







































































14 The Zionist Factor

Western societies have provided the Jews with an ideal
environment for an exploitation of the secret advantages to be
derived from a dual-code relationship, advantages heavily
compounded in our century by a prodigious increase in quantity and
complexity of mercantile transactions, a form of “thrift” in which the
Jews have always specialised. This preference for “transactions” rather
than production is not fortuitous or one forced on the Jews; it was
ever one of the necessary conditions for separation, since an
undifferentiated sharing of all economic activity would make it
impossible for the Jews to resist assimilation.

In this free-for-all economic environment, in which Westerners
are naturally inclined to exercise their competitive energies against each
other, the Jews found added stimulus and advantage in exercising their
powers collectively against the rest of the population.

Another important factor favouring the Jews was a system of
values which has always distinguished the Western nations from the
rest of the world and was, in fact, the secret of what could be called
“the might of the West”. Interacting both as cause and effect in the
West was a liberal tradition (liberal in the true and original meaning
of that word) in which the maximisation of the freedom of the
individual was found to be rewarded with a corresponding release of
energy, inventiveness and enterprise and in which some injustice as a by-
product of competitiveness was not considered too high a price to
have to pay for benefits shared by all.

Professor Norman Cohn states correctly that anti-semitism is
almost exclusively a Western phenomenon; he writes: “For some
2000 years Jewish settlements existed in India and China without
attracting any particular attention; to this day the Jewish artisans and
peasants of India are regarded simply as one of the innumerable
religious communities of the sub-continent, with nothing in the least
odd about them.”? The only explanation Professor Cohn can find is
that the people of the West have been afflicted down the centuries
with a form of insanity he calls “a paranoiac schizophrenia”, from
which other peoples are, presumably, immune.

There is a far simpler explanation: These other peoples did not
have an open competitive environment nor did they have an


































































36 The Zionist Factor

Rakosi. The London Times in that year said Mr Rakosi’s cabinet was
‘predominantly Jewish’. . .

Of communised Czechoslovakia, the London New Statesman (a
trustworthy authority in such questions) wrote seven years after the
war's end: 'In Czechoslovakia, as elsewhere in Central and South-Eastern
Europe, both the party intellectuals and the key men in the secret police
are largely Jewish in origin’. . .

Of Rumania the New York Herald Tribune reported in 1953, eight
years after the war’s end: 'Rumania, together with Hungary, has
probably the greatest number of Jews in its administration’. In Rumania
the terror raged under Anna Pauker, a Jewess, whose father, a rabbi, and
brother were in Israel. . .

In communised East Germany the reign of terror was presided over
by one Frau Hilde Benjamin, who was first made vice-president of the
Supreme Court there and then Minister of Justice. Red Hilde' is
frequently described as a Jewess in the press and her atrocious regime is
beyond dispute, even the London Times having gone so far as to call her
‘the dreaded Frau Benjamin’. In two years nearly 200,000 East Germans
were convicted under her direction for ‘political crimes'. ..

The Johannesburg Zionist Record in 1950 reported . . . The Supreme
Judge in the Eastern sector of Berlin is a Jew and so are several senior
judges in the provinces outside Berlin. In the press, too, as well as in the
theatre, quite a considerable number of Jews have been given responsible
positions. . .

All this happened while Stalin was undisputed supremo in the
Kremlin; hence, no matter how much power he now held in his own
right, no matter how independent of the party machine, he did
continue to promote the purposes of an international revolutionary
movement of which the real Russians, as Churchill and later
Solzhenitsyn remarked, had always been major victims.

What is needed is a brief and simple narrative capable of
gathering up a mass of seemingly contradictory evidence:

¢ The arrest of the Kremlin doctors, most of them Jewish, when Stalin
believed that attempts were being made to assassinate him.

¢ The continued existence of innumerable millionaire Jewish-owned
industrial and commercial enterprises inside the USSR.

® Many signs towards the end of Stalin’s life of “an official anti-
Zionist and quasi official anti-Semitic campaign”.

¢ Freedom for Jews — denied to all other minority groups — to quit


















42 The Zionist Factor

What information we have about Lenin can be summed up as
follows: he was born and christened at Simbirsk in 1870; his father
Elias (or Ilya) Ulyanev was a Russian with some Tatar or Kalmuck
blood, a mixture not uncommon in the Volga region in those days;
his mother, born Maria Blank, was certainly Jewish on her father’s
side and may have been Jewish on her mother’s side as well.

There has been complete frankness about Lenin'’s father, possibly
because here there was nothing to hide. Lenin’s paternal grandfather
Nicholas was smart enough, like many others in his situation, to buy
himself out of serfdom and set himself up as a tailor in the Volga town
of Astrakhan. Nicholas’s eldest son also did well in commerce, making
it possible for a younger brother, Elias (Lenin'’s father), to gain a good
education and graduate in mathematics and natural sciences at the
Kazan University; this son of a former serf had a brilliant career in the
public service, attaining the rank of “actual state councillor”,
equivalent to the rank of major-general in the army, and access to the
ranks of the hereditary nobility.

It is over Lenin’s mother, born Maria Blank, that a heavy fog of
official reticence has fallen. There is a great amount of evidence to
support the statement that Maria’s father, Alexander Blank, was a Jew
from Odessa who prospered considerably after his conversion to
Christianity.

Here is a sample of the kind of evidence about Alexander Blank
that is now available in the West: The French monthly Lectures Francaise
(No. 163, November 1970) cited from the Jewish periodical Revue de
Fonds Social Juif (No. 161, 1970) a report to the effect that Marietta
Shaguinian, a well known Soviet novelist of Armenian descent, had
been prevented from publishing some new material about one
Alexander Blank which she had come upon by chance while carrying
out research at the archives at Simbirsk about the early days of the
famous annual trade fair at Nizhny-Novgorod (now called Gorky);
named among the entrepreneurs involved in the fair, including her
own grandfather, she found mention of one Sender Blank, a Jewish
merchant, who later appeared as Alexander Blank after having
accepted conversion to Christiantiy, together with his family. This
Blank had a daughter Miriam, born at Simbirsk in 1835, whose



























‘Underground’ Millionaires of the USSR 51

Some of these Jewish entrepreneurs, including Back and one of
the three Glazenberg brothers, were prosecuted and imprisoned, but
evidently not enough of them to discourage the rest. It was decided
to “sacrifice” young Lazar Glazenberg, says Simis whose job it was to
defend them in court, “at least partly because of his playboy life-style
as reflected in his two dozen suits and the wardrobe of his wife. . .”

It is significant, surely, that although private enterprise carried on
in secret must be regarded as the most dangerous and destructive form
of sabotage, being the exact antithesis of Marxist socialism, there is
no mention of this class of big-fish offender among the hundreds of
individual cases discussed by Alexander Solzhenitsyn in the three
volumes of his Gulag Archipelago; indeed, Jewish prisoners are rarely
mentioned by Solzhenitsyn whereas, judging by their names, there
was no scarcity of Jews among the slave camp bosses — Aron Solts,
Jakov Rappaport, Matvei Berman, Lazar Kogan and, most notorious
of all, Naftaly Frenkel who is said to have master-minded the whole
stave-labour operation.

Nor have big businessmen figured at all prominently in the great
show trials which the Western media were permitted to report and
dramatise, most of these being reserved for Stalin’s Jewish rivals in the
great power struggle inside the Communist party which developed in
the two decades after the Bolshevik Revolution.'

Next question: Why should this kind of activity, with its almost
fabulous rewards, plus attendant dangers, be confined almost
exclusively to Jewish citizens of the Soviet Union?

Simis gives us what is obviously an important part of the answer:

The sense of national identity among Jewish underground
businessmen is strong — much stronger than that of the Soviet Jewish
intelligentsia. There may not be many among them who understand
what Zionism is all about — even fewer who are prepared to relinquish
their fortunes and emigrate to Israel — yet I never met a single one who
was indifferent to the fate of that country and who did not feel a blood
relationship with it. It came as no surprise to me that during the Six-day
War the underground businessmen in many cities donated large sums in
dollars — not rubles but dollars — to Israel.

These underground business tycoons would have been much
assisted, we may be sure, by another circumstance revealed by Simis:


































































































































































































































































Dissecting a Racial Mystique 137

ahead, but we do know for sure that the psychological disturbances
which arise out of efforts to apply a single code of universal amity
and equality in a dual-code world which no one can change,
constitutes a form of soul-sickness which has everywhere reduced the
moral and political potential of the Western European peoples, and
has created conditions highly advantageous to a small Jewish minority
which has never allowed itself to be separated from its ancient two-
code psychology.

The key to this unique minority advantage is a system of
institutionalised learning, hitherto reinforced by religion, which
makes it possible for the Jewish people to preserve an intensely self-
conscious racial and national unity in dispersion, whereas for others,
national and racial unity has always depended on geographical
boundaries. Instead, Jewish race-consciousness and nationalism have
become all the more intense for having been confined entirely to the
mind.

The science of anthropology has had to be falsified and
smothered to a truly astonishing degree to prevent information of this
kind being universally known and understood. Many of those
sciences whose purpose it is to help man understand himself —
anthropology, psychology, genetics, etc — are in the same state of
eclipse today as were astronomy and other sciences in the Middle
Ages and for the same reason: that their findings threaten the
foundations of existing power structures, whether these be religious
or political or financial.

It may, therefore, come as a suprise to some readers to learn that
what is written above has long been known by scientists and thinkers
who have managed to remain loyal to the highest ideals of Western
intellectual courage and honesty. Whole volumes could be quoted, of
which the following from the writings of the late Professor Sir Arthur
Keith, world-famous anthropologist and scientist, is only a tiny
sample:

Another mark of race possessed by the Jews must be mentioned. Their
conduct is regulated by a ‘dual code’; their conduct towards their fellows
is based on one code (amity), and that towards all who are outside their
circle on another (enmity). The use of the dual code, as we have seen,
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CHAPTER 15
THE COMMUNIST-CAPITALIST NEXUS

There is no proletarian movement, not even @ Communist one, which does
not gperate in the interests of money, in the direction indicated by money, and
for the period permitted by money, and all this without the idealist in ifs ranks
having any suspicion of the fact.

Oswald Spengler,
The Decline of the West

Even the briefest survey of the forces which are shaping the
history of the twentieth century, creating social and political
conditions correctly described by Spengler as “anarchy become a
habit”, would be incomplete without a closer look at the relationship
of those supposed mighty opposites: Capitalism and Communism.

The key to the riddle is the word capitalism. Most people, most
of the time, make the mistake of supposing that the word capitalism
means one thing; in fact, the word as commonly used has two sets of
meaning as different as chalk and cheese.

If we are to understand why governments representing capitalist
states adopt the most weirdly ambivalent attitudes towards
Communism, we must first learn to separate in our minds the two sets
of meaning which that one word capitalism has been called on to
represent.

Thus, two words are needed: capitalism, meaning what that word
originally meant, what the dictionary says it means; and supercapitalism,
meaning the wholly changed form of what was once correctly called
capitalism.

Capitalism, as originally and correctly understood, means private

























































The Genocide Convention 201

to a final vote in the senate, dutifully endorsing the “sentiments” and
the “principle” of the convention while at the same time never ceasing
to render it inocuous with “amendments”, “conditions”, etc.

Significantly, too, it was the clearly perceived revolutionary
implications of the Genocide Convention and the senate’s
constitutional powers of obstruction which made possible a more
thorough professional examination of the convention than anywhere
else in the world.

It says much for the power and tenacity of purpose of its
promoters that a convention stripped of any semblance of juridical
respectability by two sub-committees of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee (1949 and 1970) could still be primped up for presentation
to the senate again in 1984 — when once again a seemingly
irresistible combination of persuasion and terror just failed to shift an
immovable spirit of foot-dragging, deferment and delay. The
following quote from a report in the Washington weekly The Spotlight,
October 22, 1984, even lends strength to the hope of many
Americans that the immovable object may perhaps have gained
something in immovability:

The defeat of the Genocide Convention did not come without cost,
however. After opponents threatened to load up the bill with
amendments, Senate Majority Leader Howard Baker (R-Tenn) proposed
a non-binding resolution supporting the ‘principles’ of the treaty and
expressing the interest of the Senate to work in the next session to act
‘expeditiously’ on the treaty . . . Eleven senators did not bother to show
up for the vote which was considered little more than a sop to those who
have been promoting the treaty.

The first major rebuff which the Genocide Convention received
in 1949, even before the commencement of the sittings of the
McMahon sub-committee of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, would have sufficed to knock out any set of political
proposals less powerfully and resolutely sponsored: this was the flat
rejection of it by the American Bar Association, a rejection to be
repeated just as firmly 20 years later.

In 1954 the chairman of the American Bar Association, Frank E.
Holman, in an address to the well known patriotic organisation
Daughters of the Revolution, denounced the treaty as “fraudulent”,





































































	Front Cover

	Short Title

	Title Page

	Printer's imprint

	CONTENTS

	Quotation from Henry L. Feingold

	Introduction

	1. Shakespeare and the Law of Equity

	2. Jewish Power in the West

	3. Who Rules in the USSR?

	4. 'Underground' Millionaires of the USSR

	5. The Middle East Riddle Unwrapped

	6. Two Angles on the Middle East

	7. The Media and Israel

	8. 'Anti-sernitism' Examined

	9. Jewish Historiography

	10. Geography of the Intellect

	11. Dissecting a Racial Mystique

	12. Behind the Scenes with Dr. Goldmann

	13. The Zionist Role in Rhodesia

	14. The Wall Street Struggle

	15. The Communist-Capitalist Nexus

	16. Some Reflections on 'The Mammon of Unrighteousness'

	17. The Genocide Convention

	Epilogue

	Bibliography

	Press Notices

	Ivor benson's 'Behind the News'

	Rear Cover




