














Introduction

.. . the nrrd for an impartial, truthful treatmmt of Jewis h history has
recrntly become greater than it has ever been before. Twrntirfh crntury
political developments helve driven the Jewish people into the storm centre of
euenls ... the Jewish question and anlisemiiism . . . became the catalytic
agent first for the rise of the Nazi movement and the establishment of the
organisaiiona! structure of the Third Reich .. . ihm for a world war of
unparalleled ferocity . . .

Hannah Arendt,
The Origins of Totalitarianism (p.xiv).

Developments in the Middle East which threaten to draw all
mankind into the catastrophe of another world war, the "great
historical cataclysm" of which Alexander Solzhenitsyn warns, make
it more urgently necessary than ever to explore Zionism as one of the
major forces shaping the history of our century.

In the handling of a subject so complex and multi -faceted, the
method used in this book is to present a series of separate studies, each
of which it is hoped will contribute something to a deep and
comprehensive understanding of the long troubled relationship of Jew
and gentile.

The word "Zionist" is preferred in the book's title as representing
a much altered 20th century Jewish presence in which the appetites
of global power-politics have almost entirely superseded religion as
the main source for the motivation of Jewish unity and exclusiveness.

The clearest distinction must be drawn between [udaism as a
personal monotheistic religion - by none more clearly expounded
than the Jewish savant Moses Maimonides, and in our time men like
Moshe Menuhin - and [uda ism as a rampant modern nationalism,
the political and military executive arm of great financial power. It is
also necessary to distinguish between a monotheistic personal faith
capable of making converts, as [udaism once did, and an exclusivist









CHAPTER 1

SHAKESPEARE AND THE LAW OF EQUITY

To offend and judge are disitnc! offices,

And of opposed natures.

William Shakespeare

In undertaking to handle a subject to which there has been
attached in our time a taboo as potent as any ever experienced in a
primitive society, we find our position much strengthened by William
Shakespeare's treatment of the same subject in his great play The
Merchant of Venice.

Shakespeare does not analyse, rationalise and try to explain the
relations of Jew and gentile, but gives us instead, as a form of
instruction at depth, a brilliantly complete and accurate dramatic
representation of what was then and remains to this day, for most
people, a baffling portion of reality.

The difference between what happens in real life and what
happens on the Shakespearean stage can be quite easily explained. In
real life the subject of the relations of Jew and gentile is extremely
complex, thrown out of intellectual focus by innumerable
contradictions and ambiguities. In the play the antagonism of Jew and
gentile is clearly discernible and intelligible; in real life the picture is
very much harder to read as Jews and gentiles seek their mutual
advantage in relationships of varying depth and durability, all this in
circumstances and conditions infinite in their variability.

Shakespeare's play is an abstract of the enduring attitudes,
motives and influences at work in the troubled relations of Jew and
gentile, presented in the form of a simple narrative that leaves nothing
of any consequence unsaid and is as true to life today as when it was
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jurisdiction" in the Chancery Court, hardening with the passage of
time into a form of jurisprudence that relies less and less on
metaphysical influences like "the conscience of the king" and
increasingly on precedent, as in the common law courts.

Shakespeare handles this theme in a minor key in Act 1 where
borrower and lender exchange a few words on the subject of usury,
a theme to be played on a major key in the trial scene in Act 4:

Shylock: ... And let me see; but hear you.
Methoughts you said you neither lend nor borrow
Upon advantage.
Antonio: I do never use it.
Shylock: When [acob grazed his uncle Laban's sheep ­
This Jacob from our holy Abram was,
As his wise mother wrought in his behalf,
The third possessor; ay, he was the third -
Antonio: And what of him? Did he take interest?
Shylock: No, not take interest, not as you would say
Direct interest. Mark what Jacob did:
When Laban and himself were compromised
That all the eanlings which were streaked and pied
Should fall as Jacob's hire, the ewes being rank,
In end of autumn turned to the rams;
And when the work of generation was
Between these woolly breeders in the act,
The skilful shepherd peeled me certain wands,
And in the doing of the deed of kind
He stuck them up before the fulsome ewes,
Who then conceiving, did in eaning time
Fall parti-coloured lambs, and those were Iacob's,
This was a way to thrive, and he was blest,
And thrift is blessing if men steal it not.

There we have a classic example of common law unsupported with
equity, a hostile exercise of craftiness by ]acob against his uncle Laban,
an injury inflicted in violation of moral law but not of common law.
It is precisely the possibility of the frequent occurrence of this form
of evil that explains the evolution of equity law as a concept and
juridical practice in all civilised nations.

Legality without equity is thus clearly identifiable as an
ingenious form of warfare in which moral violence is cunningly











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
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Moreover, with the disappearance of all the original trustees of the
Rhodes-Ruskin plan, there would be no one to prevent the
dismantling of the BritishEmpire, that empire which was to have been
the foundation of the imagined political "heaven on earth".

But those organisations were not liquidated; they were taken
over lock, stock and barrel, along with all their accumulated
"goodwill", their image of establishment respectability, their history,
idealism and mystique.' And, of course, their funds.

It was, after all, the image of an Anglo-American network,
burning with zeal to promote the "English idea" which had proved so
attractive in the United States, winning for the American Council on
Foreign Relations broad support among men of wealth and influence
who relished the idea of being identified with the English upper
classes in a fellowship which helped to sanctify their personal
ambitions. It was a feather in the cap for America's nouveaux riches to
be associated with Englishmen described by Or Quigley as "gracious
and cultured gentlemen" who constantly thought in terms of high
ideals and Anglo-American solidarity.

'Taken over" does not properly describe what happened to the
English end of the Angle-American network; in fact, it was
transmogrified, subjected to some mysterious Iekyll-and-Hyde change
which to this day its bureaucratic personnel can hardly be expected
to understand, most of them having minds trained not to be affronted
by inconsistency. These bureaucrats would not even notice that a
network set up for the purpose of building a new world order on the
foundations of the British Empire has been the main cause of the
dissolution of that empire, one of its last major accomplishments
being the delivery to disgrace and ruin of a small country in Africa
which was to have been a permanent monument to the network's
founder, Cecil John Rhodes.'

Nor was it only the organisational structure of the English end
which fell into new hands; for taken over with it was an entire
generation of British"humanist" intellectuals, a rootless and spiritually
neutered intelligentsia, for whom visions of a new world order, in
varying degrees influenced by the Marxist gospel, had replaced the
Christian religion of their ancestors.
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Chapter 3

WHO RULES IN THE USSR

It pains us that the West heedlessly confuses the words 'Russian' and
'Russia' with 'Soviet' and the USSR'... 11 is a thoughtless blunder to
consider the Russians the 'ruling nationality' in the USSR. The Russians
were the recipients, under Lenin, of the first crushing blow.

Alexander Solzhenitsyn

News item, May 24, 1983: "NEW YORK - An estimated
180,000 people marched through New York City to a rally on
Sunday accusing the Soviet Union of persecuting Jews and restricting
their emigration".

It is a question over which Western conservatives continue to be
somewhat confused and divided: Do the Jews in the Soviet Union still
have their hands on the levers of power - or have they been
shouldered out of the way by representatives of the Russian
"majority", the real Russians?

Before we even begin trying to find answers to such questions
we should feed into the computer of our understanding a warning
that we live at a time when public communication is corrupted and
falsified, on a scale unprecedented in history, and when supposed
"facts", supported by massive and repeated testimony, can
nevertheless be false.

No one doubts that the Bolshevik Revolution was a Jewish
exercise, as were the Marxist revolutions about the same time in
Germany and Hungary.' The facts were clearly stated in 1922 by
Winston Churchill, then Secretary for War and Air in the British
Government, who had at his service the entire investigative resources
of his government's military intelligence and diplomatic corps; and
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Rakosi'. The London Times in that year said Mr Rakosi's cabinet was
'predominantly Jewish'...

Of communised Czechoslovakia, the London New S/almnan (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 EastGermany 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 [ewish-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
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the Soviet Union in great numbers, most of them to find their way
to the United States of America.
• The Soviet role in the setting up of the state of Israel and as first
major supplier of arms to that state.
• The uninterrupted flow of Western finance, technology, wheat and
other forms of assistance to the Soviet Union, all of it unthinkable
without Western Jewish approval.
• The considerable involvement of Jews in pro-Soviet subversive
activity in the United States, including the theft and transfer of atomic
bomb secrets.'
• To cap it all, a massive campaign of de-Stalinisation after the
dictator's death, requiring the re-naming of a great city, the overthrow
of statues and other monuments, the removal of the Stalin cadaver
from the mausoleum in Red Square, etc.

The world may have to wait a long time for a "brief and simple
narrative" capable of absorbing all the apparent contradictions, but it
is possible in the meantime to explain some of them.

There is good reason to believe that there always was a felt need
to prevent a revolutionary movement with global ambitions from
being too clearly identified as Jewish, and it was for this reason that
the choice fell on Stalin as the successor of Lenin, neither of them
recognisably Jewish.

The disappointment of the hopes of the obviously Jewish
Trotsky gave rise to a good deal of tension inside the Jewish
hierarchy, which only worked itself out in the mid·1930s with the
elimination of leading members of the "old guard" who had become
unhappy about Stalin's increasing power.'

The pragmatists prevailed, convinced of the need to relieve
international socialism of the handicap of an almost exclusively Jewish
image, but aware, too, of the risks involved.

This would explain the replacement of Jewish heads where they
would be most conspicuous to all the world - on the Kremlin wall
on ceremonial occasions - while themselves retaining, as Stolypine
says, all the instruments of rule by terror and all avenues of access to
the minds of the people, not to mention continued undivided control
of the country's economic existence.
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A certain amount of overt "anti-semitism" that could be
publicised abroad is not inconsistent with this interpretation.

There was, too, nothing genuinely "anti-semitic" about the
"official anti-Zionism", for there always was a certain antagonism of
ideas on this subject within the Jewish community inside Russia since
long before the Bolshevik Revolution, as Chaim Weizmann has
explained in his autobiography Trial and Error» This dispute,
however, which could divide a family, excited no more mutual
animosity than the dispute that could arise inside an upper class
English family over the rival claims of army and church as a career.
The Communists were those who opted to fight the international
socialistbattle inside Russiaand from the future Soviet Union, and the
Zionists were those who were more strongly moved by an urge to get
out of Russia and fight the battle of Jewish nationalism soon to be
centred on Israel, some of them yielding also to the tug exerted by
relatives already living in affluence abroad.

Those manning the administration and resolved to stay in Russia
would naturally react negatively to the spectacle of a mass exodus of
Zionists and would feel compelled eventually to make it harder for
Jews to leave the country. This action, too, while some Jews bitterly
resented it, was more grist for the mill of an international
revolutionary movement bent on capturing the hearts and minds of
gentiles.

Therefore, a mass anti-Soviet demonstration in New York, as
reported in May 1983, does not necessarily mean what it seems to
mean: it does not necessarily mean, as Mayor Edward Koch put it,
that "today the Soviet system still maintains a stranglehold on the
lives of its citizens but nowhere does the hand of oppression grip
tighter than at the throats of the Soviet Jews".

It is perhaps significant that the only forms of "oppression"
mentioned in press reports of this rally were the clamp put on Jewish
emigration and the detention of a few academics. Very few of the
180,000 who are said to have attended the rally may have suspected
that it might be the stranglehold of their own leaders they most of
all have to fear, both inside and outside the Soviet Union.

The Zionist-Communist nexus can be explained in a few words:
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for Jews, a homogeneous Zionist or national socialism: for others, a
heterogeneous internalionalsocialism which the Jews will control - two
areas of endeavour which outside the USSR frequently overlap.

It is reasonable to suppose that after the war's end the Soviet
party hierarchy found itself wrestling with the problem of how to
deprive Stalin of the enormous personal power he had acquired, now
supported by his generals; and it is reasonable to suppose that Stalin,
in his efforts to cling on to that power found Jews in the forefront of
those now bent on cutting him down to size; hence more phenomena
that could be interpreted as "anti-sernitism" and persecution.

This interpretation is consistent with what happened after Stalin's
death. None of those who followed him in the top position appears
to have had any power in his own right. Malenkov was sent off to
Siberia to manage a power station. Bulganin was thrust aside after a
brief partnership, leaving the ebullient Kruschev to launch the de­
Stalinisationprogramme and give vent to the venom which had been
accumulating in the breasts of the party leaders.

The atmosphere that prevailed in the Kremlin as Stalin's struggle
to cling on to his power manifested itself increasingly as a struggle
against his Jewish comrades is reflected in the "Notes for a Journal"
left by Maxim Litvinov, former Foreign Minister, by now relieved of
his job and his country residence.

The process of de-Stalinisation was accompanied by an inter­
regnum of freedom which made it possible for Solzhenitsyn.
Pasternak and other writers to emerge into the sunshine of
unhindered creativity - but this freedom was cut short when these
writers began to draw attention to the fact that in everything else,
KGB and slave camps included, the great Soviet administrative
machine was grinding on unchanged and that no one was to be
punished for the barbarities that had been exposed.

There can be a big difference between what can be known or
reasonably believed and what can be proved.

Those who know as much as Wilmot Robertson about the
situation in the United States are convinced that in that country the
"majority", the real Americans who opened up the country,
sometimesdescribed as 'White Anglo-Saxon Protestants" or WASPs,
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oppressors both at home and abroad.
Western investigators have no vested interest in believing that

the international conspirators described by Winston Churchill still
lord it in that vast empire; on the contrary, they would like to be able
to believe that the nation of Dostoevsky, Chekov, Pushkin, Cogol.
Turgenev, Tolstoy, Tschaikovsky, Borodin, Solzhenitsyn, etc. has
managed to take the control of its destiny back into its own hands;
they have a right to rest on the assumption that there has been no
change inside the USSR. leaving where it belongs the whole onus of
proving the contrary.

This brief investigation of some of the evidence appertaining to
the Jewish role in the Soviet Union has been confined, as far as
possible, to statements of fact which can be reasonably regarded as
well estbalished, or from sources that must command some respect ­
like Churchill, writing in 1920 when he had all the resources of the
British secret service at his command, and Or Konstantin Simis, who
has revealed the existence of scores of thousands of [ewish-owned
business enterprises in the Soviet Union."

We have, therefore, avoided placing much reliance on other
evidence which, if it could be proved true, would be powerfully
corroborative. Such evidence includes statements that have been
made - and not disproved - about the ethnic origin of two leading
figures in Soviet history: Lenin and Stalin.

How genuine was the non-Iewish image which these two men
bore and which proved so advantageous in masking the essentiall y
Jewish character of the Bolshevik Revolution and of Communism in
general?

What we do know for sure is that while the Soviet government
and Communist spokesmen abroad have continued to exhibit both
leaders as Russians, it has always been the policy to discourage any
exploration of their antecedents. Consequently, we have no
thoroughly trustworthy source material about the parentage of either
man, but must depend on information acquired from persons who
might reasonably have been expected to know the truth, supported
by inferences to be drawn from these leaders' own actions and
utterances .
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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
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Seminary at a time of zealous Christian missionising among the
largely pagan Georgians. However, soon after entering the seminary,
[ossip got into trouble, and it was while serving a sentence for theft
that he met among the prisoners some of the Marxist agitators and
revolutionaries then active in Czarist Russia.

In the same way, there is no source material to prove beyond all
doubt that a later Soviet boss Yuri Andropov was of Jewish ancestry,
but some value can be attached to reports like these in the West: "One
of Andropov's grandparents was of Jewish origin, according to a
reliable source" (Washington Post, December 11, 1982); "Andropov's
grandfather was a Jew" (BNai Brilh Messenger, December 3, 1982);
"Andropov's mother's family was most certainly Jewish ...
Andropov speaks fluent Yiddish" (London Times November 1982),
"Andropov's wife is Jewish and they have two children" (Jewish
Chronicle).

No one has suggested that the former Soviet leader Leonid
Brezhnev was Jewish, but there have been innumerable reports,
including one in a Canadian Jewish newspaper, that his wife was
Jewish and that his two children, Yuri and Gallina, had always
regarded themselves as Jews. Other well known Soviet leaders who
are said to have had Jewish wives include Molotov, Voroshilov and
Krushchev; and it is said that at one time when the Soviet Union was
being accused of being "anti-sernitic" one of the senior members of
the Politburo remarked with a laugh: "How can we be anti-Semitic
when nearly all of us have Jewish wives?"

Any assessment of evidence of Jewish power and influence in the
Soviet Union has been made more difficult by a radical change in the
main component of the Jewish identity which had become noticeable
even in Lenin's time. What had happened was that under the impact
of the Western "enlightenment" Iudaism, like Christianity, was
rapidly being secularised, that is, stripped of its metaphysical content.
This would have been most in evidence among the young educated
Jews, for whom an ideology of secular "idealism" could be
transformed quite easily into a virulent Jewish nationalist chauvinism.

Another of the effects of the "enlightenment" was to discourage
among young Jews, customs, forms of attire, tonsure, etc. which had
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CHAPTER 4

'UNDERGROUND' MILLIONAIRES Of THE USSR

Butwhy, you might reasonably ask, should the richest people in the world
promote a socialistic system? The answer appears to be that under socialism
the state owns everything, and these people intend, quite simply, to own the
state. It is the neatest and completes! way of bagging the lot!

W.D. Chalmers.
The Conspiracy of Truth

The Soviet Union has given up another of its biggest and best­
kept secrets - the great socialist republic, dictatorship of the
proletariat, is swarming with millionaire capitalists, every one of them
a Soviet citizen, many in the same league as the super-rich of the
capitalist West.

Is it not strange, and most significant, that this fact should have
passed unnoticed by the Western media and Western historians for
more than 60 years, a fact of major importance that did not qualify
for as much as a mention in Time magazine's most exhaustive 45-page
presentation Inside the USSR in its issue of June 23, 19807

Strange and significant, yes, but not altogether surprising when
it is remembered that Western journalists and academics have not yet
even got around to admitting that the Western super-rich with their
banks and multi-national companies have likewise been swarming all
over that vast country ever since the Bolshevik Revolution promoting
another kind of economic colonisation.

The story of Russia's Underground Millionaires was first told in the
June 29, 1981 issue of Fortune magazine, the plush and expensive sister
journal of Time, by no less an authority than a former international
law expert in the Soviet Ministry of Justice, one Konstantin Simis,
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appear on the factory's books and are distributed through commercial
channels for sale. But alongside these official goods the same factory
is manufacturing goods not registered in any documents".

Goods of the first kind are called "registered for", and others in
the jargon of the "underground" are described as "left hand". Simis
tells us that not only are there "tens of thousands" of such factories
all over the Soviet Union, most of them concentrated in the great
towns and cities like Moscow, Odessa, Tiflis, Riga and Tashkent, but
there exists also a vast distribution network handling a "left hand"
trade worth possibly billions of dollars a year.

One "company" is mentioned, part of the "Glazenberg empire",
which owned so many factories that it was forced to set up its own
marketing group which proceeded to organise outlets of its own in
64 towns and regions - in addition to all the outlets provided by the
state.

And who are these daring and energetic businessmen who
appear to have fashioned for themselves cloaks of invisibility?

Writes Simis: "For historical reasons, the underground business
milieu in the large cities of Russia, the Ukraine and the Balticrepublics
has been predominantly Jewish. While my clients included Georgians,
Armenians and members of other groups, the great majority were
Jewish - like myself".

What "historical reasons"?
Simissays that the RussianJews, after having been discriminated

against by the Czarist regime, were "liberated" by the Bolshevik
Revolution, thereafter throwing themselves eagerly into spheres of
lifepreviously closed to them, like science, the arts and literature, etc.
He tells us that during and after World War II Stalin turned against
the Jews, many of whom were then forced to find outlets for their
energies in "underground business".

Elsewhere in his article, however, Simis tells us about one Isaac
Back, who in the mid 1930s set about creating a family company
which by 1940 (when Stalin was at the peak of his power) owned "at
least a dozen factories manufacturing underwear, souvenirs and
notions, operating at the same time a network of stores in all the
republics of the Soviet Union".
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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 SoIts,
[akov Rappaport, Matvei Berman, Lazar Kogan and, most notorious
of all. Naftaly Frenkel who is said to have master-minded the whole
slave-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?

Simisgives 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:
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Star of January 24, 1984, It is reasonable to suppose that Barber's
report will have been published by many other papers around the
world - without , apparently, having produced the reactions of
astonishment or incredulity that might have been expected, An
extensive and prosperous system of private enterprise within a
totalitarian Communist state! What could be more surprising than
that?

Nothing could have been more casual than the Johannesburg
Stars handling of the Barber report - with a heading that should have
aroused instant curiousity: Private Enterprise Thrives in Poland.

"As Poland struggles to emerge from its economic crisis", wrote
Barber, "some 500 foreign-owned private businesses are scoring
successes which both please and perturb the communist authorities,
They are called 'Polonian' firms, since the owners of all except 40 of
them are North Americans, Europeans and Australians of Polish
descent",

The report goes on: "Granted the right to operate in 1976 as part
of a plan to encourage Westerners of Polish origin to maintain ties
with their ancestral country, they are all small or medium-sized
businesses with an average of 40 workers each. They produce clothes,
shoes, leather articles, perfumes, furniture and a range of other goods
that are instantly snapped up by Poland's shortage-plagued and
quality-starved domestic market."

The range of products listed corresponds very closely with the
list given by Konstantin Simis for the private operators in the Soviet
Union.

The "Polonian" companies, says Barber, make only a small
contribution to Poland's gross national product, "but they are growing
fast and their success is a mild embarrassment to the authorities,
whose ideology rules out the very survival of private enterprise".

Has Barber been fooled, or is he only trying to fool his readers?
Or, is he being prevented by an Orwellian Crimestop from telling the
whole truth?' He quotes Poland's Prime Minister and Communist
Party leader, General Wojciech laruzelski, as having said last year:
"We shall continue to secure conditions for their activities. But they
should not be an enclave of unjustified privilege in our economy".
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CHAPTER 5

THE MIDDLE EAST RIDDLE UNWRAPPED

Until I came to the West myself andspent two years looking around, I
could never have imagined to what an extreme degree the Wesl actually
desired 10 blind itself 10 Ihe world siluaiion, to whal an extreme degree Ihe
Wesl had actually become a world withoul a will, a world gradually
petrifying in Ihe face of Ihe danger confronHng il... All of us are standing
on the brink of a great historical cataclysm, a flood Ihal swallows up
civilisation and changes whole epochs. . .

Alexander Solzhenitsyn,
BBC Address, 26 March 1976.

We cannot hope to be able to understand the present perilous
and rapidly worsening situation in the Middle East unless armed in
our minds with an interpretation of history which exhibits in their
true colours the two main antagonists: the Soviet Union as the
supposed supporter of the Arab states and the state of Israel as the
supposed bastion of Western resistance to Soviet expansionism.

In other words, the real meaning of developments which
threaten to draw the world into the conflagration and holocaust of
another great world war is to be found not in the Middle East today but
in developments of a very different kind which began elsewhere
more than 60 years ago.

According to this interpretation of history, not to be found in
media reporting or in any of the history books, all the major political
changes which have occurred in our century can be traced to
revolutionary changes which at that time began to take place in the
realm of high finance.

Political happenings which are joined inseparably to these
financial changes include: the Bolshevik Revolution and the
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revolutionary changes in the realm of high finance, was the existence
within the different nations of Europe, of banking families or
dynasties which had always specialised in transnational operations.
The story of how these financial families consolidated their power on
an international basis is told by Dr. Quigley in his "history of the
world in our time", Tragedy and Hope; he writes:

The greatest of these dynasties, of course, were the descendants of
Meyer Amschel Rothschild (1743-1812) of Frankfort, whose male
descendents, for at least two generations, generally married first cousins
or even nieces. Rothschild'sfive sons, established at branches in Vienna,
London, Naples, and Paris, as well as Frankfort, cooperated together in
ways which other international banking dynasties copied but rarely
excelled.

Or Quigley names as some of the other international banking
families: Baring, Lazard, Erlanger, Schroder, Seligman, Speyers,
Mirabaud, Mallet, Fould and Morgan. This list could easily be
extended - Warburg, Kuhn, Loeb, Schiff etc.

There is no need to enquire deeply into the genealogies of these
internationally dispersed banking dynasties which, as Or Quigley put
it, "in time brought into their financial network the provincial
banking centres organised as commercial banks and savings banks, as
well as insurance companies, to form all of these into a single financial
system on an international scale which manipulated the quantity and
flow of money so that they were able to influence, if not control,
governments on the one side and industries on the other".

Everyone knows that with very few exceptions these banking
families are, and always were, Jewish - and even exceptions like
Morgan and Rockefeller can be shown to support the thesis that the
control of international finance as an integrated system is essentially
Jewish. The all-important subject of the submergence of national high
finance in a [ewish-controlled international high finance calls for some
expansion: this is supplied as a note at the end of this chapter.' and
further developed in Chapter 14.

With so much at stake for the West, and the peril increasing
daily, the time has come to state bluntly that any further yielding to
propaganda and pressure aimed at discouraging full and frank
discussion of the Jewish role in power politics is an unforgivable
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evasion of duty and responsibility.
All the major changes which have occurred in our century - the

Bolshevik Revolution and its aftermath, the precipitation of World
War It the dismantling of the colonial empires and the creation of a
bogus "world parliament", etc - all of these and much else can be
explained as having been dictated by the needs and ambitions of the
new international financial power; for there was obviously no way in
which the prosperity and security of this Jewish-controlled money
power could be reconciled with the continued existence of strong
governments in Europe and Russia to which it would have to be
responsible and answerable.

Only the wilful blindness of those totally committed to a socialist
religion-substitute can prevent anyone from finding out for himself
that the Bolshevik Revolution and the so-called "dictatorship of the
proletariat" which it inaugurated, was an exercise in fraudulent
misrepresentation without parallel in history. The Bolshevik
Revolution was master-minded and financed from abroad, and the
Soviet Union was set up, rescued from collapse, and raised to the
status of an industrial and military superpower by the same
international money-power which set up and has continued to
maintain and massively arm the state of Israel; there is enough
evidence to support that statement to fill a library, evidence which the
media have found it safer to ignore than to challenge.

The dismantling of the colonial empires can be similarly
explained as the freedom which international finance secured for itself as it
detached vast territories from the jurisdiction of the European colonial
powers, setting over them instead oppressive proxy regimes, easy to
manipulate and even easier to remove when no longer required ­
with the weakening of the nation states of Europe and the creation
of innumerable controllable votes at the United Nations as an
additional gain for the internationalists.

While no one with any pretensions to a knowledge of history
would dare to challenge the thesis that the Bolshevik Revolution was
pre-eminently a Jewish exercise,and that there could have been no
massive transfers of Western wealth and industrial technology to the
Soviet Union without the endorsement and participation of a Jewish-
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the Communists are cheating the Arabs, making them believe they
are on their side. But actually they are in league with the Zionists".

Brigadier Sir John Glubb (Glubb Pasha), in his book Middle East
Crisis, says nothing about possible Jewish influence in the Kremlin, but
he never doubted for a moment that it was Soviet policy in 1967 "to
cause the United States to come out irretrievably on the side of Israel"
and then to "lure the Arabs into a catastrophic defeat" which would
leave them even more helplessly dependent on Soviet support.

More important than the views of authorities like King Faisaland
BrigadierGlubb is the evidence of what actually happened in the Middle
East.

On whose side did the Soviet Union stand when the state of
Israel was inaugurated? The Polish-born Jewish scholar Isaac
Deutscher (Stalin's biographer) writes as follows in his book The Non­
Jewish Jew:

In 1948 when Israel was forming itself into a state we witnessed a
curious situation in which the Russiansand the Americans - the super­
antagonists - joined hands. Together they managed to dislodge the
Britishfrom the Middle East;and together they acted as midwives in the
act of the birth of Israel.

This would not have seemed "a curious situation" to the Times of
London correspondent Douglas Reed, who saw it all coming
immediately after the end of World War 11:

Today the scene is set for the third act, intended to complete the
process. The money-power and the revolutionary-power have been set
up and given sham but symbolic shapes ('Capitalism' or 'Communism')
and sharply defined citadels ('America' or 'Russia'). SUitably to alarm the
mass-mind, the picture offered is that of bleak and hopeless enmity and
confrontation ... Such is the spectacle publicly staged for the masses. But
what if similar men with a common aim secretly rule in both camps and
propose to achieve their ambition through the clash between those
masses? I believe any diligent student of our times will discover that this
is the case! (Emphasis added).

But the Soviet Union's role as a friend of Israel did not end when
it joined hands with the United States in assisting at the somewhat
gory parturition of the state of Israel. For, as Israel's first prime
minister, Mr David Ben-Curion, remarked in an address to university
students at Haifa, "Russia supplied us with arms that helped
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been collusion, and stated so publicly.

A history of collusion between the top echelons of Zionism and
Communism also offers to explain why the Soviet leaders harboured
no feelings of resentment towards the Israelis for having apparently
upset their political applecart in the Middle East. The Zionist South
African Jewish Times shortly after the Six-Day War, reported a visit by
four leading members of Israel's Communist Party to Moscow:

Hardly had the IsraeliCommunists left the Kremlin gates whtn rumours
began 10 circulate that they had received important assurances.

Yet there is reason to believe that. if not actually an assurance, the
Israeli Communists were given to understand that the Kremlin is not
committed to support Nasser in his aggressive plans...

To a certain extent this gesture was prompted by a desire to show
Nasser that the Soviet leaders understand and appreciate the situation of
Israel,where the Communist Party is officially represented in Parliament
has its own press and may criticise, if not actually influence, Government
policy. No such conditions exist in Egypt. Hence the Israeli Communists
were treated as real friends and people of importance.

This importance was emphasised by the very warm reception which
the Israeli delegates were later given in the editorial offices of the
Sovielisch Heimland. More than that, the Kremlin went even further in
preparing the ground and the warm atmosphere for the visit of the Israeli
Communists. (Emphasis added).

There was no suggestion in the South African Jewish Times handling
of this report that the Israeli delegation who went to Moscow so soon
after the "debacle" were in any way out of favour with the
government of Israel - or with the Jewish Times.

Evidence from many different sources falls into place as part of
the picture of Jewish power in Moscow and of secret collusion, if only
at the highest level, between the Communist Soviet Union and
Zionist Israel, but it is evidence touching on the Soviet role in the
Middle East which calls most urgently for our attention.

Konstantin Simis, a former international law expert with the
Soviet foreign ministry , now living in the United States, tells us that
the Soviet Union's innumerable "underground millionaires", nearly all
of them Jews, have always been passionately pro-Zionist and that
they donated "large sums of dollars - not rubles, but dollars" to Israel
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have encountered Jewish opposition on a scale not to be seen
anywhere else in the world.

1. ZIONIST POWER

One headline in the Johannesburg Star of September 21, 1982
says it all, but only to the few who do not need to be told: "U.S.
FORCES FOR BEIRUT - IF ISRAEL APPROVES".

The same news with similar headings must have appeared in
establishment newspapers all over the world, but we may be sure that
not one of them made any attempt to answer the obvious questions:
• How and why does the United States of America, a nation on which
Israel is almost wholly dependent for both money and armaments,
have to submit to the indignity of having to wait - like France and
Italy, also - for permission to send its peace-keeping force back to
Lebanon?
• Why no angry outcry from American congressmen and senators
over ruthless aggression carried out by Israel in contemptuous
disregard of all the conditions which Congress has attached to
American military aid, one of these being that such arms are to be
used only for defence?
• Why the nervous circumspection, even timorousness, of the leaders
of so many other supposedly powerful industrially developed
nations, in their reactions to Israel's long-prepared and massive
invasion of Lebanon in equally contemptuous disregard of all the
orders and injunctions of the United Nations, not to mention the rude
brushing aside of a peace-keeping force which the UN already had in
southern Lebanon?

On the same page in the Star was this heading over a Washington
message: "ISRAEL IS NO LONGER DAVID, IT'S NOW A
GOLIATH".

That remark, apparently wrung from President Reagan in an
unguarded moment, also says everything, making nonsense of a Middle
East policy that has cost Americans scores of billions of dollars since
the state of Israel came into existence in 1948, and has brought
American armed forces into the battle zone in Lebanon.

Another excessively condensed statement of the truth appeared
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Last century, and until quite early in this, great money power
existed mainly in the form of national concentrations of it, bent on
promoting national purposes. Thus, there was a British money power
(for many years the greatest), an American money power, a Belgian
money power, etc. Not only were these agglomerations of money
power separate but they were even in fierce competition with each
other, as witness the 19th century's scramble for colonies in all the so­
called undeveloped parts of the world.

What then happened was that the Jewish banking families which
had for a long time been operating from within the different Western
countries, working in unison, were able to draw all the national
concentrations of financial power into a single international or global
financial system, which they now control and which they hope to be
able to convert into a single global political power.

The United States, Britain, France, Belgium, Italy, etc, all look as
if they are separate and independent nations, but let us not be
deceived; all have lost their economic separateness, all are under the
dominion of a kind of witchdoctor magic exercised by a single global
money power.

One of the features of the new superpower that makes it
different from all its predecessors is that since most of its influence
and controls are exercised through the mind, it depends heavily on
deception and, therefore, cannot afford to beopen and honest about
its operations and intentions! The source of its great strength is,
therefore, also the source of its weakness, its Achilles' heel - hence
its frenzied and sometimes quite violent response when its paper
curtain of protective falsehood is penetrated.

So massive, so intensive and so long-continued has been the
falsification of information bearing on the Middle East situation, that
today the reality bears hardly any resemblance to the media­
sponsored appearance.

Signsof this antagonism of appearance and reality take the form
of the most extraordinary contradictions which Western
commentators do not even try to explain or resolve.

On the one hand, we have seen in Lebanon the triumph of an
expansionist Israeli nationalism, presenting to the whole world,
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including the Arabs' supposed supporter, the Soviet Union, a picture
of insolent defiance, not unmingled with contempt.

On the other hand, we have seen furious public protest
throughout Israel, culminating in a mass rally in Tel Aviv, attended
by an estimated 400,000 people, at which the resignation of Prime
Minister Begin's government was demanded.

Equally contradictory and unamenable to explanation have been
the responses of the so-called superpowers, the United States and the
Soviet Union, both to the original invasion of Lebanon and to the
subsequent masscre of civilians in Beirut.'

Israel is represented as a Western bastion of resistance to the
expansion of Soviet power and influence in the eastern
Mediterranean, and the Palestinians expelled from their homeland
from 1948 onward are represented as being now a major instrument
of Soviet expansionism - and yet there is very little difference in the
reaction of the superpowers to recent Israeli military action, a reaction
in no way comparable to that inside Israel itself.

Obviously, when Israel's leaders flung a powerful army into
Lebanon, rudely brushing aside a United Nations peace-keeping force
which had the nominal support of both the United States and the
Soviet Union, they knew for sure that they had nothing to fear from
either of the "superpowers", and even less to fear from the UN.

The Israelis had no more to fear from the Soviet Union this time
than before; for was not the Soviet Union the only country supplying
Israel with arms during the 1948 fighting which resulted in close on
one-million Arab inhabitants being driven from Palestine into the
desert or into exile in the neighbouring Arab states? Nor would those
Israeli leaders have forgotten that after the Six-Day War of 1967 the
Arabs were astonished to see the Soviet delegate at the United
Nations vote in unison with the American delegate calling for a cease­
fire with no conditions for a withdrawal of Israeli troops from the Arab territory
they had seized.

Western commentators, including many who like to regard
themselves as "conservative" and anti-esablishment, demonstrate
daily in what they write , that it is impossible to produce an intelligible
and coherent account of what has been happening in the Middle East
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on the basis of the information which their own media make available.
The main obstacle to understanding is an unwarranted

compartmenralisation of political observation and thinking - the
secret of the Soviet Union is sought in the Soviet Union; the secret
of the Middle East is sought in the Middle East; the secret of the
present distressing events in the Third World is sought in the Third
World; and so on.

Let us only try to look at and study the history of our century
as from a telstar in space and time, and all is different; for then we
can find ourselves armed in our minds with a simple interpretation of
history, a simple historical narrative, which absorbs all the facts and
makes it much easier to interpret and even anticipate events.

2. THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION

What the Reform Jews see and celebrate as a triumph of Jewish
nationalism in the Middle East, many Orthodox Jews regard with
deep anxiety as an explosive disintegration of [udaism as a faith and
a way of life, and as a manifestation of natonalist imperialism that
could end even more disastrously than that of Nazi Germany.

Even Or Nahum Goldmann, for many years president of both
the World Jewish Congress and the World Zionist Organisation, who
devoted his life to championing the interests of the Jewish people,
later maintained a decidedly negative attitude towards the state of
Israel and its leaders.

Himself not a "practising" Jew, as he admits, Or Goldmann in his
book The Jewish Paradox reveals that in his view all is not well with the
Jewish people : "Today the exterior front has all the marks of
prosperity: we have equal rights, anti-semitism is waning, and we are
pretty well off. Even in Argentina, the Jews play a political role: there
are Jewish ministers, Jewish MPs. But the interior front is looking
terribly bad".

He goes on: "A people may reckon to be stronger outside than
inside, but in the long run that does not work. If the facade is sound
and the interior rotten, the whole thing will perish".

Or Goldmann tells us that he advised against the publication of
the results of an opinion poll among America's young Jewish
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intellectual elite, "because they were too discouraging for the future
of American Jewry".

And for many Jews today it is a somewhat frightening part of
what Nahum Goldmann calls "the Jewish paradox" that it is now the
Jews themselves, because their ancient religion is being tampered
with, who more than any others are finding the courage to challenge
their own rabid nationalism.'

It is possible that only a few of the 400,000 people who
foregathered in Tel Aviv, angrily waving their banners, fully
understood what had been happening, but most of them, we may be
sure, were instinctively aware of the danger into which they and
millions of other Jews around the world are being drawn.

A Iudaisrn which offered the individual a religious interpretation
of existence provided the Jewish people as a whole with a firm base
to which they could return again and again down the ages from their
adventures and misadventures, and which served also as an indelible
badge of identity.

But when an expansionist nationalism like modern Zionism has
finally worked its own overthrow, as inevitably it must, and all those
who call themselves Jews find themselves everywhere dismayed and
in disarray, there will be no firm base to which the individual can claw
his way back. Jewish destiny will at last have been fulfilled.

Notes:
The Jewish "messiah" theme has been examined and analysed by Douglas Reed in
his exhaustive interpretation of historical developments from before the Babylonian
Captivity until modern times, The Controversy of Zion. See also The Myth of
Psychotherapy by Dr Thomas Szasz. a leading American psychotherapist of
Hungarian-jewish origin,
In Paradise LostMilton puts it this way: ", , .our better part remains to work in close
design. by fraud or guile" (Book 1:645.646),
An interesting sidelight on the invasion of Lebanon and massacre of civilians in
Beirut is presented by American foreign correspondent Iim Taylor, writing in The
American Sunbeam (Springdale, Arizona) on July 12. 1982 about the "Christian
Militia" and the high proportion of U.S. Jews serving as "American mercenaries" in
the Militia.

The Jewish Paradox, Nahum , Goldmann (Weidenfeld & Nicolson).
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Mr Irvine ought to know because, as he tells us AIM has
encountered this every time it has sought to place an advertisement
in the Washington Post or the New York Times; virtually every statement
had had to be documented.

It would have required something less than a "fine-tooth comb"
examination of the contents of the above mentioned advertisement
to reveal that the figures given for the civilians killed, wounded and
rendered homeless in Lebanon were grossly exaggerated.

Also significant was the uniformity of response to the offer of a
highly inaccurate advertisement inserted by a phoney organisation. A
slip-up on the part of one newspaper would have been
understandable, but surely an explanation is called for when several
of the United States' most important newspapers slip up at the same
time and in precisely the same way!

Nor was it only those advertisements with their grossly
exaggerated figures which attracted AIM's attention. There was a
plentiful supply of sympathy-evoking stories with pictures like those
about the Lebanese baby which was said to have lost both its arms,
and gruesome descriptions of wounds said to have been caused by
Israeli phosphorus shells and anti-personnel weapons, stories which
were later discredited.

Even articles about the war, initiated and written inside the
newspaper offices were seen by AIM as being heavily biased against
Israel - in the case of the New York Times by 17 to 2, and in the case
of the Washington Posl by 20 to 4.

There can be no doubt, therefore, about the accuracy and justice
of AIM's criticism - but how are we to explain this policy switch by
important media which had been, and still are today, uniformly and
strenuously pro-Israeli?

As if clutching at a straw, AIM seeks a possible explanation in
remarks made by Martin Peretz, editor of the liberal New Republic,
after his return from a visit to war-torn Lebanon; "Interviewed by a
Washington talks show", says AIM Report, "Peretz was asked why
professional journalists would engage in such inaccurate reporting. He
replied: 'Revolutionary movements... still seem to have some
romantic cachet and way of engaging sympathy with the Western
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and Jew is an artificially fomented form of hysteria . With the best
intention in the world professional anthropologists have succeeded in
hiding from the world the nature of its running sores. (A New Theory of
Human Evolution),

Does separation necessarily imply any antagonism? Here is Sir
Arthur Keith's reply to that question:

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,
is a mark of an evolving race,

The Jewish scholar Bernard Lazare was, there fore, only stating
the obvious when he wrote:

Inasmuch as the enemies of the Jews belonged to divers races, as they
dwelt far apart from one another, were ruled by different laws and
governed by opposite principles; as they had not the same customs and
differed in spirit from one another, so that they could not possibly judge
alike of any subject, it must needs be that the general causes of anti­
semitism have always resided in Israel itself and not in those antagonistic
to it. (Anti-semitism, Bernard Lazare),

Such, then, is the blinding and stupefying effect of egalitarian
fanaticism that modern leftist intellectuals in the West, in their
eagerness to promote the egalitarian creed , have always welcomed
the co-operation and even the leadership of the world's most
dedicated race separatists and race supremacists! The racially etiolated
gentile intellectuals yearn for an imagined world in which all the
supposed causes of antagonism and tension have been eliminated,
while their Jewish comrades just as eagerly seek in the ethnic
disarmament of others ideal conditions for the triumph of their own
group consciousness and nationalism.

Or Nahum Goldmann put it with astonishing frankness: "We are
at one and the same time the most separatist and most universalist
people in the world" (The Jewish Paradox), and he makes it quite clear
that the separatism is for "us", the Jews, and the universalism for
"them", the gentiles - another version of the Pigs' doctrine in George
Orwell's AnimalFarm: "All animals are equal. but some are more equal
than others".

The covert antagonism of a tightly knit unassimilable minority
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has been expressed in innumerable different forms , but the general
effect sought is nearly always the same - that of making the
"foreigners" weak in the very things that make the minority strong,
confusing group consciousness and attenuating the vitality, self­
confidence and will of the host population. Setting aside the question
of authorship.' the so-called Proiocols of the Learned Elders of Zion
contains as complete a compendium of the means employed as will
be found anywhere in print.

One of the major factors in this process of culture distortion,
without which the rest would have been impossible, has been the
falsification of all those academic disciplines which have to do with
the study of man, like anthropology, psychology, enthnology, human
genetics , political science and history.

The malevolent corruption of scientific doctrine is nowhere
better exemplified than in psychology, that science which by
definition concerns itself with the operations of the psyche; and it is
precisely where most damage can be done that the anti-sernitic smear,
or the fear of it, has exerted a major influence in our century. Writes
Dr Thomas Szasz in his book The M yth of Psychotherapy:'

The inconsistency between Freud's passionate anti-religious tirades and
his profound commitment to )ewishness significantly highlights an
important aspect of Freud's personality and production, namely his anti ­
Gentilism. The popular image of Freud as an enlightened, emancipated,
irreligious person, who, with the aid of psycho-analysis 'discovered' that
religion is mental illness is pure fiction... he was sympathetic to Zionism
from the first days and was acquainted with and respected Herzl: he had
once sent Herzl a copy of one of his works with a personal dedication .
Freud's son was a member of the Kadimah, a Zionist organisation and
Freud himself was an honorary member of it.

Dr Szasz remarks that Freud's vengefulness towards personal
enemies in particular and gentiles in general, as well as the "po tential
destructiveness of psycho-analysis as a rhetoric of execration and
invalidation" was heavily protected by the notion, current in those
times, that "if it is Jewish it is liberal. progressive and scientific"; hence
it was hard for anyone to criticise the teachings of Freud without
laying himself open to accusations of being influenced by anti-sernitic
sentiments.
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Articles on egalitarian anthropologists and their work have appeared down the
years in such scientific journals as The Mankind Quarterly (Edinburgh), publications
of the International Association for the advancement of Ethnology and Eugenics,
New York, and The Cliveden Press, Washington DC.
Professor John Baker, Oxford University, discusses this aspect in the Introduction
to his monumental work Race (Oxford University Press, 1974).
A notable recent recipient of "execration and invalidation" supported "even with
physical violence" is British historian David Irving. author of Hitler's War and War
Path: Hitlns Germany 1933-1939(Hodder & Stoughton).
A brilliant analysis of the castigation of rabbinical Iudaism by Jesus is given in
chapter 3 of Thomas Szasz's The Myth of Psychotherapy, and by Douglas Reed in The
Controversy of Zion (chapter entitled The Man from Calilee').
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CHAPTER 9

JEWISH HISTORIOGRAPHY

Who controls the past controls the future;
who controls the present controls the past.

George Orwell,
Nineteen Eighty-four.

A book published in 1980 provides as good a starting point as
any for a general exploration of the almost infinitely complex subject
of Jewish historiography: its title: Jews and Zionism: the South African
Experience 1910-1967; its author: Or Gideon Shimoni, Lecturer in
Contemporary Jewry at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem; the
publisher: Oxford University Press, Cape Town.'

This book is an excellent example of Jewish historiography,
painstakingly researched and well written, from which it is possible
to draw valid conclusions that are equally applicable to the works of
most other Jewish writers in this field.

Here we have a history of the Jewish people in South Africa
covering a period of close on 60 years which is also a history of South
Africa. But it is addressed to the Jews and , with a few exceptions, will
be read only by Jews. What distinguishes it from all other histories
of South Africa is the fact that it is concerned exclusively with the
interests of a tiny minority of the population of the country ­
indeed, in all its 364 pages there is not to be found any expression
of genuine sympathetic concern with the interests of any other
section of the population, except only where the grievances of one
section can be used for the furtherance of the Jewish interest.

Professor Henry L. Feingold, Professor of History at the
University of New York, has put it in a nutshell:
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Bender of Cape Town, of whom Shimoni writes: "He regarded
Zionism as a misleading illusion, since the revival of a Jewish
homeland was, in his view, a matter for God and not men. If
anything, he preferred territorialism contending that, whereas the
Zionist goal was only 'a far-off divine event', territorialism might at
least provide immediate relief'.

Shimoni writes elsewhere that Zionism made rapid progress in
South Africa - more so than in the United States and Britain ­
adding: "Consequently it must be noted that in South Africa
successive generations of Jewish youth were exposed, almost
exclusively, to a mode of identification determined by Zionism".

Shimoni's book is virtually devoid of any religious tones and is
the clearest imaginable statement of the fact that Jews within the
nations of the West are alien political intrusions highly organised and
integrated on an international basis as a separate nation with a
different and separate set of interests and values.

Needless to say, it is nowhere suggested in Shimoni's book that
the world's Jews regard Israel as a homeland to which they or their
children hope one day to be able to return, this perception of the
imagined destiny of the Jews being today almost exclusively confined
to Christians.'

It is this idiosyncratic Jewish presence, exerting enormous and
even decisive influence within all the nations of the Western world,
including the Soviet Union, and in all spheres, economic, political and
cultural. which today presents to what is left of Western scholarship
a challenge which it declines or evades at its peril.

In other words, it has become the most pressing duty and
responsibility of Western scholarship to penetrate, explore and fully
incorporate in the shared knowledge and wisdom of mankind a
partisan history from which it has allowed itself for so long to be
rigorously excluded; the urgency of this duty has been enormously
enhanced in recent years by developments in the Middle East where
Jewish interests and those of all other nations are inseparably
involved , and where it is Jewish interests which most frequently take
the initiative and exert the decisive influence.

The late Professor Sir Arthur Keith, one-time President of the
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British Association for the Advancement of Science, penetrated to the
heart of the anthropological problem in the following paragraph in his
book A New Theory of Human Evolution:

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 anothe r (enmity). The use of the dual code, as we have seen,
is a mark of an evolving race. My deliberate opinion is that racial
characters are more strongly developed in the Jews than in any other
Caucasian people. Anti-Semitism, then , is but an ugly and virulent form
of racialism.

The two chapters in which Professor Keith examines the problem
of Jewish minorities and of the phenomenon called "anti-sernitism"
form only a small portion of a book of more than 400 pages in which
he explains the role of group consciousness in the evolution of races,
nations and moral sentiment.

Or Shimoni's history of the Jewish community in South Africa,
like Or B.A. Kosmin's history of the Jews in Zimbabwe" (formerly
Rhodesia), like nearly all histories of the Jews and biographies and
autobiographies written by Jews, endorses Professor Keith's thesis by
illuminating it with innumerable examples.

What Professor Keith says is that the Jews are permanently at war with
the peoples amol1g whom they dwell - no less a state of war because the
weapons used are almost exclusively those of the mind. This situation
illustrates the lngsoc dictum in George Orwell's Nineteen Eighty·four,
"War is peace and peace is war", where war itself wears the disguise
of peace; indeed , Orwell's book can be read as a brilliant expose of
some of the methods now actually being used by a small alien power
elite to expand its dominion over the rest of mankind.

However important the mind-bending technology analysed by
Orwell. this is only a small portion of a technology of political
warfare which covers the entire range of human activity, including
high finance, the media of communication, party politics, the
administration of justice, education and the arts - and does not even
stop short, as Shimoni shows, at active involvement in revolutionary
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Professor Henry L. Feingold, in Special Interest Report, August 1982, published by The
American Council for [udaism,
The Boer War, Thomas Pakenham, (lonathan Balland Weidenfeld & Nicholson), The
War in South Africa, J.A. Hobson (lames Nisbet. London. 1900); see also Sir William
Butler, an Autobiography, Lieut-General the Rt. Hon . Sir W.F. Butler G.CB., chapters
xxi, xxii and xxiii (Constable, London, 1912).
The anathema pronounced against Spinoza by the Amsterdam rabbinate is given in
The Controversy of Zion by Douglas Reed. More recently the distinguished American
Jewish scholar Dr Alfred lilienthaL author of The Zionist Connection, was
excommunicated by the Jewish hierarchy in the United States.
Dr Alfred Lilienthal, in his newsletter Middle East Perspectives of December 1984,
reports on his visit to Israel and the various evangelical Christian movements
operating inside Israel to form "an invaluable adjunct to the Zionist movement".
Majuta: a History of the Jewish Community in Zimbabwe, (B.A. Kosmin. Mambo Press,
Zimbabwe, 1981); this is a significantly different history of Rhodesia (now called
Zimbabwe).
Referring to the destruction of Carthage. Professor C Northcote Parkinson. in his
book East and West (Riverside Presss, Cambridge 1963). makes the following
observation which would appear to coincide with that of Professor Sir Arthur Keith:
"Carthage had been destroyed, but among the Carthaginian satellites had been the
Jews, scattered westward from Palestine but of Asian origin and sympathies,
potential spies and rebels, difficult to assimilate and impossible to trust. The Jew
represented then, and has appeared ever since as an enemy agent behind the
European lines... "
Or Nahum Goldmann, former president of both the World Jewish Congress and the
World Zionist Organisat ion, put it this way in his book TheJewish Paradox: "... the
fact is that the Jews are revolutionaries for other peoples but not for themselves".
A significant article on The Relationship between Israel and South Africa' appears
in the February 1985 issue of Israeli Foreign A ffairs, "an independent Monthly
Research Report on Israel's Diplomatic and Military Activities World Wide" (5825
Telegraph Ave No., 34, Oakland, California, 94609 USA).

10 It is of interest to note that E. Ben-Shaul. writing in the South A frican Jewish Herald
of August 27, 1974, stated that the Israeli Establishment "was by its very nature
secularist and Marxist, a socialist-cum-nationalist movement. .. (whose) external
policy towards the Mandatory was dovetailed into the socialist programme of
creating a new Marxist, secular society on a selective basis".

11 Whittaker Chambers's letter to a friend is quoted by AlIan Weinstein in his book
on the Chambers-Hiss case, Perjury; it was Alger Hiss who was convicted of perjury
for denying under oath his treasonable activities. A brilliant summary of the
Chambers-Hiss case is given by Douglas Reed in Behind the Scene (a reprint of Part
Two of Far and Wide); see also Whittaker Chambers 's autobiography, Witness
(Random Press, New York 1952).

12 A healthy corrective to the involute thinking of Professor Norman Cohn on so­
called "father-son" psychology is given by Professor Thomas Szasz in The Myth of
Psychotherapy, and Douglas Reed in The Controversy of Zion,
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'To Spengler also the Jews were decadent because they were vestiges
of a Magian culture-civilisation which had long since exhausted its
creative impulse".

Toynbee. on the other hand, they go on, "discovered that the
Jews were 'fossilised fragments of the Syriac civilisation'; in other
words, he appropriated Spengler's ideas, but changed the
vocabulary".

Carl Gustav lung. the great Swiss-German psychologist, also
drew some unwelcome attention to himself with his comments on
some of the qualities which make the Jewish intellect significantly
different from that of the typical Western European. Freely admitting
that there was an area of activity in which the ordinary Jew enjoys
competitive advantage, [ung writes: "As a member of a race with a
3000-year-old civilisation, the Jew, like the cultured Chinese, has a
wider area of psychological consciousness. Consequently it is, in
general, less dangerous for the Jew to put a negative value on his
unconscious ...

[ung adds: 'The Jew, who is something of a nomad, has never
yet created a cultural form of his own and, as far as we can see, never
will, since all his instincts and talents require a more or less civilised
nation to act as host for his development".

These brief references to Spengler. Toynbee and [ung should at
least indicate that there has existed in some gifted minds an
intellectual frame of reference which could put a wholly different
construction on all those facts so painstakingly gleaned from the
statistics of the US Department of Health, Education and Welfare by
Nathaniel and Sylvia Weyl.

Any thoroughgoing investigation of the comparative intellectual
status of different ethnic taxa would need to begin with some
agreement over the meaning of expressions like "intelligence",
"cognitive ability" and "performance", all of them frequently used
when the achievement levels of different races of people are
compared.

Dr John Baker, in his momental work Race, discusses some of the
innumerable definitions of the word "intelligence" which have been
offered by psychologists and others. Alfred Binet, who gave his name
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CHAPTER 11

DISSECTING A RACIAL MYSTIQUE

No one must lightly dismiss the question of race. It is the key to world
history and it is precisely for this reason that toriiien history so often lacks
clarity - it is wrillen bypeople who do not understand the race question and
what belongs to it. Language and religion do no/ make a race, only blood
does that.

Benjamin Disraeli

A subject which has been made topical in a number of learned
journals in the United States, following the publication of Professor
Ernest van den Haag's The Jewish Mystique, is the claimed superiority
of the Jewish "intellectual apparatus" as a possible explanation of the
truly astonishing predominance in wealth, power and influence of a
tiny Jewish minority in the Western world.

We may be sure there is some truth in the claim put forward by
Or Nathaniel Weyl (some of whose work has been discussed in
chapter 10 of this book) and others that centuries of "selection for
intelligence" has played an important part in the evolution of a Jewish
race and nation with an exceptionally high average standard of
intelligence and a remarkable dearth of fools and misfits. We also
know that the same "intellectual apparatus" works differently in
different circumstances and in response to different stimuli, and we
know, or ought to know, that the peculiar circumstances of the Jewish
people, always a tiny minority in a human environment which they
feel to be potentially hostile, must have the effect of prodding their
minds into alertness and activity.

What we really want to find out is whether the present
extraordinary disparity is the product only of a superior "intellectual
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apparatus" or whether there are other important factors involved.
How, for example, are we to reconcile the present apparent

disparity in peformance with the indisputable fact that the whole
might of the West, the civilisation which has today spread its
influence all over the globe, is essentially a product of the energy and
creative genius of Western Christian European people, and that in
3000 years the Jews have been unable to produce anything even
remotely comparable?

One of the distinguishing features of the European people, as a
race, 1 is that they are to a most unusual degree "culture builders",
with countless individuals, often at some sacrifice of their private
interests, contributing to a vast shared cultural treasury. By
comparison, as Spengler and Toynbee have pointed out, the Jews are
basically a nomadic "fellah" people who accommodate themselves
readily to a culture created by others.

How do we reconcile the present competitive inadequacy of the
Western European with a recognition of the mighty powers of mind
and spirit whose achievements in every field of human endeavour,
especially in architecture, art, music and literature, represent to this
day, after centuries of competitive striving, the highwater mark of
human achievement?

We cannot hope to be able to understand the world in which we
live and our own situation in that world if we are unable or afraid to
try to find the answers to questions like these.

We do know also that there have been lengthy periods in history
when the inferior status of the Jewish people has contrasted markedly
with the power, confidence and brilliant achievement of the people
among whom they dwelt; and we are not aware that such inferior
status was ever attributed to any inferiority of the Jewish "intellectual
apparatus".

One part of the explanation of the apparent contradiction can be
traced to the well-established fact that the human mind can function
in radically different ways. It can function solely at the service of the
individual, when it fully deserves the description of an "apparatus".
Or it can function almost entirely at the service of the community,
when it is not so much an apparatus as a super-personal phenomenon,











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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should have included Spinoza, who in 1632 was cursed and
anathematised by the Amsterdam rabbinate - "... with all the
cursings which are written in the Torah; cursed be he by day and
cursed by night, cursed when he goeth out and cursed when he
cometh in ... There shall be no man to speak to him, no man write
to him, no man show him any kindness", etc.'

On the other hand, the claim that Jews gave the world
"monotheism" is no paradox at all, but a simple falsehood - for we
may read in the ancient Egyptian Book of the Dead, dated approximately
2600 BC: "Thou art the one, the God from the very beginnings of
time, the heir of immortality, self-produced and self-born; thou didst
create the earth and make man" (translated by the British
archaeologist and Egyptologist E.A. Wallis Budge).

"Jewish philosophy, thought and ideology", Dr. Goldmann goes
on, "are made up of manifold contradictions. One of them is that we
are at one and the same time the most separatist and most universalist
people in the world". In support of this statement he quotes the
Talmud as saying that "a ger, a convert, is as hard to bear as a sore".

However, Goldmann has some words of comfort for those who
might begin to fear that they have been discriminated against by what
he calls "the Jewish God": 'That is the great characteristic of our
people; we are apart and isolated from the rest, and at the same time
destined to fulfil a mission which concerns the whole world, to be the
servants of humanity".

The paradox here is concentrated in one word, "servants", which
stood upon its head gives us the word rulers for was there ever a ruler,
no matter how vicious and arbitrary, who did not regard hmself as
the servant and benefactor of his people?

There is much more in the same vein. In one and the same
paragraph in the introduction we read that "the Jews are the most
separatist people in the world" whose "belief in the notion of the
chosen people is the basis of their entire religion", and we read also
that no other religion has "proclaimed so passionately the equality of
all races and all classes before God". In other words: "All animals are
equal, but some are more equal than others" - since there must
surely be some superior kind of equality among those who qualify as
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the much-publicised "Truman love affair with Israel is a sentimental myth"; in his
book of J200-plus pages (published in Israel during 1985), Elyat admits that Truman
supported anti-Zionist elements in the State Department, but was virtually
blackmailed into compliance with the American Jewish lobby 's demands. Henry
Wallace, Truman's first Secretary for Commerce, whose diary for the period was
recently opened to the public, wrote: "President Truman expressed himself as being
very much 'put out' with the Jews. He said that 'Jesus Christ couldn't please them
when he was here on earth, so how could anyone expect that I would have any
luck?'. President Truman said he had no use for them and didn't care what happened
to them".
See the Postscript chapter in Somewhere South of Suez by Douglas Reed (Jonathan
Cape, 1950) in which the author traces the AID Programme (then known as the
Point Four Program) back to the then American Communist leader, Earl Browder,
as outlined in his book Teheran. Our Path in War and Peace.
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the race question, was swept out of power in a White backlash by the
then recently established Rhodesian Front (RF) under the leadership
of Mr Winston Field.

From the Zionist point of view what had happened was just
about the worst imaginable, for the government was now firmly in
the hands of the very people whom they had for years fought tooth­
and-nail to keep out, and they now had only one representative in
parliament, Mr A.E. Abrahamson, who had managed to retain his
UFPseat in the predominantly Jewish constituency of Bulawayo East.

However, they could hardly have found a better man to
represent them, for Abrahamson was President of the Jewish Board
of Deputies, Vice President of the Central African Zionist
Organisation and also a member of the executive of the World Zionist
Organisation.

To make it worse for Rhodesia's Jewish community - or so it
seemed at the time - the hardliners in the Rhodesian Front ousted
Winston Field in a "cabinet revolt" and replaced him with lan Smith,
who had only joined the RF shortly before the 1962 election after
resigning from the UFP in which he had figured prominently. Smith
was preferred by the RF as a leader, partly because he had had
considerably more parliamentary experience than most of the RF
"new boys" and partly because he expressed himself more vigorously
in favour of securing early Rhodesian independence; he was also
preferred as leader of the Rhodesian Front on the grounds that he was
a "born Rhodesian", whereas Winston Field was born in Britain. Dr.
Kosmin writes:

The scene was thus set for the intrusion of racial politics in all spheres
of social action. In June 1964, Ivor Benson, a 'far rightwing political
theorist', was imported from Natal as Government Information Adviser.
Up until that time there had been no coherent R.F. ideology but merely
an updated amalgam of the thinking of those groups and factions which
had opposed Huggins? in the past. At the 1962 election the R.F. had
fought on the type of programme which would have been advocated
among the more enthusiastic Tories of the Englishshires. Law and order
was advocated and the war service of their candidates was well featured.

Benson. however , offered the new Government a coherent radical
rightwing policy which would suit both their internal and external
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in that 1962 election.'
Meanwhile, the anti-RF side of the Zionist operation was partly

in the hands of lawyers like Ben Baron of Bulawayo (whose daughter
Saone is married to Chester Crocker, the present US Secretary of State
for African Affairs)' and Leo Baron, Joshua Nkomo's one-time legal
adviser who later fled the country after a brief period of detention
(Kosmin says he was "expelled"), returning after Black
"independence" to take up a post as an Appeal Court judge.

Shared Zionist aims, we now find, easily reconciled these
apparent contradictions in the Zionist response to the Rhodesian
challenge.

As events were to prove, economic sanctions greatly
strengthened the Jewish hold on Rhodesia's commerce and industry,
since inevitably the persons who benefited most from the sanctions­
busting operation were those mainly responsible for conducting it;
and those most vulnerable to sanctions were also most vulnerable to
campaigns of intimidation and pressure exerted by Black nationalist
revolutionaries inside the country.

The net result is that commerce and industry in the new
Zimbabwe are more than ever concentrated in the hands of the Jews,
with big companies powerful enough to be able to influence the Black
politicians,and strategically placed to share with them the abundance
of money coming into the country in the form of low-interest loans
and foreign aid grants.'

On the military front, too, Rhodesia's Zionists demonstrated that
they knew how best to take care of themselves as a "culturally
autonomous" group bent on promoting its own "national liberation"
(the quoted words are Dr Kosmin's),

There had been some diminution of the Jewish population
shortly after the dissolution of the Federation of Rhodesia and
Nyasaland, says Kosmin, but "the most striking loss was in persons in
their twenties" - the age group on which Rhodesia depended most
heavily in its constantly expanding bush war. A.E. Abrahamson is
quoted as saying in 1973: "We see the elimination of almost an entire
generation of young men and women who leave us to study in South
Africa and overseas and, save for a few, do not return".
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CHAPTER 14

THE WALL STREET STRUGGLE

Tha-a-a-a-i Lenin understood very well! That bare ideas willgel you no
further forward, that you cannot make a revolution without power, that in
our time the primary source of power is money, and that all other forms of
power - organisation, weapons, people capable of using those weapons to
kill - are begot/en of money.

Alexander Solzhenitsyn,
Lenin in Zurich

The need for an impartial treatment of Jewish history has become
greater than ever before, writes Professor Hannah Arendt in the
preface of her SOD-page book The Origins of Totalitarianism. She adds:
"Twentieth century political developments have driven the Jewish
people into the storm centre of events; the Jewish question and anti­
semitism ... became the catalytic agent, first for the rise of the Nazi
movement and the establishment of the organisational structure of the
Third Reich... then for a world war of unparalleled ferocity".'

Professor Arendt makes it clear that no story of that "storm
centre of events" can be intelligible, for Jew or gentile, if the Jewish
presence as a "catalytic agent" is excluded.

Benjamin Disraeli, Queen Victoria's prime minister, put it like
this: "No one must lightly dismiss the question of race. It is the key
to world history, and it is precisely for this reason that written history
so often lacks clarity - it is written by people who do not understand
the race question and what belongs to it".'

But what has race to do with the Jewish presence in history?
Professor Sir Arthur Keith compresses into one sentence the
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"establishment", closely associated with a similarly oriented English
"establishment".

It was this "Angle-American" establishment, "European-culture
conscious" if not always "high Episcopalian", which from reasons and
motives springing from instincts of race identity, sought first of all to
prevent war with Germany, then did what it could to strengthen the
National Socialist movement as a bulwark against a [ewish-sponsored
Communist take-over bid in Germany, and even helped to arm
Germany. It is all in Quigley's massive "history of the world in our
time" for those not blinded and stupefied by an egalitarian "idealism"
that needs to believe that "all men are equal".

The activities of the British end of the gentile Anglo-American
axis, inheritors of the Cecil Rhodes vision of a new world order to be
set up and managed by the Anglo-Saxons and their German cousins,
are also chronicled at some length by Quigley. At page 581 of his
book he names most of the principal personalities and organisations
involved, and goes on: 'The anti-Bolsheviks. including D'Abemon.
Smuts. Sir John Simon and H.A.L. Fisher (Warden of All Souls
College), were willing to go to any extreme to tear down France and
build up Germany".

A more moderate group, including Lionel Curtis. Leopold
Amery (described as the "shadow of Lord Milner") and Lord Astor,
according to Quigley "sought to weaken the League of Nations and
destroy all possibility of collective security in order to strengthen
Germany in respect to both France and the Soviet Union, and, above
all, to free Britain in order to build up an 'Atlantic bloc' of Great
Britain, the British dominions and the United States".

Armed in our minds with a comprehensive picture provided by
Quigley. we can give to Sutton's three books an interpretation quite
different from that indicated by Sutton himself.

It is hard to believe that Quigley was not deliberately exposing
what he knew to be a new and very different financial imperialism
when he wrote as follows: 'The shift occurred on all levels, from
changing tastes in newspaper comic strips (from Muff and ]eff or
Bringing Up Father to Steve Canyon or Little Annie) to profound changes
in the power nexus of the 'American Establishment'. It was evident
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News of the plot was given brief front-page treatment by the
New York Times of November 21, 1934; a Congressional committee
was set up to investigate the allegations; then news of the plot faded
out of the press, and a subject of enormous possible national interest
was buried in oblivion. Others involved - since bankers alone
cannot stage a coup - were a few men holding important positions
in the American Legion, the ex-servicemen's organisation, and
another organisation known as Liberty League, which together seem
to have undertaken to make a fighting force of some 500,000 men
available. Leadership of the military operations was offered to Major­
General Smedley D. Butler," a much decorated military hero, but
there is no evidence that he actually agreed to go along with the
plotters; he would have needed a good deal of persuasion because his
distrust of bankers in general as "warrnakers" was well known; what
is certain is that the General discussed the matter with a journalist who
blew the whistle on the whole exercise.

Contact between the Morganite bankers and the soldiers and ex­
soldiers was established by two members of the American Legion,
Gerald MacGuire, who worked for Grayson Murphy. and Bill Doyle.
Also directly involved was Captain Samuel Glazier, Commmander-in­
Chief of CCC Camp at Elkridge, Maryland, who afterwards testified
that he had had talks with [ackson Martindell at the latter's luxurious
home in New Jersey and that these had "anti-sernitic overtones".

Quite clearly, the Morganite financiers and industrialists with
whom they were linked, finding their hegemony and independence
heavily threatened in Wall Street, had been tempted to try to turn the
tables on their Jewish opponents with a Mussolini-type political
take-over.

Why, then, the clampdown on news of the plot once it had been
brought to light? Why the White House silence? Why the abrupt
curtailment of the Congressional committee investigation? Why no
backlash from the Jewish sector of the Wall Street elite and the
powerful news media with which they were already aligned?

The most likely answer is that it would have suited neither side
to flush the plot right out into the open, thereby possibly precipitating
a massive polarisation of popular opinion and sentiment on racial lines;
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was essentially a politically activated Jewish financial operation, and
that Lenin's role in the scenario was basically no more than that of an
instrument to be used. Indeed, we find that no one was more
surprised than Lenin, the supposed "architect of the Bolshevik
Revolution", when informed in his flat in Zurich on March 15,1917,
that the revolution had begun.

Aschberg became head of the Soviet Rustombank, which
included among its directors the heads of the former "tsarist banks",
privileged "capitalists" who escaped "liquidation" and were drawn
into the new socialist power structure.

Sutton remarks of all the financiers - the Russian and the
foreign - - who helped to launch the Bolshevik Revolution and later
supported the Soviet Union, that "their common objective was profit,
not ideology". This wholly unwarranted remark, excluding politics as
a primary source of motivation for any of those involved, helps to
explain the misleading incompleteness of all three of his Wall Street
books.

With his mind securely insulated against disturbing
considerations of race or other ethnic identity as a source of political
motivation, Sutton summarily dismisses the hypothesis that the
Bolshevik Revolution was essentially a Jewish enterprise (Wall Sired
and the Bolshevik Revolution, page 185 etseq). On this subject we are asked
to accept Sutton's unsubstantiated opinion rather than that of
Winston Churchill who, as Britain's Secretary for War and Air at the
time, had access to confidential information made available by the
secret services and the diplomatic services of several countries. Sutton
quotes some most damning statements from a US State Department
document, but attaches no value to these because "not supported with
empirical evidence"; he seems to have required no "empirical
evidence" to support his own conclusion that all these stories of
Jewish involvement in the Bolshevik Revolution were "spurious" ­
as he described them.

It was hardly to be expected that Churchill and the other
authorities involved would be in a position to make a complete public
disclosure of all the top-secret information concerning the Bolshevik
Revolution in their possession and its sources.
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"history" designed to place the blame on the German people and their
leaders for both world wars - but those who go on reading soon
begin to realise that what they have before them is a thoroughly
conscientious work of historical analysis that quietly disregards all the
requirements of partisan propaganda.

To take one example at random: the chapter dealing with Henry
Ford and the financial assistance he is supposed to have given to the
Nazi party. There appears to be no proof of actual cash transfers, but
Ford made no secret of the fact that he warmly admired Hitler and
his party, and there is ample evidence of channels through which
financial assistance to the Nazis could have been, and probably was,
transmitted. And, as every American knows, no important figure
outside Germany more vigorously displayed his dislike of the Jews
than did Henry Ford with his newspaper the Dearborn Independent, his
book The International Jew and the aid and encouragement he gave to
others in the United States who were hostile to the Jews. The Pools
tell the Ford story in some 45 pages and in such a way that, were he
alive today, Ford could hardly find fault with it. We are told in
considerably detail what it was that made him regard the Jews as
deadly enemies:

Ford clashed with the Wall Street financiers not only in the pages of
his newspaper and books, but in reality as well. Authorities say that
many of his ideas about Jewish financiers came from unpleasant personal
experiences with bankers; one of the most violent conflicts between Ford
and the financiers occurred early in 1921. At that time rumours
circulating the nation claimed that Ford was in difficult financial straits.
Reports varied but each represented some aspects of the truth. It was said
that Wall Street intended to foreclose on Ford and bring him to his knees.
Many bankers were eager to supply him with capital. Some thought that
General Motors would obtain financial control of the Ford Company.
However, Ford was adamant in his refusal to part with one share of his
stock. 'Henry Ford has reached his limit'. the Dow-jones Financial Ticker
Service informed its clients. 'It is beyond the power of anyone man to
raise money and carry forward single-handed the manifold enterprises in
which he has started',

The Denver Post announced in bright red ink on its front page:
"Ford Battles Wall Street to Keep Control of Property". But Ford
proceeded to outwit the bankers with a massive cut-back in
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CHAPTER 15

THE COMMUNIST-CAPITALIST NEXUS

There is no proletarian movement, noteven a Communist one, which does
not operate in the interests of money, in the direction indicated by money, and
for the period permitted bymoney, andallthis without the idealist in its ranks
having any suspicion of the facl.

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
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There is only one genuine nationalism they both support and
that is Zionism , which is an internationally dispersed Jewish
nationalism - plus, of course , all sorts of spurious "nationalisms"
which they themselves set up and use, like "Black nationalism" in
Africa, and even these are nearly always heavily laced with Marxism.

The reason why Western supercapitalism lives in constant dread
of nationalism can be easily explained.

The fundamental issue in any state is whether or not there shall
be an authority superior to economics. Which shall rule - politics or
economics? There can be no doubt that nationalism, in spite of all the
ailments to which it is heir, energised by the instincts and will of the
population, means that politics is the master and that economics, no
matter how important it may be, has been reduced to its proper and
natural subordinate status.'

Since there is no way in which Communism can be effectively
resisted and defeated except by nationalism, it follows that Western
supercapitalism is totally committed to co-existence with
Communism, and that supercapitalists, even if not Zionists, can have
no other long-range aim except that of ultimate convergence with
Communism - never suspecting that the ultimate triumph of their
anti-nationalism would manifest itself instantly as the triumph of
Zionist nationalism.

Likewise, and this is most important, there is only one political
weapon that supercapitalism can use against nationalism, and that is
a socialist or Communist ideology that marshals the forces of the
underworld and of rootless intellectualism, holding them ready to be
aimed like a battering ram against all nationalist targets - except only
one, that of Zionism.

What, then, is the real relationship of Western supercapitalism
and Marxist-Communism? Is there one new global imperialism? - or
two? - or, with Zionism, three? If only one, how are they all
conjoined?'

There is no way in which we can hope to find clear answers to
questions like these unless we are armed in advance with a sound
political philosophy which serves us both as a firm foothold in reality
and as an instrument of the mind with which to dissect, analyse and
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penetrating the deepest recesses of the human heart and mind, is no
less definite in his understanding of usury, and his play The Merchant
of Venice is a masterly treatise on the subject, leaving nothing unsaid.
Shakespeare pinpoints the essentially evil character of usury in the
dialogue between Antonio and Shylock, in which Shylock tries to
justify usury as a form of "thrift" comparable with the lawful but
morally indefensible trick used by [acob in getting as his wages more
than a fair share of his uncle Laban's flocks which he had been
minding (Genesis 31).

How, then, are we to explain the persistence down the ages of a principle of
evil which has been exposed so often by mankind's most revered philosophical
leaders?

For reasons much the same as those that explain the persistence
of habit-forming drugs - because profitable to the "pusher" and
because if confers the euphoria of a short-term advantage, or an
illusion of advantage, on the user.

As the proliferation of the opium trade in China reduced a large
part of the population to a condition of drug dependence, so has
usury reduced most people in the industrially developed countries to
a condition of loan-dependence.

Likegrains of steel under the influence of a powerful magnet, we
are all held, and held together, by confused sentiments of self-interest,
real or imagined, participating in varying degrees of compromise, as
lenders, borrowers or "writers of its papers". And everyone knows
that any sudden "kicking" of the habit is liable to produce painful
withdrawal symptoms, for the "hooked" nation no less than for the
"hooked" individual.

That means that the salvation of a nation would require a careful
process of detoxification, not to be undertaken as national policy
without some danger. Meanwhile, however.there is a great deal the
individual can do to effect his own personal salvation; and there is no
possibiity of effective collective action which does not begin with the
awakened individual doing something to protect himself.

Stated bluntly, what has come into existence in the world is an
enormously powerful criminal overworld - power unregulated by
moral obligations - corresponding exactly with a much publicised
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criminal underworld, with unmistakable signs of a nexus between the
two as the dregs and drop-outs of society are incited, financed and
regimented in subversion and revolution against all who offer any
resistance to the overworld's ambitions.

This criminal overworld profits enormously as it builds up the
Communist states, and profits again as it sells the so-called "free"
nations the arms with which to try to defend themselves.

The evil of lending at a profit is multiplied a thousandfold by a
system of legalised counterfeiting and theft as vast quantities of
money are created out of nothing and pumped into the economic
system as interest-bearing debt. For how else has there come into
existence a quantity of debt which compares with money in
circulation and on deposit as a mountain compares with a molehill,
turning the banking system into an insatiable cancerous growth on
the body of society?'

How else was it possible for the West to channel into the
Communist and Third World countries hundreds of billions of dollars'
worth of goods and services, to be paid for finally in the form of
inflation and taxation by the diminishing few in the West who work
and produce or render genuine service?

If that is true, how is it to be explained that the Western
European intellect, which has proved itself capable of placing men on
the moon, has failed to discover that usury is being used to corrupt
and dragoon the West into slavelike subjection?

One part of the answer is that the Western intellect for more
than a century has been concentrating its attention almost exclusively
on problems of science and technology and has been richly rewarded
and further motivated by the results produced.

The other half of the answer is that the income of a fraudulent
monetary system is so enormous that the hordes of otherwise
innocent and well-meaning people drawn into active participation in
the swindle can be handsomely rewarded, people like politicians,
bankers, academics and journalists. Human nature is so constituted
that very few are proof against the temptations of obvious private
advantage, whether in terms of cash or advancement in their careers.
The evil is compounded by the Westerner's pronounced acquisitive
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instincts, nowhere exhibited more clearly than in the present-day
consumerist mania which binds the masses ever more securely to the
debt system , as the instant euphoria of acquisition blinds them to all
other considerations.

That is all very well, but what about the economists and monetary experts
haven't they been using all the disciplines andexplorative skills of modern science

in their efforts to solve the problems of the distribution andexchange of the products
of human endeavour, assisted today by a computer science that can multiply a
thousandfold the powers of the human mind?

The short answer is that economics is a bogus science; it betrays
its bogus character by evading its moral obligation to define its own
terms the term "money", for example, or "credit". Economists can
hardly be expected to solve problems which they cannot even state andmake
comprehensible I

However, to be more precise: before we can solve a problem we
must know precisely what is the problem we are trying to solve. Even
then , we cannot solve it unless we have been able to bring together
all the informat ion relative to that problem, By placing men on the
moon, American scientists showed that they were in possession of all
the facts relative to the problem of putting men on the moon and
bringing them safely back to earth. If those scientists had proceeded
as economists do, those men would either have been burned to a
cinder on the ground or shot off into space to be lost forever.

Not only do the economists fail to bring together all the
necessary information, but the most vitally important information is expressly
exduded, as we shall see.

The writers of the Book of Deuteronomy, the Prophet Muhammad,
Shakespeare and others did not have anything like the quantify of
information available to the modern economist, but they could solve
the problem of usury with what they had because they did not lack
that knowledge which is the key to the whole problem: information
about man himself and his moral nature.

Thus the discipline of scientific "detachment" and "objectivity"
with which economists flatter themselves, by excluding man himself,
his appet ite for possession and power and his susceptibility to the
temptations of injustice, not only fails to produce good results but is
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CHAPTER 17

THE GENOCIDE CONVENTION

. . and upon the earth distress of nations, with perplexity. . .
Luke 21:25

After this chapter was written, the United States Senate yielded
at last to enormous pressure and voted on February 19, 1986 for
ratification of the Genocide Convention but with seven provisos
designed to protect USA sovereignty. Implementing legislation by the
House of Representatives would also be needed to give the
Convention the effect of law.

.. * * '* * •

Any study of the Jewish role in 20th century history would be
misleadingly incomplete without some reference to the United
Nations Genocide Convention, which had its origin in the mind of a
Jewish lawyer from Poland, one Raphael Lemkin.' and has been
promoted with the utmost vigour by Jewish organisations around the
world since it was passed by the UN General Assembly in December
1948,

The Genocide Convention has all the appearance of having been
from its inception a Jewish exercise. There is no record of any
prominent Jewish individual or organisation having ever opposed it.
nor , as far as can be ascertained, has any other "national. ethnical.
racial or religious group, as such" , all supposedly objects of the
convention's concern, joined forces with the Jews in promoting it.

It is thus necessary to bring to bear on the Genocide Convention
all the insights and powers of political analysis which have been
exercised in the preceding chapters of this book.
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By the end of 1984 this treaty, whose ostensible purpose it is to
brand genocide as an international crime, had been ratified by some
90 member nations of the United Nations, including the United
Kingdom, France, Western Germany, Sweden, Norway, Canada, and
many Communist states - but had not yet, by the end of 1984, been
ratified by the United States, where more strongly resisted than
anywhere else in the world.

[arnes J. Martin, in his book The Man Who Invented Genocide. tells
us what happened when the treaty was first presented to the United
States Senate for endorsement:

The signal for the really heavy political traffic on the Genocide
Convention was the announcement in August] 949 that a sub-committee
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee would start hearings on the
ratification question, chaired by Senator Brien McMahon (D·Conn)
during the early weeks of the coming session of Congress . On August
23 a combined pressure move by 26 national organisations, all associated
with the National Civil Liberties Clearing House, hailed this new
development and began their squeeze on the Senate for agreement on
GC ratification. This band of groups included the American Veterans
Committee, the Americans for Democratic Action, B'nai Brirh. the
American Jewish Committee, Hadassah. the Amalgamated Clothing
Workers and the Evangelical and Reformed Church.

The "band of groups" continued to expand rapidly and presently
included, among scores of others: the American Jewish Congress, the
Central Conference of American Rabbis, the Committee of Jewish
Writers and Artists, the Consultative Council of Jewish Organisations,
the Federation of Jewish Women's Organisations, the Institute of
Jewish Affairs, the Jewish Reform Congregations, the National
Conference of Christians and Jews, the National Federation of Temple
Sisterhoods, the Synagogue Council of America, the Union of
Hebrew Congregations, and the Union of Orthodox Rabbis - to be
joined in a "last-minute flurry of heavy pressure group muscle"
shortly before the McMahon report was due to be presented to the
Senate in 1950, by the National Community Relations Advisory
Council. the "policy formulating body" of six national Jewish
organisations and 28 local community councils.

We therefore, labour under a disabling handicap if we continue
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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.
Holrnan. in an address to the well known patriotic organisation
Daughters of the Revolution, denounced the treaty as "fraudulent",









The Genocide Convention 205

All this expert criticism of the Genocide Convention having
been strengthened rather than weakened by the searching questions
addressed to Senator Ervin by the three members of the sub­
committee, Senator Iacob [avits created something of a precedent by
asking for and being granted permission to submit later what he called
" a point-by-point rebuttal".

This "rebuttal" admits of no possibility of an intelligible replying
point-by-point rebuttal, because it draws the whole subject of the
Genocide Concention into a kaleidoscopic world of the mind in
which all the meanings which form part of the process of coherent
thought are so altered by distortion or inversion that they can be
handled only by a trained practitioner of a form of intellectual
aggression which George Orwell has called Doublethink. This is a form
of rhetoric in which the promotion of hostile intentions prescribes the
subordination of truth to policy; in other words, it is a form of
warfare, still to be universally recognised as such, in which physical
force, so long the arbiter in any contest of interests between human
"groups", is replaced by a "peaceful" applicaton of moral violence.

Therefore, no purpose would be served by trying to summarise
Senator [avits's "rebuttal". It has been reproduced verbatim in lames
Martin's book from the printed record of the sub-committee, where
it is available to anyone wishing to sharpen his wits by studying it.'

Thus, it is obvious that even more dubious means of securing
senate compliance will have to be used by the promoters if the
convention is ever to be ratified by the United States; this was frankly
and shamelessly admitted by one of the convention's most ardent
proponents, Senator William Proxmire, in a statement to the media
on September 5, 1984, a few days before the senate was expected to
vote on the issue, when he declared gleefully: "No senator will dare
to vote against it".

As it turned out, the senators were able to save themselves once
again by contriving to vote only for another deferment.

The possibility cannot be excluded, however, that those who
already exercise enormous influence in American politics at all levels
will succeed eventually in so packing the senate with their own
nominees, and so intimidating the rest, that the last great obstruction
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of a disaster of unprecedented magnitude for the Jewish people.
The Genocide Convention is thus an exercise aimed at laying the

foundations for a system of punitive international law, complete with
an international genocide tribunal under Article VI, fortified with the
respectability of endorsement by all nations, ready to be invoked and
put into use when required.

That explains the almost boundless expansion of the meaning of
the word "genocide" in the convention, since the Jews would feel
threatened and dangered by virtually any sign of negative reaction
which they themselves arouse as they press forward with plans to gain
final control of a totalitarian world order now in the process of being
set up.

Such an instrument of totalitarian world terror was brilliantly
prefigured by George Orwell in his novel Nineteen Eighty-Four, in which
any exercise of independent thought and freedom of expression is
punishable as a threat to the security of the rulers. By means of an
ingenious application of Doublethink, which seems to have baffled even
Jews, Orwell presents Emmanuel Goldstein, a symbol of [udaism, as
"saviour", and main opponent of Big Brother, and also as the principal
exponent of the phoilosophy of terrorism that keeps Big Brother in power; and he
gives us a key with which to unlock the riddle in O'Brien's statement
that he had himself helped to write Coldstein's book; in other words,
translated from Doublethink, he tells us that Emmanuel Goldstein and
Big Brother are one and the same totalitarian authority, the tyrant
who comes in the guise of "saviour".

Moreover, Doublethink as so brilliantly analysed by George
Orwell is unthinkable except as a mode of thought and
communication calculated to make it possible for a Jew to live two
livessimultaneously: one with his own community and the other with
a potentialy hostile host people. By himself using the trick of
Doublethink, Orwell managed to smuggle his book through an invisible
but highly effective establishment censorship that vetoes any work
that is recognisably critical of Jewish purposes and intentions.'

The real meaning of the Genocide Convention also offers to
explain a range of other phenomena, including the indefatigability of
efforts to secure United States ratification - for of what use are all
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Whatever its real nature, it can be imagined as a huge vortex in
human afairs which has drawn into orbit nearly all human energy,
both physical and mental; and it is "an alliance of money and
intellect" in which the policy requirements of highly concentrated
money power have been made to correspond with the policy
requirements of an inteIlectual world view which bears the name of
socialism.

This century's great revolutionary vortex can be seen to have
three main components: money, political idealism as a religion
substitute , and Jewish nationalism or Zionism - with political
idealism clearly subordinate to a preponderant Jewish control of
finance-capitalism at the highest level.

The progress of this power vortex cannot be halted or deflected
by any human agency but must continue on its present destructive
course until all the forces of human appetite which it has harnessed
are finally spent.

This is the "great World Evil" which, in the words of Alexander
Solzhenitsyn, is now drawing the Western world towards disaster,
"Mammon's ordered state of sin" urged with "such majesty of pride"
that few can understand it, and even fewer dare challenge it.

The drama now unfolding has been played out again and again
down the ages, but never before on so grand a scale. Shakespeare
pictures it on a national stage, in the words of the dying John of
Gaunt:

This land of such dear souls, this dear, dear land,
Dear for her reputation through the world,
Is now leased out - I die pronouncing it -
Like to a tenement or pelting farm.
England, bound in with the triumphant sea,
Whose rocky shore beats back the envious siege
Of wat'ry Neptune, is now bound in with shame,
With inky blots and rotten parchment bonds;
This England, that was wont to conquer others,
Hath made a shameful conquest of itself.
Ah, would the scandal vanish with my life,
How happy then were my ensuing death!

What was then seen as true of England is true today of the whole
of the Western world; from which it follows that the measure of
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