jedous
of its powers and would never surrender them to centralized control. Also, many
phases of our lives (such as charity and education) were puit totally, or aimost totally,
out of the grasp of pdliti cians. Under this system you could na have adictatorship.
No segment of government could passbly amassenough power to form a
dictatorship. In order to have adictatorship ore must have asingle branch hdding
most of the reins of power. Once you have this, a dictatorship isinevitable.

Chart 3 - Constitutional Republic

Chart 3
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A dictatorship was impassible in ou Repulic because power was widely diffused.
Today, as we approach Democratic Socialism, all power isbeing centralized at the
apexof the exeaitive branch of the federal government. This concentration d power
makes a dictatorship inevtable. Thase who control the President indiredly gain
virtual control of the whole country.

The English philosopher Thomas Hobbes noted: "Freedom is government divided into
small fragments." Wood-row Wil son, kefore he became the tod of the Insiders,
observed: "This history of liberty is ahistory of the limitations of governmental

power, na the increase of it." Andthe English historian Lord Acton commented:
"Power tends to corrupt and absolute power corrupts absolutely.” Even though these



men lived after our Constitution was written, ou forefathers understoodthese
principles completely.

But what is happening today? As we move leftward along the pdliti cd spedrum
towards socialism, al the reins of power are being centralized in the exeautive branch
of the federal government. Much o thisis being done by buying with legislation a
with "free" federal grants al the other entities. Money is used as bait and the hookis
federal control. The Supreme Court hasruled, and in this case quite logically, that "it
is hardly lack of due processfor the government to regulate that which it subsidizes.”

If you and your clique wanted control over the United States, it would be impossble
to take over every city hall, county sed and state house. Y ouwould want all power
vested at the goex of the exeautive branch of the federal government; then you would
have only to control one man to control the whole shebang. If you wanted to control
the nation's manufaduring, commerce, finance, transportation and retural resources,
you would need only to control the goex, the power pinnade, of an all-powerful
SOCIALIST government. Then you would have amonopdy and could squeeze out
al your competitors. If you wanted a national monopdy, you must control anational
socialist government. If you want a worldwide monopdy, you must control aworld
sociali st government. That iswhat the gameisal abou. "Communism” isnot a
movement of the downtrodden masses but is a movement created, manipulated and
used by power-seeking billi onairesin order to gain control over the world ... first by
establi shing sociali st governments in the various nations and then consoli dating them
al through a"Great Merger," into an all-powerful world sociali st super-state probably
under the auspices of the United Nations. The balance of this bookwill outline just
how they have used Communism to approach that goal.



3 - The Money Manipulators

Many coll ege history professorstell their charges that the books they will be using in
the dassare "objedive." But stop and ask yourself: Isit possble to write ahistory
bookwithou aparticular point of view? There ae billi ons of events which take place
in the world eadt day. To think of writing a cmplete history of a nation covering
even ayear is absolutely incredible

Not only isahistorian's abili ty to write an "objedive" history limited by the shee
volume of happenings but by the fad that many of the most important happenings
never appear in the papers or even in somebody's memoirs. The dedsions readied by
the "Big Boys" in the smoke-fill ed rooms are nat reported even in the New York
Timeswhich ostensibly reports all the newsthat isfit to print. ("All the news that fits'
isamore acurate description.)

In order to buld his case, a historian must seled a miniscule number of facts from the
limited number that are known. If he does nat have a"theory," how does he separate
important fads from unimportant ones? As Professor Stuart Crane has pointed ou,
thisiswhy every book"proves' the aithor's thesis. But no bookis objedive. No book
can be objective; and thisbookis not objedive. (Liberal reviewers shoud have aball
guaing that out of context.) Theinformationin it istrue, but the bookis not

objedive. We have carefully seleded the fads to prove our case. We beli eve that

most other historians have focused onthe landscape, and ignored that which is most
important: the cat, boy and donley.

Most of the fads which we bring out are readily verifiable & any large library. But
our contentionis that we have aranged these fads in the order which most acarately
revedstheir true significancein history. These ae the facts the Establi shment does
not want you to know.

Have you ever had the experience of walking into a mystery movie two-thirds of the
way through? Confusing wasn't it? All the evidencemadeit look asif the butler were
the murderer, bu in the final scenes you find ou, surprisingly, that it was the man's
wife dl along. You have to stay and seethe beginning of the film. Then as all the
piecesfall into pace the story makes snse.

This stuationis very similar to the one in which milli ons of Americansfind

themselves today. They are cnfused by current happenings in the nation. They have
come in as the movie, so to spedk, isgoing into its conclusion. The earlier portion o
the mystery is needed to make the whale thing understandable. (Actualy, we ae not
redly starting at the beginning, bu we ae going bad far enough to give meaning to

today's happenings.)

In order to urderstand the conspiracy it is necessary to have some rudimentary
knowledge of banking and, particularly, of international bankers. Whileit would be
an ower-simplificaionto ascribe the entire conspiracy to international bankers, they
neverthelesshave played akey role. Think of the conspiracy as a hand with ore finger
labelled "international banking," others "fourdations,” "the anti-reli gion movement"



"Fabian Socialism," and "Communism." But it was the international bankers of whom
Professor Quigley was edking when we quaed him ealier as dating that their aim
was nothing lessthan control of the world through finance

Where do governments get the enormous amourts of money they need? Most, of
course, comes from taxation; but governments often spend more than they are willi ng
to tax from their citizens and so are forced to barow. Our national debt is now $455
billi on-every cent of it borrowed at interest from somewhere.

The pulicisled to believe that our government borrows from "the people” through
savings bonds. Actually, only the small est percentage of the national debt is held by
individualsin thisform. Most government bonds, except thase owned by the
government itself throughits trust funds, are held by vast banking firms known as
international banks.

For centuries there has been ig money to be made by international bankersin the
financing of governments and kings. Such operators are faced, havever, with certain
thorny problems. We know that small er banking operations proted themselves by
taking coll ateral, but what kind d coll ateral can you get from a government or aking?
What if the banker comes to coll ed and the king says, "Off with hisheal"? The
processthrough which one lleds a debt from a government or amonarch isnot a
subjed taught in the business €hods of our universities, and most of us-never having
been in the businessof financing kings-have nat given the problem much thought. But
there is aking-financing businessand to thase who can ensure llectionit islucrative
indeed.

Econamics Profesoor Stuart Crane notes that there are two means used to coll aterali ze
loans to governments and kings. Whenever a businessfirm borrows big money its
creditor obtains a voice in management to protect hisinvestment. Like abusiness no
government can borrow big money unlesswilli ng to surrender to the aeditor some
measure of sovereignty as coll ateral. Certainly international bankers who have loaned
hundeds of hilli ons of ddlarsto governments aroundthe world command
considerable influencein the padlicies of such governments.

But the ultimate alvantage the aeditor has over the king or president isthat if the
ruler gets out of line the banker can finance his enemy or rival. Therefore, if you want
to stay in the lucrative king-financing business it iswise to have a enemy or rival
waiti ng in the wings to unsea every king or president to whom you lend. If the king
doesn't have an enemy, you must creae one.

Preaminent in playing this game was the famous House of Rothschild. Its founcer,
Meyer Amschel Rothschild (17431812 of Frankfurt, Germany, kept one of hisfive
sons at home to runthe Frankfurt bank and sent the others to London,Paris, Vienna
and Naples. The Rothschil ds becane incredibly wedthy during the nineteenth century
by financing governments to fight each ather. According to Profesor Stuart Crane:

"If youwill | ook badk at every war in Europe during the Nineteenth Century, you will
seethat they always ended with the establi shment of a'balance of power." With every
re-shuffling there was a balance of power in anew groupng aroundthe House of
Rothschild in England, France, or Austria. They grouped nations < that if any king



got out of line awar would bre& out and the war would be deaded by which way the
financing went. Researching the debt pasitions of the warring nations will usually
indicae whowasto be punished.”

In describing the dharaderistics of the Rothschil ds and aher major international
bankers, Dr. Quigley tell s us that they remained diff erent from ordinary bankersin
several ways: they were cosmopditan and international; they were dose to
governments and were particularly concerned with government debts, including
foreign government debts; these bankers came to be cdled "international bankers."

(Quigley, Tragedy and Hope, p. 52

One mgor reason for the historicd bladkout onthe role of the international bankersin
paliti cd history isthat the Rothschil ds were Jewish. Anti-Semites have played into
the hands of the @nspiracy by trying to patray the entire conspiracy as Jewish.
Nothing could be farther from the truth. The traditionally Anglo-Saxon J. P. Morgan
and Rockefell er international banking institutions have played akey rolein the
conspiracy. But thereis no denying the importance of the Rothschil ds and their

satellit es. However, it isjust as unreasonable and immoral to bdame dl Jewsfor the
crimes of the Rothschilds asit isto hdd all Baptists acmurtable for the aimes of the
Rockefellers.

The Jewish members of the anspiracy have used an organization cal ed the Anti-
Defamation League & an instrument to try to convince everyone that any mention d
the Rothschilds or their alliesis an attadk onall Jews. In thisway they have stifled
amost all horest schalarship oninternational bankers and made the subject taboo
within unversities.

Any individual or bookexploring this subjed isimmediately attacked by hundeds of
A.D.L. committees al over the courtry. The A.D.L. has never let truth or logic
interfere with its highly professonal smear jobs. When noevidenceis apparent, the
A.D.L., which staunchly oppased so-cdled "McCarthyism," accuses people of being
"latent anti-Semites." Can you imagine how they would yowl and scream if someone
acaised them of being "latent” Communists?

Actuadly, nobaly has aright to be more angry at the Rothschild clique than their
fellow Jews. The Warburgs, part of the Rothschild empire, helped finance Adadph
Hitler. There were few if any Rothschil ds or Warburgs in the Nazi prison camps!
They sat out the war in luxurious hotels in Paris or emigrated to the United States or
England. As a group, Jews have suffered most at the hands of these power seekers. A
Rothschild has much more in common with a Rockefell er than he does with atail or
from Budapest or the Bronx.

Sincethe keystone of the international banking empires has been government bondk,
it has been in the interest of these international bankers to encourage government
debt. The higher the debt the more the interest. Nothing drives government deeply
into debt like awar; andit has not been an uncommon pradice anong international
bankers to finance both sides of the bloodest military conflicts. For example, during
our Civil War the North was financed by the Rothschil ds through their American
agent, August Belmont, and the American South through the Erlangers, Rothschild
relatives.



But while wars and revolutions have been useful to international bankersin gaining or
increasing control over governments, the key to such control has always been control
of money. You can control agovernment if you have it in your debt; a creditor isin a
pasition to demand the privil eges of monopdy from the sovereign. Money-seeking
governments have granted monopdi es in state banking, natural resources, ol
concesgons and transportation. However, the monopdy which the international
financiers most covet is control over a nation's money.

Eventually these international bankers adually owned as private crporations the
central banks of the various European nations. The Bank of England, Bank of France
and Bank of Germany were not owned by their respedive governments, as aimost
everyoneimagines, bu were privately owned monopdies granted by the heals of
state, usualy in return for loans. Under this system, observed Reginald McKenna,
President of the Midlands Bank of England: "Those that create and issue the money
and credit dired the pdlicies of government and hold in their hands the destiny of the
people.” Oncethe government isin debt to the bankersit is at their mercy. A
frightening example was cited by the LondonFinancia Times of September 26, 1921,
which reveaed that even at that time: "Half a dozen men at the top d the Big Five
Banks could upset the whale fabric of government finance by refraining from
renewing Treasury Bill s."

All those who have sought dictatorial control over modern retions have understood
the necessty of a central bank. When the League of Just Men hired a hack
revolutionary named Karl Marx to write ablueprint for conquest called The
Communist Manifesto, the fifth plank read: "Centrali zation d credit in the hands of
the state, by means of anational bank with state apital and an exclusive monopdy."
Lenin later said that the establishment of a central bank was ninety percent of
communizing a @urtry. Such conspirators knew that you canna take control of a
nation withou military forceunlessthat nation has a central bank through which you
can control its eamnamy. The anarchist Bakunin sarcasticdly remarked about the
followers of Karl Marx: "They have one foat in the bank and ane foat in the sociali st
movement."

The international financiers st up their own front man in charge of each of Europe's
central banks. Profesor Quigley reports:

"It must nat be felt that these heads of the world's chief central banks were themselves
substantive powers in world finance They were not. Rather, they were the technicians
and agents of the dominant investment bankers of their own countries, who hed raised
them up and were perfedly capable of throwing them down. The substantive financial
powers of the world were in the hands of these investment bankers (also cdled
‘international’ or 'merchants bankers) who remained largely behind the scenesin their
own unncorporated private banks. These formed a system of international
cooperation and national dominance which was more private, more powerful, and
more seaet than that of their agentsin the central banks. ..." (Quigley, op.cit., pp.
326-7))

Dr. Quigley also reveds that the international bankers who avned and controll ed the
Banks of England and France maintained their power even after those Banks were
theoreticdly socialized.



Naturally those who controll ed the central banks of Europe were eager from the start
to fasten a simil ar establishment on the United States. From the earli est days, the
Foundng Fathers had been conscious of attempts to control Americathrough money
manipulation, and they carried onarunnng battle with the international bankers.
Thomas Jefferson wrote to John Adams: "... | sincerely believe, with you, that
banking establi shments are more dangerous than standing armies. ..."

But, even though Americadid na have acentral bank after President Jadkson
abdlished it in 1836,the European financiers and their American agents managed to
obtain agrea ded of control over our monetary system. Gustavus Myers, in Ms
History of The Grea American Fortunes, reveals:

"Under the surface, the Rothschil ds long had a powerful influencein dictating
American financial laws. The law records $how that they were powersin the old Bank
of the United States [abali shed by Andrew Jadkson]."

During the nineteenth century the leading financiers of the metropditan East often cut
one another's financia throats, bu as their Western and rural victims darted to
organize pdliti cdly, the "robber barons’ saw that they had a"community of interest"
toward which they must work together to protect themselves from thousands of irate
farmers and upand coming competitors. This diffusion d ecmnamic power was one of
the main fadors gimulating the demands for a central bank by would-be businessand
financial monopdi sts.

In Y ears of Plunder Proctor Hansl writes of this era:

"Among the Morgans, Kuhn-Loebs and aher similar pill ars of the industrial order
there was lessdisposition to become involved in dsagreanents that led to financial
dislocaion. A community of interest cameinto being, with results that were highly
beneficial. .."

But aside from the mgjor Eastern centers, most American bankers and their customers
still distrusted the whole mncept.

In order to show the hinterlands that they were going to need a central hanking
system, the international bankers creaed a series of panics as ademonstration d their
power-awarning of what would happen urnessthe rest of the bankers got into line.
The man in charge of conducting these lessons was J. Pierport Morgan, American-
born bu educaed in England and Germany. Morgan is referred to by many, including
Congresgnan Louis McFadden, (a banker who for ten years headed the House
Banking and Currency Committee), as the top American agent of the English
Rothschil ds.

By the turn of the century J. P. Morgan was aready an dd hand at creding artificial
panics. Such affairs were well co-ordinated. Senator Robert Owen, a w-author of the
Federal Reserve Act, (who later deeoly regretted hisrole), testified before a
Congressonal Committeethat the bank he owned recaved from the National
Bankers Asciation what cameto be known as the "Panic Circular of 1893." It
stated: "Youwill at once retire one-third of your circulationand call in ore-half of
your loans. .."



Historian Frederick Lewis Allen tellsin Life magazne of April 25, 1949, 6Morgan's
role in spreading rumors abou the insolvency of the Knickerbocker Bank and The
Trust Company of America which rumorstriggered the 1907 ganic. In answer to the
guestion: "Did Morgan predpitate the panic?' Allen reports:

"Oakleigh Thome, the president of that particular trust company, testified later before
a ongressona committeethat his bank had been subjeded to orly moderate
withdrawals ... that he had na applied for help, and that it was the [Morgan's] 'sore
point' statement alone that had caused the run onhis bank. From this testimony, plus
the discipli nary measures taken by the Cleaing House against the Heinze, Morse and
Thomas banks, plus other fragments of suppasedly pertinent evidence, certain
chroniclers have arrived at the ingenious conclusion that the Morgan interests took
advantage of the unsettled condtions during the autumn of 1907to predpitate the
panic, guiding it shrewdly asit progressed so that it would kill off rival banks and
consoli date the preeminence of the banks within the Morgan orbit."

The "panic" which Morgan had creaed, he proceeded to end almost single-handedly.
He had made his point. Frederick Allen explains:

"Thelesson of the Panic of 1907was clear, though nd for some six yeas wasiit
destined to be anboded in legislation: the United States gravely needed a central
banking system. ..."

The man whowasto play the most significant part in providing Americawith that
central bank was Paul Warburg, who along with his brother Felix had immigrated to
the United States from Germany in 1902.(SeeChart 4.) They left brother Max (later a
major financier of the Russan Revolution) at home in Frankfurt to run the family
bank (M. N. Warburg & Company).

Paul Warburg married Nina Loeb, daughter of Solomon Loeb of Kuhn,Loeb and
Company, America's most powerful international banking firm. Brother Felix married
Frieda Schiff, daughter of Jaab Schiff, the ruling power behind Kuhn, Loeb. Stephen
Birmingham writesin his authoritative Our Crowd: "In the eghteenth century the
Schiffs and Rothschil ds ared a doulde house™ in Frankfurt. Schiff reportedly bought
his partnership in Kuhn,Loeb with Rothschild money.

Both Paul and Felix Warburg becane partnersin Kuhn,Loeb and Company.

In 1907 the year of the Morgan-predpitated panic, Paul Warburg began spending
amost all of histime writing and lecturing on the need for "bank reform.” Kuhn,
Loeb and Company was sufficiently pullic spirited abou the matter to keep hm on
saary at $500,000 pr year whil e for the next six yeas he donated histimeto "the
pubic good”

Working with Warburg in promoting this "banking reform” was Nelson Aldrich,
known as "Morgan's floor broker in the Senate." Aldrich's daughter Abby married
JohnD. Rockefeller Jr. (the aurrent Governor of New York is named for his materna
grandfather).

Chart 4 - Federal Reserve
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After the Panic of 1907,Aldrich was appanted by the Senate to heal the National
Monetary Commisgon. Although he had notednicd knowledge of banking, Aldrich
and his entourage spent nealy two years and $3®,000 d the taxpayers' money being
wined and dned by the owners of Europe's central banks as they toured the Continent
"studying" central banking. When the Commisson returned from its luxurious junket
it held nomedings and made no report for nearly two years. But Senator Aldrich was
busy "arranging” things. Together with Paul Warburg and aher international bankers,
he staged ore of the most important seaet meetings in the history of the United
States. Rockefell er agent Frank VVanderli p admitted many years later in his memoirs:

"Despite my views abou the value to society of greaer pulicity for the dfairs of
corporations, there was an occasion, rear the dose of 1910,when | was as ®aetive-
inded as furtive-as any conspirator .... 1 do nd fed it is any exaggeration to spe& of
our seaet expedition to Jekyl Island as the occasion of the adual conception of what
eventually became the Federal Reserve System.”

The seaecy was well warranted. At stake was control over the entire e@nomy.
Senator Aldrich had issued confidential invitationsto Henry P. Davison d J. P.
Morgan & Company; Frank A. Vanderlip, President of the Rockefell er-owned
National City Bank; A. Piatt Andrew, Asdstant Secretary of the Treasury; Benjamin
Strong of Morgan's Bankers Trust Company; and Paul Warburg. They were dl to
acompany him to Jekyl Island, Georgia, to write the final recommendations of the
National Monetary Commisson report.

At Jekyl I1sland, writes B. C. Forbesin his Men Who Are Making America

"After agenera discussonit was dedded to draw up certain broad principles on
which all could agree Every member of the group vded for a central bank as being
theided cornerstone for any banking system." (Page 399)

Warburg stressed that the name "central bank™ must be avoided at all costs. It was
dedded to promote the scheme a a"regional reserve" system with four (later twelve)
branches in dfferent sedions of the country. The wnspirators knew that the New

Y ork bank would daminate the rest, which would be marble "white dephants’ to
decevethe pulic.

Out of the Jekyl Island meding came the completion o the Monetary Commisson
Report and the Aldrich Bill . Warburg had proposed the bill be designated the "Federal
Reserve System," but Aldrich insisted his own name was arealy asociated in the



puldic's mind with banking reform and that it would arouse suspicionif abill were
introduced which did na bea his name. However, Aldrich's name dtached to the hill
proved to be the kissof deah, since ay law bearing his name was © obvously a
projed of the international bankers.

When the Aldrich Bill could na be pushed throughCongress a new strategy had to
be devised. The Repulican Party was too closely conreded with Wall Stred. The
only hope for a central bank wasto dsguiseit and have it put through by the
Democrats as ameasure to strip Wall Stred of its power. The opportunity to dothis
came with the goproach of the 1912Presidentia eledion. Repulican President

Willi am Howard Taft, who hed turned against the Aldrich Bill , seamed a sure-fire bet
for redledion urtil Taft's predecesor, fellow Republican Teddy Roosevelt, agread to
run onthe ticket of the Progressve Party. In America's 60 Families, Ferdinand
Lundlerg acknowledges:

"As oonas Roosevelt signified that he would again chall enge Taft the President's
defed was inevitable. Throughou the three-cornered fight [ Taft-Roosevelt-Wil son]
Roosevelt had [Morgan agents Frank] Munsey and [ George] Perkins constantly at his
heds, supdying money, going over his peedes, bringing people from Wall Stred in
to help, and, in genera, carrying the entire burden of the canpaign against Taft. . . .

Perkins and J. P. Morgan and Company were the substance of the Progressve Party;
everything else was trimming. . . .

In short, most of Roosevelt's campaign fundwas supgied by the two Morgan hatchet
men who were seeking Taft'sscdp.” (Pp. 110112)

The Democrat candidate, Woodrow Wil son, was equally the property of Morgan. Dr.
Gabriel Kolko in his The Triumph d Conservatism, reports. "In late 1907 ke [Wil son|
suppated the Aldrich Bill on banking, and was full of praise for Morgan'srole in
American society." (Page 205 According to Lundberg: "For nealy twenty yeas
before his nomination Woodrow Wil son hed moved in the shadow of Wall Stred.”

(Page 112

Woodow Wilson and Teddy Roosevelt procealed to whistle-stop the @urtry trying
to ou-do ead ather in florid (and hypocriticd) denurciations of the Wall Stred
"money trust”-the same group d Insiders which was financing the campaigns of both.

Dr. Kolko goesonto tell usthat, at the beginning of 1912, lanking reform "seemed a
deal isale. ... The banking reform movement had nedly isolated itself.” Wilson
resurreded the issue and promised the muntry amoney system free from domination
by the international bankers of Wall Stred. Moreover, the Democrat platform
expresdy stated: "We ae oppased to the Aldrich plan for a central bank.” But the
"Big Boys' knew who they had baught. Among the international financiers who
contributed heavily to the Wil son campaign, in addition to those drealy named, were
Jaoob Schiff, Bernard Baruch, Henry Morgenthau, Thomas Fortune Ryan, and New

Y ork Times pulisher Addph Ochs.

The Insiders' sheepdog who controll ed Wil son and guided the program through
Congresswas the mysterious "Colonel" Edward Mandel House, the Briti sh-educaed



son d arepresentative of England's financial interestsin the American South. The
title was honaary; House never served in the military. He was grictly a behind-the-
scenes wire-puller andis regarded by many historians as the real President of the
United States during the Wil son years. House authored a book, Phili p Dru:
Administrator, in which he wrote of establi shing "Socialism as dreamed by Karl
Marx." As gepstoward hisgoal, House, bahin hisbookandinred life, called for
passage of a graduated income tax and a central bank providing "aflexible [inflatable
paper] currency." The graduated income tax and a central bank are two of the ten
planks of The Communist Manifesto.

In his The Intimate Papers of Colonel House, Professor Charles Seymour refersto the
"Colondl" asthe "unseen guardian angel” of the Federal Reserve Act. Seymour's work
contains numerous documents and records showing constant contad between House
and Paul Warburg whil e the Federal Reserve Act was being prepared and steeed
through Congress Biographer George Viereck assures us that "The Schiffs, the
Warburgs, the Kahns, the Rockefell ers, and the Morgans put their faith in House. ...
Their faith was amply rewarded.

In order to suppat the fiction that the Federal Reserve Act was "a people's bill ,* the
Insider financiers put up a smoke-screen o oppasitionto it. It was drictly a case of
Br'er Rabbit begging not to be thrown into the briar patch. Both Aldrich and
Vanderlip denounced what in aduality was their own hill . Nealy twenty-five years
later Frank Vanderlip admitted: "Now although the Aldrich Federal Reserve Plan was
defeaed when it bore the name Aldrich, neverthelessits essential points were dl
contained in the plan that finally was adopted.”

Taking advantage of Congress desire to adjourn for Christmas, the Federal Reserve
Act was passed onDecember 22, 1913py avote of 298to 60in the House, andin the
Senate by a magjority of 43 to 25.Wilson hed fulfilled to the Insiders the pledge he had
made in arder to become President. Warburg told House, "Well, it hasn't gat quite
everything we want, bu the ladk can be aljusted later by administrative process”

There was genuine oppdasition to the Act, but it could na match the power of the bill's
advocaes. Conservative Henry Cabot Lodge Sr. proclaimed with great foresight, "The
bill asit stands ssemsto me to open the way to avast inflation d currency. ...1 do nd
like to think that any law can be passed which will make it passble to submerge the
gold standard in aflood d irredeemable paper currency." { Congressonal Reaord,
June 10, 1932) After the vote, Congressman Charles A. Lindbergh Sr., father of the
famous aviator, told Congress

"This ad establi shes the most gigantic trust on earth. ...\When the President signs this
ad the invisible government by the money power, proven to exist by the Money Trust
investigation, will be legalized. ...

Thisisthe Aldrich Bill in disguise. ...

The new law will create inflation whenever the trusts want inflation. ...

The Federal Reserve Act was, and till i s, hail ed as avictory of "democracy” over the
"money trust." Nothing could be farther from the truth.



The whoale central bank concept was engineeed by the very groupit was suppased to
strip of power. The myth that the "money trust" had been defrocked shoud have been
exploded when Paul Warburg was appanted to the first Federal Reserve Board-a
board which was hand-picked by "Colonel" House. Paul Warburg relinquished his
$500,000a yea job as a Kuhn,Loeb partner to take a$12,000a year job with the
Federal Reserve. The "accidentalists’ whoteach in ou universities would have you
believe that he did it because he was a "pullic spirited citizen." And the man who
served as Chairman of the New York Federal Reserve Bank duing its early criticd
yeas was the same Benjamin Strong of the Morgan interests, who accompanied
Warburg, Davison, Vanderlip et al. to Jekyl Island, Georgia, to draft the Aldrich Bill .
How powerful isour "central bank?' The Federal Reserve controls our money supdy
and interest rates, and thereby manipulates the entire e@namy-creding inflation a
deflation, recesson a boom, and sending the stock market up a down at whim. The
Federal Reserveis 9 powerful that Congressman Wright Patman, Chairman of the
House Banking Committee maintains:

"In the United States today we have in effed two governments. ... We have the duly
constituted Government. ... Then we have an independent, uncontroll ed and
uncoordinated government in the Federal Reserve System, operating the money
powers which are reserved to Congressby the Constitution.”

Prof. Carroll Quigleyof Harvard, Princeton andGeorgetown Universiti es wrote bodk
disclosinginternationd barkers' planto control the world from behind the paliti cal
andfinarcial scenes. Quigleyrevealed pans of billi onaresto establish dictatorship
of the super-rich disguised as workers' democracies.



J.P. Morgancreated artificial panc used as exaise to passFederal Reserve Act.
Morganwas instrumental in pushing U.S.into WW to proted hisloarsto British
government. He financed Saciali st groups to create an dl-powerful centralized
government which internationd barkers would control at the apexfrom behind the
scenes. After his death, his partners helped finance the Bolshevik Revolution in
Russa.

Neither Presidents, Congressmen na Secretaries of the Treasury direct the Federal
Reserve! In the matters of money, the Federal Reserve direds them! Th uncontroll ed
power of the "Fed" was admitted by Seaetary of the Treasury David M. Kennedy in
an interview for the May 5, 1969 saie of U.S. News & World Report:

"Q. Do you approve of the latest credit-tightening moves?
A. It'snot my jobto approve or disapprove. It isthe adion d the Federal Reserve."

And, curiously enough, the Federal Reserve System has never been audited and hes
firmly resisted al attempts by House Banking Committee Chairman Wright Patman
to haveit audited. (N. Y. Times, Sept. 14, 1967).

How succesgul has the Federal Reserve System been? It depends on your point of
view. Since Woodow Wilsontook hisoath of office the national debt has risen from
$1 Llli onto $455 kllion. The total amourt of interest paid sincethen to the
international bankers halding that debt is daggering, with interest having become the
third largest item in the federal budget. Interest on the national debt is now $22 hlli on
every year, and climbing steeply asinflation pushes up the interest rate on
government bonds. Meanwhil e, our gold is mortgaged to European central banks, and
our silver has all been sold. With econamic caastrophe imminent, only ablind
disciple of the "accidental theory of history” could believe that all of this has occurred
by coincidence.

When the Federal Reserve System was foisted onan ursuspeding American pulic,
there were asolute guarantees that there would be no more boam and bust econamic
cycles. The men who, kehind the scenes, were pushing the central bank concept for
the international bankers faithfully promised that from then onthere would be only



steady growth and perpetua prosperity. However, Congressman Charles A. Lindbkerg
Sr. acarately proclaimed: "From now on depressions will be scientificdly creaed.”

Using a central bank to crede dternate periods of inflation and deflation, and thus
whipsawing the pulic for vast profits, had been worked ou by the international
bankersto an exad science

Having built the Federal Reserve a atod to consolidate and control wealth, the
international bankers were now ready to make amajor killi ng. Between 1923 and
1929, the Federa Reserve expanded (inflated) the money supgy by sixty-two percent.
Much of this new money was used to hid the stock market up to dizzying heights.

At the same time that enormous amourts of credit money were being made avail able,
the massmedia began to ballyhootales of the instant riches to be made in the stock
market. According to Ferdinand Lundberg:

"For profits to be made on these funds the pulic had to beinduced to speaulate, and
it was 2 induced by misleading newspaper acwunts, many of them bought and paid
for by the brokers that operated the pods. ..."

The House Heaings on Stabili zation d the Purchasing Power of the Doll ar disclosed
evidencein 1928that the Federal Reserve Board was working closely with the heads
of European central banks. The Committeewarned that a major crash had been
planned in 1927 At a secret luncheon d the Federal Reserve Board and heads of the
European central banks, the committeewarned, the international bankers were
tightening the nocse.

Montagu Norman, Governor of the Bank of England, came to Washington on
February 6, 1929to confer with Andrew Mellon, Seaetary of the Treasury. On
November 11, 1927 the Wall Stred Journa described Mr. Norman as "the aurrency
dictator of Europe.” Professor Carroll Quigley notes that Norman, a dose confidant of
J. P. Morgan, admitted: "I hold the hegemony of the world.” Immediately after this
mysterious visit, the Federal Reserve Board reversed its easy-money palicy and began
raising the discourt rate. The balloonwhich had been inflated constantly for nealy
seven years was abou to be exploded.

On October 24, the feathers hit the fan. Writing in The United States' Unresolved
Monetary and Politi cd Problems, Willi am Bryan describes what happened:

"When everything was ready, the New York financiers garted cdli ng 24 hour broker
cdl | oans. This meant that the stock brokers and the customers had to dump their
stock onthe market in order to pay the loans. This naturally coll apsed the stock
market and krought a banking coll apse dl over the courtry because the banks nat
owned by the oligarchy were heavily invdved in broker call clams at thistime, and
bank runs sonexhausted their coin and currency and they had to close. The Federal
Reserve System would not come to their aid, although they were instructed uncer the
law to maintain an elastic currency.”

The investing pubic, including most stock brokers and bankers, took a horrendows
blow in the aash, bu naot the Insiders. They were ather out of the market or had sold



"short" so that they made enormous profits as the Dow Jones plummeted. For those
who krew the score, a amment by Paul Warburg had provided the warning to sell.
That signal came on March 9, 1929when the Financial Chronicd quaed Warburg as
giving this undadvice

"If orgies of unrestricted speaulation are permitted to spread toofar ... the ultimate
collapseis certain ...to bring abou a general depressoninvalving the whole
courtry."

Sharpies were later able to buy back these stocks at a ninety percent discount from
their former highs.

To think that the scientificadly engineered Crash of '29 was an acddent or the result of
stupidity defies all logic. The international bankers who promoted the inflationary
palicies and pushed the propaganda which pumped upthe -stock market represented
too many generations of acaumulated expertise to have blundered into "the grea
depresson.”

Congressnan Louis McFadden, Chairman o the House Banking and Currency
Committeg commented:

"It [the depresson] was not acddental. It was a carefully contrived occurrence. ... The
international bankers ought to bring abou a condition o despair here so that they
might emerge astherulers of usall.”

Although we have nat had anather depresson d the magnitude of that which
followed 1929,we have since suffered regular recessons. Each o these has foll owed
aperiodin which the Federa Reserve tromped down hard onthe money accderator
and then slammed onthe brakes. Since 1929the foll owing recessons have been
creaed by such manipulation:

19361937- Stock Pricesfell fifty percent;

1948- Stock prices dropped sixteen percent;

1953- Stock dedined thirteen percent;

1956:1957- The market dipped thirteen percent;

1957- Latein the year the market plunged nineteen percent;
1960- The market was off seventeen percent;

1966- Stock prices plummeted twenty-five percent;

1970- The market plunged owver twenty-five percent.

Chart 5, based on ore gpeaing in the highly respeded financial pulicaion,
Indicator Digest of June 24, 1969 shows the dfects on the Dow-Jones Industrial
Average of Federal Reserve padlicies of expanding or restricting the monetary suppy.
Thisis how the stock market is manipulated and how depressons or recessons are
scientificdly creaed. If you have inside knowledge & to which way the Federal
Reserve pdlicy is going to go, you can make aton of money.



Chart 5
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The members of the Federal Reserve Board are gopointed by the President for
fourteen year terms. Sincethese positions control the entire econamy of the curtry
they are far more important than cabinet positions, bu who hes ever heard of any of
them except passbly Chairman Arthur Burns? These gppantments which shoud be
extensively debated by the Senate are routinely approved. But, here, asin Europe,
these men are mere figureheads, pu in their positions at the behest of the international
bankers who finance the Presidential campaigns of both pditi cd parties.

And, Profesor Quigley revedsthat these international bankers who owned and
controll ed the Banks of England and France maintained their power even after those
banks were theoretically socialized. The American system is dightly different, but the
net effed is the same--everincreasing debt" requiring ever-increasing interest
payments, inflation and periodic scientifically creaed depressons and recessions.

The endresult, if the Insiders have their way, will be the dream of Montagu Norman
of the Bank of England "that the Hegemony of World Finance shoud reign supreme
over everyone, everywhere, as one whole supernadoral control mechanism."
(Montagu Norman by JohnHargrave, Greystone Press N.Y ., 1942)



4 - Bankrolling The Bolshevik Revolution

The establi shing of the Federal Reserve System provided the "conspiracy™” with an
instrument whereby the international bankers could runthe national debt up to the
sky, thereby coll ecting enormous amourts of interest and also gaining control over the
borrower. During the Wil son Administration* alone, the national debt expanded 800
percent.

Two months prior to the passage of the Federal Reserve Act, the cnspirators had
creaed the medhanism to coll ed the funds to pay the interest on the national debt.
That medanism was the progresgve income tax, the seoond pank of Karl Marx'
Communist Manifesto which contained ten planks for SOCIALIZING a wuntry.

One quite naturally assumes that the graduated income tax would be oppased by the
wedthy. The fad isthat many of the wealthiest Americans suppated it. Some, no
doult, ou of atruism and kecause, at first, the taxes were very small. But others
badked the scheme because they aready had a plan for permanently avoiding both the
income tax and the subsequent inheritance tax.

What happened was this: At the turn of the century the Popui sts, agroupof rural
socialists, were gaining strength and chall enging the power of the New Y ork bankers
and monopdi st induwstrialists. While the Popui sts had the wrong answers, they asked
many of the right questions. Unfortunately, they were led to believe that the banker-
monopdi st control over government, which they oppased, was a product of free
enterprise.

Sincethe Popui st threa to the cateli sts was from the Left (there being no aganized
paliticd movement for laissez-faire), the Insiders moved to cepture the Left. Professor
Quigley discloses that over fifty years ago the Morgan firm decided to infiltrate the
Leftwing pdliticad movement in the United States. This was not difficult to dosince
these Left groups needed funds and were eager for help to get their message to the
pulic. Wall Stred supgdied bah. There was nathing new abou this dedsion, says
Quigley, since other financiers had talked abou it and even attempted it earlier. He
continues:

"What made it dedsively important this time was the combination d its adoption by
the dominant Wall Stred financier, at atime when tax policy was driving all
financiersto seek tax-exempt refuges for their fortunes...." (Page 938

Radicd movements are never successul unlessthey attrad big money and/or outside
suppat. The great historian of the Twentieth Century, Oswald Spengler, was one of
those who saw what American Liberals refuse to see that the Left is controll ed by its
alleged enemy, the malefadors of grea wedth. He wrotein his monumental Dedine
of the West (Modern Library, New York, 194b):

"Thereisno poletarian, nd even a Communist, movement, that has not operated in
the interests of money, in the diredionindicaed by money, andfor the time being
permitted by money-and that without the idedi sts among its leaders having the
dlightest suspicion o the fad.”



Whil e the Popui st movement was basicdly nonconspiratorial, its Leftist ideology
and datform were made to order for the diti st Insiders because it aimed at
concentrating power in gowernment. The Insiders knew they could control that power
and weit to their own purposes. They were nat, of course, interested in promoting
competition bu in restricting it. Professor Gabriel Kolko has prepared alengthy
volume presenting the undeniable proof that the giant corporate manipulators
promoted much of the so-cdled "progressve legislation” of the Roasevelt and Wil son
eras-legisation which ostensibly was aimed at controlli ng their abuses, but which was
so written asto suit their interests. In The Triumph of Conservatism (by which Kolko
mistakenly means big business, he notes:

"...the significant reason for many businessmen welcoming and working to increase
federal interventioninto their affairs has been virtually ignored by historians and
eoonamists. The oversight was due to theill usion that American industry was
centralized and monopdi zed to such an extent that it could rationali ze the adivity
[regulate production and frices] in its various branches voluntarily. Quite the oppasite
was true. Despite the large numbers of mergers, and the growth in the @solute size of
many corporations, the dominant tendency in the American econamy at the beginning
of this century was toward growing competition. Competition was unacceptable to
many key businessand financial interests. ..."

The best way for the Insiders to eliminate this growing competition was to impose a
progressve income tax ontheir competitors whil e writing the laws  asto include
built-in escgoe hatches for themselves. Actually, very few of the propanents of the
graduated income tax reali zed they were playing into the hands of those they were
seeking to control. As Ferdinand Lundlerg notesin The Rich And The Super-Rich:

"What it [the income tax] becane, finally, was asiphongradually inserted into the
pocketbooks of the general pullic. Impaosed to popuar huzzas as a dasstax, the
income tax was gradually turned into a masstax in ajiujitsu turnaround. .."

The Insiders' principal mouthpiecein the Senate during this period was Nelson
Aldrich, ore of the mnspirators invalved in engineaing the creation d the Federal
Reserve and the maternal grandfather of Nelson Aldrich Rockefell er. Lundberg says
that "When Aldrich spoke, newsmen urderstoodthat athough the words were his, the
dramatic line was surely approved by 'Big JohnID. Rockefeller]. ..." In earlier years
Aldrich had denounced the income tax as "communistic and socidistic,” but in 1909
he pull ed adramatic and stunning reversal. The American Biographical Dictionary
comments:

"Just when the oppasition hed become formidable he [Aidrich] took the wind out of
its sail s by bringing forward, with the suppat of the President [ Taft], a proposed
amendment to the Constitution empowering Congressto lay income taxes."

Howard Hintonreardsin his biography of Cordell Hull that Congressman Hull, who
had been pushing in the House for the income tax, wrote this gunned olservation:

"During the past few weeks the unexpeded spedacle of certain so-cdled 'old-line
conservative' [sic] Repulican leadersin Congress suddenly reversing their attitude of
alifetime and seamingly espousing, through ill -conceded reluctance, the propased



income-tax amendment to the Constitution has been the occasion d universal surprise
and woncker."

The escape hatch for the Insiders to avoid paying taxes was realy. By the time the
Amendment had been approved by the states (even before the income-tax was
passd), the Rockefell ers and Carnegie foundhtions were in full operation.

One must remember that it wasto bre& upthe Standard Oil (Rockefeller) and U.S.
Sted (Carnegie) monopdi es that the various anti-trust ads were ostensibly passed.
These monopdi sts could nov compoundtheir wealth tax-treewhil e competitors had
to face agraduated income tax which made it difficult to amasscapital. Aswe have
said, socialism is not a share-the-wealth program, as the sociali sts would like you to
believe, bu a consoli date-and-control-the-wedth program for the Insiders. The Reece
Committeewhich investigated founditions for Congressin 1953 poved with an
overwhelming amourt of evidencethat the various Rockefeller and Carnegie
founcitions have been promoting socialism sincetheir inception. (SeeRene
Wormser's Foundations: Their Power and Influence, Devin Adair, New York, 1958)

The conspirators now had creaed the mechanismsto run upthe debt, to colled the
debt, and (for themselves) to avoid the taxes required to pay the yearly interest onthe
debt. Then all that was needed was areason to escdate the debt. Nothing runsup a
national debt like awar. And World War | was being brewed in Europe.

In 1916, Woodow Wilsonwas re-eleded by a hair. He had based his campaign on
the slogan: "He Kept Us Out of War!" The American pubdic was extremely oppacsed
to America's getting involved in a European war. Staying out of the perennial foreign
quarrels had been an American traditi on since George Washington. But as Wil son
was gumping the country giving his lemn word that American soldiers would na
be sent into aforeign war, he was preparing to dojust the oppasite. His "dter ego,” as
he cdled "Colonel" House, was making behind-the-scenes agreaments with England
which committed Americato entering the war. Just five months later we werein it.
The same crowd which manipulated the passage of the income tax and the Federal
Reserve System wanted Americain the war. J. P. Morgan, JohnD. Rockeféell er,
"Colondl" House, Jacob Schiff, Paul Warburg and the rest of the Jekyl Island
conspirators were dl deeply involved in getting us involved. Many of these financiers
had loaned England large sums of money. In fact, J. P. Morgan & Co. served as
British financial agentsin this courtry during World War 1.

While dl of the standard reasons given for the outbrea of World War | in Europe
doultlesswere fadors, there were dso ather more important causes. The conspiracy
had been planning the war for over two decades.

The assasgnation d an Austrian Archduke was merely an incident providing an
excuse for starting a chain readion.

After years of fighting, the war was a mmplete stalemate and would have ended
amost immediately in a negotiated settlement (as had most other European cornfli cts)
had na the U.S. dedared war on Germany.



As sonas Wilson'sre-eledion had been engineered throughthe "he kept us out of
war" slogan, a cmplete reversal of propaganda was instituted. In those days before
radio and television, pulbic opinionwas controll ed aimost exclusively by newspapers.
Many of the major newspapers were antroll ed by the Federal Reserve aowd. Now
they began beating the drums over the "inevitability of war." Arthur Ponsonby, a
memebr of the British parliament, admitted in hisbookFalsehoodln War Time (E. P.
Dutton & Co., Inc., New York, 192§: "There must have been more deli berate lying in
the world from 1914to 1918than in any other period d the world's history."
Propaganda concerning the war was heavily one-sided. Although after the war many
historians admitted that one side was as guilty as the other in starting the war,
Germany was pictured as a militaristic monster which wanted to rule the world.
Remember, this picture was painted by Britain which had its ldiersin more
countries aroundthe world than all other nations put together. So-cdled "Prusdan
militarism” did exist, but it was nothrea to conquer the world. Meanwhil e, the sun
never set on the British Empire! Actually, the Germans were proving to be tough
businesscompetitors in the world's markets and the British dd na approve.

In order to generate war fever, the sinking of the Lusitania-a Briti sh ship torpedoed
two years earlier-was revived and given renewed headlines. German submarine
warfare was turned into a major issue by the newspapers.

Submarine warfare was a phany isuue. Germany and England were & war. Each was
blockading the other country. J. P. Morgan and aher financiers were selli ng
munitions to Britain. The Germans could na all ow those supdiesto be delivered any
more than the English would have dl owed them to be delivered to Germany. If
Morgan wanted to take the risks and reap the rewards (or suffer the mnsequences) of
selli ng muniti ons to England, that was his business. It was certainly nothing over
which the entire nation shoud have been dragged into war.

The Lusitania, at the time it was 3unk, was carrying six million pound of
ammunition. It was actually ill egal for American passengersto be éoard a ship
carying munitions to belli gerents. Almost two years before the li ner was sunk, the
New York Tribure (June 19, 1913 caried a squib which stated: "Cunard officials
adknowledged to the Tribure @rrespondent today that the greyhound[Lusitanid is
being equipped with high power naval rifles. .." In fad, the Lusitania was registered
in the British navy as an auxili ary cruiser. (Barnes, Harry E., The Genesis of the War,
Alfred Knopf, New York, 1926, p. 61).In addition, the German government took ou
large alsin al the New York papers warning potential passengers that the ship was
carying muniti ons and telli ng them nat to crossthe Atlantic onit. Thase who chaose
to make thetrip knew the risk they were taking. Y et the sinking of the Lusitania was
used by clever propagandiststo patray the Germans as inhuman slaughterers of
innocents. Submarine warfare was manufadured into a caise ceebre to push usinto
war. On April 6, 1917 Congressdedared war. The American people aquiesced on
the basis that it would be a"war to end all wars."

During the "war to end all wars,” Insider banker Bernard Baruch was made asolute
dictator over American businesswhen President Wil son appanted him Chairman of
the War Industries Board, where he had control of all domestic contrads for Allied
war materials. Baruch made lots of friends whil e plaang tens of billi onsin



government contrads, and it was widely rumored in Wall Stred that out of the war to
make the world safe for international bankers he netted $200milli on for himself.

"Colonal" House (I) was front man for the internationa barking fraternity He
manipulated President wood ow wilson (r) like a puppet. wilson called him ny alter
ego. House played amajor rolein creating the Federal Reserve System, passng the
graduded income tax and getting America into WW House s influence over Wilsonis
an example that in the world of super-pdliti csthereal rulers are not always the ones
the pubic sees.

5 R

German ban internationd financier Paul Warburg masterminded establi shment of
Federal Reserveto pu control over nation's ecnamy in hand of internationd
barkers. The Federal Reserve @ntrols the money supdy which al ows manipulators
to create alternate cydes of boamand bust, i.e., aroller coaster econamy. This all ows
those in the know to make fabu ous amourts of money, bu even more important,
allows the Insiders to control the eonamy andfurther centralize power in the federal
government.

Whil e Insider banker Paul Warburg controll ed the Federal Reserve, and international
banker Bernard Baruch placeal government contracts, international banker Eugene
Meyer, aformer partner of Baruch and the son d a partner in the Rothschil ds



international banking house of Lazard Freres, was Wil son's choiceto head the War
Finance Corporation, where he too made alittl e money. *

Footnote:

* Meyer later gained control of the highly influential Washington Post which became
known as the "Washington Daily Worker."

It shoud be noted that Sir Willi am Wiseman, the man sent by Briti sh Intelligenceto
help kring the United States into the war, was amply rewarded for his srvices. He
stayed in this courtry after WW|1 as a new partner in the Jaab Schiff- Paul Warburg-
controlled Kuhn, Loeb bank.

World War | was afinancia boranzafor the international bankers. But it was a
caastrophe of such magnitude for the United States that few even today grasp its
importance The war reversed ou traditional foreign pdicy of non-involvement and
we have been enmeshed almost constantly ever sincein perpetual wars for perpetua
peace. Winston Churchill once observed that al nations would have been better off
had the U.S. minded its own business Had we done so, he said, "peace would have
been made with Germany; and there would have been nocoll apse in Rusdalealing to
Communism; no krekdown of government in Italy foll owed by Fascism; and
Naziism never would have gained ascendancy in Germany." (Social Justice
Magazine, July 3, 1939,p.4.)

The Bolshevik Revolution in Russawas obviously one of the grea turning pantsin
world history. It isan event over which misinformation abounds. The myth-makers
and re-writers of history have dore their landscape painting jobs well. The

establi shing of Communism in Russaisa dassc example of the second"big lie" of
Communism, i.e., that it is the movement of the downtrodden masses rising up against
exploiting bosses. This cunnng deception hes been fostered since before the first
French Revolutionin 1789.

Most people today beli eve the Communists were successul in Russa because they
were aleto raly behind them the sympathy and frustration d the Russan people
whowere sick of the tyranny of the Czars. Thisisto ignore the history of what
adualy happened. While dmost everybody is reminded that the Bolshevik
Revolutiontook dacein November of 1917,few know that the Czar had abdicaed
seven months ealier in March. When Czar Nicholas |1 abdicated, a provisional
government was establi shed by Prince Lvov who wanted to pattern the new Rusdan
government after our own. But, urfortunately, the Lvov government gave way to the
Kerensky regime. Kerensky, a so-cdl ed democratic sociali st, may have been running
a caetaker government for the Communists. He kept the war going against Germany
and the other Central Powers, bu he issued a general amnesty for Communists and
other revolutionaries, many of whom had been exil ed after the @ortive Red
Revolution d 1905.Back to mother Russa cane 250,000 @dicated revolutionaries,
and Kerensky's own government's doam was sealed.



In the Soviet Union, asin every Communist courtry (or as they call themselves-the
Socidi st courtries), the power has not come to the Communists hands because the
downtrodden masses willed it so. The power has come from the top davn in every
instance Let us briefly reconstruct the sequences of the Communist takeover.

Theyea is 1917.The Allies are fighting the Central Powers. The Alli esinclude
Rusga, the British Commonwedth, France and by April 1917,the United States. In
March of 1917, rposeful planners st in motion the forces to compel Czar Nicholas
Il to abdicae. He did so uncer presaure from the Alli es after severeriotsin the Czarist
capitol of Petrograd, riots that were caised by the breskdownsin the transportation
system which cut the dty off from food suppies andled to the dosing of factories.

But where were Lenin and Trotsky when all this was taking place? Lenin wasin
Switzerland and hed been in Western Europe since 1905when he was exil ed for
trying to topde the Czar in the éortive Communist revolution d that year. Trotsky
asowasin exile, areporter for a Communist newspaper onthe lower east side of
New York City. The Bolsheviks were nat avisible pdliti cd force d the time the Czar
abdicaed. Andthey came to paver not because the downtrodden masses of Russa
cdled them bad, bu because very powerful men in Europe and the United States
sent them in.

Lenin was ent acrossEurope-at-war on the famous "seded train.” With him Lenin
took some $5to $6millionin gold. The whole thing was arranged by the German
high command and Max Warburg, through another very wedthy and life-long
sociaist by the name of Alexander Helphand alias "Parvus.” When Trotsky left New
York aboard the S. S. Christiania, onMarch 27,1917, with his entourage of 275
revolutionaries, the first port of cdl was Halifax, Nova Scotia. There the Canadians
grabbed Trotsky and h's money and impounaed them both. Thiswas avery logicd
thing for the Canadian government to dofor Trotsky had said many times that if he
were successful in coming to pawer in Russa he would immediately stop what he
cdled the "imperialist war" and sue for a separate peace with Germany. Thiswould
freemilli ons of German troops for transfer from the Eastern front to the Western front
where they could kill Canadians. So Trotsky codled his hedsin a Canadian prison-for
five days. Then all of a sudden the British (throughfuture Kuhn,Loeb partner Sir
Willi am Wiseman) and the United States (through nore other than the ubiquitous
"Colonel" House) presaured the Canadian government. And, cespite the fact we were
now in thewar, said, in so many words, "Let Trotsky go." Thus, with an American
pasgort, Trotsky went badk to meé Lenin. They joined up,and, by November,
through bribery, cunning, brutality and deception, they were &le (not to bring the
mases rallying to their cause, bu) to hire enough thugs and make enough dedsto
impose out of the gun barrel what Lenin cdled "all power to the Soviets." The
Communists came to power by seizing a mere handful of key cities. In fact,
pradicdly the whoe Bolshevik Revolutiontook placein ore dty-Petrograd. It was as
if the whole United States becane Communist because aCommunist-led mob seized
Washington, D. C. It was years before the Soviets lidified paver throughout Russa

The Germans, onthe face of it, had a plausible excuse for financing Lenin and
Trotsky. The two Germans most resporsible for the financing of Lenin were Max
Warburg and a displaced Russan named Alexander Helphand. They could claim that
they were serving their courtry's cause by helping and financing Lenin. However,



these two German "patriots' negleded to mention to the Kaiser their plan to foment a
Communist revolutionin Russa. The picture takes on anather dimension when you
consider that the brother of Max Warburg was Paul Warburg, prime mover in

establi shing the Federal Reserve System and who from his position onthe Federal
Reserve Board of Diredors, played akey role in financing the American war effort.
(When news legked ou in American papers abou brother Max running the German
finances, Paul resigned from his Federal Reserve post withou awhimper.) From here
onthe plot sickens.

For the father-in-law of Max Warburg's brother, Felix, was Jacwb Schiff, senior
partner in Kuhn,Loeb & Co. (Paul and Felix Warburg, you will recdl, were dso
partnersin Kuhn,Loeb & Co. while Max ran the Rothschil d-alli ed family bank of
Frankfurt.) Jacob Schiff also helped finance Leon Trotsky. According to the New
Y ork Journal-American of February 3, 1949 "Today it is estimated by Jacob's
grandson, John Schiff, that the old man sank about 20,000,000 dibars for the final
triumph d Bolshevism in Rusga." (SeeChart 6.)

One of the best sources of information onthe financing of the Bolshevik Revolutionis
Czarism and the Revolution by an important White Rusgan General named Arsene de
Goulevitch who was founder in France of the Union d Oppressed Peoples. In this
volume, written in French and subsequently trandated into English, de Goulevitch
notes:

"The main purveyors of funds for the revolution, however, were neither the aadkpot
Rusdan milli onaires nor the amed bandits of Lenin. The 'red’ money primarily came
from certain British and American circles which for along time past had lent their
suppat to the Rusgan revolutionary cause. ..."

De Goulevitch continues:

"Theimportant part played by the wealthy American banker, Jacb Schiff, in the
eventsin Rusda, though as yet only partially revealed, isno longer a secret.”

General Alexander Nedhvolodovis quaed by de Goulevitch as gating in his book on
the Bolshevik Revolution:

"In April 1917,Jacb Schiff puldicly dedared that it was thanks to his financial
suppat that the revolutionin Russa had succeeled.

In the Spring of the same year, Schiff commenced to subsidize Trotsky . ..
Simultaneously Trotsky and Co. were dso being subsidized by Max Warburg and
Olaf Aschberg of the Nye Banken of Stockhalm ... The Rhine Westphalian Syndicae
and Jivotovsky,.. .whaose daughter later married Trotsky."

Chart 6 - Financing Bolshevik Revolution
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Schiff spent milli ons to overthrow the Czar and more milli ons to overthrow Kerensky.
He was ®nding money to Rusdalong after the true charader of the Bolsheviks was
known to the world. Schiff raised $1Q milli on, supposedly for Jewish war relief in
Rusga, bu later eventsreveded it to be agoodbusinessinvestment. (Forbes, B. C,
Men Who Are Making America, pp. 3345.)

According to de Goulevitch:

"Mr. Bakhmetiev, the late Russan Imperial Ambassador to the United States, tell s us
that the Bolsheviks, after victory, transferred 600millionroubdesin gold between the
yeas 1918and 1922to Kuhn,Loeb & Company [Schiff'sfirm]."

Schiff's participation in the Bolshevik Revolution, though qute naturally now denied,
was well known among Alli ed intelli gence services at the time. This led to much talk
abou Bolshevism being a Jewish plot. The result was that the subjed of financing the
Communist takeover of Rusda becane taboo. Later evidence indicaes that the
bankrolli ng of the Bolsheviks was handed by a syndicae of international bankers,
which in addition to the Schiff- Warburg clique, included Morgan and Rockefell er
interests. Documents show that the Morgan arganization pu at least $1 millionin the
Red revolutionary kitty. {*}

Footnote:

* Higedorn, Herman, The Magnate, JohnDay, N.Y. See &so Washington Post, Feb.
2,1918, p. 195.

Still another important financier of the Bolshevik Revolution was an extremely
wedthy Englishman named Lord Alfred Mil ner, the organizer &/id head of a. seaet
organization cdled "The RoundTable" Groupwhich was backed by Lord Rothschild
(discussed in the next chapter).

De Goulevitch naes further:



"On April 7, 1917 General Janin made the following entry in hisdiary (Au G.C.C.
Russ’-At Russdan G.H.Q.-Le Monde Slave, Val. 2, 1927, pp. 29297): Long
interview with R., who confirmed what | had previously been told by M. After
referring to the German hatred of himself and his family, he turned to the subjed of
the Revolution which, he daimed, was engineaed by the English and, more preasely,
by Sir George Buchanan and Lord [Alfred] Milner. Petrograd at the time was teeming
with English. ...He could, he as%rted, name the streds and the numbers of the houses
in which Briti sh agents were quartered. They were reported, duing therising, to have
distributed money to the soldiers and incited them to mutiny."

De Goulevitch goes onto reved: "In private interviews | have been told that over 21
milli on rouldes were spent by Lord Milner in financing the Russan Revolution.”

It shoud be noted parentheticdly that Lord Milner, Paul, Felix and Max Warburg
represented "their" respective murtries at the Paris PeaceConference d the
conclusion d World War I.

If we can somehow ascribe Max Warburg's financing of Lenin to-.German
"patriotism,” it was certainly nat "patriotism” which inspired Schiff, Morgan,
Rockefeller and Milner to bankroll the Bolsheviks. Both Britain and Americawere &
war with Germany and were dli es of Czarist Russa. To free dozens of German
divisions to switch from the Eastern front to France and kill hundeds of thousands of
American and Briti sh soldiers was nothing short of treason.

In the Bolshevik Revolution we seemany of the same old faces that were resporsible
for creaing the Federal Reserve System, initiating the graduated income tax, setting
up the tax-freefoundations and pushing usinto WWI. However, if you conclude that
thisis anything but coincidental, your name will be immediately expurnged from the
Socia Register.

No revolution can be successul without organization and money. "The downtrodden
mases’ usually provide littl e of the former and rone of the latter. But Insiders at the
top can arrange for bath.

What did these people possbly have to gain in financing the Rusgan Revolution?
What did they have to gain by keeping it alive and afloat, or, during the 1920's by
pouing millions of ddlarsinto what Lenin caled his New Econamic Program, thus
saving the Soviets from coll apse?

Why would these "capitalists' doall this? If your goal is global conquest, you haveto
start somewhere. It may or may not have been coincidental, bu Rusgawas the one
major European courtry withou a central bank. In Rusga, for the first time, the
Communist conspiracy gained a geographical homeland from which to launch
assaults against the other nations of the world. The West now had an enemy.

In the Bolshevik Revolution we have some of the world's richest and most powerful
men financing a movement which clamsits very existenceis based onthe concept of
stripping of their wedth men like the Rothschil ds, Rockefell ers, Schiffs, Warburgs,
Morgans, Harrimans, and Mil ners. But obviously these men have no fear of
international Communism. It isonly logical to assume that if they financed it and do



nat fea it, it must be because they control it. Can there be ay other explanation that
makes nse? Remember that for over 150years it has been standard operating
procedure of the Rothschilds and their alli esto control both sides of every conflict.
Youmust have an "enemy" if you are going to colled from the King. The East-West
bal ance-of-power pdliti csis used as one of the main excuses for the socialization d
America Although it was not their main pupaose, by nationdli zation d Russathe
Insiders bought themselves an enormous piece of red estate, complete with minera
rights, for somewhere between $30and $40milli on.
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Lord Alfred Milner, wealthy Englishman andfront man for the Rothschil ds, served as
paymaster for the internationd barkers in Petrograd duing the Bolshevik
Rewolution. Milner later headed sea et society known as The RoundTable which was
dedicated to establishing aworld government whereby a cli que Of super-rich
finarciers would control the world under the guise of Sccialism. The American
subsidiary of this conspiracy s called the Courcil on Foreign Relations andwas
started by. andis gill controlled by Leftist internationd barkers.

According to his grandson John, Jacob Schiff (above), long-time associate of the
Rothschil ds, financed the Comnunist Revolution in Rusda to the tune of $20milli on.
According to areport onfile with the State Department, his firm, Kuhnloeb andCo.
barkrolled the first five yar planfor Salin. Shiff's partner andrelative Paul



Warburg, enginee ed the establi shment of the Federal Reserve System while onthe
KuhnLoeb payroll. Shiff's descendarts are active in the Courcil on Foreign
Relations today.

Home of the Courcil on Foreign Relations on 68h S. in New York The admitted god
of the CFRisto abdish the Constitution andreplace our ones independent Repubic
with aWorld Government. CFR members have @ntrolled, the last six
administrations. Richard Nixon has been amember and ha appanted at least 100
CFR members to high positionsin his administration.

We can orly theorize on the manner in which Moscow is controlled from New Y ork,
Londonand Paris. Undoubtedly much of the control is emnamic, but certainly the
international bankers have an enforcer arm within Rusdato keep the Soviet leadersin
line. The organization may be SMERSH, the international Communist murder
organization described in testimony before Congressonal Committees and by lan
Fleming in his James Bond bools. For athough the Bond noels were wildly
imaginative, Fleming had been in British Navy intelli gence, maintained excdl ent
intelli gence mntads around the world and was reputedly a keen student of the
international conspiracy.

We do knaw this, however. A cligue of American financiers not only helped establish
Communism in Russa, but has driven mightily ever sinceto keep it aive. Ever since
1918this clique has been engaged in transferring money and, probably more
important, technicd information, to the Soviet Union. Thisis made eundantly clear
in the threevolume history Western Techndogy and Soviet Econamic Development
by schdar Antony Sutton o Stanford University's Hoover Institution onWar,
Revolution and Peace Using, for the most part, official State Department documents,
Sutton shows conclusively that virtually everything the Soviets passesshas been
aqquired from the West. It isnot much of an exaggeration to say that the U.S.S.R. was
made in the U.S.A. The landscgpe painters, urable to refute Sutton's monumental
scholarship, simply paint him out of the picture.

At Versaill es, this same clique caved up Europe and set the stage for World War 1.
As Lord Curzon commented: "It isnot a peacetreaty, it is sSmply abreak in
haostiliti es." In 1933 ,the same Insiders pushed FDR into recgnizing the Soviet



Union, thus saving it from financial coll apse, while & the same time they were
underwriting huge loans on bah sides of the Atlantic for the new regime of Adaph
Hitler. In so dang they asgsted greatly in setting the stage for World War |1, and the
events that followed. In 1941, the same Insiders rushed to the ad of our "noble dly,"
Stalin, after his break with Hitler. In 1943 these same Insiders marched off to the
Teheran Conference and proceealed to start the carving up o Europe after the seaond
gred "war to endwar." Again at Yalta and Potsdam in 1945 they establi shed the
Chinapadlicy ... later summarized by Owen Lattimore: "The problem was how to
allow them [Ching] to fall withou making it look as if the United States had pushed
them." The fads are inescapable. In ore wuntry after another Communism has been
imposed onthe loca popdation from the top davn. The most prominent forces for
the impasition d that tyranny came from the United States and Grea Britain. Hereis
a tharge that no American enjoys making, bu the fadslead to no dher possible
conclusion. The ideathat Communism is a movement of the downtrodden massesisa
fraud.

None of the foregoing makes snse if Communism redly is what the Communists and
the Establi shment tell usit is. But if Communism is an arm of abigger conspiracy to
control the world by power-mad hilli onaires (and Hxilli ant but ruthlessacalemicians
who have shown them how to use their power) it all becomes perfedly logicd.

It isat this point that we shoud again make it clear that this conspiracy is not made up
solely of bankers andinternational cartelists, but includes every field of human
endeavor. Starting with Voltaire and Adam Weishaupt and running through John
Ruskin, Sidney Webb, Nichdas Murray Butler, and onto the present with Henry
Kissnger and JohnKenneth Galbraith, it has always been the scholar looking for
avenues of power who has shown the "sons of the very powerful™ how their wedth
could be used to rule the world.

We caina stresstoo geatly the importance of the reader kegoing in mind that this
bookis discusgng only one segment of the wnspiracy, certain international bankers.
Other equally important segments which work to foment labor, religious and radal
strifein order to promote socialism have been described in numerous other books.
These other divisions of the conspiracy operate independently of the international
bankers in most cases and it would certainly be disastrous to ignore the danger to our
freedom they represent.

It would be equally disastrous to lump all businessmen and bankersinto the
conspiracy. One must draw the distinction between competiti ve free enterprise, the
most moral and productive system ever devised, and cartel capitalism dominated by
indwstrial monopdi sts and international bankers. The difference isthe private
enterpriser operates by offering products and services in a ammpetiti ve free market
whil e the catel capitali st uses the government to forcethe pulic to do bsinesswith
him. These corporate socidli sts are the deadly enemies of competiti ve private
enterprise.

Liberas are willi ng to believe that these "robber barons” will fix prices, rig markets,
establi sh monopdies, buy pdliti cians, exploit employees and fire them the day before
they are digible for pensions, bu they absolutely will nat believe that these same men
would want to rule the world or would use Communism as the striking edge of their



conspiracy. When ore discusses the machinations of these men, Liberals usually
respondby saying, "But dont you think they mean well ?"

However, if youthink with logic, reasonand predsionin thisfield and try to expose
these power seekers, the Establi shment's massmediawill acaise you of being a

dangerous paranoid whois "dividing" our people. In every other area of course, they
encourage dissent as being hedthy in a"democracy."



5 - Establishing The Establishment

One of the primary reasons the Insiders worked behind the scenes to foment WWiI
was to create in its aftermath aworld government. If you wish to establish national
monopdies, you must control national governments. If you wish to establish
international monopdies or cartels, you must control aworld government.

After the Armisticeon November 11, 1918 Woodrow Wilsonand his alter ego,
"Colondl" House (the ever present front man for the Insiders), went to Europein
hopes of establi shing aworld government in the form of the League of Nations. When
the negotiations revealed one side had been abou as guilty as the other, and the glitter
of the "moral crusade" evaporated along with Wil son's vaunted "Fourteen Points," the
"rubes badk onMain Stred" began to waken. Reaction and dsill usionment set in.

Americans certainly didn't want to get into a World Government with dowle-deding
Europeans whose spedalty was seaet treay hidden behind seaet treay. The guest of
hona, so to spe&, stalked ou of the banquet before the poisoned meal could be
served. And, without American inclusion, there culd be no meaningful World
Government.

Aroused pubic opinion made it obvious that the U.S. Senate dared nd ratify atreay
sadding the courtry with such an internationali st commitment. In some manner the
American pulic had to be sold onthe ideaof internationalism and World
Government. Again, the key was "Colonel" House.

House had set down his pdliticd ideasin his bookcdled Phili p Dru: Administrator in
1912.InthisbookHouse laid ou athinly fictionalized plan for conquest of America
by establi shing "Socialism as dreamed by Karl Marx." He described a " conspiracy”-
the word is his-which succeals in electing aU.S. President by means of "deception
regarding hisred opinions and intentions.” Among other things, House wrote that the
conspiracy was to insinuate "itself into the primaries, in order that no candidate might
be nominated whose views were nat in accord with theirs.” Eledions were to become
mere dharades condicted for the bedazzlement of the boobasie. Theideawas to use
bath the Democrat and Repulican parties as instrumentsto promote World
Government.

In 1919House met in Paris with members of a British "seaet society” cdled The
RoundTablein arder to form an arganization whose job it would be to propagandize
the dtizens of America England and Western Europe onthe glories of World
Government. The big selling paint, of course, was "peace"” The part abou the
Insiders establishing aworld dctatorship qute naturally was left out.

The RoundTable organizationin England gew out of the life-long dream of gold and
diamond magnate Cedl Rhodes for a"new world order."

Rhodes biographer Sara Milli n was alittle more dired. As e put it: "The
government of the world was Rhodes' simple desire.” Quigley notes:



"In the middle 1890's Rhodes had a personal income of at least amillion pound
sterling a year (then about five million ddlars) which he spent so fredy for his
mysterious purpaoses that he was usually overdrawn on hsacourt. ..."

Cedl Rhodes commitment to a conspiracy to establi sh World Government was st
down in a series of will s described by Frank Aydelotte in his book American Rhodes
Schalarships. Aydelotte writes:

"The seven will swhich Cedl Rhodes made between the ages of 24 and 46 [Rhodes
died at age forty-eight] constitute akind d spiritual autobiography. ... Best known are
thefirst (the Seaet Society Will ...), and the last, which establi shed the Rhodes
Schalarships. ...

In hisfirst will Rhodes gates hisaim still more spedficdly: The extension d British
rule throughout the world. ...the foundition d so grea apower asto heredter render
wars impossble and promote the interests of humanity.’

The 'Confesson d Faith' enlarges uponthese ideas. The model for this proposed
seaet society was the Society of Jesus, though he mentions also the Masons.”

It shoud be noted that the originator of thistype of seaet society was Adam
Weishaupt, the monster who founded the Order of Illuminati on May 1, 1776, for the
purpase of conspiracy to control the world. The role of Weishaupt's llluministsin
such harors as the Reign of Terror is unguestioned, and the techniques of the
[lluminati have long been recognized as models for Communist methoddogy.
Weishaupt also used the structure of the Society of Jesus (the Jesuits) as his model,
and rewrote his Code in Masonic terms. Aydelotte continues:

"In 1888Rhodes made his third will ... leasing everything to Lord Rothschild [his
financier in mining enterprises], with an accompanying letter enclosing the written
matter discussed between us.' This, one surmises, consisted o the first will and the
'‘Confesgon d Faith," sincein apaostscript Rhodes says 'in considering questions
suggested take Constitution d the Jesuitsif obtainable. ..."

Apparently for strategic reasons Lord Rothschild was subsequently removed from the
forefront of the scheme. Profesoor Quigley revedsthat Lord Rosebury "replacel his
father-in-law, Lord Rothschild, h Rhodes' secret group and was made aTrusteeunder
Rhodes next (and last), will ."

The"seaet society" was organized onthe conspiratoria pattern of circles within
circles. Professor Quigley informs us that the central part of the "seaet society” was
established by March, 1891, wsing Rhodes money. The organization was run for
Rothschild by Lord Alfred Mil ner, discussed in the last chapter as a key financier of
the Bolshevik revolution. The RoundTable worked behind the scenes at the highest
levels of Briti sh government, influencing foreign policy and England's involvement
and conduct of WWI. According to Profesor Quigley:

"At the end of the war of 1914, it becane dea that the organization d this system
[the RoundTable Group had to be greatly extended. Once again the task was
entrusted to Lionel Curtis who established, in England and each daminion, afront



organization to the existing RoundTable Group. This front organization, cdled the
Royal Ingtitute of International Affairs, had asits nucleusin eat areathe eisting
submerged RoundTable Group.In New York it was known as the Courcil on Foreign
Relations, and was afront for J. P. Morgan and Company in association with the very
small American RoundTable Group.The American organizers were dominated by
the large number of Morgan ‘experts,’ ... who had gone to the Paris Peace Conference
and there becane dose friends with the similar group d Engli sh 'experts which had
been recruited by the Milner group.In fad, the origina plans for the Royal Institute
of International Affairsandthe Courcil on Foreign Relations [C.F.R.] were drawn up
inParis. .."

Joseph Kraft (C.F.R.), however, tellsus in Harper's of July 1958, that the chief agent
in the forma foundng of the Courcil on Foreign Relations was "Colonel” House,
suppated by such proteges as Walter Lippmann, JohnFoster Dulles, Allen Dulles and
Christian Herter. It was House who acted as host for the RoundTable Group, bdh
English and American, at the key meding of May 19, 1919jn the Mgestic Hotdl,
Paris, which committed the conspiracy to creation d the C.F.R.

Although Quigley stresses the importance of Morgan men at the credion d the
organization knavn as the Courcil on Foreign Relations, this organization's own
materials and "Colondl" House's own memoirs reved his function as midwife & the
birth of the C.F.R.

The C.F.R.'s Twenty-Fifth Annual Report tell s us this of the C.F.R.'s founding at
Paris:

"... The Institute of International Affairs founded at Parisin 1919was comprised, at
the outset, of two branches, ore in the United Kingdom and acneinthe U.S. ..."

Later the plan was changed to create an ostensible autonamy because, ... it seemed
unwise to set up asingle institute with branches." It had to be made to appear that the
C.F.R.in America andthe R.I.I.A. in Britain, were really independent bodies, lest the
American pulblic beaome aware the C.F.R. wasin fad a subsidiary of the Round
Table Groupandread in patriotic fury.

According to Quigley, the most important financial dynastiesin Americafollowing
WWI were (in addition to Morgan) the Rockefeller family; Kuhn,Loeb & Company;
Dill on Read and Company and Brown Bros. Harriman. All were represented in the
C.F.R. and Paul Warburg was one of the incorporators. The Insider crowd which
creaed the Federal Reserve System, many of whom also bankroll ed the Bolshevik
Revolution,were dl in the original membership. In addition to Paul Warburg,
founders of the C.F.R. included international financia Insiders Jaaob Schiff, Averell
Harriman, Frank Vanderlip, Nelson Aldrich, Bernard Baruch, J. P. Morgan and John
D. Rockefeller. These men did na creae the C.F.R. because they had nahing better
to dowith their time and money. They creaed it as atod to further their ambitions.

The C.F.R. has come to be known as "The Establi shment,” "the invisible government"
and "the Rockefell er foreign dffice” This smi-secret organization unquestionably
has beme the most influential groupin America



One of the extremely infrequent articles to appear in the national pressconcerning this
Courcil was pubished in the Christian Science Monitor of September 1, 1961. 1t
began this way:

"On the west side of fashionable Park Avenue & 68th Stred [in New York City] sit
two handsome buil dings aaossthe way from ead other. Oneis the Soviet Embassy
to the United Nations. ... Diredly oppasite on the southwest corner is the Courcil on
Foreign Relations-probably one of the most influential semi-pulic organizationsin
thefield of foreign pdicy."

Although the formal membership in the C.F.R. is composed of close to 1500 d the
most elite names in the worlds of government, labor, business finance,
communicaions, the foundations, and the academy-and despite the fad that it has
staffed aimost every key pasition d every administration sincethose of FDR-it is
doultful that one American in athousand so much as reaognizes the Courcil's name,
or that one in ten thousand can relate anything at all abou its gructure or purpose.
Indicative of the C.F.R.'s power to maintain its anonymity is the fad that, despite its
having been operative & the highest levels for nealy fifty years and having from the
beginning courted among its members the foremost lions of the Establi shment
communicaions media, we discovered after poring over volumes of the Readers
Guide To Periodicd Literature covering several decales that only one magazine
articleonthe C.F.R. has ever appeared in amajor national journal-and that in
Harper's, hardly amasscirculation periodicd. Similarly, oy ahandful of articles on
the Courcil have gpeared in the nation's grea news-papers. Such anonymity-at that
level-can hardly be amatter of mere chance

What makes this aet organization so influential? No ore who knavsfor a cetainty
will say. The Christian Science Monitor, which is edited by a member of the
American RoundTable (abranch of Milner's cret society) did nd in the aticle of
September 1, 1961 that "itsroster ... contains names distinguished in the field of
diplomacy, government, business finance science, labor, journalism, law and
educaion. What united so wide-ranging and dsparate amembership is a passonate
concern for the diredion d American foreign pdicy."

The Christian Science Monitor indicates the fantastic power the C.F.R. has had duing
the last six administrations:

"Because of the Council's sngle-minded dedication to studying and ddli berating
American foreign pdicy, thereis a mnstant flow of its members from private to
pubic service Almost half of the Courcil members have been invited to assume
official government pasitions or to ad as consultants at one time or ancther.”

The pdlicies promoted by the C.F.R. in the fields of defense and international
relations beame, with aregularity which defies the laws of chance, the official
palicies of the United States Government. As Liberal columnist Joseph Kraft, himself
amember of the C.F.R., naed o the Courcil i n the Harper's article: "It has been the
sea of some basic government dedsions, has st the context for many more, and hes
repededly served as arecruiting groundfor ranking officials.” Kraft, incidentally,
aptly titled hisarticle onthe C.F.R., "Schod for Statesmen"- an admisgon that the



members of the Courcil are drill ed with a"line" of strategy to be carried out in
Washington.

AsWorld War Il approached, the RoundTable Groupwas influential in seeing that
Hitler was not stopped in Austria, the Rhineland, a Sudetenland-and thereby was
largely resporsible for predpitating the holocaust. A seandworld war would greatly
enhance the oppatunity for establi shment of World Government. The financing for
Addph Hitler'sriseto paver was handed through the Warburg-controll ed
MendelsohnBank of Amsterdam and later by the J. Henry Schroeder Bank with
branches in Frankfurt, Londonand New Y ork. Chief legal coursel to the J. Henry
Schroeder Bank was the firm of Sulli van and Cromwell whose senior partners
included JohnFoster and Allen Dull es, (SeeJames Martin's All Honarable Men,
Little Brown Co., New York, 1950, p. 51See &so Quigley, p. 433)

With the RoundTable daing its work in Europe, the C.F.R. carried the ball in the
United States. The Courcil'sfirst task wasto infiltrate and develop effedive control

of the U.S. State Department-to make certain that after World War 11 there would be
no sli p-ups as there had been foll owing World War 1. The story of the C.F.R. takeover
of the Department of State is contained in State Department Publication 2349 Report
To The President On The Results of the San Francisco Conference It is the report of
Seqetary of State Edward R. Stettinius (C.F.R.) to President Truman. On page twenty
we find:

"With the outbre&k of war in Europe it was clea that the United States would be
confronted, after the war, with new and exceptional problems. ... Accordingly, a
Committeeon Post-War Problems was st up kefore the end of 1939[two yeas
before the U.S. entered the war], at the suggestion o the C.F.R. The Committee
consisted o high officials of the Department of State [all but one of whom were
C.F.R. memberg]. It was asdgsted by areseach staff [provided by, financed by, and
direaed by the C.F.R.], which in February, 1941 was organized into a Division o
Spedal Research [and went off the C.F.R. payroll and orto that of the State
Department].

[After Peal Harbor] the research faciliti es were rapidly expanded, and the
Departmental Committee on Post-War Problems was reorganized into an Advisory
Committeeon Post-War Foreign Policies [completely staffed by the C.F.R.]." (See
also the C.F.R.'sbooKet, A Record of Twenty Years, 19211947)

Thisisthe groupwhich designed the United Nations- the first major successful step
ontheroad to aWorld Superstate. At least forty-seven C.F.R. members were anong
the American delegates to the foundng of the United Nationsin San Francisco in
1945.Members of the C.F.R. groupincluded Harold Stassen, JohnJ. McCloy, Owen
Lattimore (cdl ed by the Senate Internal Seaurity Subcommittee a'conscious
articulate instrument of the Soviet conspiracy"), Alger Hiss(Communist spy), Philip
Jesaup, Harry Dexter White (Communist agent), Nelson Rockefell er, John Foster
Dulles, John Carter Vincent (seaurity risk), and Dean Acheson. Just to make sure that
Communist Party members understoodthe importance of the U.N. establi shment,
Politi cd Affairs, the Party's official theoreticd journal, in the April 1945issue, gave
the order:



"Grea popuar support and enthusiasm for the United Nations palicies shoud be built
up, well organized and fully articulate. But it is also necessary to domore than that.
The oppasition must be rendered so impatent that it will be unable to gather any
significant suppat in the Senate against the United Nations Charter and the treaies
which will follow."

Onewondersif the bodbs at the Party level ever questioned why they were to suppat
an arganization daninated by the hated "Wall Stred" persondliti es. The landscape
painters of the massmedia have outdone themselves painting the U. N. as a peace
organizationinstead o afront for the international bankers.

Not only did members of the Courcil on Foreign Relations dominate the
establishment of the U.N., bu C.F.R. memberswere & the dbow of the American
President at Teheran, Potsdam and Y alta-where hundreds of milli ons of human beings
were deli vered into the hands of Joseph Stalin, vastly extending the power of the
International Communist Conspiracy. Administrative asgstant to FDR during this
time was a key member of the C.F.R. named Lauchlin Currie-subsequently identified
by J. Edgar Hoover as a Soviet agent.

So completely has the C.F.R. daminated the State Department over the past thirty-
eight years that every Secretary of State except Cordell Hull, James Byrnes, and
Willi am Rogers has been a member of the C.F.R. While Rogers is not a member,
Professor Henry Kisgnger, Mr. Nixon's chief foreign pdicy advisor, came to the job
from the staff of the C.F.R., and the undersecretaries of state, amost to aman, are
C.F.R. members.

Today the C.F.R. remains adive in working toward its final goal of a government
over all the world-a government which the Insiders and their allies will control. The
goal of the C.F.R. is smply to abdlish the United States with its Constitutional
guarantees of liberty. And they don't even try to hide it. Study No. 7, pulished by the
C.F.R. onNovember 25, 19590penly advocaes "building a new international order
[which] must be resporsive to world aspirations for peace, [and] for social and
eoonamic change ... an international order [code word for world government] ...
including states labeling themselves as 'Sociali st' [ Communist].”

Thereasonis evident to those who have studied its membership for this littl e known
semi-seaet organizationto be cdled "the Establishment.” (SeeChart 7) International
banking organizations that currently have men in the C.F.R. include Kuhn, Loeb &
Company; Lazard Freres (diredly affili ated with Rothschil d); Dill on Read; Lehman
Bros.; Goldman, Sadis;, Chase Manhattan Bank; Morgan Guaranty Bank; Brown
Bros. Harriman; First National City Bank; Chemicd Bank & Trust, and
Manufadurers Hanover Trust Bank.

Chart 7 - World Supra-Gover nment
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Among the mgjor corporations that have men in the C.F.R. are Standard Oil, IBM,
Xerox, Eastman Kodak, Pan American, Firestone, U.S. Sted, General Electric and
American Telephore and Telegraph Company.

Also inthe C.F.R. are men from such openly Leftist organizations as the Fabian
Socidist Americans for Democratic Action, the avowedly Socialist League for
Industrial Democracy--(formerly the Intercoll egiate Sociali st Society), and the United
World Federali sts which openly advocates world government with the Communists.
Such devotedly Socialist labor lealers asthe late Walter Reuther, David Dubinsky
and Jay Lovestone have dso been members of the C.F.R. In theory, these men and
organizations are suppased to be the blood enemies of the banks and businessesli sted
abowe. Yet they all belong to the same lodge. Y ou can seewhy that fact is not
advertised.

The C.F.R. istotally interlocked with the major foundetions and so-cdled "Think
Tanks." Included in the interlock are the Rockefeller, Ford and Carnegie foundations
and the Rand Corporation, Hudson Institute, Fund for the Repulic and Brookings
Institute "Think Tanks."

The fact that the C.F.R. operatesin near-complete anonymity can hardly be
acadental. Among the communications corporations represented in the C.F.R. are
National Broadcasting Corporation, Columbia Broadcasting System, Time, Life,
Fortune, Look, Newsweek, New York Times, Washington Post, Los Angeles Times,
New York Post, Denver Post, Louisvill e Courier Journal, Minnegoadlis Tribune, the
Knight papers, McGraw-Hill, Simon & Schuster, Harper Bros., Randam House, Little
Brown & Co., Maanillan Co., Viking Press Saturday Review, BusinessWeek and
Book d the Month Club. Surely the C.F.R. could get afew blurbs of pubicity if
pulicity were desired. If it seemsimpossble that one entity could control such avast
array of firms, it is becaise most people do nd know that the so-cdl ed founders of
such giants as the New Y ork Times and NBC were dhosen, financed and dreded by
Morgan, Schiff andtheir ali es. The cae of Addph Ochs of the Times and David
Sarnoff of RCA are examples of this control. Both were given early financia aid by
Kuhn,Loeb & Company and Morgan Guaranty.



These ae the Establishment's official |andscape painters whase jobsit isto make sure
the pullic does nat discover the C.F.R. anditsrolein creating aworld sociali st
dictatorship.

Youwill recdl that "Colonel" House believed we shoud have two pditi cd parties
but only asingle ideology- One World socialism. Thisis exadly what we havein this
country today. (SeeChart 8) Althouwgh there ae phil osophicd diff erences between the
grassroots Democrats and the grassroats Repuli cans, yet as you move up the party
ladders these differences become lessand lessdistinguishable until finally the ladders
disappea behind the Establi shment's managed news curtain and come together at the
apex under the control of the C.F.R. In 1968 when George Wall ace maintained that
there wasn't adime's worth of diff erence between the two parties, he may not have
known how right he was or why.

Chart 8 - Control Of Political Parties

Democrals

Diean Acheson CFI{

Algil-:E Hiss Republicans

Adlai 5n:vcnst?:1 n Dwight Eisenhower
John Kennedy Managed Npw Curtsin John Foster Dulles
Edward Kennedy [ Thomas E, Dewe
Robert Kennedy J:muh‘.T.a?Elts Y
Averell Harriman Paul Hoffman
George Ball Robert McNamara
Henry Fowler John Gardner
Dean Rusk ]

Adam Yarmolinsky E:ﬁﬁ?:r? o
John K, Galbraith

Arthur Schlesinger, Jr.
Hubert Humphrey

Ellhiot Richardson
Arthur Burps
Henry Kissinger

John Lindsay Richard Mizon

The following are so-cdled Democrats who have been or now are C.F.R. agents:
Dean Acheson, Alger Hiss Adlai Stevenson, John Kennedy, Robert Kennedy,
Edward Kennedy, * Averell Harriman, George Ball, Henry Fowler, Dean Rusk, Adam
Y armolinsky, Huber Humphrey and JohnLindsay.

It isinteresting to nae that rewards of cushy jobs were given by the international
bankers to many men highin the LBJ administration for their services.
Undersecretary of State George Ball went with Lehman Brothers; Seaetary of the
Treasury Henry Fowler was taken in by Goldman, Sads & Co.; Budget Diredor
Peter Lewis, Undersecretary of the Treasury Frederick Deming and former Seaetary
of CommerceC. R. Smith all avoided the bread lines by being picked upby Lazard
Freres (Rothschil ds). Fowler and Deming were largely resporsible for padli cies which
led to European nations claiming half of our gold (and having potential claims onthe
rest) aswell asdenudng the U.S. Treasury of al of the sil ver reservesit had bult up
over acentury of time. Did the international bankers take pity on these men for their
incompetence or were they rewarded for ajob well done?

Controlli ng the Repulican Party for the C.F.R. have been Dwight D. Eisenhower,
JohnFoster Dulles, Thomas E. Dewey, Jacob Javits, Robert McNamara, Henry Cabot
Lodge, Paul Hoff man, John Gardner, the Rockefeller clan, Elli ott Richardson, Arthur
Burns, Henry Kissnger and Richard Nixon. **



Footnotes:
* Boston Committee

** Richard Nixon nawv claimsthat he no longer belongs to the C.F.R., having dropped
out when the organization becane anissuein his primary campaign for the
governorship of Californiain 1962.Nixon hes never said why he dropped out, bu the
fad that he has appanted over 110C.F.R members to important positionsin his
administration spe&ks for itself. It shoud come & no surprise that the very same
Richard Nixon who campaigned in 1968as a mnservative had already made hisred
pasition very clea to the Insiders of the C.F.R. by authoring an articlein the C.F.R.
magazine, Foreign affairs, in October 1967.Thetitle of thisarticle, "Asia dter
Vietnam," revealed how the apiring President Nixonwould open anew padlicy
toward Red China and kring "realism” to ou Asian foreign pdicy.

The C.F.R.'s Annual Report for 1952,admitted that sometimes membersin sensitive
pasitions were forced to go undergroundand ke the membership secret.

Whileit istrue that every administration since FDR has been daminated by the
C.F.R., the Nixon Administration hes st the dl-time record by appanting over 110
C.F.R. members to key positions. Henry Kissnger, the "Colonel” House of the Nixon
Administration, cameto hisjob dredly from employment onthe C.F.R. staff.
Kisganger represents the very oppasite of everything Nixon said he stoodfor in his
campaign. Both Liberals and Conservatives admit Kissnger is by far the most
important man in the Nixon Administration.

Administrations, bath Democrat and Republican, come and go-but the C.F.R. lingers
on. Thisiswhy the more things samn to change, the more they remain the same. The
fix isin at the top, where the same wterie of Insiders, bent on control of the world,
runs the show. As Professor Quigley admits:

"There does exist, and hes existed for ageneration, an international ... network which
operates, to some extent, in the way the radicd Right believes the Communists ad. In
fad, this network, which we may identify as the RoundTable Groups, has no aversion
to cooperating with the Communists, or any other groups, and frequently does ."

Y es, the Insiders have no aversion to working with the Communists whose ostensible
goal isto destroy them. Whil e the Insiders are serving champagne and caviar to their
guestsin their summer mansions at Newport, or entertaining other members of the
socia elite aoard their yadits, their agents are out enslaving and murdering people.
Andyou are next ontheir list.

Clealy, the Chicago Tribune's editorial of December 9, 1950, orthe C.F.R. till
applies:



"The members of the council [On Foreign Relations] are persons of much more than
average influencein their community. They have used the prestige that their wedth,
their socia position, and their educaion have given them to lead their country toward
bankruptcy and military debade. They shoud look at their hands. Thereis blood on
them-the dried blood d the last war and the fresh blood d the present one [the
Korean War]."

It goes withou saying that the C.F.R.'s hands are blooder now with the gore of
50,000Americansin Vietnam. Shamefully the Council has sicceeded in promoting,
as American pdicy, the shipment of American aid and trade to the East European
arsenal of the Viet Cong for the killi ng of our sonsin thefield.

It shoud na be surprising to learn that there is onthe international level an
organizational equivalent of the C.F.R. This group cdls itself the Bildersbergers. If
scarcely one American in athousand hes any familiarity with the C.F.R., it is douliful
that ornein five thousand has any knowledge of the Bil derbergcrs. Again, thisis not
acddental.

The strange name of this groupis taken from the site of the first meding in May,
1954the Hotel de Bilderberg-in Oostebeek, Holland. The man who creded the
Bilderbergersis His Roya HighnessPrince Bernhard of the Netherlands. The Prince
isan important figure in Royal Dutch Petroleum (Shell Oil) and the Societe General
de Belgique, ahuge anglomerate cartel with worldwide holdings. The Bilderbergers
med once-or sometimes twice-a year. Those in attendance include leading pdliti cd
andfinancia figuresfrom the United States and Western Europe. Prince Bernhard
makes no effort to hide the fad that the ultimate goal of the Bilderbergersisaworld
government. In the meantime, whil e the "new world order” is being built, the

Bil derbergers coordinate the df orts of the European and American power dlites.

Prince Bernhard's cournterpart among the American Bil derbergersis David
Rockefeller, chairman of the board of the C.F.R., whose eonamic base is the giant
Chase Manhattan Bank and Standard Oil. Among the other Bil derbergers from the
world of ultra-high finance ae Baron Edmundde Rothschild of the House of
Rothschild, C. Douglas Dillon (C.F.R.) of Dillon Read & Co., Robert McNamara of
the World Bank, Sir Eric Roll of S. G. Warburg & Co., Ltd., Pierce Paul Schweitzer
of the International Monetary Fund, and George Ball (C.F.R.) of Lehman Brothers.

Not everyone who attends one of the Bil derbergers secret meetingsis an Insider, bu
only men of the Left are dl owed to attend the private medings foll owing the genera
sessons. The avowedly Sociali st Parties of Europe ae well represented ... another
example of thetie-in between the Insiders of high finance and the ostensible leaders
of the proletariat. Bil derberg padlicy is not planned by thase who attend the
conferences, bu by the elite steaing committeeof Insiders composed of 24
Europeans and 15Americans. Past and present Americans of the Bil derberger
Steeing Committeeinclude George W. Ball, Gardner Cowles, JohnH. Ferguson,
Henry J. Heinz 11, Robert D. Murphy, David Rockefell er, Shepard Stone, James D.
Zéllerbach, Emelio G. Collado, Arthur H. Dean, Gabriel Hauge, C. D. Jackson,
George Nebadsine, Dean Rusk and General Walter Bedell Smith. Thase who adhereto
the acedenta theory of history will claim that it is $vee coincidence that every single



one of those named as past and resent members of the Bil derberger Steeing
Committeeis or was a member of the Courcil on Foreign Relations.

The Bilderberger Advisory Committeeforms an even more “inner circle” than the
Steging Committee Americans on the Advisory Committeeinclude Joseph E.
Johrson, Dean Rusk, Arthur H. Dean, George Nebad sine, JohnS. Coleman, General
Walter Bedell Smith and Henry J. Heinz II. Again, al are members of the C.F.R.

PrinceBernhard o the Netherlands, head o the seaet, one world Bil derberger
movement, confers with President Nixon, A former Nazi SSstormtrooper ("We hada
lot of fun"), Bernhard now works with the Rothschil ds and Comnunists to promote a
World Sugr State of the dite. Bernhard hdds yearly seaet meetings with high U.S.
officials, barkers andindustrialiststo map dans for merging the U.S. andhe Soviet
Unioninto aworld government. After last meding, Nixon devalued the ddllar and
opened uptrade with Red China.

Edmond andGuy de Rothschild, leaders of the French Rothschild clan. The
Rothschilds are dosely conreded with Prince Bernhard in business(Royai Dutch
shell) andin the buil ding of a ore world super-government with the Soviets. Time of
Dec 20. 1963gays of Guy: "Guy is evey inch aRothschild. He personifies much of
what the family name stands for ... Heis a friend andconfidarte of some of Frances



pdliti cians. ... Most of all, he is dedicated to enlarging the fortune of his bank ... Guy
heads a versatile dan d modern day Rothschilds.” Edmond, reputedly the richest of
the French Rothschil ds, is worth $500milli on persondly, according to estimates.

One would assume (that is, if one had nad read this bookK) that when the world's
leading parliamentarians and international tycoons med to dscussthe planning of
their various nations foreign pdicies, that the newshawks from papers and
televisionland would be screaming to high heaven that such an event held in seaet
makes a mockery of the democratic process One might exped Walter Cronkite to be
thundering in wrath about an elite dique meding to gan ou lives; or the New York
Times editorialists to be poundng their smoking typewriters, fuming abou "the
pubic'sright to knav.” But, of course, the landscape painters merely brush the
Bilderbergers right out of existence and focus the puldic's attention onsomething like
the andtionsin the prisons or coke battles litt ering the highways. Sincethe
Bilderbergers are agroup of the Left (or, as the Liberalsin the media might say, bu
donit, "agroupof progressives') they are dlowed to go onin peace ad quet planning
for 1984.Thefad that there is heavy Rockefeller (Chase Manhattan Bank and C.F.R.)
influencein the mediamight also have something to dowith the fad that while
everybody has heard dof, say, The JohnBirch Society (and amost alwaysin a
derogatory manner from the Eastern Establi shment media), practicdly nobody has
head of the Bil derbergers.

Asthisiswritten, there have been 29Bilderberger medingsto date. They usually last
threedays and are held in remote, bu plush quarters. The participants are housed in
one locdion and are proteded by athorough seaurity network. Decisions are reached,
resolutions adopted, dans of adioninitiated, bu only Bil derbergers ever know for
sure what occurred. We must assume that these people did na congregate merely to
discusstheir golf scores. The press naturally, is not all owed to be present, although
occasionally abrief press conferenceis held at the end d the meding at which time
the news media are given in very general terms the Bil derberger version d what was
discussed. Why all the secrecy if thereisredly nothing to hide? Why do the Ford,
Rockefell er and Carnegie founditions financethe medingsif they are nat important?
Y es, why?

The most recent meeting took dace & Laurance Rockefell er's Woodstock Inn at
Woodstock, Vermont, April 23, 24, 25, 1971Apparently the only newspaper to carry
asubstantial story onthe meding was the Rutland, Vermont, Herald, whase reporter
could aayuire only sketchy information abou what the medingwas al about. The
April 20, 1971isue of the Herad reported:

"A rather tight lid of seaecy was being kept onthe mnference. ... A closed-doar
meding was held in Woodstock last week to brief a handful of local officials on some
phases of the conference. One participant of the meding insisted Monday that the
officials were told the meeting would be an ‘international peace mnference’ However,
other reliable sources said the anference will deal with international finance. ...

The Woodstock Innwill apparently be seded uplike Fort Knox. ... No press coverage
will be dlowed, with the exception d isaling a statement at the dose of the meding
on Sunaday."



When Prince Bernhard arrived at Boston's Logan Airport, he did admit to reporters
that the subjed of the conferencewould be the "change in the world-role of the
United States.” Isn't it niceto have dhangesin Americasrole in the world dedded
uponby Bernhard, Rothschild and Rockefeller? There isreal democracy in adion, as
they say. Present at the scene to carry badk ordersto Mr. Nixonwas C.F.R.-
Rockefeller errand oy, the President's Number One alvisor onforeign affairs, Henry
Kisgnger. Shortly after the Woodstock meding, two ominous and "role dhanging”
events occurred: Henry Kisgnger went to Peking and arranged for the acceptance of
Red China & a member of the family of trading nations; and an international
monetary crisis developed after which the dollar was devalued. Asthe British
statesman and Rothschil d confidante Benjamin Disradi wrote in Coningsby: "So you
see my dear Coningsby, that the world is governed by very different personages from
what isimagined by those who are not behind the scenes.”



6 - The Rockefellers And The Reds

The most important American o those "different personages’ who run the world from
behind the scenes are the Rockefell ers. The Rockefell er clan reportedly has worked
with the Rothschil ds and their agents sncethe 1830's when the original JohnD.
arranged to get arebate on every barrel of oil he and his competitors shipped over
Kuhn,Loeb & Co.-controlled Pennsylvania and Baltimore & Ohio railroads. It has
been a profitable partnership ever since although there gpear to have been areasin
which the two financial dynasties competed.

The invavement of the Rockefell ers with their suppcsed bood enemies, the
Communists, dates badk to the Bolshevik Revolution. During the 1920's Lenin
established his New Economic Poli cy (the same name Mr. Nixon applied to his wage-
price @ntrol padkage), when the suppasedly hated capitali sts were invited bad into
Russa

The Federal Reserve-CFR Insiders began pushing to open upCommunist Russato
U.S. traders oonafter the revolution. However, at that time puldic opinionran so
high against the Bolsheviks because of their barbarism that it was official U.S.
government palicy nat to ded with the outlaw government. The U.S. did not officialy
recogni ze the Bolsheviks urtil 1933.1n the meantime, the Soviet econamy wasin a
shambles and the people were starving to deah. Communism would have ®ll apsed
had it nat been aided by the Insiders. The Bolsheviks were originally saved from

coll apse by Herbert Hoover (CFR) who raised money to buy food which was
appropriated by Lenin and his gangsters. They used it as atodl to subdue starving
peasants who had been resisting their newly imposed slave masters. While Hoower's
"humanitarian” gesture saved the Soviet regime, the Russan econamy was still i n
total chaos. In came the Vanderli ps, Harrimans and Rockefell ers. One of the first to
jump in was Frank Vanderlip, an agent of the Rockefell ers and ore of the Jekyl Island
conspirators, president of the Rockefeller First National City Bank, who compared
Lenin to George Washington. (Louis Budenz, The Bolshevik Invasion Of The West,
Bookmailer, p. 115

The Rockefell ers assgned their puldic relations agent, Ivy Leg to sell the American
pubdic the ideathat the Bolsheviks were merely misunderstoodidedi sts who were
adually kind kenefadors of mankind.

Professor Antony Sutton d Stanford University's Hoower Institution, ndesin his
highly authoritative Western Techndogy and Soviet Econamic Development:

"Quite predictably, 180pages later, Lee ancludes that the cmmunist problem is
merely psychaogicd. By thistime heistalking abou 'Rusdans (nat Communists)
and concludes 'they are all right." He suggests the United States shoud nd engagein
propaganda; makes a plea for peaceful coexistence; and suggests the United States
would find it sound pdicy to recognize the USSR and advance credits.” (Antony
Sutton, Western Techndogy and Soviet Econamic Development, 19171930, Hoover
Institution onWar, Revolution and Peace Stanford University, Calif., 196, p. 293



After the Bolshevik Revolution, Standard of New Jersey bought 50 per cent of the
Nobel's huge Caucasus oil fields even though the property had theoreticdly been
nationalized. (O'Conna, Harvey, The Empire Of Oil, Monthly Review Press New
York, 1955, p. 270._In 1927,Standard Oil of New York bult arefinery in Russa,
thereby helping the Bolsheviks put their econamy badk onits fed. Professor Sutton
states: "Thiswas we first United States investment in Russa sincethe Revolution.”
(Ibid, Vol. 1, p. 38

Shortly thereafter Standard Oil of New York andits subsidiary, Vacuum Oil
Company, concluded a ded to market Soviet oil in European courtries and it was
reported that aloan of $75,000,00Q0 the Bolsheviks was arranged. (National
Repuldic, Sept. 1927)

We have been unable to find ou if Standard Oil was even theoreticdly expropriated
by the Communists. Sutton writes:

"Only the Danish telegraph concessons, the Japanese fishing, coal and al
concesgons, and the Standard Oil | ease remained after 1935" (lbid, VVol. I, p. 17)

Wherever Standard Oil would go, Chase National Bank was sure to follow. (The
Rockefell er's Chase Bank was later merged with the Warburg's Manhattan Bank to
form the present Chase Manhattan Bank.) In order to rescue the Bolsheviks, who were
suppasedly an archenemy, the Chase National Bank was instrumental in establi shing
the American-Rusgan Chamber of Commercein 1922 President of the Chamber was
Reeve Schley, avice-president of Chase National Bank. (Ibid, Vol. I, p. 288)
Acoording to Professor Sutton: "In 1925, egotiations between Chase and Prombank
extended beyondthe finance of raw materials and mapped ou a complete program for
financing Soviet raw materia exports to the U.S. andimports of U.S. cottonand
madhinery. (Ibid, Vol. I, p. 226 Sutton also reports that "Chase National Bank and
the Equitable Trust Company were leaders in the Soviet credit business” (lbid, p.
277

The Rockefell er's Chase National Bank also was invalved in selling Bolshevik bonds
in the United States in 1928 .Patriotic organizations denourced the Chase a an
"international fence." Chase was cdled "adisgraceto America ... They will go to any
lengths for afew dadllars profits.” (Ibid, Vol. I, p. 291) Congressnan Louis
McFadden, chairman o the House Banking Committee maintained in aspeed to his
fellow Congressnen:

"The Soviet government has been given United States Treasury funds by the Federal
Reserve Board and the Federal Reserve Banks ading through the Chase Bank and the
Guaranty Trust Company and aher banksin New York City. ...

... Open upthe books of Amtorg, the trading organization d the Soviet government in
New York, and o Gostorg, the general office of the Soviet Trade Organization, and
of the State Bank of the Union d Soviet Socialist Repullics and you will be staggered
to seehow much American money has been taken from the United States' Treasury
for the benefit of Russa. Find ou what businesshas been transaded for the State
Bank of Soviet Rusdaby its correspondent, the Chase Bank of New York; ..."
(Congressonal Record, June 15, 1933)



But the Rockefell ers apparently were not alone in financing the Communist arm of
the Insiders’ conspiracy. According to Professor Sutton ... thereisareport in the
State Department fil es that names Kuhn,Loeb & Co. (the long-establi shed and
important financial house in New Y ork) as the financier of the First Five Y ear Plan.
SeeU.S. State Dept. Dedmal File, 811.513711and 861.50FIVE YEAR PLAN/236."
(Sutton, op.cit., Vol. II, p.340n)

Profesor Sutton proves conclusively in histhree volume history of Soviet
techndogicd development that the Soviet Unionwas amost literally manufadured
by the U.S.A. Sutton qudes areport by Averell Harriman to the State Department in
June, 1944as dating:

"Stalin paid tribute to the asgstancerendered by the United States to Soviet industry
before and duing the war. He said that abou two-thirds of al the large industria
enterprisein the Soviet Union hed been built with United States help or technicd
asgstance” (Sutton, op.cit., Vol. Il, p. 3)

Remember that thiswas at atime when the Soviets had already establi shed an
extensive spy network in the U.S. and the Communist Daily Worker newspaper
regularly called for the destruction d our liberty and the Sovietizing of America

Sutton shows that there is hardly a segment of the Soviet econamy which isnot a
result of the transference of Western, particularly American, techndogy.

This canna be whally the result of acadent. For fifty years the Federal Reserve-CFR-
Rockefell er-Insider crowd has advocated and carried ou palicies aimed at increasing
the power of their satellit e, the Soviet Union. Meanwhile, Americaspends $75 hlli on
ayear ondefenseto proted itself from the enemy the Insiders are buil ding up.

What has been true of the past is even more valid today. The leader in promoting the
transfer of tedindogy and increasing aid and trade with the Communistsisthe
Courcil on Foreign Relations.

On October 7, 1966 President LyndonJohnson, a man who hed appanted a C.F.R.
member to virtually every strategic positionin his administration, stated:

"We intendto pressfor legidlative authority to negotiate trade agreements which
could extend most-favored-nation tariff treament to European Communist states. ...

We will reduce export controls on East-West trade with resped to hundeds of non
strategic items. ..."

The New York Times reported ore week later on -October 13, 1966

"The United States put into eff ect today one of President Johnson's propaosals for
stimulating East-West trade by removing restrictions on the export of more than four
hunded commoditi es to the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. . . .

Among the cdegories from which items have been seleded for export relaxation are
vegetables, cereds, fodder, hides, crude and manufadured rubkber, pup and waste



paper, textil es and textil e fibers, crude fertili zers, metal ores and scrap, petroleum, gas
and derivatives, chemicd compound and products, dyes, medicines, fireworks,
detergents, plastic materials, metal products and machinery, and scientific and
professonal instruments.”

Virtually every one of these "non-strategic” items has a direct or indired use in war.
Later, items such asrifle deaning compound, electronic equipment and radar were
dedared "non-strategic" and cleared for shipment to the Soviet Union. The trick
simply isto declare dmost everything "non-strategic.” A machine gunis 4ill
considered strategic and therefore may not be shipped to the Communists, bu the
tods for making the madine guns and the chemicalsto propel the bull ets have been
dedared "non-strategic." Meanwhil e, nearly 50,000 Americans have died in Vietnam.
The Viet Cong and North Vietnamese receive 85 percent of their war materials from
Rusda and the Soviet bloc nations. Sincetheir economies are incapable of suppating
awar, the Communist arm of the conspiracy needed help from the Finance Capitali st
arm. The United States has been financing and equipping both sides of the terrible
Vietnamese war, killi ng our own soldiers by proxy. Again, the landscape paintersin
the massmedia have kept the American pubic from learning this provable fad.

Not surprisingly, the Rockefell ers have been leaders in championing this bloody
trade. On January 16, 1967, ore of the most incredible aticles ever to appea in a
newspaper graced the front page of the Establi shment's daily, the New York Times.
Under the headline "Eaton Joins Rockefell ers To Spur Trade With Reds" the aticle
stated:

"An allianceof family fortunes linking Wall Street and the Midwest is goingto try to
build econamic bridges between the free world and Communist Europe.

The International Basic Econamy Corporation, controll ed by the Rockefeller brothers,
and Tower International, Inc., headed by Cyrus S. Eaton Jr., Cleveland financier, plan
to cooperate in promoting trade between the Iron Curtain courtries, including the
Soviet Union. .."

International Basic Economy Corporation (IBEC) isrun by Richard Aldrich, grandson
of Federal Reserve plotter Nelson Aldrich, and Rodman Rockefeller (CFR), Rocky's
son. On October 20, 199, IBEC annownced that N. M. Rothschild & Sons of London
had entered into partnership with the firm.

Cyrus Eaton Jr. isthe son d the notoriously pro-Soviet Cyrus Eaton, who began his
caeer as ®aetary to JohnD. Rockefeller. It is believed that Eaton'srise to power in
finance resulted from backing by his mentor. The agreament between Tower
International and IBEC continues an dd ali ance. Although Eaton's name does nat
appea onthe CFR's membership roll s, the Ree@ Committeewhich investigated
founditions for Congress in 1953 foundthat Eaton was a secret member.

Among the "non-strategic” items which the Rockefell er-Eaton axisis going to buld
for the Communists are ten rubber goods plants, including two synthetic rubber plants
worth $200milli on. Mr. Eaton explainsin the Times article: "These people ae setting
up rew automobil e plants and knaw they have got to have tire fadories." Under the
Nixon Administration which, contrary to campaign promises, has multiplied trade



with the Reds tenfold, American concerns are buil ding the world's largest tradk
fadory for the Communists. Trucks are necessary for anation's war macine and
truck factories can be cmnverted to the production d tanks as was done during WWII .
The U.S. will provide the Soviets with bah the fadliti es to buld the trucks and the
tires (or tank treads) for them to roll on.

In addition, the Rockefellers and Eatons are anstructing a $50 milli on aluminum
producing plant for the Reds. Aluminum for jet' planesis considered "non-strategic”
under Johnson-Nixon doctrine.

Nelson Rockedeller greets Khrushchey, the infamous " Butcher of Budapest."' The
Rockeeller and Eaton famili es have now joined forces to buld war production dants
behind the Iron Curtain so that the Communists can become a higger threat to U.S.
survival. America spends $70 hlli on ayear ostensibly on defense andthen the
Rockeéllers build duminum mill s for the Comnrunists. Only the absence of a formal
dedaration d war in Vietham keeps the Eatons and Rockdell ers from being
actionalde for treason. Theyhave the blood d nearly 50,000American servicemen on
their hands.

When Comnunist dictators visit the U.S.theydo nd visit labarers or union leaders,
but hobnobwith industrial leaders. Thereislittl e, if any, attempt by the Red dctators



to identify with the working class Here Nikita Khrushchev greets the avowedly pro-
Comnunist indwstrialist Cyrus Eaton. Eaton started his Business caree as seaetary
to JohnD. Rockefeller and the Rockdeller family is believed to be largely resporsible
for hisfortune.

Even more incredibly, the Times reveals:

"Last month, Tower International reached a tentative agreement with the Soviet patent
and licensing organization, Licensintorg, covering future licensing and patent
transadions. Until now, Mr. Eaton said, the Russans have left the buying and selli ng
of licenses and patents to the Amtorg Trading Corporation, the official Soviet agency
in this courtry for promoting Soviet-American trade."

This means that the Rockefell ers and Eatons have amonopdy on the transfer of
tecdhndogicd capabili ty to the suppacsed enemies of the super-rich, the Soviet Union.
Acoording to the Times:

"Mr. Eaton acknowledged the difficulti es that Amtorg's representatives had
encourtered herein trying to arrange li censing agreements with American companies.
'‘Asyou can imagine,' he said, ‘it isalmost impossble for a Rusgan to walk into the
research department of an American agrospace ompany andtry to arrange the
purchase of a patent'.”

Certainly every loyal American will say to himself, "Well, | would hope to God the
Soviets couldnt walk into ou defense plants and kuy a patent.” The Rockefellers and
the Eatons have solved that problem for the Communists. Now, instead of deding
with an official agency of the Soviet government, American concerns will be deding
with the Rockefell ers. Meanwhil e, nearly 50,000Americans have died in Vietnam,
many of them kill ed by wegpons which the Rockefell ers diredly or indirectly
suppied to ou avowed enemies. Only the technicality of the lack of aformal
dedaration d war prevents the Rockefell ers' trading in the blood d dead Americans
from being adionable & treason.

Thus by the purchase of patents for the Communists the Rockefell ers are virtualy in
charge of reseach and development for the Soviet military machine, all owing the
Soviets to massproduce American developments. The transfer of such knowledgeis
even more important than the sale of wegors. A processthat may have taken an
American corporation a decale to developistransferred in toto to the Communists.
Does it make sense to spend $75 lilli onayear on retional defense and then
deliberately increase the war-making patential of an avowed enemy? It does to Mr.
Rockefeller and the Insiders.

Sincethe Rockefell ers have mntracted to arrange for patents for the Soviets, they are
by dictionary definition Communist agents. Would it not be more acairate to define
the Communists as Rockefell er agents?

Indicative of thiswas a strange event which occurred in October of 1964.David
Rockefell er, president of the Chase Manhattan Bank and chairman of the board o the
Courcil on Foreign Relations, took avacdionin the Soviet Union. Thisis a peauliar
placefor the world's greatest "imperialist” to take his vacaion sincemuch of



Communist propaganda deds with taking all of David's wedth away from him and
distributing it to "the people.” A few days after Rockefell er ended his "vacation” in
the Kremlin, Nikita Khrushchev was recall ed from avacation at a Bladk Searesort to
lean that he had been fired. How strange! Asfar asthe world knew, Khrushchev was
the asolute dictator of the Soviet government and, more important, head o the
Communist Party which runsthe USSR. Who hes the power to fire the man who was
suppasedly the dsolute dictator? Did David Rockefell er journey to the Soviet Union
to fire an employee? Obviously the position d premier in the Soviet Unionisa
figurehead with the true power residing elsewhere. Perhapsin New Y ork.

For five decades the Communists have based their propaganda on the theme that they
were going to destroy the Rockefell ers and the other super-rich. Y et we find that for
five decades the Rockefell ers have been invalved in bulding the strength of the
Soviets. We ae suppased to believe those international carteli sts do this because they
arefodish o greedy. Does this make sense? If a criminal goes up and davn the
streds douting at the top of hislungsthat as ssonas he gets hald of agun heisgoing
to kill Joe Doaks, and you lean that Doaksis scretly giving gunsto the aiminal, ore
of two things must be true. Either Doaksis afodl or al the shouing isjust "show biz"
andthe aiminal secretly works for Doaks. The Rockefellers are nat foals.

While David runsthe financial end d the Rockefell er dynasty, Nelson runs the
paliticd. Nelsonwould like to be President of the United States. But, urfortunately
for him, he is unaaceptable to the vast mgjority of the grassroats of his own party.
The next best thing to being President is controlli ng a President. Nelson Rockefell er
and Richard Nixon are supposed to be bitter paliti cd competitors. In a sense they are,
but that still does not predude Rockefell er from asserting dominion ower Mr. Nixon.
When Mr. Nixon and Mr. Rockefell er competed for the Republlican naminationin
1968,Rockefeller naturally would have preferred to win the prize, but regardlessof
whowon, re would control the highest officein the land.

Youwill recdl that right in the midde of drawing up the Repulican platform in
1960,Mr. Nixon suddenly left Chicago and flew to New Y ork to meet with Nelson
Rockefeller in what Barry Goldwater described as the "Munich of the Republican
Party." There was no pditi cd reason why Mr. Nixon reeded to crawl to Mr.
Rockefeller. He had the convention all sewed up.The Chicago Tribune aacked that it
was like Grant surrendering to Lee.

In The Making of the President, 1960,Theodare White noted that Nixon accepted all
the Rockefell er terms for this meding, including provisions "that Nixon telephore
Rockefeller personally with his request for ameeting; that they meet at the

Rockefell er apartment. . .that their meding be secret and later be announced in a
pressrelease from the Governor, na Nixon; that the meding be dearly announced as
taking place d the Vice President's request; that the statement of palicy issuing from
it be long, detailed, inclusive, na a summary communique.”

The meding produced the infamous "Compact of Fifth Avenue" in which the
RepuMlican Platform was scrapped and replaced by Rockefeller's socidlist plans. The
Wall Stree Journal of July 25, 1960commented: "... alittl e band d conservatives
within the party ... are shoved to the sidélines. ...[T]he fourteen pants are very liberal
indeed; they comprise aplatform akin in many ways to the Democratic platform and



they are afar cry from the things that conservative men think the Repuli can Party
ought to standfor. ..." As Theodare White put it:

"Never had the quadrennial liberal swoop d the regulars been more nakedly
dramatized than by the open compad of Fifth Avenue. Whatever horor they might
have been able to carry from, their services onthe platform committeehad been
wiped ou. A single night's meeting of the two men in amilli onaire's triplex apartment
in Babylon-by-the-Hudson, eight hunded and thirty miles away, was about to
overrule them; they were exposed as clowns for al the world to see”

The whale story behind what happened in Rockefell er's apartment will douktless
never be known. We can only make an educated guessin light of subsequent events.
But it isobvious that sincethat time Mr. Nixon hes been in the Rockefell er orbit.

After losing to Kennedy by an eyelash, Mr. Nixon, against his wishes, and at the
request (or order) of Rockefell er, entered the California gubernatoria race and lost.
(For further detail s seethe author's Richard Nixon: The Man Behind The Mask.)
After losing to Pat Brown in the California gubernatorial racein 1962 Nixon hed
universally been consigned to the pdliti cad trash hegp. He left his pradice as an
attorney in California and went to New Y ork, where he moved in as aneighba of
Nelson Rockefell er, the man whois suppasedly his archenemy, in a$10Q000-a-year
apartment in a buil ding owned by Rockefeller. Then Mr. Nixon went to work for the
law firm of Mr. Rockefeller's personal attorney, JohnMitchell, andin the next six
yeas gent most of histime touring the courtry and the world, first rebuilding his
paliti cd reputation and then campaigning to get the 1968Repulican namination. At
the same time, according to his own financial statement, his net worth multi pli ed
many times and he became quite wedthy. Nelson Rockefell er, (and h's colleagues of
the Eastern Libera Establishment), who helped make Nixon acceptable to
Conservatives by appearing to oppae him, rescued Nixon from pdliti cd oblivion and
made him President of the United States. Does it not make sense that Mr. Nixon, the
man of passonate anbition whose areer had sunk to the bottom, had to make some
dedsin arder to reach hisgoa? And dd he not acquire massve padliti ca debtsin
return for being made President by the Eastern Liberal Establi shment?

When Nixon left Washington, te, by his own claim, had littl e more than an dd
Oldsmobhile aitomobil e, Pat's respedable Repuli can cloth coat, and a government
pension. Whilein law pradice Nixon hed an income of $200,000 pr year, of which
more than half went to pay for the gpartment in Rocky's building. By 1963, he
reported his net worth as $515,830while asdgning avaue of only $45,0® to his
partnership in hisincreasingly flourishing law firm. It may be that the frugal Mr.
Nixonaaqquired the dter-tax investment cgpital that mushroomed into $858,190n
assts by faithfully plugging his change into a piggy bank. Then again, it may have
been part of Nixon's ded with Rockefell er and the Insiders that Mr. Nixon's personal
poverty problems shoud be solved. The President is obviously an unfreeagent.

The man most observers agreeis the most powerful man in the Administration on
domestic palicy mattersis Attorney General JohnMitchell. Mitchell, who hed been a
Nixon law partner, served as campaign manager in 1968,and reportedly will servein
that cgpacity in 1972.The Wall Stred Journal of January 17, 1969revealed that
Mitchell was Rocky's personal lawyer. The Establi shment's landscape painters have



etched a picture of Mitchell as atough cop-type conservative bent; it appears that in
redity Mitchell i s but another Rockefell er agent.

Richard Nixon was eleded President on a platform which promised to stop America's
retreat before world Communism. Y et he gppanted Henry Kissnger, a man who
represented the oppasite of the stands Mr. Nixontook duing his campaign, to a
position which isvirtually Assstant President. Isit surprising then that Mr. Nixon hes
dore just the oppasite of what he promised he would do duing his 1968campaign?

How did Mr. Nixon come to pick an utra-libera to be his number one foreign pdicy
advisor? We aetold by Time magazine that Mr. Nixon met Kissnger at a cocktail
party given by Clare Boothe Luce during the Christmas holidaysin 1967 .Mr. Nixon
is suppcsed to have been so impressed by Dr. Kissinger's cocktail party reparteethat
he gppanted him to the most powerful positionin the Nixon Administration. Mr.
Nixonwould haveto be stupid to have dore that; and Mr. Nixonis naot stupid. The
Kisganger appantment was arranged by Nelson Rockefell er. (Salt Lake City Desert
News, March 27, 1970.Kissnger had served for five yeas as Rockefell er's personal
advisor onforeign affairs and at the time of his appointment he was srving as apaid
staff member of the Council on Foreign Relations.

Mr. Nixon's fantastic éout facewas praised by LBJ in the Washington Star of Dec. 1,
1971.The paper states:

"Former President Lyndon B. Johnson acknowledges that Richard Nixon,as a
Repubican President, has been able to accompli sh some things that a Democratic
President could na have. ...

"'Can't you just seethe uproar,’ he asked duing arecent interview, 'if | had been
resporsible for Taiwan getting kicked ou of the United Nations? Or if | had imposed
sweeping national controls on prices and wages?

"'Nixon hes gotten by with it," he observed, an appredative tone in hisvoice. 'lf | had
tried to doit, or Truman, a Humphrey, or any Democrat, we would have been
clobbered.™




Nelson Rockdeller and Richard Nixon are theoreticall y padliti cal enemies, but Rocky
arranged '68 eledion so that if he could na be President, someone whom he
controlled would be. The Rockdeller family, through their Chase Manhéatan Bank
and dher entities, have been great benefactors of the Soviet Union ever since
Comnunist Rewvolutionin Russa, During campaign Nixon promised to hdt shipment
of war materials from America to North Vietnam via European Communist bloc
because these supfdies were being wsed to kill American soldiers. But much of this
bloc tradeis controll ed by Rockefell ers and Nixon has revesed himself and geatly
multi plied such trade. The press qute naturally, remains slent abou killi ng
American soldiers by proxy.

The bossand hs two employees-the three musketeea's of the CFR-Rocky, President
Nixon andHenry Kissnger confer. Kisanger of Harvard was made virtual Asgstant
President by Rockefell er onwhose staff he had served for a dazen years. Kissnger
also had leen onthe staff of the CFR just prior to joining the Nixon Administration.
Kissnger was the vey embodment of evaything Nixon denourced duing hs'68
campaign. This explains why Nixon has reve'sed himself on so many stands. Among
those to hal Mr. Nixon's moveto the Left is Alger Hiss the Comnmunist spy Richard
Nixon helped convict. (Chicago Tribure, Oct. 25, 1971). It was the HissCase which
cataputed Nixon from obscurity into the Senate, the Vice Presidency and. eventually,
the White House.



7 - Presaure From Above And Presaure From Below

The Establi shment's official landscgpe atists have done amarvelousjob d painting a
picture of Richard Nixon as a mnservative. Unfortunately, this picture is twenty years
out of date. The very liberal Senator Hugh Scott of Pennsylvania boasted to areporter
oneday: "[Liberas] get the adion and the Conservatives get the rhetoric.” Richard
Nixon could na have been eleded had he run as a Rockefeller liberal, but he can get
away with running his Administration like one simply because the landscape painters
fail to cdl the pulic's atentionto the fad. However, columnist Stewart Alsopin
writing for a sophisticated audience of approving Liberals, revedsthered Nixon.
Alsop claimsthat if Nixon were judged by his deeds instead of his ancient image, the
Liberals attitude toward him would be different. If only the Liberals' Pavlovian
resporse to the Nixon rame wuld be diminated, says Alsop, they would redize how
far Left heis. Therefore Alsop substitutes a hypatheticd "President Liberal” for
President Nixon:

"...If President Liberal were actually in the White House, it isnat at all hard to
imagine the reaction to his program. The right would be asaili ng President Liberal
for bugging out of Vietnam, undermining American defenses, fiscd irresponsibili ty,
and gall oping socialism. The four basic Presidential palicy pasitions listed above
would be greded with hasannas by the liberals. ...

Instead, the li berals have showered the President with deal cas, while most
conservatives have maintained a glum silence, and thus the Administration hes been
'littl e aedited’ for ‘much genuine adievement.' But there ae certain spedal reasons,
which Pat Moynihan amitted to mention, why thisis ."

Alsop further explains how having the reputation of being an enemy of the Liberal
Democrats helps Nixon passtheir program:

"For onething, there is a sort of unconscious conspiracy between the President and
his natural enemies, the liberal Democrats, to conced the extent to which hisbasic
program, leaving aside frill sand rhetoric, is redly the liberal Democratic program.
Richard Nixonisthe first professona padliti cian and 'red Repulican' to be eleded
President in 40years -and it is nat in the self-interest of the liberalsto give aedit to
such aPresident for liberal initiatives. By the same token, it is not in the self-interest
of the President to risk his conservative cnstituency by encouraging the notion that
heisnot a'red Repulican' after all, but aliberal Democrat at cut rates. . .

There ae plenty of examples of the mutual obfuscation which results from this
mutual interest. The withdrawal of half a million men from Vietnam is quite
obviously the greatest retrea in American history. But the President talks as though it
were somehow a glorious advance, certain to guarantee ajust and lasting peace.’
When the President-like any commander of aretrea-resortsto spailing adionsto
proted his dwindling rear guard, the liberals howl that he is ‘chasing the will -o'-the-
wisp o military victory.'

... When the President cuts badk real military strength more sharply than in a quarter
of a century, the liberals attadk him for faili ng to reorder priorities.' The President, in



his rhetoric aou a 'strong defense,’ plays the same game. The result, as JohnKenneth
Galbraith accurately noted recently, is that ‘'most people and maybe most congressmen
think the Administrationis induging the Pentagon even more than the Democrats,’
which isthe predse opposite of the truth ..."

Alsop continued what is probably the most damning column ever written abou
Richard Nixon by nating the role that the massmedia have played in patraying to the
pulic animage that is the reverse of the truth:

"... Thereis aso ahuman element in this exercise in mutual obfuscation. To the
liberals, espedally the liberal commentators who dominate the media, Richard Nixon
isDr. Fell ('Thereasonwhy | canna tell, bu this| know and know full well, | do nd
like theg Dr. Fell."). Thisisnot surprising. Not too many years ago, Richard M.
Nixonwas one of the most eff edtive-and least lovable-of the mnservative Repulican
professonals of the McCarthy era.”

The olumnist, himsalf a member of the sociali st Americans for Democratic Action
(ADA), speaulated onwhat the "old Nixon" would have had to say abou the "new
Nixon'":

"... on hspast record, it isnat a al hard to imagine R. M. Nixon leading the assault
onthe President for his 'bug-out,' 'fiscd irresporsibility,’ ‘gall oping sociaism,' and all
therest of it. So hav can ore exped Mr. Nixonto defend President Liberal's program
with the passonate conviction that a President Robert Kennedy, say, would have
brought to the defense of such a program?”

Alsop hesrevealed the real Nixon andis obviously pleased. Those who vaed for
Nixon shoudn't be quite so happy. If you liked the Richard Nixonwhoran for the
Presidency, then you cannat, if you are consistent, like the Richard Nixonwhois
President. Nixon and hsfellow moderates" have turned the Repulican elephant into
adonkey in eephant's clothing. On June 19, 1959 Vice President Nixon gloated: "In
summary, the Repulli can administration produced the things that the Democrats
promised.” It looks asiif it's happening again! A year and a half earlier Nixon had
been warbling a different tune:

"If we have nothing to offer other than a pale carbon copy of the New Dedl, if our
only purposeisto gain andretain power, the Republican Party nolonger has any
ressonto exist, andit ought to go ou of business"

The Nixon"Game Plan," as Harvard Professor JohnKenneth Galbraith gleefully
points out, is SOCIALISM. The Nixon "Game Plan" isinfinitely more dever and
dangerous than thase of his predeces=ors because it masquerades as being the oppasite
of what it is.

Mr. Nixonis aware that most Americans fear "big government.” An August 1968,
Gallup Poll showed that 46 per cent of the American pullic believed that "big
government" was the "biggest thred to the country.” Gallup commented: "Although
big government has been a favorite Repuli can target for many years, rank andfile
democrats are nearly as criticd of growing Federal power as are Repuldicans.”
Reaognizing this attitude, Mr. Nixon geared much of his campaign rhetoric to



attadking Big Daddy government. However, the Nixon Administration has taken
massve steps to further concentrate authority in the federal "power pinnade.” (See
Chart 3, p. 39

While centralizing power at arate which would have made Hubert Humphrey blush,
Mr. Nixon hes continued to pay lip serviceto decentrali zation. During the first year of
his Administration Mr. Nixon annourced his "New Federalism” (the name taken from
the title of abookby Nelson Rockefeller). Thefirst part of the "New Federaism™ is
the Family Asgstance Program (FAP) which would, contrary to his campaign
promises, provide aGuaranteed Annual Income. Based onsuggestions from John
Gardner of the C.F.R. and Daniel Moynihan, amember of the board of directors of
the socialist ADA, the FAP would doube the number onwelfare andincrease
tremendouwsly the power of the exeautive branch of the federal government. The
Leftwing weekly, the New Repulic, cheered the proposal as "creeping socialism.”

The secondmgjor segment of the President's "New Federalism" is revenue sharing
with the states, touted as a step hi the decentrali zation d power from the federa
government. Actually, the program does just the oppdasite. The money must first go
from the states to Washington before it can be shared. As columnist James J

Kil patrick remarked: "... paver to control foll ows the Federal ddlar as surely as that
famous lamb accompanied littl e Mary." As onasthe states and locd governments
get hodked onthe federal funds, the cntrols will be put onjust asthey werein
education and agriculture. Every field the government attempts to take over it first
subsidizes. Y ou can't decentrali ze government by centrali zing the tax coll ections.

Mr. Nixon's "power to the people" slogan redly means "power to the President.”

House Ways and Means Chairman Wil bur Mill s has cdl ed the revenue-sharing plan a
"trap" that "could become amassve wegronagainst the independence of state and
locd government.” The plan, said Mill s, "goes in the diredion d centralized
government.”

But, Mr. Nixonisvery clever. In his 1971 State of the Union Message, thetalk in
which he used the Communist slogan "Power to the People,” the President said:

"We in Washington will at last be @leto provide government that istruly for the
people. | redizethat what | am asking isthat not only the Exeautive branch in
Washington, bu that even this Congresswill have to change by giving up some of its
power."

That sounds reasonable doesn't it? The Exeautive branch will give up some power and
the Congresswill give up some power and the people will gain by having these
powers returned to them. Right? Wrong! That is nothing but verbal sleight of hand.
Noticethe precision d Mr. Nixon'slanguage. He spe&ks of the "Exeautive branch in
Washington" giving up some of its power. Threedays later it became obvious why
Mr. Nixon added the seemingly redundant "in Washington" when it was annourced
that the auntry was being carved upinto ten federal districts. These federal districts
would soon ke used to administer the wage and price @ntrols which centralizein the
federal government almost total power over the econamy.



To many paliti cd observers the most shocking development of the past year was the
admisson by President Richard Nixonto newsman Howard K. Smith that heis "now
aKeynesian in econamics.” The jolted Smith commented later, "That's alittlelike a
Christian Crusader saying: 'All things considered, | think Mohammed wasright." "
Howard K. Smith was well aware that such a statement was tantamourt to a
dedaration by Mr. Nixon that "I am now a Socialist." JohnMaynard Keynes, the
English econamist and Fabian Sociali st, bragged that he was promoting the
"euthanasia of cgpitalism.”

It is generally believed in England among students of this conspiracy that John
Maynard Keynes produced his General Theory of Money and Credit at the behest of
cetain Insiders of international financewho hired him to concoct a pseudo-scientific
justificaion for government deficit spending-just as the mysterious League of Just
Men had hired Karl Marx to write the Communist Manifesto. The farther a
government goesinto debt, the more interest is paid to the powerful Insiders who
"crede” money to buy government bonds by the simple expedient of bookkeeuing
entries. Otherwise, you can bet your last farthing that the Insiders of international
banking would be violently oppcsed to inflationary deficits.

In hisinternationally syndicaed column of February 3, 1971 James Reston (C.F.R.)
exclaimed:

"The Nixon budyet is  complex, so urike the Nixon d the past, so un-Repullican
that it defiesrational analysis. ... The Nixon budgt is more planned, has more welfare
init, and hes abigger predicted deficit than any other budget of this century.”

During 1967,while onthe primary trail, Richard Nixon made exorbitant Democrat
spending his Number Two campaign issue, just behind the fail ure of the Democrats to
win the Vietnam War. Mr. Johnson's 1967Budget was $158.6 lilli on, which at the
time seaned astronamical. Mr. Nixon claimed that if that amournt were naot sliced by
$10 hlli onthe wurtry faced financial disaster. At atime when the Vietham War was
afar bigger financia drain than it is now, Richard Nixon argued that we should be
spending around $150 Wi on. President Nixonis now spending $230 hilli on, and kil s
arealy introduced in Congressandlikely to passcould push the 1972Fiscal Budget
(July 1, 1971to July 1, 1972) to $250 Hili on.

The point is that the man who campaigned as Mr. Frugal in 1968is, in histhird year
of office, ou-spending by $80to $100 lili on what he said his predecessor shoud
spend. And some experts are predicting that Mr. Nixon could spend as much as $275
billi on rext yea.

Thisisthe same Richard Nixonwhoin Dallas on October 11, 1968 dedared that
"Americacanna afford four years of Hubert Humphrey in the White House" becaise
he had advocaed programs which would have caused "a spending spree that would
have bankrupted this nation." Candidate Nixon flayed the Johnson Administration for
faili ng "to cut deficit spending which is the cause of our present inflation.” Budget
deficits, he said, "lie & the heat of our troudes." For hisown part, he renounced any
"massve step-up” in federa spending. "Thisisaprescription for further inflation,”
said Nixon."| believeit isalso a prescription for econamic disaster."”



While it took LBJ five years to run upa $55 hlli on dficit, Senator Harry Byrd ndes
that the acamulated deficit for Mr. Nixon'sfirst threeyears will reach at least $88
billi on. Congressonal experts are now predicting Richard Nixon could well pou on
thered ink to atotal of $124 hlli onin thisterm of office done.

In order to halt inflation Mr. Nixon has now instituted wage and price ontrols. Most
Americans, sick of seang their paychecks drink in purchasing power each month,
have overwhelmingly approved. But thisis because most people ae not aware of the
red causes of inflation. And you can be sure that the Establi shment's landscgpe
painters will nat explain the truth to them. The truth is that thereis adifference
between inflation' and the wage-price spiral. When the government runs a deficit,
brand rew money in the anount of the deficit is put into circulation. As the new
money percolates through the eonamy it bids up wages and prices. Thisis easy to
understand if you think of our econamy as a giant auction. Just as at any other
auction, if the bidders are suddenly supgied with more money, they will use that
money to hid up pices. Inflation, in redity, isan increase in the supdy of money. It
causes the wage-price spiral which is generaly mislabeled inflation. You could na
have awage pricespiral if you dd nd have an increase in the money supdy with
which to pay it. Thisisnot just econamics, it is physics. You can't fill aquart bottle
with apint of milk. To say that the wage-price spiral causesinflationislike saying
wet streds cause rain. Mr. Nixon, urike the vast majority of the American pudic, is
aware of thered causes of "inflation." He explained it clealy on January 27, 1970

"Theinflation we have & the start of the Seventies was caused by heavy deficit
spending in the Sixties. In the past decale, the Federal Government spent more than it
tookin-$57 blli on more. These deficits caused prices to rise 25 percent in a decale.”

Businessblames "inflation" on the unions, and unons blame "inflation” on business
but only the government can cause "inflation.”

Mr. Nixon hes fastened wage and price @ntrols onthe eonamy suppasedly to solve
aproblem which Mr. Nixon (and LBJ) creded by running huge deficits. If he
sincerely wanted to stop "inflation" he would have put wage and price ontrols onthe
government rather than on the rest of us and would have stopped deficit spending.
People ae dheering Nixon becaise he "did something.” Thisis akin to cheering for a
motorist who shoas a pedestrian he has just run over.

Wage and price ontrols are & the very heat of Socialism. You can't have a
totalitarian government withou wage and price controls and you can't have afree
courtry with them. Why? Y ou canna impaose slavery upon people who have
eomnamic freadom. Aslong as people have e@nomic freedom, they will be free.
Wage and price ontrols are people @ntrols. In his Phase |1 speedh, Mr. Nixon made
it clea that the 90-day wage and price @ntrols are with usin ore disguise or ancther
from now on. They are amajor step towards establishing an al -powerful Exeautive
branch o the federal government.

After the Insiders have establi shed the United Sociali st States of America(in fad if
not in name), the next step isthe Grea Merger of al nations of theworld into a
dictatorial world government. This was the main reason kehind the push to bring Red
Chinainto the United Nations. If you want to control the natural resources,



transportation, commerce and banking for the whole world, you must put everybody
under the same rodf.

The Insiders' code word for the world superstate is "new world order,” a phrase often
used by Richard Nixon. The Courcil on Foreign Relations gatesin its Study No. 7:
"The U.S. must striveto: A. BUILD A NEW INTERNATIONAL ORDER." (Capitals
in the original) Establi shment spokesman James Reston (CFR) dedared in his
internationally syndicated column for the New Y ork Times of May 21, 1971: "Nixon
would obvioudly like to preside over the aedion of anew world order, and kelieves
he has an oppatunity to doso in the last 20 months of hisfirst term.”

A world government has aways been the objed of the Communists. In 1915, in No.
40 d the Rusdan argan, The Sociali st Democrat, Lenin proposed a "United States of
the World." The program of the Communist International of 1936says that world
dictatorship "can be established orly by victory of socialism in dfferent courtries or
groups of courtries, after which the Proletariat Repullics would unte onfederal lines
with those drealy in existence, and this system would expand ...at length forming the
world unon d Soviet Socialist Repulics.”

One of the most important groups promoting the "world unon" is the United World
Federali sts, whose membership is heavily interlocked with that of the Courcil on
Foreign Relations. The UWF advocate turning the UN into afull -fledged world
government which would include the Communist nations.

Richard Nixonis, of course, far too clever to adually join the UWF, bu he has
suppated their legislative program since his ealy days in Congress In the October
1948issue of the UWF publicaion World Government News, on page 14, there
appeas the foll owing annourcement: "Richard Nixon: Introduced world gowernment
resolution (HCR 68) 1947,and ABC (World Government) resolution 1948:

World government has a strong emotional apped for Americans, based ontheir
universal desire for world peace. The Insiders have the Communists rattling their
sabers with ore hand and dangli ng the oli ve branch with the other. Naturaly everyone
gravitates towards the olive branch, nd redizing that the olive branch is controll ed by
ancther arm of the entity that is rattling the sabers.

In September of 1968, candidates for puldic office recaved aletter from the United
World Federali sts that stated:

"Our organization has been endarsed and commended by all U.S. presidents in the last
20 years and by the aurrent nominees for the presidency. As examples we quote &
follows:

Richard Nixon: 'Y our organization can perform an important service by continuing to
emphasize that world peace can only come thru world law. Our goal isworld peace
Our instrument for achieving peacewill belaw and justice If we @mncentrate our
energies toward these ends, | am hopeful that red progresscan be made.’



Hubert Humphrey: 'Every one of usis committed to brotherhoodamong all nations,
but no ore pursues these goals with more dignity and dedication than the United
World Federalists.™

Thereredly was not adime's worth of difference Voters were given the choice
between CFR world government advocate Nixon and CFR world government
advocate Humphrey. Only the rhetoric was changed to fod the puldic.

A world government requires aworld supreme wurt, and Mr. Nixonison record in
favor of aworld supreme court. And aworld government must have aworld pdice
forceto enforcethe laws of the World Superstate and keep the slaves from rebelli ng.
The Los Angeles Examiner of October 28, 1950yeported that Congressnan Richard
Nixon hed introduced a "resolution cdli ng for the establi shment of a United Nations
pdiceforce. .."

Not surprisingly, the Insiders have their pet planners preparing to administrate their
world dictatorship. Under an immense geodetic dome a Southern Illi nois University
isa completely detall ed map of the world which occupies the space of threefootball
fields. Operating under grants from the Ford, Carnegie and Rockefell er foundations
(al extensively interlocked with the C.F.R.) abattery of scientistsincluding
everything from geographers, psychalogists and behavioral scientiststo netural
scientists, biologists, biochemists and agronamists are making plans to control people.
These dite planners conduct exercises in what they call "the world game." For
example: There aetoo many peoplein Courtry A and nd enough peoplein Courtry
B. How do you move people from Courtry A to Courtry B? We nead so many males,
so many females, so many of this occupation and so many of that occupation, so
many of this age and so many of that age. How do you get these people from Courtry
A and settle them in Courtry B in the shortest possible time? Ancther example: We
have an ugrising in Courtry C (or as it would naov be cdl ed, District C) How long
doesit taketo sendin "peace" forces to stop the insurgency?

The World Game people run exercises on global control. If you plan onrunning the
world, you canna go about it haphazardly. That is why the Insiders of the Ford,
Carnegie and Rockefell er foundations are making these plans. The red name of the
gameis 1984.We will have systematic popuation reduction, forced sterili zation o
anything else which the planners deem necessary to establi sh absolute @ntrol in their
humanitarian Utopia. But to enforce these plans, you must have an al-powerful world
government. Y ou can't do thisif individual nations have sovereignty. And before you
can facilit ate the Grea Merger, you must first centralize control within ead nation,
destroy the locd palice and remove the guns from the hands of the dtizenry. You
must replaceour once free Constitutional Repubic with an al-powerful central
government. And that is exadly what is happening today with the Nixon
Administration. Every action d any consequence, despite the smokescreen, hes
centralized more power in what is rapidly becoming an all -powerful central
government.

What we ae witnessng isthe Communist tadic of presaure from above and presaure
from below, described by Communist historian Jan Kozak as the device used by the
Reds to cgpture aontrol of Czedho-Slovakia. The presaure from above comes from
seaet, ostensibly respedable Comrades in the government and Establi shment,



forming, with the radicdized mobsin the strees below, a giant pincer around middie-
class ®ciety. The stred rioters are pawns, shill s, pupyets, and duges for an digarchy
of eliti st conspirators working above to turn America's limited government into an
unlimited government with total control over our lives and property.

The American midde-classis being squeezed to deah by avise. (See Chart 9) In the
streds we have arowed revolutionary groups sich as the Students for a Democratic
Society (which was garted by the League for Industrial Democracy, a group with
strong C.F.R. ties), the Bladk Panthers, the Yippies, the Yourg Socidi st Alli ance
These groups chant that if we don't "change" America we will | oseit. "Change" isa
word we hea over and over. By "change" these groups mean Sociaism. Virtualy all
members of these groups sincerely believe that they are fighting the Establishment. In
redity they are an indispensible dly of the Establishment in fastening Socialism onall
of us. The naive radicals think that under Socialism the "people” will run everything.
Actudly, it will be aclique of Insidersin total control, consoli dating and controlli ng
al wedth. That is why these schodboy Lenins and teenage Trotskys are dlowed to
roam free and are pradically never arrested or proseauted. They are proteaed. If the
Establi shment wanted the revolutionaries dopped, how long do you think they would
be tolerated?
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Instead, we find that most of these radicals are the redpients of largesse from mgjor
founditions or are recaving money from the government through the War on Poverty.
The Rothschil d-Rockefeller-C.F.R. Insiders at the top "surrender to the demands’ for
Socidism from the mobs below. The radicas are doing the work of thase whom they
hate the most.

Remember Bakunin's charge that Marx' followers had ore foat in the bank and the
other in the Sociali st movement.

Further indications of Establishment financing of the Communist S.D.S. are mntained
in James Kunen's The Strawberry Statement: Notes of A Coll ege Revolutionary.
Describing events at the 1968S.D.S. national convention, Kunen says:

"Also at the convention, men from Businessinternational Roundables-the medings
sporsored by Businessinternational for their client groups and heads of government-
tried to buy up afew radicds. These men are the world's leading industriali sts and



they convene to deade how our lives are going to go. These ae the boys who wrote
the Alliancefor Progress They're the left wing of the ruling class

They agreed with us on bladk control and student cortral. . . .

They want McCarthy in. They seefascism asthe thred, see it coming from Wallace
The only way McCarthy could winisif the aazies and young radicals ad up and
make Gene look more reasonable. They off ered to finance our demonstrationsin
Chicago.

We were dso dffered Esso (Rockefell er) money. They want us to make alot of
radicad commotion so they can look more in the center as they move to the left."

THAT ISTHE STRATEGY. THE LANDSCAPE PAINTERS FOCUS YOUR
ATTENTION ONTHE KIDSIN THE STREETWHILE THE REAL DANGER IS
FROM ABOVE.

As Frank Capell recently observed in The Review Of The News:

"Of course, we know that these radical students are not going to take over the
government. What they are going to dois provide the excuse for the government to
take over the people, by passng more and more repressve laws to 'keep things under
control.™

The radicals make acommotionin the streds whil e the Limousine Liberals at the top
in New York and Washington are Socializing us. WE ARE GOING TOHAVE A
DICTATORSHIP OF THE ELITE DISGUISED AS A DICTATORSHIP OF THE
PROLETARIAT.

Now the Insiders of the Establi shment are moving into a more sophisticated method
of applying presaure from below. John Gardner, a"Republican” and member of the
C.F.R., has establi shed a grassroats proletarian organization cdled Common Cause.
This may become the biggest and most important organizationin American history.
Common Cause's goal isto arganize welfare redpients, thase who have nat voted
before, and Liberalsto lobby for Socialism. That lobbying will not only be expressed
in presauring Congressto passSocialist legislation bu will also be expressed as ball ot
power in elections. Common Cause is suppasedly the goitome of anti-

Establi shmentarianism, bu whois paying the bill sS? The dite Insider radicds from
abowve. The number one bankroller of this groupto overthrow the super-rich and re-
distribute their wedth among the poar is JohnD. Rockefeller 111. Other key financiers
are Andrew Heiskell (CFR), chairman of the board of Time, Inc., Thomas Watson
(CFR), chairman of the board of IBM, JohnWhitney (CFR) of the Standard Ol
fortune, Sol Linowitz (CFR), chairman o the board of Xerox, and Gardner Cowles
(CFR) of Cowles puMications. In any organization, the man who paysthe bill sisthe
baoss The others are his employees.

What better proof could we have that Socialism is not amovement of downtrodden
masses but of power hungry €liti sts? The poa are merely pawnsin the game.
Neallessto say, the landscgpe painters hide Common Cause's financia angels s that



only thase who urderstand that the Establi shment's game plan is SOCIALISM
understand what is going on kefore their very eyes.



8-You AreThe Answer

Many people cannd refrain from rationali zing. After reading this book,some will
bemoan the fact that the situationis hopeless These will be many of the same people
who, lefore reading this book,redly did na beli eve the problems facing us were
serious. Some people wake up and give up in the same week. Thisis, of course, just
exadly what the Insiders want you to do.

The @nspiracy can be defeaed. The Insiders are not omnipotent. It istrue that they
control important parts of the federal government, high finance and the massmedia.
But they do nd control everything, or the vise would aready have been closed. We
might say the @nspiracy controls everything but you. You are their Achill es hed if
you are willi ng to fight. Thereis an dd clichein sports that quitters never win and
winners never quit. We need a milli on Americans who are nat quitters, bu,
"moreover, who have the will to win!

Of course, you can't buck the mnspiracy head on.... trying to fight it onits home
grounds. But the Insiders are vulnerable to an end run. Y ou, and thousands of others
like you can make an end runif youwant to. It is our intention in this closing chapter
to show why it can be done and hav you can doit.

The timing for an end run has never been better. What Barry Goldwater said in 1964,
people were willi ng to believein 1968.Most people who vaed for Nixon dd so
because he promised to balance the budget, na establi sh wage and price @ntrols;
slash government spending, na multiply it; cut welfare, na push for a guaranteed
annual income; stand firm against the Communists, na lead the Red Chinese into the
U. N.; build America's defenses, na continue to unil aterally disarm us; and stop aid
and trade with ou avowed Communist enemies, not doule it. These were the isaues
which suppasedly diff erentiated Nixon from Humphrey. Now we seethat Nixon hes
repudated hisown promises and caried ou thase of his opporent. By 1972, milli ons
of Americanswill have concluded that thereis littl e diff erence between the leadership
of the two major parties. And more and more people ae beginning to redize that
thereisatiny clique of conspirators at the top which controls baoth the Democrat and
RepuMlican Parties.

The one thing these mnspirators canna survive is exposure. The Insiders are
succesgul only because so few of their victims know what is being planned and hawv
Insiders are carrying out those plans. Conspirades can operate only in the dark. They
canna stand the truthful li ght of day. Once any sizeable minority of the American
people becomes aware of the mnspiracy and what it is up to, the many decades of
patient planning and work by the Insiders in this courtry can be destroyed in an
amazingly short period of time.

Thisjobislargely a matter of getting others to reali ze that they have been conred and
are ontinuing to be cnned. Y ou must beaome the locd arm of the world's largest
floating university. But before you can go to work, panting out these conspiratorial
fadsto athers, you must know the fads yourself. This bookis designed to give you
these facts, and can be your greaest todl. It is available on tape caettes D that you
can virtually memorize its contents by listening to it repeaedly whil e you are washing



the dishes or driving to and from work. The concept of an army of individuals which
is dedicated to expasing "the wnspiracy” frightens the Insiders because it works
outside the dhannels which they control.

Richard Nixon hes said of the Repullican Party: "We've got to have atent everyone
can get into."” The Democrats have obviously believed that for along time. But a Party
must be based on pinciples or it has nojustificaion for existence Bringing Sociali sts
into the Repuli can Party theoreticdly may broaden the base, bu, in redity, serves
only to dsfranchise thase who lelieve in a Constitutional Repuldic andthe free
enterprise system.

In 1972 the Repulicans will try to make you forget that Richard Nixon was eleded
on George Wall aces platform but has been carrying out Hubert Humphrey's. The
pitch will be "party unity." "If not Nixonthen who?' will be the typical response to
complaints abou Nixon's adions. But unity with evil isevil. During the campaign of
1972 ,Nixonwill again talk conservatively whil e the C.F.R.'s Democrat candidate will
soundfrighteningly radical in arder to stampede you into accegting Nixon as the
lessr of two evils. The Establi shment may even runits JohnLindsay or Eugene
McCarthy as afar Left third or fourth party candidate in arder to split the Democratic
Party and re-eled Richard Nixon with a cmparatively small number of votes.

It isonly logicd that the Insiders will try to apply the wup e graceagainst America
through a Repubican President simply becaise most people canna believe that a
Repulican could be "soft on Communism"” or would jeopardize our liberty or
sovereignty. The watchdogs tend to go to slegp with a Repulican in dfice.

Democrats and Repuli cans must bre& the Insider control of their respective parties.
The C.F.R.-types and their flunkies and social climbing oppatunist suppaters must
be invited to lease or else the Patriots must leave.

It isupto youto pu the pdliti cians on the spat and make the C.F.K.-Insiders a
campaign issue. This can be accomplished easily by creaing the base of thinking that
will oppase their positions. The Sociali sts must be forced to gather into ore party. The
conspiracy doesn't want the resultant clear distinction ketween party ideologies. The
Insiders want the isaues between the parties to be cloudy and gay, centering on
persondliti es, na principles. Neither party can come out strongly against Socialism as
long asit is pushing Sociali st programs. But that is the way the Insiders want it.

Theiswe, very simply, isthe enslavement of you and your children. Just because
many of these Insiders are theoretically Americans, dorit think they will sparethis
courtry the terror they have brought to thirty others through their hired Communist
thugs. To the Insiders, the world is their courtry and their only loyalty isto
themselves and their fell ow conspirators. Being an American means no more to them
than being an honaary citizen of Bali would mean to you. It has not bothered their
consciences oneiotathat millions of your fell ow human beings have been murdered,
including 50,000 & your own sonsin Vietnam. In order to solidify their power in the
United States they will need to do tere the same thing they have dore in ather
courtries. They will establish and maintain their dictatorship through stark terror. The
terror does nat end with the complete takeover of the Repulic. Rather, then terror just
begins ... for total, all encompassng terror is an absolute necessty to keegp a



dictatorship in power. And terror does not mean merely punishing the enemies of the
New Order. Terror requires the murdering and imprisoning of people & random ...
even many of those who helped them come to power.

Those who are complacent and hope to escape the terror because they were not
invalved in pditi cs or resisted the New Order coming to paver must be made, by
you, to understand that this all -encompassng need for terror includes them espeaaly.
... that they canna escape by doing nathing.

What can we exped from the conspiracy during the next few yeas? Here ae fourteen
signpasts on the road to totalit arianism compil ed some years ago by historian Dr.
Warren Carroll and arefugee from Y ugoslavian Communism, Mike Djordjevich. The
list isnat in any particular order nor is the order of any particular significance @
given here. But the imposition d any one of these new restrictions on liberty (none of
which was in effect when the li st was compil ed) would be a ¢ear warning that the
totalitarian state is very nea; and ance asignificant number of them-perhaps five has
been imposed, we can rationally conclude that the remainder would na be far behind
and that the fight for freedom and the preservation of the Repulic has been lost in
this courtry.

Fourteen Signposts To Slavery

1. Restrictions on taking money out of the wurtry and onthe establi shment or
retention o aforeign bank aceount by an American citizen.

2. Abdlition d private ownership of hand guns.

3. Detention d individuals without judicia process

4. Requirements that private financial transactions be keyed to socia seaurity
numbers or other government identificaion so that government records of these

transadions can be kept and fed into a computer.

5. Use of compulsory education laws to forbid attendance & presently existing private
schods.

6. Compulsory non-military service.

7. Compulsory psychological treament for nongovernment workers or public schod
children.

8. An dficia declaration that anti-Communist organizations are subversive and
subsequent legal action taken to suppressthem.

9. Laws limiti ng the number of people dlowed to med in aprivate home.

10. Any significant change in pasgort regulations to make pasgports more difficult to
obtain or use.

11.Wage and price ontrols, espedally in anonwartime situation



12. Any kind d compulsory registration with the government of where individuals
work.

13. Any attempt to restrict freedom of movement within the United States.

14. Any attempt to make anew major law by executive deaee (that is, actualy put
into effed, na merely authorized as by existing exeautive orders.)

Asyou are no doulh aware President Nixon arealy hasinvoked numbers 1, 11and
14.

Steps 2, 3, 6, 7, 9, 12nd 13arealy have been proposed and some are actively
campaigned for by organized groups. As of January 1, 1972, lanks must report to the
government any deposit or withdrawal over $5,000. The next step will be to restrict
the taking of money out of the wurtry. Big Brother is watching your bank acourt!

Increased government control over many kinds of private schodsis propaosed
annually in many state legislatures. Compulsory non-military service-auniversal draft
of al young men and women, with orly aminority going into the amed services has
been dscussd by the Nixon Administration as an alternative to the draft. Sensitivity
training is alrealy required for an increasing number of government workers, teaders
and schod children. Aslong ago as 1961,Victor Reuther proposed that anti-
Communist groups and aganizations be investigated and daced onthe Attorney
General's subversive list. The propaganda war in progressto forceregistration a
corfiscaion d firearmsis the number one priority of al the wlledivists-an armed
citizenry is the major roadblock to atotalitarian takeover of the United States.

You arein thisfight whether you want to be or not. Unlessyou are an Insider, you are
avictim. Whether you are amultimilli onaire or a pauper you have ax enormous
amourt at stake.

The Insiders are courting onyour being too preoccupied with your own problems or
toolazy to fight back whil e the chains of Slavery are being fastened onyou. They are
courting on their massmediato con you, frighten you, o ridicule you ou of saving
your freedom, and, most of al, they are curting on your thinking you can escgpe by
not taking part in oppaing their takeover.

They are dso courting on those of you who recognize the conspiracy becoming so
involved with watching all moves that you become totally mesmerized by their
madhinations, and thus become incapable of ading.

The dhoiceisyours. You can say, "It can't happen herel” But nearly every one of the
one hilli on people endaved by the Communists snce 1945 douliess sid the same
thing. Or you can end run thiswhole @nspiratorial apparatus.

The choice you must make was enunciated by Winston Churchill when he told the
people of England:

"If youwill not fight for right when you can easily win withou bloodshed; if you will
not fight when your victory will be sure and nd too costly; you may come to the



moment when you will haveto fight with al the odds against you and orly a
precarious chanceof survival."

Because we have ignored warning after warning, we ae now at that placein history.
Unlessyou doyour part now, youwill face aurther choice, aso described by Mr.
Churchill . He said:

"There may be even aworse fate. Y ou may have to fight when there is no hope of
victory, becauseit is better to perish than live & daves.”

What Will You Do?

If you are unwilli ng to get involved because you feel it may be bad for businessor
may jeopardize your socia respectabili ty, just look into the eyes of your children and
tell them that making a buck and climbing the socia |adder are more important to you
than they are.

Thisisthe end d our case.

If you have dedded na to doanything abou it, then you can close this book,read no
further, and turn ou the light. That isjust what you will be doing for the United States
of America, and may God help us. And may He have mercy onyour soul.

If you dedde that you will do something- that you at least are not yet controll ed-real
on-pick upthe ball we aetossgng you and with thousands of others, let's "end run’
the @nspiracy.

Here's how: The four keysin this program are:

1. You.What you do nav is, of course, the key to thiswhaole operation. If you delay,
your motivation will wane, your concern will recede, bu the danger will i ncrease.
Remember, the Insiders dont care how much you know abou their conspiracy so
long as you daon't do anything abou it. So keep reading and then ad.

2. Thisbodk: None Dare Call It Conspiracy. In writing this bookwe have tried to
give aconcise overall picture of the nature of the conspiracy. We wrote it not only to
explain the mnspiracy, but to give youa mmplete program of action now, so that the
many "You's" aroundthe courtry would na necessarily have to be aticulate salesmen
to make your "end run." You can simply passthis book ou and let it dothe job for
you. The conspiracy may be aleto stifle pulicity onthisbookand keep it off the
magazine rad at your locd supermarket, bu they can't stop you from distributing it
to friends, neighbars, relatives and businessassociates and especially in your prednct.
With apotential 30 million dstribution d this book to those mentioned above (andin
amanner yet to be described), youwill create abase of opinionthat will t hrow the
Insiders out.

It isquite possble that in dstributing this book, questions will come up concerning
certain statements and conclusions with which you are not ableto ded. Thereare a
number of organizations that have well documented material on all subjedsraised in
this book.But after considerable personal research the author has concluded that the



organizationwhich isthe leader in thisfield, has had the most experience, andis
doing the best job d expasing the cnspiracy is The JohnBirch Society. *

Footnote:

* The Berkeley Gazette stated in an editoria of August 26, 1971 commenting on The
JohnBirch Society's 1958 ten pant predictions for the United States, "Whatever Else,
Call Him [Robert Welch] 'Corred.™ Write Box 8352,San Marino, Ca. 91108, for
copy of editorial.

Doesn't it appea strange that this organization which works toward decentrali zation
of pdliticd power and the exposure of the Insiders shoud be so vili fied by the mass
media, whil e the Courcil On Foreign Relations, which promotes centrali zation o
power in the hands of afew within aworld government, is pradicdly never
mentioned? So contad The JohnBirch Society for further back-up information
(Belmont, Massachusetts 02178 San Marino, California91108or check your
telephore directory for the nearest American Opinion Bookstore)

3. Your Preanct. The preanct is the lowest denominator in ou paliti ca structure.
Any padliti cian will agreethat whoever reaches and influences the most people in the
prednct wins the dedion. When you lregk down the job to be dore to thisleast
common cenominator, it doesn't seem to be nearly as big ajob as when you look at
those milli ons of votes that need to be switched. Many eledions are won a lost by
lessthan five votes per predanct. Remember that every vote-switch you can
acomplish (by planting the seed with your bodk) redly amounsto two vaes, asit
takes one from the other side.

Start your "end run" in your own precinct now. Lists of registered vaters are avail able
from your County Registrar. With everyone working within his own precinct, the hit
and missefforts of prior yeaswill be aroided and organization will be alded to this
effort. A blanket coverage of your prednct will creaetalk between neighbors onthis
subjed and thereby greatly increase the number of persons reading this book.

4. Your Congessman. You have now completed the threesimple basic movesin your
"end run." Barring awholesale avakening by the American people, it is probably
wishful thinking to believe that the C.F.R.'s had onthe Presidency can be brokenin
1972.But it is possbleto block the Insiders' men in the House of Representatives.
Congresscan still li ft a powerful voice against the conspiracy if only it would. It can
also throw a searchlight onto the C.F.R.'s granglehold onthe exeautive branch of the
government. No buglar triesto rob ahouse when a spatlight is on hm. With your

eff ort Congresscan be that spatli ght.

It isat the Congressonal level that the conspiracy can be delayed at least until thereis
sufficient strength to rout it. But your locd Congressona candidates must be forced
to take apulic stand onthe Courcil on Foreign Relations, its goals, and its power in
the federal government. And orceyour candidate is eleded you must make sure that



he does not submit to the incredible presaure which will be put upon hm in
Washington to compromise his principles. The Congressman for whom you are laying
the base for eledion must be & deadfast in Washington as heisat homein persond
conversation with you. Keep in mind that a Congressman must return to his
constituents every two years for re-approval.

How would you like to be aCongresgnan who had vated for any one of the 14
Signposts to Slavery, asking to be deded by constituents who hed read None Dare
Call It Conspiracy? It istherefore easier to keep a Congressmnan onthe straight and
narrow than a Senator or the President. The latter runlessfrequently than
Congresanen and represent tremendously larger geographical areas. Although it isnat
easy, it is dill possble for agood Congressnan to finance his campaign from within
his district and nd be dependent onthe Insiders for campaign contributions.

If there ae no Congressona candidates worth suppating in your area @ thistime,
suppat one or morein ather areas. Never contribute money to the Repuldican o
Democratic National Committee That money, except in token amourts, will never
read anti-C.F.R.-Establishment candidates, most of whom suffer from a severe
shortage of funds, at least until they are well established. Only contribute your
campaign ddlarsto those who are oommitted to fighting the wnspiracy. A candidate
running on good conservative principlesis not enough. We've had many such
candidates, and athough most of them are very good men, they never come to grips
with the red problems- exposing thase behind the World Sociali st Movement.

So, arganize your "end run,” passout your books and then keep your eagle e/e on
your Congressman and his voting record.

This"end run" concept we are suggesting is not just agame we ae playing even
though we use afootball term.

To summarize: You do nd necessarily have to be an articulate salesman to make this
"endrun." You do no necessarily haveto know all thein'sand ou's of the total
conspiracy-the bookisintended to dothisfor you.

All you have to doisfind the wherewithal to purchase the books and ane way or
ancther see that you danket your precinct with them. Then force your Congressman
to stand upto the C.F.R. Establi shment.

It issimple. It is draightforward. It is aworkable plan.

With 30million"endruns’ being made during 1972, you can, and will , rout the
conspiracy, turn the tide of history and prevent the enslavement of yourself and your
family.

Remember, seeds planted in 1972will pay off not only this year, bu in 1974 and
1976.1f we do nd build alarge murter-revolutionary base in 1972the ball game will
belost by 1976.



Members Of The Council On Foreign Relations
Nominated And Appointed By President Nixon To
Government Posts

a Adm. George W. Anderson, JR., Chairman, President's Foreign Intelligence
Advisory Board

a Dr. George P. Baker, Advisory Courcil on Executive Organization

a George Ball, Foreign Policy Consultant to the State Department

a Jaoob D. Beam, Ambassador to the Soviet Union

a David E. Bell, Member of the National Commisson onPopuation Growth and the
American Future

a Lt. Gen. Donald V. Bennett, Diredor of the Defense Intelligence Agency

a C. Fred Bergsten, Operations Staff of the National Seaurity Council

a Robert O. Blake, Ambassador to Mali

a Fred J. Borch, Member, Commisgon oninternational Trade and Investment Policy
a Dr. Harold Brown, General Advisory Committee of the U.S. Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency, and senior member of the U.S. delegation for talks with the
Soviet Union onStrategic Arm Limitations (S.A.L.T.)

a Willi am B. Buffum, Deputy Representative to the United Nations; Ambassador to
Lebanon

a Ell sworth Bunker, Ambassador to South Vietnam

a Frederick Burkhardt, Chairman, National Commisgon onLibraries and Information
Service

a Dr. Arthur Burns, Counsell or to the President-later Chairman of the Board o the
Federal Reserve, succealing C.F.R. member Willi am McChesney Martin

a Henry A. Byroade, Ambassador 10the Phili ppines

a Lincoln P. Bloomfield, Member, President's Commisson for the Observance of the
25th Anniversary of

a Courteney C. Brown, Member, Commisson onlnternational Trade and Investment
Policy

a David K.E. Bruce, Chief of the U.S. Delegation to the Paris Talks

a Harlan Cleveland, Ambassador to N.A.T.O.

a Richard N. Cooper, Operations, Staff of the National Seaurity Council

a Phili p K. Crowe, Ambassador to Norway

a Gardner Cowles, Board of Diredors of National Center for Voluntary Action

a Willi am B. Dale, Exeautive Diredor of International Monetary Fund

a Nathaniel Davis, Ambassador to Chile

a C. Douglas Dill on, General Advisory Committee of the U.S. Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

a Seymour M. Finger, Alternate to the 25th Sesson d the General Assmbly of the
U.N.

a Harvey S. Firestone, Jr., Chairman o the Board of Governors, United Service
Organization, Inc.

a Willi am C. Foster, General Advisory Committee of the U.S. Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

a Thomas S. Gates, Chairman, Commisgon onan All-Voluntea Armed Force

a Carl J. Gilbert, Spedal Representative for Trade Negotiations

a Gen. Andrew |. Goodpaster, Supreme Alli ed Commander in Europe (succeeling
C.F.R. member Gen. Lyman Lemnitzer)



a Kermit Gordon, General Advisory Committeeof the U.S. Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

a Joseph Addph Greenwald, U.S. Rep. to the Organization for Econamic
Cooperation and Development

a Gen. Alfred M. Gruenther, Commisgon onan All-Volunteer Armed Force

a JohnW. Gardner, Board of Diredors, National Center for Voluntary Action

a Richard Gardner, Member, Commisgon oninternational Trade and Investment
Policy

a T. Keth Glennan, U.S. Rep., International Atomic Energy Agency

a Gordon Gray, Member, President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board; Member,
Civilian Defense Advisory Courcil

a Morton Halperin, Operations Staff of the National Seaurity Council

a Christian A. Herter, Jr., Commissoner onthe part of the U.S. onthe International
Joint Commisson-U. S. and Canada

o Rev. Theodare M. Hesburgh, Chairman of the U.S. Commisson onCivil Rights;
Member of Commisson onAll-Voluntea Armed Force

a Samuel P. Huntington, Task Force on International Devel opment

a JohnN. Irwin 11, Special Emissary to DiscussCurrent U.S. Relations with Peru

a J.K. Jamieson, Member National Industrial Pollution Control Courcil

a Sen. Jawb K. Javits, Rep. to 2%h Sesson d Genera Asembly of U.N.

a Joseph E. Johnson, Alternate Rep. to the 24th Sesson d the General Assembly of
the U.N.

a Howard W. Johrson, Member, National Commisson onProductivity

a James R. Killian, General Advisory Committeeof the U.S. Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

a Willi am R. Kintner, Member of Board of Foreign Schalarships

a Henry A. Kisgnger, Assistant to the President for National Seaurity Affairs, Chief
Foreign Policy Advisor

a Antonie T. Knoppers, Member of Commisson onlinternational Trade and
Investment Policy

a Gen. George A. Lincoln, Diredor of the Office of Emergency Preparedness

a Henry Cabat Lodge, Chief Negotiator at the Paris PeaceTaks

a George Cabot Lodge, Board of Directors, Inter-American Social Development
Institute

a Henry Loomis, Deputy Diredor of the United States Information Agency

a Douglas MacArthur I1, Ambassador to Iran

o Robert Mcdintoc, Ambassador to Venezuela

a JohnJ. Mcdoy, Chairman, General Advisory Committeeof the U.S. Arms Control
and Disarmament Agency

a Paul W. Mccradken, Chairman of the Courcil of Econamic Advisors

o Edward S. Mason, Task Force on International Development

a Charles A. Meyer, Assstant Seaetary of State

o Bradford Mill s, President of Overseas Private Investment Corporation

a Franklin D. Murphy, Member of the President's Foreign Intelli gence Advisory
Board

a Robert D. Murphy, Specia Consultant on International Affairs

o Paul H. Nitze, Senior member, U.S. Delegation for Talks with the Soviet Union on
Strategic Arms Limitations (S A.L.T.)

a Gen. Lauris Norstad, Commisson onan All-Voluntea Armed Force " Member,
General Advisory Committeeof the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency



a Alfred C. Neal, Member, Commisson oninternational Trade and Investment Policy
a Roderic L. O'conror, Assstant Administrator for East Asia of the Agency for
International Development

a Robert E. Osgood, Operations Staff of the National Seaurity Council

a Frank Pace Jr., Member of the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board

a Richard F. Pedersen, Courselor of the State Department

a JohnR. Petty, Asdstant Seaetary of the Treasury for International Affairs

a Christopher H. Philli ps, Deputy Rep. in the U.N. Seaurity Courcil

a Alan Pifer, Consultant to the President on Educational Finance

a Sen. Claiborne Pell, Rep. to 2%h Sesson d the General Assmbly of the U.N.

a |sidor | Rabi, Consultant-at-Large to the President's Science Advisory Committee
a Stanley R. Resor, Secretary of the Army

a Elliot L. Richardson, Undersecretary of State-now head of the Dept. of Hedth,
Educaion and Welfare

a JohnRichardson, Jr., Asgstant Seaetary of State for Educational and Cultural
Affairs

o James Roche, Board of Diredors, National Center for Voluntary Action; Member,
National Commisson a Productivity

o David Rockefell er, Task Force on International Devel opment

a Nelson A. Rockefeller, Head of aPresidential Misgon to Ascertain the Views of
Leadersin the Latin American courtries

a Rodman Rockefeller, Member, Advisory Council for Minority Enterprise

o Robert V. Roosa, Task Force on International Devel opment

a Kenneth Rush, Ambassador to the Federal Republic of Germany

o Dean Rusk, General Advisory Committeeof the U.S. Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

a JohnD. Rockeféler |11, Chairman, National Commisson onPopulation Growth and
the American Future

o Nathaniel Samuels, Deputy Undersecretary of State

a Adolph Willi am Schmidt, Ambassador to Canada

a Joseph J. Sisco, Assstant Seaetary of State for the Midd e East and South Asia

a Dr. GlennT. Seaorg, Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commisson

a Gerard Smith, Diredor of the Arms Control and Disarmament

a Henry DeW. Smyth, Alternate Rep. o the 13th Sesson d the General Conference
of the International Atomic Energy Aggency

a Helmut Sonrenfeldt, Operations Staff of the National Seaurity Courcil

a JohnR. Stevenson, Legal Advisor of the State Department

a Frank Stanton, U.S. Advisory, Commisson onlnformation

o Robert Strausz-Hupe, Ambassador to Ceylon and the Maldive Repulic

a Leroy Stinebower, Member, Commisson onlnternational Trade and Investment
Policy

a Maxwell D. Taylor, Chairman, President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board

a Llewellyn Thompson, Senior Member U.S. Delegation for talks with the Soviet
Union onStrategic Arms Limitations (S.A.L.T.)

a Philip H. Trezise, Asgstant Seaetary of State

a Cyrus Vance Genera Advisory Committeeof the U.S. Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

o Rawleigh Warner, Jr., Board of Trustees Woodrow Wil son International Center for
Schaars

a Arthur K. Watson, Ambassador to France



o Thomas Watson, Board of Diredors, National Center for Voluntary Action

a JohnHay Whitney, Board of Diredors, Corporation for Public Broadcasting

a Francis O. Wil cox, Member of President's Commisgon for the Observance of the
25th Anniversary of the U.N.

a Franklin Haydn Willi ams, President's Personal Representative for the Negotiation d
Future Politi cd Status with the Trust Territory of the Padfic Islands

a Walter Wriston, Member, National Commisgon onProductivity

a CharlesW. Y ost, Ambassador to the United Nations



WHAT THOSE “IN THE KNOW" SAY ABOUT
NOME DARE CALL IT CONSPIRACY

| wish that every cilizen of every country in the free world and ewery
slave behind the fron Curtain migﬂ read thr}ls book,

Ezra Tait Benson
Formee Secretary of Agriculture

NDCC is an admirable job of amassing information 1o prove thal comma:
nism is socialism and socialism {3 piot to enstave the world) 15 nal a_maye-
ment of the downtrodden but a scheme supported and directed by the
wealthiest of peapls. e

If enough Americans read and sct upon NDCC, they really can save the
Republic from the conspirators—whose plans for the destruction of our
country are gafloping fasi foward completion,

Dan Smool
Former Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover

Now that NOCC is available, | no longer need to amswer "m0’ to the
question which is often put to me, namely: “Mr. Dodd, is Ihere a book
which | can read so | can know whal you know?" Na higher praise is
possible for this book,

Norman Dodd
Chiet Investigatos :
Reece Commitiee o Investigate Foundations

This book concerns the way in which our nation and other nations are
actually -governed. As Benjamin Disraell sald, this is not the way in
which most peaple think nations are governed. The while subject of the
Insiders who z0 largely control our political and economic  lives: is a
fascinating mystery, _ _
For the reader who is intelligent bul uninitiated in the Kiterature of
superpolitics, | can think of no better introduction to the firld than NBCC,

Or. Medford Evans
Farmer Chiel of Security for. the
Atom Bomb Project

Since people of the lewish faith have been the number one historical
victims of the Communist Conspiracy, we wish every member of our faith
would w:Fullé read this book so they will become aware of the forces
which often attempt to manipulate them,

Or. Barney Finkel
President, The lewish Right

Whatever one dares to cafl the w;ml:us described and documented: In
this book, he will ignare it at his peril. 1972 may well be gur last
chance to defuse this destruclive device. This book tefls you how you
can expose and demolish it

Dean Clarénce E. Manion
Former De#an Rotre Dame Law School
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