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~ The new (15th) edition of thencyclopedia Britannical@74) is termined effort to transfer and adopt the policy of canor,
divided into two main sections: tivdicropaediaof ten volumes, of more correctly, pyramid control from the nation #shruined to
Ready Reference and the Index, andMaeropaediaof nineteen others, so far more fortunate”.
VO“tJrr]nef/l-. Under éhe. hef[ﬁd'”_g fDOUQ:?‘S’ %ﬁ.?rcﬂ] Hugh (1871_9'195: "*Now this is certainly not "economics” as this word inegally
in the Micropaediais the information "British economist anc it | o
founder of Social Credit". The only reference to kha&cropaedia undlerstoodalt can_f_be _caIIe(]zI POI't'Cal n tlhe_ sense"rlhm ar
is: "Ezra Pound's absorption with economics”, and ig dniicle analysis and speci ication of alternative policies g Soc-
Social Credit is stated to be "an economic theory rejathat iety: (1) That the evolution of the industrial artg. shdodddirec-
maldistribution of wealth due to insufficient purchasing poiger (€d towards the emancipation of the individual; or (2 thdus-
the cause of economic depressions". trial organisation should be utilised as a system of governmer
C.H. Doudl ducated to b _ Of el directed towards a fixed ideal of what the world ought to be.
.H. Douglas was educated to be an engineer. S, . .
engineering is the most firmly grounded in reality. Itidea the It was appharer:]nt to Dopglais in 1918 that ml fact thef ?Iecon
most pracical way wih the Sorcalled “Laws of Natuo it s _aleTtive, Whether consciously of inconsciously baeg (ol
quite wrong to describe Douglas as an economist. He cirbée e , , /
characterised as a realist - as one possessing the sereality, Mechanism of implementation and control. He CorEf.ﬂﬁV.@
the perception and comprehension of what underlies apmeara Eﬂ,ﬁga(')ffﬁ%?cgvc’h@?’eﬂ'rﬁ'&ge-cggﬁsggigf Vcﬁl?np:ter?agg-
Contemporart)r/] Sffri]et),/a\is SO pehr_v?]sive i[_hat it isernﬁ(é%éum of one form to another, rate of doing work, time-energysusiburces
consciousness that the Age In wnich we lIve IS a years of energy, wastage, physical efficiency; and psychobbdgactors
old. It began with what is now called the Industrial Revohut sych asg:ywill—to p%werrj, Bs/ocial disconte¥1t, hurrﬁ)ar): satis%c!;ab—
Xhat 'Sha bad tlerrr}, fﬁr what that befglnnlng WafS thgﬂgfr? MW otage, freedom of association and co-operation, legatistmibu-
digsg’o\}ereie:rsezglé gn Eﬁ guelftfsg?ndosoac i glr%srtsj . rer:[II'hatto' n_eevél tion of property, social conventions, national culturd tadition.
the potential of a new effloration of the human spiat promise, (Ijn the course of this examlfnatlor] |It_became clear rglfrm_ey
to the far-sighted, of the amelioration of the lot of #tommon 2and cost-accountancy were of crucial importance: and tme.
man — the exorcism, as it were, of the Curse of Adamatw.iMe that gives dynamism to the economic system.
happened to that promise? Economic Democracis certainly not an economic theory or

- : treatise. It is more in the nature of an engineepsnt on a mech-
In his first book,Economic Democrac{1919), Douglas noted anism which is not operating satisfactorily from amoounity

tm:e rPC?]Ver%;?]de%g?;agggﬁ[grV\ggr%he Stngufr?rwshtgk\éetégg%?r point of view; even more, that it is functioning dangerouslyso
crumbliri(l:j' institutions and discredited formulae, while Wide- dangerously as to bring about the destruction of the ekesting
o : civilisation if not rectified. This, it should be notedas before
spread nature of the general unrest, together with theemmse o Graay Depression and the Second World War; and teday
range of pretext alleged for it, is a clear indication thaeneral are threatened with total world government — the 'acme - py

rearrf]mgimdent 'S imminent. f f f midal control — or atomic annihilation.

What had gone wrong? It was as if a mansion of magni icr‘"'fY -

: - i o et, as any competent report shoultonomic Democracy
proportions collapsed while still in the building. makes recommendations as to alterations in designctoes¢éhe

~With his engineer's perception of cause and effect, Dsucnecessary rectification. And the fundamental reconuragon is
identified Will-to-Power as a force in society operatagginst the simply an inversion of design. Instead of planning froe tibp
individual's interest in self-development, and he statedolsis down, subordinating the individual to the system — a plannel
for a viable reconstruction of society: society — society should evolve from the bottom up.

It is suggested that the primary requisite is to obtairthe Economic Democracig objective and dispassionate. But since

readjustment of the economic and political structure sacitrol ARG - : :
AT : : e e motivation is a prime force in society, Douglas hadeort that
of initiative that by its exercise every individual cammiahimself *...every indication points to the imminence of a deised

of the benefits of science and mechanism; that by tlaid he - - "
Is placed in such a position of advantage, that in common v&zithe.f.fort“' to adopt the policy ... of pyramid control....

fellows he can choose, with increasing freedom and @imjph-  The book on its publication roused considerable intexedt
dependence, whether he will or will not assist in anjeptavhich provoked correspondence in the daily and other PresssuBlak
may be placed before him". enly the subject was virtually banned. In 1918 - sixty gietwo

_ _ _ generations, ago - the public generally, including thet gnegor-
Quite the contrary of this developed. Proceeding largem fr ity of those engaged in the practice of banking, wereomptete
Germany, "a policy of the forging of a social, industriadl @olit- ignorance of the nature of money. Money was regarded cam-
ical organisation to concentrate control of policyilehmaking modity, basically gold, most of which was stored foedafeping
effective revolt completely impossible, and leavitgyoriginators in banks, which loaned some of it, mainly to producing rusza
and successors in possession of complete power" wasnirapted. tions to enable expansion of their activities. This cptioa,

And despite the ruination it inflicted on Germawig the First though not so nearly absolutely wide-spread todaytilisnede-
World War, "every indication points to the imminence afea spread and both governments and certificated economists anc



financial commentators tacitly support it. The faztthat app- ernment.

roximately 99 per cent, of what is regarded as moneydash in The central feature of the o : - - -
2 . | . . peration of the finangyatem in
the pocket or on deposit in banks) is bank credit; that sy, is  ,, industrialised country is that it does not distributiigent

owedin tototo the banking system. purchasing power to purchase the consumers' goods output. T|
This vital matter was not explicitly emphasisedBoonomic is to say, a year's income cannot purchase a year's piayguc
Democracy(it was dealt with definitively inThe Monopoly of and this discrepancy is progressive. This gives risertetition
Credit published in 1931). It means, of course, that the tell for export markets — trade war (by means of tariffs,) ethe
assets of the community are mortgaged to the banking syst proximate cause of military conflict. A surplus of exporterov
and that in turn means that control of financial poigcyhe effec- imports, the difference being balanced by the importradriey”,
tive government of the community. The visible governmeant is of course an expedient to overcome the internal defigi of
essentially the administrator of a policy imposed fribra top purchasing power. As an end in itself it is a ridiculoukcyo—
down, epitomised in the over-riding policy of compulsory empl an unfavourable exchange gbods.What would happen if a
ment ("Full Employment") despite technological miracles. country exported its total production and imported nothing
"money"?
" . : i inh
_ "Considered as a means of making people work (an aim wh'~",, 0000 mic Democracpouglas predicted the breakdown of
iIs common both to the Capitalist and Socialist Party Politibs) the finance-industrial svstem: and this of course carie e
existing financial system, as a system, is probably nearfe. ; y ' -
Great Depression of 1929, which was only terminated bggra-
"Its banking system, methods of taxation and accountartion for war, by war itself, and after the war by fleziod of post-
counter every development of applied science, orgamsadiod war reconstruction: a period now come to an end with anoth
machinery, so that the individual, instead of obtainimgyltenefit breakdown of the industrial system, now in evidence.

of these advances in the form of a higher civilisahond greater The unfolding of events over the years from 1918 revealed

leisure, is merely enabled to do more work. Every olaetor in new perspective for Social Credit. It became clearithas not

the situation is ultimately sacrificed to this end of pdowg him Ny .
- - - thefact of a defective financial system that lay at the rdabur
with work, and at this moment the world in generalj &urope troubles. It was the deliberapersistencén the system.

in particular, is undoubtedly settling down to a policy oémnsive

production for export, which must quite inevitably resnlta ~ In 1935 a Social Credit Party was elected in Albertaya@a, |
world cataclysm, urged thereto by what is known aslthem- with the largest majority ever obtained by Provincial
ployment Problem. Government. Every Act passed to institute reform basesooral

Credit principles was disallowed by Federal authariti®f this
Douglas wrote: "Mr. Aberhart's Government has demondiraie
forcing nominees of the Money Power to disallow hisslatjon,
that 'economic determinism' is a mechanism of political

would be destroyed, but such remnants of the world's pOpUIaﬂ:nmtgrnot\i/%nfhghr?]ol\rqgg?s);sligr\rgvic:?sei orr]g[e’qﬁgﬂ ngvi%r V%C: agig?)t
ﬁ]seall\;I?d!jelg A\/\\Sgsr.)robably be reduced to the meagre productio and social friction are exactly what is desired". ’

The League of Nations was the first attempt to set upvart
World Government with the ultimate aim of abolishingtional
sovereignties. The U.S.A. had been manoeuvred int&Gtbat

"To blame the present financial system for failing tovpte
employment is most unfair; if left alone it will camtie to provide
employment in the face of all scientific progress, euethe cost
of a universal world-war, in which not only all possibleguction

"Considered as a mechanism for distributing goods, howe
the existing financial system is radically defective. In th& fi

place, it does not provide enough purchasing power to buy War b . : .
- y President Wilson — but Wilson was surrounded gyoap
goods, which "_ﬂe produced. _ _ of international financiers and others including, notaklglonel
"I do not wish to enter at any great length into thalgsis of E.M. House who completely dominated Wilson and whgdbr
why this is so, because it is always a matter ofesbeated con- master-minded the setting up of the Federal Reserve Boand,
troversy. | have, however, no hesitation whatevessserting not tralising all control of the U.S. financial systemheTobjective of
only that it is so, but that the fact that it is sahe central fact the maneuvering was to have, as the nominal financial bergfof
of the existing economic system, and thatess it is dealt with the war, a predominant voice in the peace negotiatitnthe
no other reforms are of any use whateter- C.H. Douglas (1924) Paris Peace Conference opening in Paris in 1919. eTdlearly

The virtual boycott, so far as possible, of the publicutision Would shape the post-war world; and in retrospect, anthe
of the subject matter &conomic Democracwas evidence thailight of much since-published material, it is clear tiat objective
the operation of the financial system and its resuétieewnot due Of the war was to provide the opportunity for such apgig
to ignorance of its true nature by those at the apex opytee And also in retrospect, the post-war period can be asenprep-
mid of power, but was the conscious pursuit of the congimitaaratory period for the resumption of war on an even |asgeie.
and perpetuation of that power which Douglas's proposasithr At or round about the Peace Conference, a secretoupgr
ened to destroy. originally formed by Cecil Rhodes with ideals of Onerlé/&ov-

In a series of books, articles and addresses folloEgmpomic €'MMent, and known as The Round Table, founded the Royal In

DemocracyDouglas elaborated his analysis of the actual operaStitute of International Affairs. In an address, publistie the
of the financial system, and its relationship to theustrial sys- Nstitute’s journal International Affairs, Nov. 1931, Arnold
tem and taxation. He showed that national finance was delr¢ T 0ynbee, the Director of Studies of the Institutdesd that "we
by Central banks, which were integrated into an internatisysal Were carrying on "a deliberate, sustained and concedtgitort
tem, culminating in the Bank of International Settlementhe [0 Impose limitations on the sovereignty and independence
Central bank for Central Banks. That system over iogeyf the fifty or sixty local sovereign states”, and "All thme we
time shifted its headquarters, from European centrésndon, are denying with our lips what we are doing with our hands.
and then to New York following the First World War whichris- A parallel, and interlocking organisation, the Counail Feor-
formed Great Britain from a creditor to a debtor natimnd en- eign Relations (CFR) was established in the U.S.Ad, rapidly
abled New York to control British internal policies. became the effective government of the U.S. The CarterirAd

But the establishment of the International Monetaapnds IStration in all essential posts is staffed by CFR mesn{mr Tri-
World Bank, etc. as a result of the Second World Waworld lateral Commission — a subsidiary organisation — Menslh they

War Part Il, being in effect the continuation of WorldMamakes ©CCUPY Over forty key positions, and the majority ofstnéeld
the Headquarters supranational, wherever situated. In <coSimilar positions in the Nixon Administration.

qguence, the "almighty" dollar can be allowed (or be made) In Harpers magazine for July 1958 there was published an
decline, as happened to sterling. This is a clear indic#tat the article by Joseph Kraft. Kraft (a CFR member) revealeat

U.S.A. is not billed, as a nation, to rule the worldMsrld Gov- E.M. House was one of the chief architects of the G boast-
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ed of how the Council had succeeded in penetrating Executive
branch of the Federal Government even before WoMdr II. He
wrote:

"With the coming of hostilities, the Council's asa®led pool
of talent and information came into sudden and dedm play.
Stimson went to Washington as Secretary of War,ingkwith him
the small nucleus of men, many unknown then, whoreveo found
this country's modern defense establishment. "Waear we
needed a man, John McCloy, the present Councilichan who
served Stimson as personnel chief, recalls, 'wentioed through
the roll of Council members and put through a celINew York.'

"At least as important, the Council provided forethJ.S. gov-
ernment the first organized framework for postwaampning. Less
than a fortnight after the guns began pounding inr&pe, and a
full two years before Pearl Harbor, Armstrong anfletCouncil's
executive director, Walter Mallory, journeyed to Whington with
a proposition. State lacked the appropriations & gp a pIanning
division; Congress was bearish about any officiabwe that hinte
at U.S. intervention; there was a danger that,tifinally did get
going with a sudden jolt, postwar planning might et of the
hands of State. Why not they asked, let the Counleglgin the
work, privately, with the understanding that its ggratus would
be turned over to State as soon as feasible?

"Secretary Hull was in favor. Accordingly, in Decdrar 1939,
the Council, with financial aid from the Rockefetld&oundation,
established four separate planning groups — Seguahd Arm-
aments; Economic and Financial; Political, Territar— compris-
ing about a dozen men each including research secres of the
highest caliber (Jacob Viner of Princeton and Alvkhansen of
Harvard in the economic group, for example). A fifgroup was
added in 1941 to consider the problems of the ekilpovernments
of the occupied European countries, which the StBtepartment,
because the United States was neutral, had to trgagerly. In
1942, the whole apparatus with most of the personwas taken
into the State Department as the nub of its Advis@@ommittee
on Postwar Planning Problems . . ..

"It appears that Council studies played a consicdeapart in
shaping the Charter of the United Nations."

G. Edward Griffin (inThe Capitalist Conspiracypives a partial
listing of organisations represented in the CFR:

"The CFR. from behind the scenes, has dominated thation
for decades. CFR Members include top executives amarnalists
for the New York Timesthe Washington Postthe Chicago Daily
News, The Christian Science Monitor, Harpers, Lodkme, Life,
Newsweek, U.S. News and World Report, The Encycdope

Britannica, CBS. NBC MGM, The Motion Picture Association of

America; they include directors of the Ford Founubat, the
Rockefeller Foundation, the Carnegie Endowment Funley
include Presidents Hoover, Eisenhower, Johnson, aMtkon;
Secretaries of State Stettinius, Acheson, Dullegrtér and Rusk;
a fantastic percentage of the President's Cabindtpnder-
Secretaries, the Federal Reserve Board, Ambassadorother
countries, Supreme Court Justices and presidendvisors. The
average American has never heard of the CFR, yeftsitthe
unseen government of the United States."

It is clear enough from Kraft's article that the RFhad antici-
pated the outbreak of hostilities. The objective sdtting up their
own prepared group within the State Department wascontrol
the hostilities and the postwar disposition of fesc To fully suc-
ceed in this it was essential to get the U.S. ithe war, and this
was accomplished by provoking Japan aadowing the attack on
Pearl Harbour.

But the plot was much deeper. Thanks to the caregrdearch
by Antony C. Sutton, based on authenticated docubsesr many
of them U.S. government documents only lately reded — we
now know for certain that groups associated in tER financed
and aided industrially the rearmament of Germanpydapromoted
Hitler's rise to power. * * Wall Street and the Rise of Hitler.

"The contribution made by American capitalism to Grean
war preparations before 1940 can only be descriaedphenomen-
al. It was certainly crucial to German military cabilities . . ..
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"Not only was an influential sector of American bingss
aware of the nature of Naziism, but for its own poses aided
Naziism wherever possible (and profitableyith full knowledge
that the probable outcome would be war involving fépe and
the United States.

Sutton reveals that the giant industrial groups tbwot take
their 'profits' out of Germany. It is an importarthservation,
because it points to the fact that profits in thedmary everyday
monetary sense of the word are meaningless in thetext of the
operations of the international monetary systemaétically all
the 'money'in the world is 'owned' by the bankisgstem, and
in any case, according to a table Sutton gives,fgsoon loans by
three New York financial houses of $826,400,000 amted to
$10.4 million - which is a total of only 1.26% ovea period of
years. Profit to the small businessman is meaningfecause it
represents his livelihood in the same way as hisg@aepresents
the artisan's. As for the 'Multinationals' and celd, they are
merely the operating mechanisms of the internatiofinanciers.
Douglas went to the heart of this matter with hibsgrvation that
modern wars are of the nature of prizefights betwed and B
for the benefit of C, the promoter. The ultimate alois One
World Government under a self-perpetuating dynasand the
operations of international finance and corporatsoare profitable,
in the sense of beneficial, to that objective.

In the light of all this, what of the future?

A fairly recently published bookJmperial Brain Trust, by
L.H. Shoup and W. Minter is, according to a Forewlpm Marxist
analysis of the CFR. Superficially critical, it rba serves to iden-
tify the U.S. as an Imperial Power operating thraughe CFR;
which, of course, is an inversion of the actual eas

Chapter 7 begins: "We have shown in the previousecatudies
that the Council on Foreign Relations planned thespW orld
War Il global order and tried to preserve it agairchallenges from
the Third World and the Left". In fact, of courséhe U.S. under
the direction of the CFR has financed aid and artashe "under-
developed" countries, supported Communist governtseand/or
terrorist movements in those countries, covertlypported Comm-
unist Russian advances, and massively supportedsRumsindustrial
and military development. (See Antony SuttomNational Suicide:
Military Aid to the Soviet Union.)

But Chapter 7 is in the main about the CFR's "19Bfbject",
which has as its aim "nothing less than the creatmf a new glob-
al political and economic system to replace thesxig one". In
the Council's 1974 Annual Report there is a destiop of a new
program, which, it states, "will be by far the laagt operation at
the Council, and because of its range and comphexmany other
Council activities will be geared into it."

Shoup and Minter describe the Project:

"A March 1975 Council memorandum visualizes thre@ages
in the life of the 1980's Project. First, looking ghe totality of
the global system, it will outline 'the characteits of a desirable
international environment.' The idea is to ask ‘'whewould we
like to be a decade from now?' Secondly, the coastts prevent-
ing the achievement of these desired conditions|voié analyzed.
The relationship between a desirable and a feasiglebal order
will be dealt with in this stage. Thirdly, strateag will be devel-
oped and implemented to achieve Council goals. Thimal stage
will involve achieving consensus about the new wbdrder on a
global scale. A Council memorandum stated that th®0's Pro-
ject must

come to grips with strategies forodifying the behavior of all the

relevant actors in the international communitgeividuals, gov-

ernments, agencies within governments, elite groups, industrial
firms, interest groups, mass societies, and othempgrand organ-
izations at the sub national and transnationalde(@mphasis added)

Thus the ultimate goal of the Council is wide-rangi influence
over the thought and action of people on a worldalgc This ex-
travagant ambition, along with the other goals &&t1980's Pro-
ject, makes it the most important project, whichetifCouncil has
undertaken since the War and Peace Studies Project.

"For the 1980's Project the Council has organizedoperating
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structure having four main elements: a full-time staffore Co- still continues.

ordinating Group, twelve working groups, and numerous domes*~ p,glas's work was directed to warning against, and endeav-

and foreign advisers, experts, and small ad hoc bodiesfifst \ring to avert, the catastrophe he foresaw. Henwaan econ-

two will be ‘the main intellectual driving force of tieeoject.” The  omistin the current sense of that word. Virtuallycartificated

real locus of power will be in the Coordinating Group, feamn economists have been trained (or conditioned) in orenother

men who will meet frequently to guide the entire 1980'seRto] theory of economics, and assume and treat money as ra-com

They will approve policy targets and give advice on tlasilglity ogity If the fact that it is not, and the conseqees flowing

of policy choices and methods of implementation. The Coerd from that fact, as elucidated by Douglas, had been grasped b

ating Group will also provide ‘the central integrating fisits of  statesmen in the immediate post-World War | periodptiesent

the Project-resolving conflicts engendered when chaiegard- catastrophe might have been avoided.

'r?g goals mthone area ptl_t?]ehawor clash with gog Is fam:isnt&q be- In 1918 The Royal Institute of International Affairs, ahe
avior in other areas.' The group is composed of perfsomsa ! . P

el TTher it packynds scademic ain A, 0 1ol ext B he Round Tabe Group d, and vs

and government. They were chosen 'for their capacitigolicy | - - Ve ;

"con-ceptualizers” but also for their sense of the igsliand %/mg events_,l ag}d it was only gradually that documertargence

processes of policy-making and their ability to think abime PScame avaia E_" L

wide range of problems to be explored by the Project.' Alm¢ A good deal is now known about the CFR. But it is gtilt i

all of them have earned PhD degrees from Harvard, Rsmcet penetrably secretive in its inner core. Shoup and Minteg gigen

Columbia.” access to many of its records, but disclosed that it pesde

All this implies that the CFR already anticipates bemg pos- records, which are not available even to all its membe
ition to carry its plans into effect, and this in tunmpiies having There is certainly no hope in Party Politics, whikchfact, are
the sanctions — which in the last resort must be mylganctions a barrier against effective revolt. There is onle drope on the
— to enforce control over vital raw materials. mundane plane: that a Government in being in a Countryasich

As events are shaping up at present, it looks like somede Australia, New Zealand, or perhaps Canada should recagrase
merger (as the only alternative to an ‘unthinkable' atovaic of |mm_e|nse S_anger_ (I:onfrontm? UfS and ms?tuthe ref?meclt?amﬁ_
annihilation) between the USSR and the U.S., operatimygh >°cial Crediprinciples. Australia, for example, has of itself suffi-
the United Nations, which will be given command of supianat  Cl€Nt food, raw materials, and industrial capacity to ji@vood,
armed forces, plus an expanded KGB to put down any inter/€/0thing and homes for every family in the land. To eashe
threat of a return to national sovereignty. And as th& @now-  distribution of these aa first priority would gain public support,
ingly condoned terror in Russia and Germany, we canipatic and would enable exposure of the nature of the presenti@han

the Russian Communist system on a world scale system to be effected. It is a risky chance; but isirhe set
' against an absolute certainty.

e T - : Social Credit undoubtedly posed the greatest threat tGdhe

he E,)\,?g%:as foresaw all this in principle. Bocial Credi(1924) spiracy, because it was an attack on the Money Powegitadel

of the Conspiracy. Hence the boycott. This could nofuilg
effective, so certificated economists and journalisticimentat-
ors were trained to ridicule Social Credit (as fwcyclopedia
Britannica in effect does) — a "funny money" scheme; and large
circula_ttilon newspapers and journals will not publish $d&Cradit
material.

The portents for the near future are very grim indeedetWh
is fully grasped that the horror of the 1939 war was deltbby

. brought about, and that its promoters or their appoiniedess-
appear to be in the ascendant. It does not seem to benec- ¢ are still in positions of enhanced power, it ought talbar

essary that this should be so, but it does seem tabalge". that even worse catastrophe awaits Us.
The break-up began with the Great Depression of 1929, and

"FAREWELL TO OLD ENGLAND . . .?”"

by Jeremy Lee

"...The break-up of the present financial and social syste
certain. Nothing will stop it; 'Back to 1914' is sheer driemm
the continuation of taxation on the present scale, hagetith
an unsolved unemployment problem, is fantastic: the pailgt
at issue is the length of time the break-up will take, &edtrib-
ulations we will have to undergo while the break-up isrbgress....

"There will probably come well within the lives of theepent
generation, a period at which the blind forces of destruatid

It is sobering and instructive, now and again, to look bdcat some of the warnings issued throughntelli-
gence Survey in years past.

In July 1962 the League's National Director, Mr. Eric Butle, together with a young Member of the House of
Representatives, Mr. D.J. Killen, addressed betweehém over fifty meetings in Great Britain.

Their mission was to warn of the ultimate dangers to Btish sovereignty and the Crown presented by the
European Common Market and the Treaty of Rome.

Intelligence Surve(duly 1962) carried Mr. Butler's report: -

"Although this is the worst possible time of the year fin "The Times"London, July 11, 1961, asking: "... What is to

public meetings in Britain, with the long summer everiagd become of the monarchical institution within the framek of
many people away on holidays, we spoke to comparati@gfg European unity?"

audiences . . . One of the highlights of the last tweksef cam- REPLY
paigning was the debate with prominent Common Market advu- o
cate, Mr. Norman Hart. A junior Government Assistarinister, An article in"The Sunday Expressly Mr. Percy Howard

Mr. Sharples, also contributed to the discussion. Het inage addressed the question: ‘throughout the debate on the Commo
been embarrassed when Mr. Hart, a socialist, opemiyjtted the Market there has always been a moment when the shoés/of
political implications and said the European Economic @am the propagandists for Europe grow oddly diffident and vague.
nity was a big step towards World Government . . ." It occurs when the word sovereignty is mentioned. When-
One year earlier, Mr. Killen had written a letter aquiegy  ever it crops up, they cease to argue. They confinesiless to
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observing with a wise, sad smile that nations musk together declares the right of the people to be governed accor-

in the modem age. ding to our (and no other) law, and describes this as the
They remind us — as if it were something that we might  "birthright of the people thereof".
otherwise forget — thahis is One World. (b) The Coronation Oath Act, 1688, as amended, re-
They point out — in case we might imagine that the  requires (as was done in 1953) the Sovereign solemnly tc
reverse were true — that modern communications baveght swear to govern the people of the United Kingdom
everyone closer together. according to Statutes in Parliament (i.e. our Parligmen
But there is one aspect of the matter on which they  and no other) agreed, and the laws and customs of thi
have been entirely silent. They do not even deal witly gaying (and no other) realm and to cause (our) law and justice in
that this is the 20th century or that we must go forwaveeiare mercy to be executed.
not to go back. They simply prefer not to discuss illat a (c) But above all, Chapters 1, 28 and 37, of Magna Carta
It is the question of how much the loss of British sov- (re-issue) 1297, which chapters are among the only four
ereignty will affect the British Sovereign. left on the Statute Book after repeals so recently
It is a highly relevant question. considered and enacted as 1969, declare that it "for eve
The status of the Queen is inextricably bound up with the  shall be steadfastly, firmly and inviolably observed" that
independent status of Great Britain. It is no coienick at all no freeman of this realm shall be tried by other thhe "
that sovereign and sovereignty are almost identical words law of the (i.e. this) land"; and further th@nd if any
The sovereign power of the Crown, acting in conjunction  thing (e.g. a treaty of accession, which awards law-
with Parliament, is the assumption on which British éifel free- making powers to the representatives of six or more
dom rests. countries, signed by pretended prerogative powbEs)
It enabled our democracy to evolve without any written procured by any person contrary to the premigedghis
constitution. And it has worked. It has worked so whhitt Statute)it shall be held of no force nor effect"...
dozens of other nations have attempted to imitate thdtses. " .. The Crown to which we owe allegiance is being

At the moment — it is true — Common Market matters ar
limited to such things as duties and tariffs. But ofdy the
moment. The whole object of the Common Market is tongah
further than that. Indeed, the Market would not really war&lla
unless it went much further than that.

Lord Gladwyn, chairman of the Common Market cam-
paign for Britain, has made it clear that the Common Maskét
eventually become a European Federation. SMOTHERING THE TRUTH

Dr. Hallstein, the author of the scheme, has saitlitha Thus it was, when the referendum — the first in Britain's
aim is to create a United States of Europe — with itstWagton history — was held on June 5,1975, the British Governmestt us
at Strasbourg, of course, and with Britain as just anottege,S millions of pounds to keep the issue confined to econonat

invited to divest itself of future use of certain pretoga
powers (including ironically enough the Power of Treaty-
Making) should these conflict with Community Law or
principle, without the required provisions and express
statutory authority sotodo ... "

like California or Utah . . . ters, with the "golden future" tune piped into every hoanel
. If that ever happened, how strange it would be ‘newspaper by an army of pied pipers.

reflect that it came about because of the policies diogy The sovereignty issue was defused by the most outrageou
Government. and deliberate lie, contained in the Government's owrmphbat)

Yet perhaps no more strange than the spectacle nentitled "BRITAIN'S NEW DEAL IN EUROPE". It said:
presented by the Tories as they sing "Britains neveernesver "The British Parliament in Westminster retains thnalf
shall be slaves —except with safeguards and after due negright to repeal the Act which took us into the Mar&etJanuary
tiations." (End of article) 1, 1973. Thus our continued membership will depend on the

Or, as William Shakespeare had it:- continuing assent of Parliament."

Obviously, a man of McWhirter's courage, intelligence and
knowledge of the Common Law was a continuing danger to the
Government's unannounced intentions of moving towards a mor
fully integrated "United States of Europe” at some latage —
and without a second referendum, in which the lie would ob-
viously be exposed.

DENYING WITH THEIR LIPS Entirely by coincidence, no doubt, Mr. Ross McWhirter

It is the sovereignty issue, which is, and always esnp Was tragically assassinated in his home by a bomb diveut
the one issue really feared by the EEC protagonistsy Thuld Mmonths later.
always "blind with science" the British people when imeato _In February 1984, members of the European Assembly -
economic arguments. The promise of a "golden econarnicef” including Britain's Euro-members — voted for a Draft Tyea
however improbable in reality, is the edenic applethiar vote- establishing European Union. Its terms, (drafted by — @lke?

catcher. Peoplaantto believe in it. The "light at the end of the— @n Italian Communist) bear a striking resemblance td 7@
tunnel" is a never-fai”ng me|0dy on the flute of pcm" p|ed Constitution of the U.S.S.R. There was no place oritefither

pipers. the Monarchy or Christianity. _ _
But the feeling that ordinary Britishers, and their sons a _ The Treaty then proceeded to the national Parliaménts o
daughters throughout the old Commonwealth, bear for tconstituent Members. In Britain, it passed through the él@is

Crown, is too strong to bear political argument in thekeiar COmmons without a ripple. In the House of Lords it waposed
place. by British Judge and constitutional expert Lord DenniAg.

The late Ross McWhirter was one who knew this welS€l€Ct Committee in that House reported, "The powéthen
Writing in an article on October 30, 1971, Mr. McWhirtar-u United Kingdom Parliament will be weakened by the Single

- ‘o fi : e European Act."
erringly put his finger on the most telling argument, pointing o . : :
that the Treaty of Rome contravened: This was, if anything, an understatement. The Treaty

(a) Section 4 of the Act of Settlement, 1700 whic,\tself was cited to "transform relations as a whole agribreir
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O let us pay the time but needfol woe,

Since it hath been beforehand with our griefs.
This England never did, nor never shall

Lie at the proud foot of a conqueror,

But when it first did help to wound itself. .



states into a European Union."
Lord Denning himself said the Act marked the coratf
"a new legal order in international law."

lance to her. In return for that allegiance, the Quesd a duty
to protect her subjects. It was for that reasorcthets were set
up to decide disputes. Are we to say today thatdBriubjects

"Parliamentary sovereignty has gone — it has bear€ t0 go, not to courts in England, but to attached Courts of

replaced by Community sovereignty,” he claimed.

A report inThe TimegOctober 9, 1986) under the

Justice in Luxembourg, where the procedure and prdaEss
already been condemned by the Court of Appeal in England?"
Nobody answered Lord Denning's potent question. But

heading "DENNING CRUSHED ON SOVEREIGNTY", reportecthe House of Lords rejected his amendments, and ssutitihe

Lord Denning as asking:

‘The question | seek to raise is, are the subjeckdeof

Act, which has since received Royal Assent.
Thus, it is not with the guns of Trafalgar blazingr with

Majesty the Queen to be compelled for their rights defences the heroic and indomitable spirit of Dunkirk and tattle of

to go over to courts manned by European judges topgeiaro-
cedures quite unknown to us?

Britain that "OIld England” is going down. It is through the
“rotten parchment bonds" and deceiving silence of dven

The Queen was, by the British Constitution, the sour "bought men" that Britain has helped “to wound éiérsind do

and fountain of justice. Judges and peers swore an caltbgpf

harm to its Queen.

BRITISH FARMERS UNDER FIRE

by Richard North
The following article is reprinted, with acknowlee@gent, from thdllustrated London NewsApril 1985.

British farmers have been producing more milk, beef and grain threeded, have damaged the landscape
in the process and been heavily subsidized while doing so. They now ri@meeh more uncertain future.

In 1984 Britain's farmers produced their biggestagr
harvest ever; 27 million tonnes. The British do nedt and cannot
sell half a tonne of grain each. Our milk producdrgve been con-
tributing mightily to the 2 million tonnes of milkhowder and
butter which the EEC has sitting in store.

The surpluses are a triumph of technology, but sasiter
for the taxpayer and the consumer who pays for thevnlk, beef
‘and grain farmers face a new official indifferenchey have each
been reaping something like Twenty thousand pouradgear in
public subsidy. They are going to get much lessfuture.

In the 1970s the Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheriesnd
Food (MAFF), the National Farmers Union, and the EEvere
persuading farmers to grow as much as they coulde Tpolicy
encouraged the use of expensive and polluting cheatsi in fields
cleared of hedges; nearly bankrupted the EEC, emaged en-
vironmental destruction; and irritated the Treasuyesperate to
staunch the flow of cash into farmers' pockets, thEC agreed to
impose quotas on milk production and is working olow to
slash grain subsidies. But how to avoid the agrtoudl depression
which might see bankruptcies and dereliction in theuntryside
on a scale already afflicting the US?

Paul Howell

Paul Howell, scion of a Norfolk family as well knawfor
politics (father Ralph is Conservative MP for Nortorfolk) as
for farming, (1,000 acres at Dereham), is a 34-y@4d Euro-MP
for Norfolk, and a member of the European Parlian'snagri-
culture committee. He once worked for the emergdiargaret
Thatcher as a speechwriter, but had no idea howcgssful she
would be, when Prime Minister, at halting inflatiodSuddenly,
the value of land stopped rising,” he mourns, areidghs. The
value of land is one of the keys to the presenswmiof confidence,
which assails Britain's farmers. It is now despeigthigh to those
who have not got it; but static which is bad newar fthose who
used it as security for huge borrowings.

Paul Howell is robust, large, handsome, smokes tooch
and runs around in a turbocharged black Renault.t goven to
bemoaning his fate, Howell — whose family runs andynic,
aggressive, go-getting farm, with high yields - potentially
one of the most vulnerable of farmers.

Although he has long argued that Britain's farmaveuld
have to learn how to survive real, rather than &ctially high,

Page 6

prices for their produce, they need big profits jusiipport their
interest payments.

He shows visitors a nearly new space-age milkimtpyoa
which is now derelict. "I was brought up on thisnfa Fed pigs
here as a boy. Now we have no animals at all, and | freedy @d
is a bit of a ghost farm without them. We came out of alsm
very late. The money was in grain, and we had tw/igere the
money was. And, in the 1970s, we had made a decision to
modernize and expand." The result is a farm in whichhall t
crops must be harvested by one of the three huge Debre
combines now resting quietly in their sheds. Oil-segok and
cereals are garnered by subsidized machinery wotimgn
especially low-tax farm diesel.

"I see some future in diversification," he says. "There
are some new crops, like lupins or leafless peas;am look at.
And, of course, the hard times ahead won't be uniform. The
man who owns his own land will be in clover, and so willdbg
and stick man, probably." He meant the primitiverier who has
hardly changed his ways since before the Secondd\Wiar; in-
deed the old fashioned farmer may turn out to the one bes
equipped for surviving into the 1990s because hensn-u
cumbered by heavy debt and high overheads.

The big question is: when prices for their cropk faill
farmers who owe a lot of money at the bank be able to réleice
amount of crops they produce, or will they go hell forHeat
for the last ounce of profit on their land, ploughump every last
corner? What price conservation then? "Some pesagleve'll be
ploughing, up to the white line in the middle oéttoad,” says
Howell. He knows that every hundredweight of fertilizer he
puts on the land easily pays for itself at the mdmeut he is
already easing back on pesticide sprays. He idydeagpertain of
what direction he can take as all the assumptibtiseomodern
farmers collapse around his ears.

Barry Wookey

Everybody who is anybody is looking at organic fagmin
Prince Charles took himself down to Barry Wookdstisn near
Marlborough in Wiltshire to see the doyen of "alternative"
farming at work.

Mr. Wookey's 1,600-acre farm supports a pretty manor
house and a Range Rover, and horses in the stable. "It bega
when | started to think about how the oil could not last for,ever
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and then | read Rachel Carsd8lient Springl knew in my heart eggs through the brothers' firm. Now the Smiths accamuéll

that the way we were farming was wrong." He grows hareaivh over a quarter of a million eggs a week.

(fairly uncommon in this country) for bread making, bises no "The definition of free-range which we stick to is tladt

chemicals or fertiliser. Instead, he has sheep anddowes, and the birds must have access to green grass within 1D pades of

rotates them with his cereal crops. the hen house during daylight hours," says Michael Srltirs
"My fields are profitable whether under cereals (means that 250 birds is the most a farmer could put @t

animals." Barry Wookey insists as he slashes aag sirstle with of ground. On poorer land it would be fewer. But Michaelt®m

his blade-ended stick. "'They would be even more so if Ithed believes that hens could be used in rotation with cropsjding

105 pound subsidy per acre that | could get if | was grgw fertilizer as well as eggs.

cereal for the wheat mountain." (His sort of wheaha$ sub- Demand for free-range eggs is increasing and they are

sidized.) proving more reliably profitable than battery produced eggs
Barry Wookey runs a tightly managed, profitable farm. Fever were. And, of course, they can be bought by people whc

lectures a good deal ("though | prefer example to preceptt]), . eschew the battery variety on animal welfare grouRds.once

at question times has heard every reason in the book abgut there was clear proof that the consumer did want a batter

his system cannot work, or why it cannot spread to otier {duct and would pay for it. It took a long time for farméos

mers. His own feeling is that if he can make a go ofién the believe it.

odds are against him, then others certainly could witht afb _

encouragement from officialdom. For years he battered Oliver Walston

government doors, suggesting that they take a look. khran Images of plenty and scarcity are clearly defined tm-Ca

they didn't want to know, until recently.” Now they ae¢her pridgeshire farmer Oliver Walston, whose father Lordisidga is

more perceptive. himself no mean farmer. The 3,000 acres, which Olivendaat

Sir Richard Butler Thriplow, near Royston, are in what he calls "the wsrlokst

Farmers are assiduous in presenting themselves as grain-growing lands”. There's not enough rain for good grass,
indispensable backbone of the nation, but they are thiso hence the corn and the absence of horn.
most efficient mendicants the taxpayer has to suppors. as Walston was so shocked by the famine in Ethiopia that he
though John Bull were a social security sponger. organized "Send a Tonne to Africa", which was hiertesget
Both roles are rehearsed by the National Farmers'nynithe farming community to disgorge one million poundsaite |
which has its headquarters in Knightsbridge. Th&ie 1984 for the starvation victims. _ _
Richard Butler, an Essex farmer and son of the RutA. He is a stubby 43-year-old, witRake's Progresprints
Butler, the great politician, is the president. Wysnan, he by David Dockney vying for attention in his office withe
is not renowned for flamboyant public performance. Bus trApple computer. "The consumer and taxpayer are fed up wit
year, during his presidential address at the NFU's amymigeral our producing stuff no one wants at prices no one can afford,"
meeting, he was seen brandishing a hammer. He had, hétsaid he says. 'We have been a protected species.” He fieegpts
farmers' tool" to remedy matters. that the farming community has been "rumbled"”, as heiputs
He had been government-bashing, accusing them of w What he wants to know, though, is how to respond?
negotiating at Brussels, where all the EEC farm sigrs try Should he increase his input of pesticide and fertilized hope
to cut everyone's spending but their own. In truth, hisiposi¢ to maximise profits that way? Or should he reduce inpuig, a
enormously complicated. There simply is no practical golichope to reduce his costs to the point where he makesprafie
which could be sold simultaneously to his farmers, thméas on each bushel of crop, though he gets fewer of them?
in the rest of Europe, and the taxpayer. Frankly, he does not know the answer, though he suspect:
"How are we to bring the cost of surpluses under ccthat the high-input route may be the right one. 3t#l,is a com-
trol?" he asks, freely admitting that "in this buildirtyere is a Pplicated fellow and keeps his ear to the ground. "l héaeesl
good deal of puzzlement. One suspects that his suggestion pwith a field of 65 acres. With Friends of the Earth arelNhnis-
not overflowing with brilliant ideas. The experience oflkn try, we are trying a system of very low inputs for fiyears,
quotas was not good, and will not work for grain, the negt tSimply becausenaybewe have to change. Farmers have had a
subject area. The American "put aside" programme,rigaleind laager mentality for too long. It's interesting to talith Friends
idle, seems wasteful. Price controls can hit thesaaoff dis- of the Earth: they may learn from me, and | may Ieaom

proportionately. them". _ _ _ _ _
One sad irony is that if the more organic low-inputesys

Michael Smith really settles in, Oliver Walston thinks it will requitess labour

Since he came out of the Army in 1981, Michael Smithan he now has. In 1946 the Walstons employed 80 people or
and his brother have built up a free-range egg system lomse 1,500 acres. In 1985 there are 14 people on 3,000ayt e
their 40 acres in Hampshire, but franchised to moes tR0 even fewer one day. That would be a blow for people wink thi
farmers who faithfully follow the Smith regime an@iovsell their  organic must be in all ways beautiful.

ONE ROYAL FUNCTION

The following article is taken from the British newslettdlOME" Oct.— Nov. 1986.

A considerable proportion of members of the Pressohn both ways, as they insist that royalty must move whih times,
the broadcast media seem to consider the Royal Famaysag behave like ordinary people, and on no account be 'stdistd-of
of free Aunt Sally; fair game for any kind of speculatides- So when a royal person does just that, the screantsooked
paraging or scandal-sniffing gossip, ridicule, patronisingers, or and offended complacence resound to the welkin.
even straight inventions and lies, since anything abloeint Princess Anne has been a particular target for thiso$ort
makes saleable '‘News'. treatment, because she has her own style in good-humourec
They rely upon the dignity of their victims to ensunatt astringency. Every now and then she hits back, to dhght
they will never be hit back, but at the same time waritave it of the many who admire her 'guts' and the hardihool wit
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which she carries out her royal duties as Presidetite Save royalty and the common people which almost alone axta a

the Children Fund. counter-balance against over-powerful government, and vidich
It seems that at an Associated Press banquet on 17 ‘reinforced by the fact that the royal family is, in Enportant

tember in a speech which struck a balance between husooue, sense, an ordinary family, selected for splendouriafigdence

commendation of the press, and criticism, she told thiearly by 'nature’ rather than as the agents of political power.

what she thought of the amount of unadulterated trivia, rbbbis

and gratuitous troublemaking’; likewise, also, 'the iskieeme of CROM AND PECPLE: LOVE AND LOYALTY

lrepeated stories, half-truths and lies” which appea'rétéimedia Not surprisingly, those whose idea of power is limited to
In response to a perfectly normal family occasion’ ertirother qercive control despise the relationship of love and tgyal
Andrew's wedding. ' . ' which exists between Crown and people, which accountthéo
To which we all say, ‘Bravo’. We couldn't have put |5rge extent to which the mobthink-control media acpals-
better ourselves; but if we did, the Press whichemssid bullies icity agents for every sort of subversion, scandaydrariminal
us would take not the slightest notice. But when a B8mGays yjglence and terrorism, the last of which would scgreist
what we all think, they have to. And that is one of thest \ithout their co-operation. When the non-power-wieldsisgct
valuable functions of royalty, that, while they are patt of the {4 thjs they get 'the silent treatment’, but wheyalty does it,

political or financial hierarchy which dominates the gleothey ihey get ‘the outrage and sneer treatment' such adoles out
have the status, wealth and influence which enabls® o be {5 princess Anne after her bit of truth telling....

heard when they say what the silent majority of ndrmecent,

peaceable citizenry know to be quite obviously true. There used to be journalists who considered themselves t
be the servants of the public, supplying them, to tls¢ dietheir
MEDIA: ESSENTIAL TOOL OF MONOPOLY ability, with an honest view of reality, but in reteyears such

This is in marked contrast to the republican idea of havipeople have mostly been silenced or thrust out of public cog
some partisan politician bumped up to supreme power wiglcnizance, since the opinion-formers have degraded tre afie
boss-hood as a national symbol or alternatively some ahscservice to persons, by substituting the idea of 'pubivdese as
government-nominee in the office of president. Such peaple controlling them for their own good'. There is a well-known
very much part of the power-monopoly, of which 'the meali@’ saying about the danger of 'a servant when he ruleth' Rbyal
an essential tool, but from which a hereditary roya#tyin- Family does indeed serve us without ruling us, and often rep
dependent. resents us far better than our so-called 'representatnes’

Hence that instinctive and traditional alliance betwee'represent' not us, but their party.

THE MURDEROUS PAPER SYSTEM

"The foundation of a colony in New South Wales journalist of the time commented: "It is the destructive, the
was the result of two revolutions: the industrial murderous paper system that is transferring the fruihef t

revolution in Britain and the revolt against British labour, and the people with it, from the distant parts of
rule in America." the countryside to the neighbourhood of the all

The above statement is certainly true. Both re\lggvou”ng Wen (city).

LUJ;SR)S/ hl.?%rg \\//v%rr)(/e 'Qggg}?gtpﬁgltﬁe% sthceor]:ggpnc:lnngg C%H:\fhe writer, Richard Shannon, is a 14-year-old grade 10 student |
the citi'es of England, a result of horrible poverty dieeeToowoombfa H'ghhSChogl' In the history ixa][n;{'anon paper fo(; the
; L7 Junior certificate the students were given the followingestant an
f‘h”a‘i ugeanuprf%?ent'rggﬁ dhL\J/\E/JaeS e)lf]%ees dSe((j)f QltlhrgmaAlfné?Ewere asked whether it was true or false, and why: -fétedation
Revolution Wgs gtheg decidina factor in Where to send 1of a colony in New South Wales was the result of two reiovist
criminals. if it were not for it gthey would have be@nsto the industrial revolution in England and the revolt againstsBritule

: O , in America."
Eng étrgte er:,?]g?]tcizlocné?rs o (I:?Stifa}g i?wfcﬁtjnsglrg':g 'll?rlljet gg?}glrerichard answered the question, but took it a step further, pointing o

. e . that the cause of the British revolution was rooted the
overcrowding of the cities, which eventually caused t.

crime problem, did not come about by natural causes introduction of paper money, which was to replace the gold coin.
The reason why the cities' numbers were swelled

lies in the Tithe system that originated in the Midd.. ATONEMENT

Ages. Up until 1836 the Tithe could be paid in whatev "Running through all history like the thread of Ariadne,

the payer produced, be it wool, grain, or whatever. In 18it is possible to trace a continuous policy which | cary ales-

the Commutation Acts were introduced, saying that icribe as a divorce between things themselves and theptiesc

Tithes were from that date onwards to be paid in tofthem.... At this very period at which we live, itpiobable that

newly introduced paper money. But the only catcls wone of the fundamental struggles which is taking place]

that one had to get a job to obtain the banknotes. one on which the future of civilisation depends perhapse

: - than on any other, is the attempt to obtain an atontme as
Thus, a mass exodus of job seekers began Into it has been pronounced, and at-one-ment, betweenyraalit

cities to find work in the new factories and mills iryhe gescription of it. It is the importance of thaeatpt which
order to earn the money. Others remained in tljystifies the work, which is being done by the Sociatd
country and poached to keep themselves alive. movement, which might be properly described as a moveiment

So, to make the statement complete, we wouhonesty in public life. It is elemental that no progriesgards a
have to add the revolution in the English countryside to tsane world is possible while its malaise is subject tsigtent
list of reasons for settlement in Australia. It is éttl misdirection.”

wonder that the paper money was despised by many. A -C.H. Douglas atNew Age Dinner, London, March 18,1933.
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