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DEDICATION

To th U s e many Americans who
are seeking a firmer factual foo t ing in the

[ mire of misinformation that covers the
1“ world today, this study is respectfully dedi‑

cated. “

I I I



T r u t h

“The sup reme freedom is the freedom of the
people to know the truth. For the pe aCe and pros‑
perity o f the world i t i s more impor tant for the pub‑
l ic to know the liberal truth than the reactionary
truth. Perhaps some day a l l of us wi l l be strong
enough to stand the real truth.”‐-Henry A. Wallace,
former vice‐president of the United States (New
York Times, Janliary 7, 1947).

Mr. \Vallace, perhaps unintentionally, has said something of great
importance in these words. If he really meant it when he said the
supreme freedom is the freedom of the peo le to know the truth, then
he must agree that it is vitally important or 411 porrible rider of the
truth to be presented to the people. To suppress one truth and let
the people know only the other t r u t h ‐Mr. Wallace admits i n the
words quoted above there are two truths, the liberal and the reactionary
‐-then, it must seem to every fair-minded person, the people will get
only a one-sided truth, and they will never acquire the strength, which
Mr. Wallace evidently considers most desirable, to know the real truth.

In the following pages, therefore, the reader will find some un‑
contestable truths which may prove to be vitally necessary to his under‑
standing of the real truth.



F o r e w o r d

Despite a l l the propaganda efforts made by the
protagonists of the Shibboleth of Democracy two
wor ld W a r s in a generation have le f t the wor ld not
better off , bu t worse. And the propagandists fo r
Democracy cannot change that fact, no matter what
they do.

They can place the blame where they wil l , almost
without opposition, because of their monopoly of the
public opinion manu f ac t u r i ng agencies. And by con‑
stant repetition they can have most of the people be‑

\»l ieving them.

But here, the author challenges the monopolists
of public opinion by examining unpublicized material
‐unpub1 ic i zed because this material reveals the
UNDER COVER FORCES FOR WAR.

February 1, 1947



ANONYMITY

“So y o u see, my dear Coningsby, the
world is governed by very different person‑
ages from what is imagined by those who are
not behind the scenes."‐Coningsby (page
233, Century Edition, 1903) by Benjamin
Disraeli, Ear l of Beaconsfield.

(F i rs t published in 1844)
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“One does not need to be endowed with an
abnormally vivid imagination in order to fore‑
see that f o r us to guarantee Germany’s Eastern
frontier w0uld be an act of sheer criminal lun‑
a c y. ” _ R . W. Walmsley, London Economist, 14th
Nov. 1931 ( p . 914).

Sir Walter Layton, M.A., C.B.E., Editor of
The Economist, commented on the letter above
as follows:

“ W e are apt to judge, when we look into the
East EurOpe settlement, that i ts terms are inequi‑
table and they ought not to be perpetuated even
if they could be.” (Page 899.)
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CHAPTER ONE

Br i t i sh -Amer i can  Rapprochemen t
“Time may dispel m a n y pleasing illusions and

destroy m a n y noble dreams but it w i l l never shake
my belief that the wound caused by the wholly un‑
looked f o r and undesired separation of the Mother
f rom her child is not to bleed forever. Le t men say
what they wi l l , therefore I say, that surely as the
sun in the heavens once shown u p o n Britain and
America united, so surely is it one morn ing to rise,
shine upon , and greet aga in the united states, the
Brit ish American Un ion . ” ‐Andrew Carnegie.

W i t h this thought Andrew Carnegie closed the 1893
edition o f his book “Tr i umphan t Democracy.” S ign ifi ‑
cant ly, y o u w i l l look in vain f o r these concluding words
in later editions which omit entirely the last chapter, “The
Re-union of Bri ta in and America.”

Force had not succeeded in br ing ing about the r e ‑
union -of the mother wi th her child, so ardent ly looked
forward to by Carnegie. Tw o mi l i t a r y adventures on the
Western shore of the Atlantic by Britain had ended in
failure.

D u r i n g the Civil Wa r :
“England and America were brought to the verge

of w a r by the affair ‘Trent ’ and later by the build‑
i ng of Confederate vessels in Engl ish yards.”1

And then, with the assassination of President Lin‑
coln,2 the British policy towards America changed to
one of friendliness. It would not be difficult to find au‑
thoritative evidence tha t the reconciliation was actual ly
between American banking institutions and the b a n k i n g
interests in England, rather than between the peoples
of the tWo countries. Hilaire Belloc in MONARCHY, A

1. American Political H is to ry, Viola Conklin, page 402.
2. See Appendix I .



STUDY OF LOUIS X I V, w r i t i n g of the influence of the
money power, states in the preface:

“Those who omit i t ‐ o m i t the one t h i n g salient,
the one t h i n g omission of which renders their j udg ‑
ment worthless.”
At the tu rn of the century the policy of reconcilia‑

t ion had so f a r advanced that Professor Dicey recom‑
mended the establishment of a common citizenship.3 The
Anglo-Amer ican League, a society formed in London in
the summer of 1898 consisting of representative individ‑
uals chosen f rom al l grades of social, political, civil, and
commercial l i fe, adopted the fol lowing resolutions:

“Considering that the people of the British Em ‑
pi re and of the United States of America are closely
allied in blood, inherit the same principles of self‑
government, recognize the same ideals of freedom
and humanity in the guidance of their national pol‑
i c y, and are drawn together by strong common in‑
terests in many parts of the world, this meet ing is
of the opinion that every effort shOuld be made, in
the interests of civilization and peace to secure the
most cordial and constant co-operation between the
two nations.”
That p r o g r a m of “cordial and constant co-operation

between the two nations” brought not peace but the most
destructive wars of the modern era.

The astute British diplomatists had appraised the
g row ing st rength of English-speaking America and sought
by every means to involve their former colony, now g r o w n
strong, in an imperialist policy so that in times of crisis
British and American interests would be So intertwined
as to be one.

Of Theodore Roosevelt, who had become President
when McKinley died by an assassin’s bullet, William
Morton Fullerton, correspondent of The Times (London),
writes:

3. The Contemporary Review Advertiser, Ap r i l , 1897, page 212.
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“H is coming was the arrival of the magic ian
who made America to loom over the top of the sea,
and fina l l y t o become visible f rom Madrid, Paris, Ber‑
l i n and London, and even f rom China and from the ,
islands of the Pacific.”1
Theodore Roosevelt’s arbitration of the Morocco dis‑

piute between the g rea t powers of Europe was a step on
the w a y to part icipation in European affairs which Fuller‑
ton describes as:

N
0 . often the blind but consecutive effort to

shatter German hegemony, and to establish equili‑
brium amo n g the Great Powers . ”
The scholarly John R. Dos Passos, a New York attor‑

ney f o r commercial interests of his day, writes g lowing ly
of the unification of the English-speaking people:

“When the sun disappeared on the last day of
the Nineteenth Century it l e f t in the horizon vivid
pictures Of two unexpected and incomplete events
Whose influence wi l l penetrate fa r into the realm of
future history and throw l i gh t u pon the great rec ‑
ords which wi l l be made in this new century. In
one picture, the United States of America was seen
fight ing in the Philippines for the possession of a land
which she claimed by double title of c0nquest and
purchase. In the other, the British Empire was bat‑
t l ing w i t h the Boers: sending her armies o ve r the seas
into Africa, to answer the defiant and goading chal‑
lenge of that people.

“Neither the acquisition by the United States of
new territories, conquered or purchased, from a
weaker powe r, n o r the subjugation of the Boers by
England and the enforcement of absolute sover‑
eignty upon their republics are, p e r se, events of su‑
preme importance to the outside world.

“The continental powers view wi th comparative
complacency the relinqiuishment of the sovereignty

1. Problems of Power, page 24, 2 page 25.
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of Spain over the Philippines, Cuba, and Puerto
Rico; and while the subjugation of the Boers, and
the metamorphosis of their republ ics into the colonies
of the British Empire, awakens keener interest and
criticism, these acts will, nevertheless, pass unchal‑
lenged, and eventually be acquiesced in.”1

“Bu t the deep significance of these two his‑
toric incidents is, that they have brought the English~
American peoples into such striking prominence that
their present and future relations to each other and
the aim and scope of their ambition, separately or
combined, must become an absorbing topic of inter‑
national thought and discussion.” (Pages 1-2.)

(The Ang lo ‐Saxon Century. )

Dos Passes continues on Page 49:
“The existing feeling among the people ca l l ing

for a near and closer relationship of the Engl ish ‑
spcaking race is the recognition of this evolution.

“The belief that steps should be taken to put
this feel ing into some pract ical and tangible shape
does not emanate f rom one country, but i t comes f r om
both. It springs not from official or diplomatic
sources; it is the spontaneous utterance of the peo ‑
ple of both countries.

“The peculiar, isolated fact which brought this
question to l ight , and to the attention of the two
nations, was the Spanish-America Wa r. The mo r a l
support which England gave to America in that strug‑
gle caused it to develop, and brought about its further
propagation. England’s position in that war was
not manifested in any official or recognized diplo‑
matic manner, but, by some language, intimation, or
action known and understood in the courts of Eu‑
rope , the continental powers were made to under‑

1. Jean Carrere, correspondent of Le Temps, writes, “Capta in
G., an Eng l i sh officer‘ told h im at Bloemfontein: ‘ I t is, however, in
order to give gold to some financiers, at present one knOWS not where
sheltered, that the soldiers of Great Britain have come he re ! " See
Appendices I I , I I I .
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stand tha t she would permit no interference with the
United States in the conduct of the war. ”
This wor thy scholar relied on surface indications to

reveal the shape of passing events. He did not observe
tha t the surface, aside f rom revealing the shape of things,
also conceals the contents. More alert observers have
gone beneath surface observations to give us this more
complete understanding of realities:

“A word here as to the British ro le in o u r ac‑
quisi t ion of the Philippines is necessary to get a round‑
ed picture of what Bemis (au thor of Diplomatic His‑
tory of the U. S.) calls ‘The Greatest Mistake In the
History of American Dip lomacy. ’

“ The British were very much worried that Ger‑
many would take over the Phi l ippine Islands. As
Germany was becoming a stronger r ival of Bri tain
in a l l parts of the world, this was the last t h i ng the
British wanted to happen.

“Furthermore, the British wanted the United
States to take a physical place in the F a r East where
it m i g h t support British policy to keep China open
to Western trade, which was predominantly British
trade. If the British could manoeuver us into not
only an increasing trade stake bu t actual terr i tory in
the Fa r East, it would be much easier f o r Britain to
obtain American co-operation in helping Britain p re ‑
serve her F a r Eastern stake, which was becoming
more and more menaced by Germany and o thers . ” ‑
( W H Y MEDDLE IN THE ORIENT, Boake Carter and
Thomas Hea ly, p. 61.)
What has been the result?

“. . . whi le American men f o u g h t the Japanese,
Imperial ism marched on behind. Imperial ism raised
the Brit ish fl a g on Guadalcanal, after o u r men took
i t ; Imperialism raised the British fl a g at Ta r a w a ‑
after our men took i t ; Imperial iSm raised the Dutch
fl a g at New Hol landia ‐after our men took i t . Im ‑
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perialism waits, frOm Hong Kong to Singapore, to
raise its empire-flags‐and We at home are told to
scrap synthetic rubber p lants. ” ‐ (AMERICA
WH ICH WAY? p. 35, John Hvowland Snow.)

In addition to the “Vivid pictures of two unexpected
and incompleted events” of which Mr. Dos Passos
writes “when the sun disappeared on the last day of the
Nineteenth Century, ” the figures of two famous empire
builders, Cecil Rhodes and Andrew Carnegie, silhouetted
boldly on the sky-line, cast their shadOWS across the years
to the present time.

Cecil Rhodes, in the first of his several wills, had
already visualized a society, which he was later to finance,
known as the Rhodes Scholarship Fund. I t s purpose was
to imbue talented young Americans, fitted fo r leadership,
with ambition to devote their efforts in the fulfil lment of
Rhodes’ dream of a British-American Union.

The first draf t of Rhodes’ wi l l directed that a secret
society should be endowed with the fo l lowing objects:

“The extension of British rule th roughou t the
world . . . the colonization by British subjects of al l
land Where the means of livelihood are attainable by
ene rgy, labor and enterprise, and especially the oc‑
cupation by British settlers of the entire continent of
Africa, the Ho l y Land, the Valley of the Euphrates,
the islands of Cyprus and Candia, the whole of South
America, the islands of the Pacific not heretofore
possessed by Great Britain, the Whole of the Malay
Archipelago, the seaboard of China and Japan,
the ult imate recoveryof the United States of America
a s a n i n t e g r a l p a r t o f the Brit ish Emp i r e . . . ( I t a l i c s
o u r s ‐E d . ) 1

“Fantastic dream? Fantastic as the design ap ‑
pears it already has been largely fulfil led. The H o l y
Land, the Val ley of the Euphrates, al l of the islands
of the Pacific south of the equator, Candia and Cyp ‑

1. Cecil Rhodes, page 50, Basil Williams.
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rus and most of the continent of Africa are now un‑
der British control. It is no fantastic dream. Start‑
l i n g progress has been made towards Angl ic iz ing
American colleges, school textbooks, the lecture plat‑
form, the pulpit, the press and other channels of pub ‑
l ic educat ion.” ‐ ‐ (The Poisoned Loving Cup, p p . 112‑
113, Charles Grant Mi l ler.)
The campaign to “rope in America” was in fu l l

swing at the turn of the century. Backed by the gigantic
private fortunes of two men ‐ t he one, a patriotic English‑
man who sought the recovery of the United States of
America as an integral pa r t of the British Empire; the
other, an American of Scottish birth who remained a Brit‑
ish patr iot at heart , and longed for the day to greet again
the united states, the British-American Union‐funds are
never l a ck i ng to beguile the American people into wil l‑
ing ly serving the needs of the Empire with their blood
and their fortunes. A recent traveler to England, whose
identity must remain unknown, found that America is sti l l
regarded in London as the best colony.



CHAPTER TWO

Br i t i sh -Ge rman Cleavage
“ I l est dans mon systeme d’affaibler la Prusse;

je veux qu’elle ne soit puissance dans le balance po ‑
l ique de l’Europe.”*‐Napoleon at Tilsit in conversa‑
tion with Tsar Alexander and the K i ng of Prussia.
Dur ing the years before the outbreak of the First

Wor ld War in 1914, Britain allowed it to appear that i t
was her support France and Russia sought for war against
Germany. Actually, her diplomatists, with characteris‑
tic shrewdness, were using France and Russia in Britain’s
traditional Continental Balance of Power Pol icy.

Colonel E. M. House, President Wilson’s roving diplo‑
mat, sent a dispatch to the President dated May 29, 1914:

“Whenever England consents, France and Rus‑
sia wi l l close i n on Germany and Aus t r i a . ” ‐ ( I n t ima t e
Papers of Colonel House, Vol. I, p. 249.)
Russia was evidently fearful tha t consent m igh t not

be given. Benckendorff, Russian ambassador in London,
in a communication to Sazanov, Russian Foreign Minis‑
ter, wrote:

M . . . It is impossible f o r the Anglo-Russian en‑
tente to be maintained if the estrangement between
Britain and Germany ceases . . .”
He was alarmed at the increasing proofs of Ger‑

many’s efforts to dissipate that estrangement:

“. . . If the entent were confined to certain ques‑
tions, England wi l l see herself forced to consider Ger‑
man wishes relating to concessions and the partition
of spheres of influence‐this will, step by step, annul
our entente and the Anglo-German understanding

‘ I t is part of my system to weaken Prussia; I mean she shall no
longer be a power in the pol i t ical balance of Europe.” (Quarante-Cinq
Annees de Ma Vie: 1770-1815, by Princess Radziwil l .)
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wi l l then assume a general character, for such a
combination possesses a very fascinating feature for
England: the possibility of l imi t ing her armaments.”l
In a confidential report on Feb. 27, 1914, the Rus‑

sian Ambassador at Ber l in wrote to the Russian Fore ign
Minister as follows:

“Accord ing to wholly confidential reports reach‑
i n g me the growing mi l i tary s t r e n g t h of Russia is
causing even more serious anxiety at Berlin . . . No
wonder that in view of such considerations, the Ger‑
mans are straining every nerve to be ready f o r w a r
wi th us . . . It is my conviction that between the lines
printed about Russo-German relations in German
newspapers of late one m a y a lways read fear of Rus‑
sia. In conclusion, let me express hope that they are
not in e r ro r about this at Berl in.”*
I n his book, N AT I O N A L DEFENSE, K i r b y P a g e

writes on Page 77:
“ T h e Germans were afraid of ‘encirclement,’

fearfu l of French revenge and jealousy, alarmed
over Pan-Slavism, apprehensive that the British fleet
m i g h t block the w a y to the world’s resources and a
place in the sun.

(I . ‘We must make greater exertions than
other Powers,’ exclaimed Bismarck, ‘on account of
ou r geographical position. We l ie in the middle of
Europe; we c a n be attacked on a l l sides. God has
p u t us in a situation in which o u r neighbors do not
allow us to f a l l into indolence or apathy. The pike
in the European fish p o n d prevent us f rom becoming
carp. ’ -‐(BISMARCK, J. W. Headlem, p. 444.)

“ ‘The Germany army,’ said L loyd George in a
famous address delivered only a few months before
w a r broke out, “ i s vital not merely to the existence
of the German Empire b u t to the very l i fe and inde‑
pendence of the nation itself, surrounded as G e r m a n y

1. The Secret H is to ry of a Great Betrayal , E. D. M o r e ] . Page 23.
*Entente Diplomacy and The World, B. de Siebert, page 711.
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is by other nations each of which possesses arms
about as powerful as her O W n . . . She has therefore
become alarmed by recent events, and is spending
huge sums of money on the expansiOn of her mi l i ta ry
resources.’‐(Daily Chronicle, Jan. 1, 1914.)

“ O n an earlier occasion, in Queen’s Hal l , Ju ly
28, 1908, L loyd George said: ‘Look at the position of
Germany. He r a r m y is to her what our n a v y is to
u s ‐h e r sole defense against invasion. . . . Here is Ger‑
m a n y in the middle of Europe with France and R118‘
sia on either side and wi th a combination of armies
greater than hers . . . Don’t forget that when you
wonder why Germany is fr ightened at alliances and
understandings.’ ”

K i rby Page writes further on page 79:
“ ‘This Teuton block in the middle of Europe,’

said the British Major-General Malcolm, ‘thrust in
between Latin and Slav, presents a horrible prob‑
lem . . . the position of the Teuton has been that he
must always be ready to fi g h t f o r his life. He must
either make himself secure or be obliterated. The
result has been to produce a vigorous, aggresive and
sometimes unscrupulous race.’ ‐ ( INFORMATION
ON THE REDUCTION OF ARMAMENTS, p. 11; J.
W. Wheeler-Bennett.)

‘The use of uncivilized troops by France was a
source of terror to many Germans. In 1913 Von
Wrochem wrote: ‘France’s colored troops should
especially not be underestimated; these black beasts
fi g h t like Wild things and if once they overflowed
our land there would b e terrible d a y s . ’ ‐ ( T H E NEU‑
R‘OSIS OF THE NATIONS, p. 138, C. E. Playne.)”

The Germans experienced the terrors of black occu~
pation troops after the last war. Now rendered defense‑
less, they are again experiencing a f a r worse ordeal at
the hands of their democratic liberators. Senator James O.
Eastland said in the Senate, June 29, 1945 (Congressional

10



Record, Vol . 91, No. 130, p. 7104 . ) :

“I was informed by generals and h i gh rank ing
Government officials . . . that in the ci ty of Stutt‑
gar t , when the French a rm y moved in, several thou~
sand Christian German gir ls f rom good families
were rounded up and placed in the subway, and for
f ou r or five days they were kep t there and crimi‑
nal ly assaulted by Senegalese soldiers f rom Africa.
It was one of the most horrible occurences of modern
times.”

Ear ly in 1914 Britain’s secret relations with the En‑
tente were st i l l a matter of uncertainty to the other two
members, Russia and France. The Russian Ambassador
in Berlin, report ing to Sazonov, February 13, 1914, re ‑
marks that Camb-on (French Ambassador in Berlin) is
very much worried by the constant rumor of an improve‑
ment in Anglo-German relations, since he agrees tha t
there is a possibility of rapprochement between these two
countries in the future. On the occasion of Ti rp i tz (head
of German Admira l ty ) mak ing a speech in the Reichstag
vir tual ly recognizing Bri t ish naval super ior i ty, Sazonov
wired to Beckendorff (RussianAmbassador in London)
about this a la rm ing symptOm and his uneasineS's at the ef‑
f o r t of German diplomacy to b r i ng about a rapprochement
wi th Eng land . He wanted to know in wha t degree machi‑
nations of tha t sort m i g h t find a favorable soil in London.
‐ d e Siebert Collection No. 770, as outlined by E. D.
M o r e ] in SECRET HISTORY OF A GREAT BETRAYAL,
page 34.)

There were groups in England strongly opposed to a
rapprochement with Germany. As early as 1897 the Sat‑
urday Review on September 11 wrote an explosive article
which included these sentences:

“ I f Germany were extinguished tomorrow, the
day af ter tomorrow there is not an Englishman in the
world who would not be the richer . . .Gc rman ia dc‑
lenda est.”

11



Edwin D. Schoonmaker in DEMOCRACY AND
WORLD DOMINION, writes on page 69 in rega rd to this
pre-ward period:

“Interesting as all this is in its bearing upon the
dire calamity which was soon to engulf the world, the
fol lowing bi t of conversatiou between a distinguished
diplomat, Mr. Henry White, and Mr. Balfour, affords
a peculiar insight into the recesses of British foreign
policy during this critical period. No one whose
reading has covered this interesting period wi l l fa i l
to note that the expressions of this British statesman
are typical of similar remarks which crop out of Brit‑
ish political literature during this whole period. To
get the ful l force of this remarkable conversation, it
should be remembered that it took place upon the
eve of the second Hague Conference fo r the limita‑
tion of armament and that M r. White, then in Brus‑
sels, had been asked by President Theodore Roosevelt
to go to London to see Mr. Balfour and secure his co‑
operation in making the coming conference a suc‑
cess. If the reader is amazed by the glimpse into the
governing mind of Great Britain, he wil l note that Mr.
White was no less amazed.

“Balfour (somewhat l ight ly) : ‘We are probably
fools not to find a reason for declaring war on Ger‑
many before she builds to° many ships and takes
away our trade.’

“White: ‘You are a very h igh minded man in
private life. How can you pOSsibly contemplate any‑
th ing so politically immoral as provoking a war
against a harmless natiOn which has as good a r igh t
to a navy as you have? If you wish to compete with
German trade, work harder.’ ,

“Balfour: ‘That would mean lowering our stand‑
ard of l iving. Perhaps it would be simpler for us
to have a war.’

“White: ‘1amshocked that you of all men should
12



ennunciate such principles.’
“Balfour (again l ight ly) : ‘Is it a question of r igh t

or wrong? Maybe it is just a question of keeping our
supremacy.’ ” ‐F r om HENRY WHITE, THIRTY
YEARS OF AMERICAN DIPLOMACY, by Allan Ne‑
vins, pp . 257-8.)

Of the years of diplomatic intrigue which led up to
1914, E. D. Morel, former Member of Parliament wrote:

“ ‘British policy’ was the policy not of Britain,
but of the handful of liberal cabinet ministers who,
with their accomplices in the world of foreign office
and embassy officialdom, journalism and finance,
were running the country onto the rocks . ” ‐ (Sec re t
History of a Great Betrayal.)

T. St. John Gaffney, American Consul General at
Munich at the outbreak of war in 1914, writes:

“For twenty years previous to the war I had been
an annual visitor to England, where I had also a large
acquaintance with all classes of the people. I was
both astonished and amused at the growth of hos‑
t i l i ty to Germany, and my English friends did not hesi‑
tate to declare to me with perfect frankness and cus‑
tomary English bumptuousness that it was necessary
to destroy Germany or England would lose her com‑
mercial predominanCe in the world’s market. The
question with them was purely one of trade suprem‑
acy and with English arrogance they spoke as if they
required no allies to accomplish their purpose. I used
to laugh at their fears and their boasts and assured
them that 110 spirit of hostility outside trade r ival ry
prevailed in Germany, but my views were not taken
seriously and they one and all declared that in the
interest of British trade Germany must be destroyed.
Little did I dream at that time of the conspiracy that
England had woven to mobilize the world against the
Germanic people and how she would succeed in us‑
i ng the blood and treasure of other nations to accom‑

18



plish her criminal ambition.”‐-BREAKING THE
SILENCE (p. 11 ) .
Russian Foreign Minister Sazanov need have had no

fears of a rapprochement between England and Germany
ear ly in 1914.

It was not to be.

14



CHAPTER THREE

Rop i n g In; Amer ica ‐1917
“A f t e r the w a r broke out, the American press,

under the tute lage of the English, and its financial
and pol i t ical employers attained the nadir of degra‑
dation and in succumbing ut ter ly to the wild excesses
o f the war-mania, became openly c r i m i n a l . ” ‐ ( T. St.
John Gaffney, in BREAKING THE SILENCE, p. 5.)
British propaganda, never absent among influential,

public-opinion f o rm i ng Americans in times of peace, goes
to w a r f o r the Empire in 1914. K i rby Page writes of this
in NATIONAL DEFENSE (page 126 ) :

“A year after success had crowned the Allied
efforts to induce the United States to enter the wa r,
Sir Gilbert Parker in a notable article in Harper ’s
Magazine, March 1918, shed l i gh t on the British tech‑
nique: ‘Practically since the day wa r broke out be‑
tween England and the Central Powers I became re‑
sponsible fo r American publ ic i ty. I need hardly say
that the scope of my department was very extensive
and its activity widely r a n g e d . . . I aim frequently
a r r anged fo r important public men in England to act
fo r us by interviews in American newspapers; and
amo n g these distinguished people were M r. L loyd
George, Viscount Grey, M r. Balfour, M r . Bonar Law,
the Archbishop of Canterbury, Sir Edward Carson,
Lord Robert Cecil M r. Walter Runciman, the Lord
Chancellor, M r . Austen Chamberlain, Lord Cromer,
Wi l l Cooks, Lord Curzon, Lord Gladstone, Lord Ha l ‑
dane, M r . Henry James, M r. John Redmond, M r. Self‑
r idge, M r . Zangwi l l , Mrs. Humphrey Ward and fu l l y
a hundred others.

“ Amo n g other things, we supplied three hundred
and sixty newspapers in the smaller States of the
United States with an Engl ish newspaper, which gave
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a weekly review and comment of the affairs of the
wa r. We established connection with the man in the
street through cinema pictures of the A rmy and Navy,
as well as through interviews, articles, pamphlets,
etc. . . . We advised and stimulated many people to
write articles; we utilized the services and the assist‑
ance of confidential friends . . . Besides an immense
private correspondence with individuals, we had our
documents and literature sent to g rea t numbers of
private libraries, Y. M. C. A. societies, universities,
colleges, historical societies and newspapers.’ ”

The Central Powers had not been so easy to vanquish.
as the Entente had supposed. The bar rage of Engl ish
propaganda had, as yet, not brought the United States
into the war. Aga in quoting K i rby Page in NATIONAL
DEFENSE (p . 1 35 ) :

“ I f the Allies had been sure that they could not
count upon the eventual support of America, they
would in a l l probability have been compelled to enter
into peace negotiations by the end of 1916 or early
1917.”
This supports Churchill’s statement in August, 1936,

to William Griffin, editor and publisher of the New York
Enquirer, that:

“America should have minded her own business
and stayed out of the World War. I f y o u hadn’t
entered the wa r the Allies would have made peace
wi th Germany in the Spr ing of 1917. Had we made
peace then there would have been no collapse in
Russia followed by Communism, no breakdown in
I t a l y followed by Fascism, and Germ-any would not
have signed the Versailles Treaty, which has en‑
throned Nazism in Germany. I f America had stayed
out of the war, a l l of these ‘isms’ wouldn’t today be
sweeping the continent of Europe and. breaking down
parliamentary government, and if England had made
peace ear ly in 1917, it would have saved over one
million British, French, American and other lives.”
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Returning aga in to Kirby- Page in National Defense:

“John Mayna r d Keynes says that the inner g r oup
at the British Treasury anxiously realized ‘how en‑
t i re ly helpless the task: would soon have become with‑
out the assistance of the United States Treasury. ’

”Boner Law, Chancellor of the British Exche‑
quer, said on July 24, 1917, ‘ I t is an open secret that
we had spent so freely of our resources that those
available in America had become nearly exhausted
when our g r ea t A l l y entered the struggle. ’ ”

Gar-ct Garret, mo re recently author of an excellent
bu t not v e r y widely known commentary on the twentieth
century American revolution, THE REVOLUTION WAS ,
wrote in THE BUBBLE THAT BROKE THE WORLD
(p . 126) :

“ I n the Spr ing of 1917 the star o f Germani ty
was overcoming. ‘ I t cannot be said,’ wrote General
Pershing in his final report , ‘that German hOpes of
a fina l v ic to ry were extravagant, either as viewed
at tha t t ime or as viewed in the l i g h t o f h i s to ry. F i ‑
nancial problems of the Allies were difficult, sup-‑
plies were becoming exhausted and their armies had
suffered tremendous losses. Discouragement existed
not only am o n g the civil populat ion bu t throughout
the armies as well.’ ”’

However “hitherto unsuspectedly power fu l forces”
already had been secretly“ set in operation.

I t i s t ime ly to state here, that when a n y group or ‑
ganizes to make its influence fe l t in either domestic af ‑
fairs, international affairs, or both, the results of its po l i ‑
cies, and of its actions, are subject to historical analysis
and criticism . The g r ow t h of the Jewish influence in
America is beyond the scope o f this inqu i r y. We are con‑
cerned, however, w i th the influence of ORGANIZED
WORLD JEWRY on the participation of the United States
in the great wars of this century.
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Woodrow Wilson was President during the partici‑
pation of the United States in the First Wa r Between The
Nations. Influences br ing ing about his election are wor thy
of  examinat ion.

Jennings C. Vlfise in his book, WOODROW WILSON,
DISCIPLE OF REVOLUTION, writes:

I.

“Marburg noted the headway Wilson was mak‑
i n g and fe l t that he was wel l on his w a y to capture
him fo r the Internationalists. Apparent ly he agreed
wi th his friend, Bab'bbi Stephen8. Wise, that if there
was to be a Democratic President, Wilson would be
preferable to Bryan. Nor was the wise Rabbi the
only member of his race who believed this. The u p ‑
shot was that, thoroughly alive to the value of the
Jewish vote, Wilson agreed to speak in Carnegie Ha l l
on the subject of the Russian treaty and the passport
question. This speech was one of the most idealistic
he ever made. The Jews were greatly pleased. With‑
in a few days Henry Morgenthau and Abram L. Elkus,
both prominent representatives of their race, ten‑
dered to McCombs their support of Wilson, wi th
whom i t was a r ranged that Morgen thau should serve
as Chairman of Wilson’s campaign committee.1 It
was directly understood among the three that Mc‑
Combs would u r g e Morgenthau’s appointment as Sec‑
retary of the Treasury and the appointment of Elkus
to an important ambassadorial post. (Later, after
he had availed himself of M-orgenthau’s services,
Wilson repudiated this agreement; Morgenthau and
Elkus were compelled to divide a four-year ambas‑
sadorship' to Turkey.)

“Bernard Baruch also n o w came out strongly fo r
Wilson. Wi th no experience in ‘b ig business,’ thus
insidiously, gradual ly, surely, Wilson was being ob‑
l i ga ted to Jewish financiers, while being committed
unknown to McCombs, to the prog ram of the Inter“
nationalists.” (Pages 93-94.)

T h i s m i g h t b e termed the First M o r g e n t h a u Plan.
18



Such were the “hitherto unsuspectedly powerful
forces” which were set in operat ion in 1916 , Le t us quote
direct ly f r om the source, a pamphlet publ ished by Sam‑
uel Landman, Secretary to the Joint Zionist Council of the
United Kingdom in 1912, Joint Ed i to r o f the Zionist in
1913‐14 and author of pamphlets on History of Zionism
and Sionisrn, I t s Organizat ion and Institutions.

In M r . Landman’s pamphlet, GREAT BRITAIN, THE
JEWS AND PALESTINE, published in 1936 by the New
Zionist Publications, the f o l l ow i n g appears on pages 4
and 5?"

“ D u r i n g the critical days of 1916 and of the im ‑
pending defection of Russia, J ew r y, as a Whole, was
against the Czarist reg ime and had hopes that Ger‐‑
ma n y, if victorious, would in certain circumstances
give them Palestine. Several attempts to b r i n g
America into the w a r on the side of the Allies by in ‑
fluenc ing Jewish opinion had failed. M r . James A.
Malcolm, who was already aware of German pre‑
w a r efforts to secure a foothold in Palestine th rough
the Zionist Jews and of the abortive AnglomFrench
demarches at Wash ing ton and N ew Yo r k ; and knew
that Woodrow Wilson, f o r good and sufficient rea‑
sons, a lways attached the greatest importance to the
advice of a ve ry prominent Zionist ( M r , Justice Bran~
dies of the U. S. Supreme Cou r t ) ; and was in close
touch wi th M r . Greenberg, Editor of the Jewish
Chronicle (London) ; and knew that several impor ‑
tant Zionist leaders had al ready grav i ta ted to Lon‑
don. f r om the Continent on the g u t o ioe awa i t i n g
events; and appreciated and realized the depth and
strength of Jewish National aspirations; spontan
neously took the initiative, to convince first of a l l
Sir Ma r k Sykes, Under Secretary of the 1War Cabifi
net, and. afterwards Monsier Picot, of the French
Embassy in London, and Monsieur Gour of the Quai
d’Orsay (Eastern Section), tha t the best and per~

*Also see Jewish Chronicle, December 20, 1935, F e b r u a r y 7, and
M a y 8 , 1936; and Wor ld J ew r y, Feb rua r y 22 and March 1 , 19:35.
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haps the only way (which proved so to be) to in ‑
duce the American President to come into the Wa r
was to secure the copperation of Zionist Jews by
promising them Palentine, and thus enlist and mobil‑
ize the h i t he r t o unsuspected ly p o w e r f u l forces ( i t a l ‑
ics curses‐Ed.) of the Zionist Jews in America and
elsewhere in favor of the Allies on a q u i d p r o quo
contract basis. Thus, as wi l l be seen, the Zionists,
having carried out their part, and greatly helped to
b r i ng America in, the Balfour Declaration of 1917 was
but the public confirmation of the necessarily secret
gentlemen’s agreement of 1916 made with the previous
knowledge, acquiesence and/or approval of the Arabs
and of the British, American, French and other A1‑
lied Governments, and not merely a voluntary altruis‑
t ic and romantic gesture on the part of Great Br i t ‑
ain as certain people either th rough pardonable i g ‑
norance or unpardonable i l l -wi l l would represent or
rather misrepresent . . . .

“ A n interesting account of the negotiations car‑
r ied on in London and Paris and "subsequent devel‑
opments, has already appeared in the Jewish press
and need not be repeated here in detail, except to
recall that immediately after the ‘gentlemen’s’ agree‑
ment between Sir Mark Sykes authorized. by the
Wa r Cabinet and the Zionist leaders, cable facili‑
ties th rough the War Office, the Fore ign Office and
the British Embassies, Legations, etc., were given to
the latter to communicate the g l ad t id ings to their
friends and organizat ions in. America and elsewhere,
and the change in official and public opinion as re ‑
flected in the American press in favour of joining the
Allies in the War, was gra t i fy ing as i t was surpris‑
ingly rap id . ”

Apparently this agreement was timed to swing in‑
fluential support over to Wilson in the election of 1916.
Jennings C. Wise writes in his book:

“Another new source of support in 1916 was the
sudden and tremendous enthusiasm displayed by Zion‑
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is Jewry f o r Woodrow Wilson. About this there is pe r ‑
haps a l i t t le mystery. Referr ing to a pamphlet pub‑
lished in 1936 by Samuel Landman, Solicitor and Score-‑
t a r y of the Zionist organizat ion du r i ng the War, which
purports to make quite clear the switch in Jewish sup‑
port f rom the German to the All ied cause: the ini t ia l
bias was not simply anti-Russian but pro-German. The
reason was that the. Zionists had expected to ‘cl-ose a
deal’ with Germany, f o r the later possession of Pales‑
tine, which they subsequently effected with the Allies.

“Jewish influence had much to do with Wilson’s
ini t ial anti-Entente bias. Later, it influenced him in the
opposite direction. The Jewish backing. he enjoyed in
1916 constitutes strong circumstantial evidence that
Wilson had subscribed, at least tentat ive ly, to the Br i t ‑
ish deal w i th the Zionists. . . .” (page 458.)

To return to the Landman pamphlet, this wri ter says
further:

“ . , the fact that i t was Jewish help that brought
the U. S. A. into the Wa r on the side of the Allies,
has rankled ever since in German ‐especia l ly N a z i ‐ ‑
minds and has contributed in no small measure to the
prominence which anti-semitism occupies in the Naz i
p rog ram. ”

Jennings Wise adds in a footnote on page 524:
H . the Zionist-Ally deal which ma y have in‑

fluenced Wilson against the Germans in i t ia l ly, the ace
tual, much later entrance into the w a r of the United
States was directly provoked by specific German acts,
hav ing no relat ion to the Zionist incident.”
It is a matter of historical record that the State De

partment held Germany to strict accountability on
ag reed rules of the sea while at the same time overlook‑
i n g the Bri t ish violations which the Germans were com‑
bat t ing. Apparent ly everything was done to force a
breach that would publicly just i fy a declaration of w a r ,
A more extensive study could draw a paral le l w i th the
diplomatic chicanery, for it was noth ing less than that,
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dur ing the 1939-41 period. One cannot escape observ‑
i ng the outline of a plan to involve the United States in
the policy of world imperialism in which it is stil l en‑
meshed.*

The entrance of the United States into the First War
Between the Nations was decisive.

We wi l l now examine a number of observations and
comments on the mak i n g of the peace.

“ M y views,” writes Robert Lansing, Secretary of
State throughout the War, and one of the five Ameri‑
can representatives at the Peace Conference, in his
book, THE PEACE NEGOTIATIONS, “concerning the
Treaty at the time of the conversations with M r. Bul‑
l i t t are expressed in a memorandum of May 8, 1919,
which is as follows:

“The terms of peace were yesterday delivered to
the German plentipotentaries, and fo r the first time in
these days of feverish rush of preparation there is time
to consider the treaty as a complete document.

“The impression made by it is one of disappoint‑
ment, of regret, and of depression. The terms of peace
appear immeasurably harsh and humil iat ing, while
many of them seem to me impossible of performance.

“The League of Nations created by the Treaty
is relied upon to preserve the artificial structure which
has been erected by compromise of conflicting interests
of the Great Powers and to prevent the germination of
the seeds of W a r which are sown in so many articles
and which under normal conditions would soon bear
frui t . The League migh t as wel l attempt to pre'vent
the g row t h of p lan t l i fe in a tropical jungle. War Will
come sooner or later.

“ I t must be admitted in henesty that the League
is an instrument of the mighty to check the normal
g r ow t h of national power and national aspirations
*Char1es A. Beard, American Foreign Policy In the Making, 1932‑

1940. Also see “America Goes to War," by Charles C. Tansill.
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among those who have been rendered impotent by de‑
feat. Examine the treaty and y o u wi l l find peoples
delivered against their will into the hands of those
whom they hate, while their economic resources are torn
from them and given to others. Resentment and bit‑
terness, if not desperation are bound to be the cense‑
quences of such provisions. It may be years before
these oppressed peoples are able to throw o f f the yoke,
but as the day follows n igh t the time wi l l come when
they wi l l make the effort.

“This wa r was fough t by the United States to de‑
stroy forever the conditions which produced i t . These
conditions have not been destroyed. They have been
supplanted by other conditions equally productive of
hatred, jealousy and suspicion. In place of the Triple
Alliance and the Entente has arisen the Quintuple A l ‑
liance which is to rule the world. The victors in this
war intend to impose their combined wi l l u p o n the van‑
quished and to subordinate a l l interests to their own.

“ I t is true that to please the aroused opinion of
mankind and to respond to the idealism of the moral‑
ist they have surrounded the new alliance with a halo
and called it ‘The League of Nations’ but whatever it
ma y be called or however it may be disguised it is an
alliance of the Five Great Mi l i tary POWers.

“ I t is useless to close our eyes to the fact that the
power to compel obedience by the exercise of the united
strength of ‘The Five’ is a fundamental principle of the
League. Justice is secondary. M i g h t is primary.

“The League as now constituted wi l l be the prey
of greed and intr igue; and the l aw of unanimity in the
council, which may offer restraint will be broken or
render the organization powerless. It is called upon
to stamp as just what is unjust.”

“We have a treaty of peace, but it wi l l not br ing
permanent peace because it is founded on the shi f t ing
sands of self interes .”

“ In the view thus expressed I was not alone. A
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few days after they were written I was in London,
where I discussed the treaty with several leading Brit‑
ish statesmen. I noted their opinions thus: ‘the concen‑
sus was that the treaty was unwise and unworkable,
that it was conceived in in t r igue and fashioned in cu‑
pid i ty, and that i t would produce rather than prevent
wars.’ One of these leaders of political thought in
Great Britain said that ‘the only apparent purpose of
the League of Nations seems to be to perpetuate the
series of unjust provisions which are being imposed.’ ”
(Page 272.)
J. Middleton Mur ry, an English author of note, writes

in a similar vein in THE BETRAYAL OF CHRIST BY
THE CHURCHES (page 143 ) :

“Theoretically, the proper form of a democratic
peace was adumbrated in the formation of the League
of Nations; but this was completely perverted by found‑
i n g the League on the sacrosanctity of the punitive and
vindicitive Peace Trea ty. This corruption of the new
idea by using the League, of which the most active ele‑
ments were successor-states created at the expense of
the two German Empires, to act as a jai ler to a pros‑
trate Germany, was the major political crime of the
modern age. Fo r the League of Nations was a neces‑
sary idea, if the world was to be made safe fo r democ‑
r a c y. Either it or some similar form of closer interna‑
tional organization was the r i g h t f u l consequence of the
victory of the democracies. By pervert ing it into an
instrument of domination, they preVented Europe f rom
find ing any way forward, and condemned Europe to a
final f renzy of nationalist and totalitarian war, in the
course of which it is probable that democracy wi l l per‑
ish.”
Dr. Edward J. Dil lon concluded the Foreword of his

book, THE INSIDE STORY OF THE PEACE CONFER‑
ENCE, with these words:

“ I n the meanwhile the Conference . . . has trans‑
formed Europe into a seething mass of mutual ly hostile
states powerless to face the economic competition of
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their overseas rivals and has set the ve r y elements of
society in flux . ”

That was in the year 1919.
D r. Di l lon makes other observations of interest:
“ O f a l l the collectivities whose interests were fu r ‑

thered at the Conference, the Jews had perhaps the
most resourceful and certainly the most influential ex~
ponents. There were JeWs f rom Palestine, f rom Poland,
Russia, the Ukraine, Rumania, Greece, Britain, Holland
and Belgium; but the la rges t and most brill iant contin‑
gent was sent by the United States . . . Western Jews,
who championed their Eastern brothers, proceeded to
demand a fu r the r concession (aside f r om removing ex ‑
isting disabilities) which many of their co-religionists
hastened t o disclaim a s d a n g e r o u s ‐ a kind o f autonomy
which Rumanian, Polish and Russian statesman, as wel l
as m a n y of their Jewish fe l low subjects, rega rded as
tantamount to the creation of a state within a state.
Whether this estimate is true or erroneous, the conces‑
sions asked fo r were given, but supplementary treaties
insur ing the protection of minorities are believed to
have litt le chance of being executed, and may, it is
feared, provoke manifestations of elemental passions in
the countries'm which they are to be applied.” (Page 12.)
Dr. Dillon says the delegates:
“ . . . feared that a re l ig ious ‐some would call i t

rac ia l ‐bias lay at the root of M r . Wilson’s policy. I t
m a y seem amazing to some readers, but it is none the
less a fact that a considerable number of delegates be‑
lieved the real influences behind the Anglo-Saxon peo‑
ple were Semitic.

“They confronted the President’s proposal on the
subject of religious inequal i ty, and in part icular, the
odd motive a l leged f o r i t , wi th the measures f o r the
protect ion of minorities which he subquently imposed on
the leSSer states, and which had fo r their keynote to
satisfy the Jewish elements in Eastern Europe. And
they concluded that the consequence of expedients
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framed and enforced in this direction were inspired by
Jews, assembled in Paris for the purpose of real iz ing
their carefully thought-out program, which they suc‑
ceeded in having substantially executed. However r igh t
or wrong these delegates may have been it would be
a dangerous mistake to ignore their views, seeing that
they have since become one of the permanent elements
of the situation. The formula into which this policy
was thrown by the members of the conference, whose
countries it affected, and who rega rd it as fatal to the
peace of Eastern Europe was this: ‘Henceforth the
world wil l be gove rned by the Anglo-Saxon peoples,
who, in turn are swayed by their Jewish elements.’ "
(Page 497.)
This review of the influences that brought the United

States into the First World War began with the United
States and the British Empire reaching for world power
by a coalescing of interests. It ends wi th the policies of
the two English-speaking countries being influenced by
an intensely self-interested race.

On such a scene as this, born of the spirit of liberal‑
ism, the Jew, freed f rom old restrictions imposed by na ‑
tions who held their national heritage above commercial
enterprise, expanded his energies and talents to influence
every phase of activity of what can be called the com‑
mercially intense nations. Werner Sombart, the German
social philosopher and historian, has written:

“The Jewish spirit, after all, largely controls our
entire age, for what has been characterized as the spir i t
of this economic age, is, in fact largely a Jewish spirit .
And Kar l Marx was certainly r i g h t to the extent in
which he said that ‘the practical Jewish spir i t became
the practical spirit of the Christian peoples,’ that ‘the
Jews have emancipated themselves to the extent in
which Christians have become Jews’ and that ‘the real
nature of the Jew has realized itself in the bourgeois
society.’ ” (A NEW SOCIAL PHILOSOPHY, p. 178.)*
‘See Marxism and Judaism, by Salluste La Revue de Paris, Jui l‑

l e t ‐Aou t , 1928. 2
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CHAPTER FOUR

Tw e n t y Yea rs Armist ice
“Behind the facade of Government two occult

powers are now determining the destinies of the world.

“One of these is the disseminated Wealth of the De‑
mocracy, canalized both by the plutocratic oligarchy of
the Bankers ( la Haute Finance), whose clients, the
Modern States, great and small, are constrained to
apply to them f o r immense loans, and by the great
manufacturers and mining proprietors, who tend to be
actuated solely by economic interest and who often
combine in international trusts, the operations of which
are merely hampered by patriotic questions of national
policy and national honour.

“The other power is the mysterious pervasive
force known a Public Opinion, which is becoming more
and more conscious of its efficacy, and, as its cu‑
r iosi ty concerning the public weal and concerning in‑
ternational facts and correlations g r o w s more alert, is
manifest ing a proportionately livelier jealousy of its pre ‑
r o g a t i v e s . ” ‐ ( W i l l i a m Morton Fullerton, Problems o f
Power (page 1. )

The twenty years armistice between the two World
Wars has been well called by one writer, John Howland
Snow, the “ t r a g i c interludes of ‘Peace.’ ”* Of this pe‑
riod Will iam Orton wrote in the preface to his book,
TWENTY YEARS’ ARMISTICE‐1918-1938:

“Twenty years a g o the great guns of the west
ceased fir ing . Millions of exhausted men sought home
and work, leaving their dead behind them. But up in
the Arctic Circle, across the Polish marshes and the
Russian plains, along the Danube and the Mediterran‑
ean, in Asia Minor and Serbia, the w a r went on. Sui‑
cide, assassination, and revolution swept through the

"‘America . . . WHICH WAY? page 23.
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western world. Bounteous harvests brought ruin and
not rejoicing, debt piled on debt, hatred across fron ‑
tiers reflected the deepening privation within.
“The first decade brought genera l economic disaster.

In the second the political structure began to crack, as a
settlement backed by force felt the strain of an answer‑
i n g counter thrust. No more than a collapsing house can
suddenly be rebuilt could Europe swif t ly be reconstruct‑
ed; instead came an inconceivable rearmament. Such
effor t as had never been mobilized fo r l iv ing was again
mobilized for destruction. While babies were masked
against poison from the sky, old men dug holes in the
ground fo r refuge, and millions of youths t rod their fath‑
ers’ tracks the road to death.

“Wi l l it never end? May our children live? Is
there anywhere, in this shame of civilization, the ge rm
of a new conscience, the hope of a true peace? It is time
to take stOck. Versailles, Geneva, Locarn‘o‐where and
how did we fail? Or is there a curse on us al l : Onal l our
pacts, treaties, and covenants? It is of no more use to
group ourselves into rival gangs to defame and denounce
each other, wi th the good men al l on one side‐one’s own
‐ a n d the bad men a l l on the other. That way lies ever‑
lasting war. It is of no more use to hope that men wi l l
become brothers overnight, with a sudden daWn of rea‑
son triumphant over centuries of passion. But hope itself
we cannot abandOn: because we dare not.

“ I t is time to take stock; to survey these two ghast‑
ly decades from the depth of our economic and poli t i‑
cal distress, and face our errors. War is now, as it
never was before, the major i n d u s t r y ‐ i n dollars and
cen t s ‐o f near ly a l l ‘civilized’ peoples. Even America
renounces wa r on paper and arms to the teeth in prac4
tice; every frontier of the old world, every capital,
prepares f o r the coming death. Something is w r o n g ‑
not merely with day to day policy, but the fundamental
attitudes and assumptions which that policy reflects.
Perhaps a review of the record will help to reveal what
is wrong. The construction of a social order based on
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peace instead of war cannot be accomplished by a pr ior i
schemes of any sort whatever; it must proceed from
realistic study of what has actually happened, why and
how.”*
Such is this attempt.
We have reviewed a number of responsible Opinions

on the Versailles Trea ty. Admittedly the Entent attempt
at peace was a failure. We have also reviewed some in‑
fluences mak i n g that “peace.” Germany, precariously
shaky within, accepted an armistice on the basis of Wil‑
son’s Fourteen Points, while her still well-equipped armies
were in the field. Forced to bear the onus o f the “Gu i l t y
Nation” as a sop to public opinion in the countries of the
conquerors, Germany was made to suffer to an appal l ing
extent f r om the British blockade for months af ter the
armistice was signed. (For a complete descriptiOn read
Arthur Bryant ’s UNFINISHED VICT'ORY, the chapter
Famine Over Europe.)

Professor Harry Elmer Barnes, author of THE GENE‑
SIS OF THE WORLD WAR; IN QUEST OF TRUTH AND
JUSTICE, etc., wrote in p a r t in The New York World
Telegram on March 29, 1940:

“Some maintain that one people is more cruel and
brutal than another. They point to the long-since-ex‑
ploded German atrocities dur ing the World War and to
Hitler’s treatment of the Jews. But they overlook that
fact f a r and away the greatest atrocity in a l l human
history was the British blockade of Germany fo r
months af ter November, 1918, as a result of which over
800,000 German women, children and old people were
starved to death and millions were emaciated and
stunted.

“Had Hit ler tortured and killed every one of a
ha l f mi l l ion Jews l iv ing in Germany in 1933 such a foul
and detestable act wou l d s t i l l have left h i m a p i k e r c o m
pa r e d w i t h B r i t a i n ’s blockade o f 1918-19.” (Italics ours
‐ E d . )

*See Append ix I V .
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Coll in Brooks, English author of books on economics
and finance, writes in CAN CHAMBERLAIN SAVE
GREAT BRITAIN?:

“ G e r m a n y herself never accepted, and does not
n o w accept, the view that she was blood gui l ty, n o r the
View that she was thoroughly defeated in the field.
Nine days before the Armistice one of the German H i g h
Command told his Government that ‘the German a r m y
is still strong enough to stand against its opponents for
months to come, to achieve local success and exact new
sacrifices from the enemy.’

“ We are not here concerned to argue the rightness
of either viewpoint. We are concerned only to note the
indisputable fact that, whatever the gu i l t of Germany in
1914 and whatever the state of her armies in 1918, she
accepted an armistice on terms that were afterwards de‑
l iberately broken.

“The ‘Treaty’ was handed to her, metaphorically,
on the point of a bayonet. It was, therefore, not a
treaty at all, since the v e r y word means an agreement
reached by negotiation. The German Empire was
stripped of its overseas possessions. These were the
two most glar ing breaches of faith which rankled in
the bosoms of the German peeple long after the Wa r
had ended. That Germany should be disarmed while
her small and vindictive neighbors were strongly a r m ‑
i ng rankled only less b i t te r ly.

“What followed?
“The events in post-war Germany have been often

described. To avoid any suspicion of over-statement
arising from personal prejudice I extract a striking ac‑
count f r o m a book writ ten from the standpoint of ob‑
servers who would place their faith in the old democ‑
r a c y rather than in new dictatorship,’ which was pub‑
lished in 1935. It is THE W AY OF THE DICTATORS,
by Lewis Broad and Leonard Russell.
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“W i t h admirable restraint they write:
“ " l ‘ ne economic distress in Germany in the dec‑

ade fo l l ow ing the Wa r was more severe than anyth ing
known in England in modern times. I t fel l short, cer‑
ta in ly, of the famine in Russia, but the German people
endured privations unparalleled ameng civilized races
in ou r da y. As a result of the All ied blockade‐which
continued for some months after the War ended ‑
there was a scarcity of a l l kinds of food. The nation
lost much of its power of resistance to illness and in‑
fection; ill-nourishment produced a mental inertia in
adults; children were to be seen suffering from hunger
madness.

“ ‘These were the conditions that saw the bir th of
Hitlerism.

“ ‘The blockade was l i f ted; the standard of l i v i ng
gradual ly improved, bu t i t remained, and remains be‑
low the level in Eng land and France. The work ing
classes had a g r im st rugg le for existence. There was
the nightmare for the nation of the catastrophic
plunges of the Mark, when as paper money was churned
out by the pr int ing presses the people’s wealth and sav‑
ings vanished. There was a respite, and then Ger‑
many fe l t the onset of the world economic blizzard.
The chaos of national bankruptcy again appeared im‑
minent. Trade and industry collapsed, men went out
of work thousand after thousand, until at one time it
was estimated that the unemployed touched a figure
of ten millions.

“ ‘This is the background, these are the conditions,
which explain the rise of Hitlerism. The older demo‑
cratic parties appeared to be fa i l i ng in the mainten‑
ance of the old order. The people turned to Hitler as
the strong m a n who could save the country fr0m bol‑
shevism. The older parties were conscious of the limi‑
tations of their abil i ty and power. Hitler was conscious
of the national aspirations, and proclaimed his ability
to b r i ng about their fulfilment.’ ” (Page 120.)
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L l o y d George, in THE TRUTH ABOUT THE PEACE
TREATIES, writes:

“ I t is not difficult to patch up a peace that m a y last
unti l the generation which experienced the horrors of
w a r has passed a w a y . . . What is difficult is to draw
up a peace which wi l l not provoke a fresh struggle
when those‘Who have had practical experience of what
w a r means have passed away . . . y o u m a y strip Ger‑
many of her colonies, reduce her armaments to a mere
police force and her navy to that of a fifth-rate power ;
a l l the same, in the end if she feels that she has been
unjustly treated in the peace of 1919 she wi l l find means
of exacting retribution frOm her conquerors . . . In ‑
justice, ar rogance, displayed in the hour of t r iumph
wi l l never be forgot ten or forg iven.

“ F o r these reasons 1 am, therefore, strongly averse
to t ransfer r ing more Germans f rom German'rule to the
rule of some other nation than can possibly be helped.
I cannot conceive a n y greater cauSe of future w a r than
that the German people who have certainly proved
themselves one of the most vigorous and powerful races
in the world, should be surrounded by a number of
small states, m a n y of them consisting of pe0ple Who
have never previously set up a stable government for
themselves, b u t each of them containing la rge masses
of Germans c lamor ing fo r reunion wi th their native
land. The proposal of the Polish Commission that we
should place 2,100,000 Germans under the control of
a people which is of a different re l ig ion and which has
never p roved ' i ts capacity f o r stable self-government
throughout i ts history must in my judgment lead sooner
or later to a n e w w a r in the East of EurOpe.

“ I f we,are wise, We shall offer to Germany a peace,
which While just, w i l l be preferable f o r a l l sensible men
to the alternative of Boshevism . . . We cannot both
cripple her and expect he r to p a y . . . It must be a set‑
t lement which wi l l contain in itself no provocations f o r
future wars . . .”
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Clemenceau, supported by a telegram sent to L loyd
George by 370 of his supporters in Parliament urg ing him
to redeem his election pledges to “hang the Kaiser” and
to make Germany p a y t i l l the “p ips squeaked,” was able to
b r i ng to naugh t this belated sanity on the pa r t of a man
elected to make a peace.

K i r b y Page quotes other Engl ish opinion as follows:“'
“The memoirs of Lord Carnock which have recent‑

1y been published contain much significant data. As
Sir A r t hu r Nicolson, he was Permanent Under-Secretary
of Fo re ign Affa i rs during the critical days pr ior to and
after the outbreak of hostilities. In the present volume
which has been edited by his son we are informed that
Lord Carnock ‘Was incensed by the theory, which was
even then (1917) being propagated, that Germany had
provoked the wa r . . . He followed the peace negotia‑
tions with interest and apprehension. He was appalled
by the Treaty of Versailles. Part icularly d id he resent
the paragraph which obl iged Germany by force to ad‑
mi t that she was solely responsible f o r the war.’ (POR‑
TRAIT OF A DIPLOMATIST. Page 314.)

“ A f t e r endeavoring to interpret the reasons why his
father’s generation of diplomats fel t obl iged to follow
policies which eventually proved to be fatal, M r. Har‑
old Nicolson, himself a qualified student of international
affairs, wrote in PORTRAIT IOF A DIPLOMATIST,
XV, XV I . )

“ ‘This does not mean that I consider Germany re ‑
sponsible fo r the war, or that I feel anything but dislike
fo r that i gno ran t and disgraceful paragraph in the
Treaty of Versailles which endeavors to fi x such respon ‑
sibi l i ty u p o n her. I consider on the contrary that Ger‑
many is placed at an unfair disadvantage in al l discus‑
sions of the origins, as distinct from the causes of the
war. As regards the origins (1900-14) I consider Ger‑
man y at faul t ; though even less at fau l t than Austria
or Russia. As rega rds the causes (1500-1900) I con‑

*National Defense, page 111.
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sider the main onus falls on England. This distinction
requires further explanation. By 1900, having absorbed
the Dutch Republics in South Africa, the British Empire
was satiated. She desired only to preserve the vast pos‑
sessions which she had acquired. This placed her in a
defensive posit ion‐a position which it is easy to repre ‑
sent as be ing honorable and pacific. Our O W n preda‑
tory pe r i od ‐and it was dis-graceful e n o u g h ‐d a t e d
from 1600 to 1900. Dur ing that period we were f a r
more violent and untruthful than were the Germans
during those fourteen years which preceded the war.
Unfortunately, however, the historians of the war are
bound from lack of space to th row the maximum em‑
phasis u p o n the period when England was sitt ing diges‑
tive in her armchair and when G e r m a n y, young and
h u n g r y, was mani fest ing the unwisdom of adolescence.
Before we blame Germany, we must firs t blame our own
Elizabethans The spir i t was exactly the same. The
Germans, however, o w i n g to a h ighe r state of culture
and rectitude, behaved less b la tant ly ; and were less
successful.’ ”

Evident ly the Germans have never been quite tough
enough in their w a r policies to entitle them to a seat
a m o n g the migh ty who put their official seal on a l l
righteousness. In London on January 9, 1946, A i r Ma r ‑
shal Sir Ar thur Tedder to ld h i g h Brit ish officers that Ger‑
m a n y h a d lost the w a r because she h a d not followed the
principles o f total wa r f a re . * ‐ ‐ (N . Y. Times, Jan. 10, 1946.)

Freda U t l e y, an Engl ishwoman, married to a Russian
Jew, disillusioned after l i v i ng f o r some years in the Soviet
Union, writes:

“ I t is usual to say that the Nazis w i l l never be sat‑
isfied, and to picture the Germans as a peculiar people,
more aggressive and power-loving and chauvinist than
the British and French and other ‘peace-loving powers.’
This argument takes no account of past history of the
fundamental causes of German aggression. In the past

*See Appendices V and V I .
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Britain and France were just as aggressive, else they
could never have acquired their great colonial empires.
The scramble for colonies went on merr i ly all through

l the nineteenth century and came to an end only when
most of Asia and Africa had been divided u p . By the
opening years of the twentieth century Eng land and
France had not only bitten o f f about as much as they
could chew, but realized that further colonial conquest
must lead to w a r between the imperialist powers.
Hence the Open Door policy proclaimed for China by
the United States at Britain’s inst igat ion. Moreover,
the ease and security which colonial exploitation had
produced in Eng land and France conduced to a pacific
temper and a desire to sit down and enjoy life. W h y
should we assume that the Germans would react any
di fferent ly to the possession of a g rea t empire? The
argument that they are peculiarly aggressive by nature
simply does not hold water. Un t i l the Napoleonic wars
the Germans had l i t t le national consciousness and were
regarded as hopelessly peace fu l people by the more
‘vir i le’ French. French aggression from Louis XIV to
Napoleon fina l ly ga lvan ized the Germans into abandon‑
i n g the i r old pleasant uinnationalist and pacific w a y s .
They formed themselves into a nation under Prussian
leadership, b u t by tha t time most of the ‘uncivilized’
races and peoples h a d already been conquered by Brit‑
ain, France, Holland, Belg ium and the United States.
Since there were no more colored people to conquer,
the Germans were driven, firs t in 1914-18, to attempt
a redivision of Asia and Africa through the defeat of
France and England, and then from 1933 onward to t r y
to f o r m a European empi re . ” ( T H E DREAM WE LOST,
page 339.)

A r t hu r B r y a n t writes of the Treaty ( i n UNFINISHED
VICTORY) :

“The evil went fa r beyond the confines of Ger‑
m a n y. Before the w a r she had been the best customer
of Austria-Hungary, I t a l y, Russia, Holland, Norway,
Switzerland and a l l Scandinavia, and the second best
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of Great Britain, France and Belgium. German capital
and organizat ion had helped to turn the wheels of in‑
dustry in every country in central and eastern Europe.
The economic dislocation of Germany meant, therefore,
the economic dislocation of a whole continent . . . So
blinded we r e men by hatred after the suf fe r ing and de‑
struction of fou r year’s warfare that many otherwise
sane leaders of industry and finance lent themselves to
this suicidal policy. They thought tha t by doing so
they would cripple an energetic and dangerous r ival
forever.” (Page 69.)

. . the misery of Austria provided one of the
most terrible spectacles of post-war Europe.” (Page 96.)
We could quote many more authorities on what the

Peace of 1919 meant to Europe in starvation, misery and
hor ro r.

Two Engl ish writers tel l us w h o used to advantage this
misery and prostration of Teutonic peoples in Central
Europe.

Ellis Ashmead Bartlett writes:
“ Am o n g this conglomeration of nationalities and

creeds ( i n V i e nna ‐Ed . ) the Jew stood out prominently
and dominated every situation. Jews of every race were
to be found amongst this cosmopolitan throng and as the
Jew knows no frontiers except the fai th of his co-religion‑
ists. He was generally first in possession of news, true
or false, and was thus able to control the g rea t specula‑
tive market . . . One only sees the Jew in his- real ele‑
ment dur ing these world cataclysms. It is only then that
his peculiar qualities have f u l l s cOpe f o r their employ‑
ment.

“Thus, dying Austria became the happy hun t i ng
ground f o r the Jewish vulture although fore ign ‘Has‑
Voge ls ’ were also plent i fu l . . . The little Jews swarmed
over Vienna and devoured its decaying remains l ike
flies round a r aw steak on a hot summer’s day. One
could scarcely walk in the street without treading on
them. The ci ty, its institutions, finance and material
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wealth crumbled in their hands and they crowded out
the hotels, restaurants, cafes and shops.” ( T H E TRAG‑
EDY OF CENTRAL EUROPE, p a g e 37.)

Arthur Byrant writes of Germany ( i n UNFINISHED
VICTORY) :

“The change in the distribution of German wealth
that followed this grea t disaster (the i n fl a t i o n ‐E d . )
amounted to noth ing less than a revolution . . . the
chief gainers were those who had been able to command
fore ign currency . . . I t was the Jews with their inter‑
national affiliations and their hereditary fla i r for fi ‑
nance who were best able to seize such opportunities.
. . . They did Sowi th such effect tha t even in November,
1938, a f te r five years of anti-semitic legislat ion and per ‑
secution, they sti l l owned according to the The Times
(London) correspondent in Berlin, something like a
third of the rea l property in the Reich. Most of it
came into their hands during the inflation . . . The
Jews obtained a wonderful ascendancy in politics, busi‑
ness and the learned professions . . . In the artistic
and ~learned professions the Jewish supremacy was as
marked. Authoriship in Germany almost seemed to
have become a kind of Hebrew monoply.” (Pages 135‑
137.)

Vladimir de Korostovetz, one of a prOminent pre-War
Russian-Ukranian family, writes of postwar Germany:

“Organizers of the White Slave traffic swooped
down on pre-Hitler Germany like birds of p rey. They
formed bogus companies . . . making adventure films

. in South America . . . s igned contracts with armies
of film-struck g i r l s who were promptly packed o f f to
South America . . . The whole of this unsavory trade
was in the hands of International Jewry in general and
the scum of Russian Jewry in particular . . . German
theatres and cinemas were in the hands of speculators
and controlled by International Jews, whose motto was
Money, Money, Money. They made fortunes foster ing
extremism.” (EUROPE IN THE MELTING P'OT, pages
96-97.)
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Sisley Huddleston, well‐known Eng l i sh journalist,
in his book WAR UNLESS, tells us how Germany reacted
to this alien exploitation:

“There have been three stages of Germany’s revolt:
first, despair, which provoked passive resistance and
bankrup tcy ; second, finesse, o f which Stresemann was
the principle exponent by which Germany gradually
moved f r o m one position to another; third, force.”
(Page 79.)

A f te r years of travail, President von Hindenburg ap ‑
pointed Adol f Hi t ler, leader of the National Socialist
par ty, to the Chancellorship. The n e w Government’s poli‑
cies w e r e designed to b r i n g order out of chaos. An end
was p u t to wrang l ing o f the numerous pol i t ical parties.
Restrictions, applicable only within the Reich, were im‑
posed u p o n those who had taken advantage of the in ‑
tcrnal pol i t ical and economic disorganization. A period
of stabi l i ty began. Conditions improved.

The National Socialist Party had been in power
scarcely six months when Samuel Untermeyer,* prominent
Jewish attorney of New York, delivered a significant ad‑
dress. On A u g u s t 7, 1933, the day of his arrival f rom
Europe, where he had gone to attend a meet ing of the In ‑
ternational Jewish Congress at The Hague, M r. Unter‑
meyer said, in part, over Radio Stati0n WABC:

“I deeply appreciate your enthusiastic greeting on
my arrival today, which I quite understand is addressed
no t to me, personal ly, but to the h o l y w a r in the cause
of humanity in w h i c h we a r e embarked . . . I t is a w a r
tha t must be w a g e d unremitt ingly un t i l the black clouds
of b igo t r y, r a c e hatred and fanaticism, that have de‑
scended u p o n what was once Germany, bu t is n o w me‑
dieval H i t le r land, have been dispersed. If we once ad‑
mit , as is brazenly insisted by the German Government,
that such fiendish persecution of the people of one race
or creed is an internal domestic affair, and not a world

*At torney f o r Charles M. Schwab d u r i n g F i r s t Wor ld Wa r years,
U n t e r m e y e r made mill ions in Bethlehem Steel Corporat ion stock.
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concern, how are we to know whose turn wi l l be next?
Now or never must a l l nations of the earth make com‑
mo n cause against the monstrous claim that the slaugh ‑
ter, starvation and annihiliation without rhyme or rea‑
son . . . is an internal affair against which the rest of
the wor ld must stand id l y by and not l i f t a hand in de‑
fense . . . for the ]ews a re the aristocrats of the wor ld . ”

Thus, in 1933, Organized Wor ld Jewry publicly and
openly declared wa r on Germany.

Here is a super-national group of people capable of
f rust ra t ing efforts toward international amity whenever
i t sees fi t to r e g a r d its racial members as being unfa i r l y
dealt with. That i ts members m a y be gui l ty of offenses
against the customs, traditions, and national cultures of
the nations in whose midst they l ive is, apparently, of no
consequence.

Walter Rathenau,1 ever torn between his German
environment and his racial inheritance, perceived this
cleavage between Jews and the people among Whom they
lived. In Maximilian Harden’s paper, Zukunft, March
6th, 1897, he struggles to give a clear picture of the Jew‑
ish prob lem:

“Whoever wishes to see i t , should wander th rough
the Tiergartenstrasse at twelve o’clock on a Berlin Sun‑
day morning, or else look into the foyer of a theatre in
the evening. Strange sight! There in the midst of
German l i fe is an isolated race of men. Loud and self‑
conscious in their dress, hot-blooded and restless in
their manner . . . An asiatic horde on the sandy plains
of Prussia . . . Forming among themselves a close cor ‑
poration, rigorously shut o f f from the rest of the wor ld .
Thus, they l ive half-wil l ingly in their invisible ghetto,
not a. l i v i ng limb of the people, bu t an alien organism in
i ts body . . .” (Wa l te r iRlathenau, Kessler, p a g e 37.)

Now, wi th this background, le t us p r o c e ed to the
world situation, which, rather than becoming more serene

1. See Append ix VI I .
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and secure with the advent of a stable regime in Germany,
becomes increasingly agitated. ‑

Dougla‐s Reed, fo r 11 years, fo re ign correspondent f o r
The London Times, in his book, DISGRACE ABOUNDING,
gives a survey of conditions in Central Europe somewhat
different f rom that of Europe being devoured by an insa‑
tiable beast, we Americans have been asked to believe.
Referr ing to the surrender Of Czecho-Slovakia to Ge rmany
by the democracies, Reed writes:

“The Austrians were of German stock; many of
them wanted Hi t le r ; m a n y evils needed remedying in
Austria,2 which a lethargic vested interest regime, mon‑
archists, clericals and Jews, would never have altered.
But here . . . in Prague? . . . business was thriving in
Prague. One reason was Prague had become a clear‑
i n g house fo r Jewish emigrat ion.” (Page 458.)

“ B u t on this occasion chance has enabled me, in an
additional chapter, to give y o u the best possible ex ‑
ample of the w a y organized world Jewry works and of
the immense power it wielded in goading word opinion
against Germany.” (Page 477.)

Then about his American publisher declining to pub‑
lish DISGRACE ABOUNDING he writes:

“The real meaning of that decision is that, you
may slander and libel Germany asmuch as you like, and
be paid for i t , but you must not discuss the Jewish prob‑
lem, you must not assert that there is a Jewish prob‑
lem . . . One publisher, not a Jew, said that an Ameri‑
can publisher would court misfortune by publishing i t ,
because 90 per cent of the American newspapers are
Jewish and the Jewish influence extends in similar p ro ‑
portion throughout the whole r i n g of trades connected
wi th publishing . . . The importance of this, fo r you,
is that you should realize that What is presented to you
as ‘American Approval ’ or ‘American Disapproval ’ of
this or that British policy is not American but Jewish

‐ 2. See Appendix van.
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opinion . . . If y o u are to figh t Germany again, y o u must
do it f o r England’s sake. You must not allow yourselves
to be egged on by Jews masquerading today as ‘German
public opinion,’ tomorrow as “Czechoslovak public opin‑
ion,’ the day af ter as ‘Engl ish publ ic opinion’ and the
next day as ‘American public opinion.’ ”
Mr. Reed brings to us information about economic

and social conditions in Europe not Widely publicized in
America:

“One day in the House of Commons, M r . R. S. Hud ‑
son, o f you r Depar tment o f Overseas Trade, said:

“ ‘Germany was not discr iminat ing against British
goods in Germany. Our complaint was that Germany
was by her methods destroying trade throughout the
world . . . It is difficult to ge t exact information of the
w a y things are done, but in Central and Southeastern
Europe the basis of Germany’s hold is that she pays to
the producer much more than the world price. They
obviously do that at the expense of their own people,
bu t it does effect us.’ ”
Then Reed says:
“Germans, in their country are not less wel l cared

f o r than Engl ish people in theirs, but better.” (Page
188.) .

Reed-then quotes M r . Hudson again:
“ ‘No one wants to introduce similar methods. We

do not want to see the cost of bread increased in Eng ‑
land because we b u y in competition with Germany,
wheat in Rumania at “over the world price. But clear ly
we have to meet this competition in the case of Poland,
and the Government has made a survey of a l l possible
methods. The only way the Government sees is by or‑
ganizing our industries in such a w a y that they w i l l be
able to speak as units wi th their opposite number in
Germany and say ‘Unless y o u are prepared to put an
end to this form of competition and come to an agree ‑
ment on the market prices which represent a reasonable
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return, then we wi l l fi g h t y o u and beat you. at y o u r own
game.’ "

To this lesson in economics by Parliamentary Secre‑
t a ry Hudson of His Majesty’s Overseas Trade Depart ‑
ment, M r . Reed i s quick t o r e p l y :

“This is not an answer unless y o u improve the con‑
dition of y o u r work people. It is not enough to say
that y o u wil l at al l cost defend the profits of y o u r manu‑
facturers‐unless y o u are simultaneously prepared to
raise the standard of l i v ing of y o u r work people.”

Reed, quoting Hudson again:
“ ‘Clearly this country is infinitely stronger than,

I was going to say a n y country, but certainly Germany.
Therefore, we have a great advantage, which would re ‑
sult in o u r winning the fight . ’ ”

Reed, continuing his comment:
U . . at last, at l ong last, and after so many years

of warnings, the danger seems to have been realized.
But y 0 u w i l l have to g i r d y o u r loins as y o u never did
before, if y o u r are real ly going to win this figh t . You
are faced wi th a country immensely st rong in arms and
immensely strong in rea l wea l th ‐no t g o l d bars in a
vault of the national bank, but industry, agriculture, the
thr i f t and energy of the work people, and the condi‑
tions of life they enjoy.

“ I n Germany now they have a mighty organization,
equipped with full powers, for improving the lot of
the work people in factories and work shops. Their
engineers and social workers and artists go into the fac‑
tories and see what needs to be done. They say that a
shower room, a recreation room, a restaurant, a medi‑
cal clinic, a dental clinic is needed and these are pro ‑
vided. They have a civic sense, a social conscience, a
feeling of the community of German mankind ‐ in spite
of their bestial concentration c a m p s ‐w h i c h you lack.”
(Page 190.)

Reed, placing Engl ish supremacy above any question
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of r i g h t or w r o n g , as M r . Balfour had before him, says:

“ E n g l a n d i s rearming t o meet some imminent and
deadly d a n g e r. What danger? Germany. We are
not strong enough to withstand her alone; we can only
Withstand her if we have allies. Our War Minister has
stated that in a European war in which we take part we
shall send nineteen divisions to the Continental main‑
land.

“Presumably to ensure the victory of the Policy of
Appeasement by Non-Intervention in the Sacred Right
of Self-Extermination.

“The Czecho-Slovak a r m y had for ty - two divisions.
If we had let Czecho-Slovakia fi g h t f o r us, we should
presumably not have needed to send the flower of a
new British generat ion abroad to die in the most unfa‑
vorable circumstances, fo r what we can send is leSS than
hal f what Czecho-Slovakia had.”

Here we have British diplomacy revealed:
The constant quest for a l l ies to do battle fo r B r i t ‑

i s h in terests whenever a n d wherever the i r supremacy
is  endangered . *

We are indebted to M r . Reed for giving us a glimpse
of the forces gathering f o r an assault upon the continent
‐ t h e dark thunderheads of w a r forming in England with
alien, non-British aid.

Freda Utley has a word to say about Mr. Hudson’s
complaint against Germany:

“When the world economic crisis began in 1920,
the fa l l in value of their agr icul ture exports drove
weaker nations of Europe, which had no closed colonial

*Latest press and radio reports have General Anders’ homeless
Polish A r m y being made a par t of the Brit ish a r m y, the Dutch home
guard being taken under the protect ive guidance of the British com‑
mand, and the formation of a German a r m y under. General Rundstedt
to fi g h t for Br i t i sh interests acquired in Germany by conquest. Per‑
haps this accounts for the sudden effort to establish an official gov ‑
ernment in the country against which Bri ta in and her allies so lately
fought a victorious w a r of destruction.
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markets, near to bankruptcy. Unable to pay their debts,
they dropped out of the international monetary system
and started to trade by barter. Germany took the lead
in organizing and profit ing from this new system of
t rade ‐ t rade among debtors who could no longer get
credits from the United States, Britain and France be‑
cause the go ld standard has broken down almost every ‑
where. Managed currencies, quotas, blocked credits,
and barter trade led to the establishment of virtual state
monopolies of foreign trade in one country after an‑
other. This new method of trading enabled fascist Pow‑
ers to defy the financial power of England, France and
the United States, which the Germans termed interna‑
tional Jewish finance.’ ” (The Dream We Lost, pages
345-346.)

Both M r. Hudson and M r. Reed have allowed no
question of r i g h t or wrong to influence their th ink ing
about the new method of trading which enabled the Fas‑
cist powers to escape from the burdensome tolls of inter‑
national finance. Even war was no deterrent. We quote
Kirby Page:

“One of the terrible results of war is found in the
fact that it releases such an immeasurable volume of ha‑
tred that the victors demand their utmost pound of flesh
from the vanquished and thereby sow the seeds of an‑
other conflict. The Treaty of Versailles and other
World War treaties placed as crushing a burden upon
the Central Powers as the Allies thought they could
possibly endure. This Carthaginian peace was justified
on the g r o u n d that Germany and her colleagues W e r e
solely responsible f o r causing the war. Competent his‑
torians have n o w abandoned the theory of the sole gui l t
of the Central Powers. But the Allied Governments still
insist upon claiming the r igh ts and privileges which
were extorted from the vanquished and refuse to rec‑
ognize the justice and necessity of making drastic
changes in the peace treaties.

“Peace cannot permanetly be maintained if the win‑
ners insist upon preserving the status quo as fixed by
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the iniquitous peace treaties. The Germans are u t te r l y
unreconciled to the award of the Danzig Corridor to
Poland and eventually wi l l fi g h t fo r its recovery if a
pacific adjustment of this controverSy is not secured.
They cannot and w i l l not continue to make annual in‑
demnity payments of half a billion dollars f o r the next
fo r ty or fi f t y years. The harboring of the illusiOn that
peace can be preserved without making radical changes
in the peace treaties wi l l lead to t rag ic consequences.”
(National Defense, page 323.)

Imagine New Eng land cut o f f from the rest of the
United States by a corridor running dOWn from Canada to
Boston. Boston is as American as Danzig is German.
Would American opinion long remain quiet in the face of
cries of misgovernment and a desire to be united wi th the
Homeland?

A review of American history wi l l indicate somewhat
more precipitate action than that fOIIOWed by Germany in
the case of Danzig and the Corridor. For this, an article
by Fletcher Pratt in the American Mercury of December,
1938, entitled U. S. A. : THE AGGRESSOR NATI'ON, wi l l
serve as a good illustration.

To cite the numerous statements of competent au‑
thorities condemning the Polish Corridor is beyond our
scope.*

Winston Churchill, whose fickle judgement, f rom po ‑
litical season to pol i t ical season, leaves one wondering fo r
whose best interests he speaks, said this is the debate on
the King ’s Speech, November 23, 1932, House of Commons
(Hansard, 5th Series, Vol . 272 ) :

“ . . . I would fol low an y rea l path, not a sham or a
blind alley which led to last ing reconciliation between
Germany and her neighbors . . . Removal of the just
grievances of the vanquished ought to precede the dis‑
armament of the victors. It would be safer to open
questions like those of the Danzig Corridor and Trans‑
*See Append i x I X .
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sylvania wi th a l l their delicacy and di fficul ty in cold
blood and in a calm atmosphere and While the victor‑
nations still have ample superiority, than to wai t and
dr i f t on. inch by inch, and step by stop, unti l once again
vast combinations equally matched confront each other
face to face . . . We m i g h t find ourselves pledged in
honour and in law to enter a wa r against ou r wi l l and
against our better judgment in order to preserve those
very injustices and grievances which sunder Europe to‑
day, which are the cause of present armaments and
which, if not arrested, Will cause another wa r . . .”

‘Oh, fickle Brit ish Statesman fo r whom move y o u the
t i l ler that has guided y o u r country’s Ship of State and the
world into that very w a r of which you spoke?

In his book, DOWN THE YEARS, Sir Austin Cham‑
berlain gives us an example of the Brit ish policy of ag ‑
gression against the Continent. The Low Countries (Hol‑
land and Be lg ium) are encompassed by the extension of
the Brit ish island shore frontiers across la Manche.

“ F o r in t ruth,” writes Sir. Austin, “ thei r frontier is
ou r frontier and the destruction of their independence
would be a fatal blow to our own.” (Page 1661.)

Joining forces twenty-five years later with this kn igh t
of Bri t ish imperialism was a liberal democratic imperial‑
ist.

“Ou r frontier is on the Rhine,” Frankl in D. Roosevelt
is reported to have said to a g roup of Senators at a White
House Conference.

Liberal democratic imperial ists‐ l iberal wi th the ter‑
r i t o r y of any country they conquer by an aggression
masked in the idealism of a crusade‐set up themselves
as the arbiters of the frontiers of the world, not with
justice, bu t by force of arms.

Sir Austin did concede, however, “ . . . that we
(England) have no direct interest in the Polish Corridor
or Upper Silesia and certainly We are not called upon to
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assume a n y particular responsibility in regard to them.”
Even on these frontiers, fa r removed from the Low Coun‑
tries, Sir Austin was not too sure. “Bu t who can predict
with confidence,” he wrote in the very next sentence,
” that i f they (the Polish Corridor and Upper S i l es i a ‐Ed . )
gave rise to conflict, we should remain entirely unaffected
and that the experience of 1914 migh t not be repeated?”
(Page 165.)

Wi th i ts Balance of Power policy, that heart of the
British Wor ld Empire, removed f rom the mainland by
the narrow width of la Manche (commonly miscalled the
Engl ish Channel), has brought the disaster of war, death,
and destruction to the Continent and the world and pow‑
er fu l l y aided, in cooperation with an alien influence
shielded in “The Ci ty ” , * the ascendancy of Bolshevism
to its present dominant position in the affairs of the
world.

Europe was not to be allowed to progress into social
ami ty, and political and economic stability, under the lead‑
ership of the National Socialist Government of the Third
Reich. This Government had brought notable improve‑
ment to the economic condition of Germany. The meas‑
ures employed were domestic and internal. They effect‑
ed no other countries, except as other countries chose to
see a danger to their system of economic and financial
exploitation of “Balkanized Europe” as the improved con‑
ditions in Germany began to spread throughout Europe.

I t is difficult to find non- inflammatory books describ‑
i n g the improving conditions in Central EurOpe at this
time. Samuel Untermeyer ’s declaration of a h o l y w a r on
behalf of Organized World Jewry did immeasurable harm,
as it was intend-ed to do, to any fair report ing of the condi‑
tions in Europe. Honest scholarship disappeared under
pressure f rom this strongly organized minor i ty.

An American observer in Germany writes:
“Lurid as were the details of bodily mistreatment,

*See The Empi re o f “The Ci ty, " by E. C. Knuth.
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it must be emphatically stated that this form of National
Socialist attack on Jew r y was exaggerated by the for ‑
eign press f a r out of proportion to i ts importance in
the German anti-Jewish movement and was as far re ‑
moved from the general tone of German l i fe as Negro
lynchings in our South is from normal American l i fe . ”
(UNDER THE SWASTIKA, page 193, John B. Ho l t . )
Freda Ut ley gives us some idea Why the details were

lur id: ‘
“The Soviet Government’s suSpicion that many of

its citizens would escape from the socialist paradise “if
they could is probably justified. Perhaps Stalin has
been Wiser than Hit ler in this respect. Whereas thou‑
sands of Jevvs and a goodly number of liberals have been
allowed to leave Germany, and even former victims of
the Gestapo have succeeded in gett ing out of the coun‑
t r y to te l l the tale of their suffer ings to a horr ified world,
Stalin has shot or interned in concentration camps a l l
Whom he suspected of disliking the regime and has pre ‑
vented even the “free’ citizen from leaving the country
for a short visit abroad. Consequently, Whereas the
horrors of Nazi Germany are known to the Whole world,
very few people know anything about the suffer ing and
oppression of the Russians under Stalin.” (DREAM 'WE
LOST, page 306.)

(The reader w i l l understand Why Freda Ut ley ’s book “THE
DREAM WE LOST is out of p r i n t and scarce.)‑
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CHAPTER FIVE

R o p i n g  I n  A m e r i c a ‐1 9 4 1
“The ‘Intel l igentsia, ’ supported by a special few”

with personal axes to g r i n d is hell bent fo r war. A
small bu t bri l l iant galaxy of polit ical, academic, elite
and socialite stars is d r i v i n g 130 mill ion Americans
against the i r Wishes and judgment into war: not jus t a
w a r against Germany as in 1917, but a futi le “ w a r to stop
fore ign revolutionwa w a r that m a y last f o r a genera ‑
tion, cost millions of lives and billions of dollars, and ac‑
complish no th ing bu t the transformation of America into
a social, economic and polit ical shambles.” ( T H E WIL‑
L I A M ALLEN WHITE REIGN OF TERROR, George
Cless, Jr., Scribner Commentator, December, 1940.)

We n o w enter the per iod of the interventionist battle
against attempts to keep America clear of the Second
World War. A number of authoritative books are avail‑
able Which outline the efforts made to involve the United
States in the coming catastrophe. Some are:

Porter Sargent, “ G e t t i n g U. S. Into Wa r. ”
Quincy Howe, “ E n g l a n d Expects E v e r y American t o
Do His D u t y, ” and “Blood Is Cheaper Than Water.”
Sidney Rogerson, “Propaganda In the Next War. ”
Wal ter Johnson, “Battle Against Isolation.”
H. C. Gratton, “The Deadly Parallel.”
Hubert Her r ing , ‘And 80 To War. ”

“Never since the days of ancient“ Rome has so much
power remained concentrated in so few hands f o r so
long a period a s i n the United K i n g d o m o f Great Br i t ‑
ain. and “its overseas empire,” writes Quincy Howe in the
foreword of ENGLAND EXPECTS EVERY AMERICAN
T O D O HIS D U T Y. B u t now . . .

“The Bri t ish Empire needs the support of the United
States. It has had that support with various degrees of en‑
thusiasm in e v e r y crisis, f o r over a hundred years. D u r i n g
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m a n y of those years, American support was comfor t ing
but not indispensable. Since 1914 it has become impera‑
tive and it has sometimes been given wi th disastrous
effects upon the United States.” ( A N D SO TO WAR,
page 116, Hubert Herr ing.)

To be remembered is the visit of Sir George Paish to
this country in the summer of 1940. Senator Wheeler
stated in the Senate, August 26, 1940, that Sir George had
said to h im :

“I am responsible f o r getting the United States into
the last war. I am over here now and I am going
across the United States on a speaking tour. I am go‑
i ng to get this country into this war.”

The Un i ted States since the t u r n o f t h e cen tu ry has
become t h e grea t p a w n in w o r l d p o w e r pol i t ics .

Then there is the Polish diplomatic correspondence
discovered in Warsaw by the Germans. Count Jerzy Po‑
tocki, Polish Ambassador to the United States, wrote f rom
Washington, January 16, 1939, to the Polish Minister of
Fore ign Affairs in Warsaw ( f rom photostatic copies of
the or ig inal documents):

January 16, 1939
Embassy of the Republic of Poland

In  Wash ing ton
No. 3/SZ-1'Jn-4 (confidential)
Re: Conversation wi th Ambassador Bul l i t t

To His Excellency, the Polish Minister f o r Fore ign
Affairs in Warsaw:

“. . . From my conversation wi th Bul l i t t I had the
impression that President Roosevelt had acquainted h i m
in detail with the views of the United States in the pres‑
ent European crisis. Bullitt is to repor t to the Quai
d’Orsay and is also to convey these views in his conver‑
sation w i th European statesmen. The content of these
directions, of which B. -informed me in our hal f hour
conversation is as follows:

Pr in ted in par t in New Yo r k World Telegram, March 29, 1940.
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1) A new impuISe in foreign policy inspired by
President Roosevelt who sharply and emphati‑
cally condemns the totalitarian states.

2) The War-preparations of the United States on
sea, on land and in the air which are being exe‑
cuted at an increasing speed at the colossal ex‑
p e n S e of $1,250,000,000.

3) The emphatic opinion of the President that
France and Britain must make no further com‑
promise with the totalitarian countries and
must not allow themselves to be led into dis‑

' cussions regarding territorial changes.
4) A moral assurance that the United States are

abandoning their policy of isolatiOn and in case
of war are ready to grant active support to
Britain and France, America being prepared
to place her whole financial and material re ‑
sources at their disposal.”

P'OTOCKI
In the face of this secretly declared fore ign policy of

the United States, What is likely to be the foreign policy
of Britain? Freda Utley comments on this follows:

“Chamberlain and his group were forced to aban‑
don the pol icy of appeasement by pressure f r0m the Le f t
at home, and their own growing doubts concerning Ger‑
many’s intentions. The United States also played its
pa r t by exerting moral pressure on Eng land to wage w a r
on Germany next time the latter erupted. The anger,
indignation, and contempt of the American people, as
voiced by their press and their politicians, at the Mun‑
ich settlement, were inflamed, if not actually instigated,
by Communists and their fellow travelers, just as simi‑
l a r feel ings were fanned in Eng land and France. Read
such liberal American journals as the New Republic
and the Nation in the fa l l of 1938 fo r the clearest ex‑
pression of Commintern propaganda at that time;
propaganda concerned to make the American people
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believe that Chamberlain had sacrificed Czecho-slova‑
kia out of fear of communism and love of fascism.

“ I f the influence of the Commintern had been con‑
fined to such journals as these and to the Le f t intellec‑
tual circles they represent, the damage would not have
been great. But the Commintern line was reflected in
almost the whole American Press and in the great E n g ‑
l ish liberal and labor da i ly newspapers, influenced not
only by false prOphets, the facile journalists or blind
idealists, f rom the Webbs and Louis Fischer to Vincent
Sheean, Dorothy Thompson and Heywood Broun, but
by the great major i ty of columnists and commentators.
A l l these ‘liberals‘ played down Soviet atrocities, purges,
executions, and liquidations; and played up Germany’s.
They represented the world as divided up into Satanic
aggressor powers and virtuous democratic powers, with
Stalin’s Russia endeavoring, as the purest of the pure , to
awaken France and E n g l a n d t o thir d u t y t o crush Ger‑
m a n y. ” ( T H E DREAM W E LOST, page 313.)

Let us turn to the domestic situation in the United
States. Count Jerzy Pot0cki reported on it to his Govern‑
ment as fol lows:

Washington, January 12, 1939
Embassy of the Republic of Poland,

in Washington (Confidential)
No. 3/SZ t j n 3
Re: Internal political situation in U. S. A. (Public Opin‑

ion against G e r m a n y, the Jewish question)
To His Excellency, The Minister f o r Foreign A f ‑

fairs in Warsaw:
“Public opinion in America nowadays expresses i t ‑

self in an increasing hatred of everything Fascist, hatred
of Chancellor Hitler and in fact everything connected
with National Socialism. Above all, propaganda here is
entirely in Jewish hands. Jews o w n practically 100 p e r
cent of the broadcasting stations, cinema, organs and
periodicals. A l though American propaganda is s 0 m e ‑
what rough-shod, and paints Germany as black as pos‑
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s ib le ‐ they certainly know how to exploi t rel igious per ‑
secutions and concentration campSL ‐yet, when bearing
publ ic ignorance in America in mind, their propaganda
is SOeffective that people here have no real knowledge
of the true state of affairs in Europe. Nowadays the
majority of Americans rega r d Chancellor Hi t ler and
National Socialism as the greatest evil and the greatest
danger that have befallen the world.

“The whole situation in this country constitutes an
excellent fo rum fo r a l l classes of publ ic speakers and
fo r refugees f rom Germany and Czecho-Slovakia who
are not backward in inflaming American public opinion
wi th a torrent of anti-German abuse and villification.
A l l these speakers extol American liberty and compare
it with conditions in the totalitarian countries. It is in ‑
teresting to observe that in this carefully thought-out
campa i gn ‐wh i ch i s primari ly conducted against Na ‑
t ional Socialism‐no reference at a l l is made to Soviet
Russia. If that country is mentioned, it is referred to
in a friendly manner and people are given the impres‑
sion that Soviet Russia is p a r t of the democratic g roup
of countries. Thanks to astute propaganda, pub l i c s ym ‑
pathy in U. S. A. is entirely on the side of Red Spain.

“Side by side with this propaganda an artificial war‑
panic is also created. Americans are induced to be‑
lieve that peace in EurOpe is hanging by a thread and
that W a r is inevitable. No effor t is spared to impress
u p o n the American mind that in event of a wor ld w a r
the U. S. A. must take an active pa r t in a struggle f o r
freedom and democracy.

“President Roosevelt was first in the field to give
expression to this hatred of Fascism. He had a two‑
fold purpose in mind: firs t ly, he wanted to divert Ameri‑
can public opinion from difficult and complicated do‑
mestic problems, part icular ly, however, f r om the strug ‑
g le that wa s going on between Capital and Labour. Sec‑
ondly, by creat ing a war-panic and rumors of a European
crisis, he wanted to induce Americans to endorse his
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huge p rog ram of armaments, as that p rog ram was in ex‑
cess of normal American requirements.

“Commenting on Roosevelt’s first purpose, I must
say that conditions on the American Labour Market
are constantly growing worse; unemployment today al‑
ready totals 12 millions. Federal and State administra‑
tive expenditure is increasing da i l y. The billions of dol‑
lars which the Treasury spends on relief work is the only
factor which at present maintains a certain amount of
peace and order in this count ry. So f a r there have been
only the usual strikes and local unrest. But no one can
say how long this State subsidy w i l l continue. Public
agi tat ion and indignation, severe conflicts between pr i ‑
vate enterprise and enormous trusts on the one hand,
and wi th labour circles on the other, have created many
enemies fo r Roosevelt and caused him many sleepless
nights. As to Roosevelt’s second purpose, I can only
add that, as an astute politician and expert on American
mental i ty, he has succeeded in quickly and adroitly di‑
ver t ing public opinion from the true domestic situation
and interesting that opinion in foreign policy.

“The modus operandi was perfectly simple. A l l
Roosevelt had to do was to stage correctly, on the one
hand, the menace of world-war brought about by Chan‑
cellor Hitler, while on the other hand, a bogey had to
be found that would gabble about an attack on the
U. S. A. by the totalitarian countries . . . The Munich
Pact was indeed a godsend to President Roosevelt. He
lost no opportunity in translating it as France’s and
England’s capitulation to bellicose German militarism.
As people say in this country, Hitler drew a g u n on
Chamberlain. In other words, France and England had
no choice and had to conclude a most shameful peace.

“Furthermore, the brutal treatment meted out to
the Jews in Germany as well as the problem of the
refugees are both factors which intensify the exist ing
hatred of everything connected wi th German National
Socialism. In this campaign of hatred, individual Jew‑
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ish intellectuals such as Bernard Baruch, Lehman, Gov‑
ernor of New York State, Felix Frankfurter, the newly
appointed Supreme Court Judge, Morgenthau, the F i ‑
nancial Secretary and other well-known personal friends
of Roosevelt have taken a prominent part in this cam‑
paign of hatred. A l l of them want the President to be‑
come the protagonist of human l iber ty, religious free‑
dom and the r i g h t of free speech. They want the Presi‑
dent to punish a l l anti-Semitic agitation. This particu‑
l a r group of people, who are all in highly placed Ameri‑
can official positions and who are desirous of being rep ‑
resentatives of “true Americanism,” and as “Champions
of Democracy,” are, in point of fact, linked with inter‑
national Jewry by ties incapable of being torn asunder.
Fo r international J e w r y ‐ s o intimately concerned with
the interests of its own race‐President Roosevelt’s
‘ideal’ role as a champion of human r ights was indeed a
godsend. In this w a y Jewry was able not only to estab‑
lish a dangerous centre in the New World for the dis‑
semination of hatred and enmity, but it also succeeded
in dividing the world into two warlike camps. The
whole problem is being tackled in a most mysterious
manner. Roosevelt has been given the power to enable
him to enliven American foreign policy and at the same
to create huge reserves in armaments fo r a future wa r
which the Jews are deliberately heading for.

“ I t is easy for American domestic policy to divert
public opinion in this country from an increasing anti‑
Semitic feeling. This is done by talk ing of the necessity
for defending faith and individual l iberty against the
menace of Fascism.”

JERZY POTOCKI
Ambassador of the Republic of Poland

Despite these powerful forces in the United States
wo rk i ng f o r war, official quarters in Britain as late as
March, 1939, had hopes of winning an economic war
against Germany in their effort to avoid a resort to arms.
We here quote a few short excerpts f rom a report by the
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Polish Ambassador in London to his Minister of Foreign
Affairs:

Political Report No. 6/2
Embassy of the Republic of Poland
ER/MR-No. 57-tj-122 London, March 9, 1939

M r . Hudson’s Trade Mission
“Today I lunched wi th M r. Hudson, the Parlia‑

mentary Secretary f o r Overseas Trade . _.. He is of the
opinion that I ta ly ’s economy is so exhausted that she
could afford to take no measure which would be detri‑
mental to Britain. He also displayed much optimism in
his judgment of the German problem and told me that,
in his opinion: "We are already almost out of the dan‑
g e r zone!"

“Ge rmany, he added, is especially desirous of an
economic understanding, Herr Funk be ing among those
who advocated this most st rongly. . . ,_The British Gov‑
ernment were moreover determined not to abandon a
single European market and not to renounce their eco‑
nomic advantages in favour of the German Reich. -This
attitude, however, d id not mean tha t Great Br i ta in
wanted to contest Germany’s first place in the various
icent ra l EurOpean market’s which the latter country
held f o r physical, geo-political and other reasons.

“Here M r. Hudson expressed his confidence in a
favourable development of events by saying: ‘Today we
are mak ing negotiations in the economic Sphere and
shattering the German barter system. In the autumn we
shall induce Goering to come to London, within a year
we shall have brough t about an agreement rest r ic t ing
armaments, within 18 months we shall have completely
done away with the painful problem of colonial r a w
materials; in this manner we shall secure peace and re ‑
establish the shattered political equilibrium.’

“The confidence thus displayed by M r. Hudson in
his Berlin discussions does not, however, prevent h im
from th i n k i ng about and mentioning a ‘Policy fo r de‑
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veloping means of resistance.’ In characterizing the
attitude taken by his country, he asserted that British
policy had now abandoned the methods and slogans of
the last twenty years and had returned to those of her
more aggressive days at the end of the nineteenth cen‑
t u r y, i. e. the time of Joseph Chamberlain. This neces‑
sari ly meant a return to j ingo tradition.”

or this fateful spring Ka r l von Wiegand wrote:
“ O n Ap r i l 25, 1939, four months before the Ger‑

man invasion of Poland Ambassador Will iam Christian
Bull i t t called me to the American Embassy in Paris to
tel l m e :

f ‘ ( W a r - in E u r o p e has been decided upon . "

“ ‘Poland,’ he said, ‘had the assurance of the support
of Britain and France, and would yield to no demands
from Germany. ’

” ‘America,’ he predicted, ‘would be in the wa r after
Bri ta in and France entered it . ’ ” (Chicago Herald‐Amer‑
ican, Oct. 8, 1944.)

Confi rm ing this, A r thu r "Sears Henn ing wrote on No‑
vember 1.2, 1941:

‘From the Outbreak of the wa r the President has
been under fire fo r permitt ing, if not encouraging, Wil‑
liam lC. Bull i t t , American Ambassador to France and.
other American diplomats to encou rage France and
Poland to get into the wa r with promises of American
support.” (Washington Times Herald.)

Of the Churchill cables to Roosevelt, David Sentner
wrote in the New Yo r k Journal American, June 19, 1945:

“L . . that the Churchill-Roosevelt correspondence
allegedly was fol lowing a course to b r i n g the United
States into wa r with Great Bri tain against Germany . . .
Among the cables which were decoded ( b y Ty l e r Ken t )
and the contents revealed, Rep. Hoffman (R., Mich. )
said. ‘ I t is alleged there was one sent by Churchill in Oc‑
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tober, 1939, in which Churchill then, British Lord of
the Admiralty states:

” ‘I am ha l f American and a natura l person to work.
with you . It is evident We see- eye to eye. Were I to be‑

come Prime. Minister of Br i ta in we could control the
world.” ”*

It is anyone’s judgment whether the United States
was t r y i ng to “ r ope in Eng land ” f o r a crusade in the cause
o f “human r i g h t s ” o r Whether E n g l a n d was t ry ing t o “ r e p s
in America” to save the Empi re fro-m the growing menace
of world trade by barter. Hilaire Belloc had written a
sigin i fcant editorial, CAN WE ROPE IN AMERICA? in
The Weekly Review, London, on January 6, 1938, which
we repr in t in f u l l :

The immediate pract ica l question in Engl ish pol i‑
tics has nothing domestic about i t : fo r we have in. truth
no domestic politics. We are so united a country tha t
"no domestic question divides us. Our p o o r are delighted
to be managed a t a profit by ou r rich, We are a lways per ‑
suaded that, i f any of us suffers, the fore igner anyhow
suffers a great deal more and we are quite content with
the pur i ty of our publ ic l i fe and the magnificence of
our public men.

Bu t in problems involving the said fore igners and
the said public men and ourselves, in matters of interna‑
tional relationship it is otherwise. The Ir ish affa i r,
Which is the most important of all , we get over by tak‑
i n g f o r g ran ted that i t i s not there. Ireland is exclud‑
ed f rom o u r press, and not one of us in a thousand pays
the least attention to i t , or to the I r ish Race, in Australia,
Canada, America, o r to the Irish re l ig ion . B u t What a
few people do by this time appreciate, and =What most
people are beginning vaguely to feel, is the increasing
menace to our wealth. We are menace-d by serious
rivals who want to get hold of that wealth. One im ‑
portant section of o u r wealth is derived from tribute

m i l - I E CASE OF T Y L E R K E N T, John Howland Snow, noted
in  b i b l i og raphy.
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beyond Singapore. As money lender ( t ha t is, bankers)
we have levied on the F a r East a regular toll, increasing
in magnitude, f o r nearly a hundred years . We ge t five
and six p e r cent and over f rom the labour of yel low men,
who are still precariously and have long been securely,
in our fee. We get profits from our exchange of goods
wi th them; we ge t profits out of insurance upon their
lives, upon fire, u p on trade risks; We get, or have got,
direct p a ymen t in salaries f rom them, paid. to ou r pub ‑
l ic school me n Whom we send out as manage rs and of‑
ficials of every sort; we ge t a b i g slice of their taxes as
payment f o r ‘accommodation,’ and a l l the “rest of i t ,
Much the greater p a r t of this wealth, steadily pumped
out o f the F a r East, finds its wa y to Eng land and main‑
tains a respectable proportion. of our populatiion, some in
idleness, others in not very laborious ease.

The Japanese want this revenue and at the mo‑
ment o f this wr i t i ng are in a fa i r way to ge t i t . They
want to deflect the Wealth that is n o w paid into our
pockets as money lenders, managers, insurers, ex.‑
changers, officials, and even missionaries, into their
pockets. They propose to do this by force of arms and
they have already gone a long way towards succeeding.

Now how can they be stopped? Only by a superior
force in action or by threat of such force sufficient to
give them pause. Can we do that single-handed? We
cannot, because We have not sufficient strength. We
have no land force available f o r the purpose and sea
p ow e r nowadays does not exercise the control i t did
th i r ty yea rs ago . Even i f i t st i l l could do what used to be
claimed f o r i t , Wecould not use it single handed because
the attempt to do so would at once arouse an overwhelms
i n g coalition against us. The French in their present
condition, t hough they have similar (vastly inferior) ins
terests in the Fa r East, are not to be relied upon. The
hopes we had of Russian interference have failed, the
international clique which st i l l rules f rom Moscow with
Stalin as its Vigorous figurehead, knows. very well that
fo re ign w a r would. be the end of i t .
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There remains the United States.
It is commonly said up and down EurOpe that we

can make the United States do what we like. That
idea is based upon the vague and misleading word,
“Anglo-Saxon,” but aISO upon the actual and recent ex‑
perience of the last 20 years. We go t the U. S. into the
Great War on our side, and what was more extraordi‑
na r y, we managed, in the debt business, to make France
the villain of the piece. We have got them to feel with
us against modern I ta ly, and we have go t them to talk
o f ourselves as “a democracy” ‐which is prodigious.

Can we rope them in to fight , or threaten to fight ,
the Japanese? It is a questiOn of the most poignant
interest, and it is a question that wi l l be answered in
a comparatively short time one way or the other.

The advantages we have in the working of Ameri‑
can opinion and policy are very great, and they have
been used in the past with so much success that those
who think we shall still win the trick and have much to
say for themselves. We are the only people of the Old
World who use the same pr inted word, and largely the
same spoken word, as the Americans. Much more im ‑
portant than that mechanical advantage is the spiritual
advantage of a literature largely in common with them
and an interpretation (or my th ) of gene ra l history held
largely in common with them. Bu t much more impor‑
tant than any other factor is the rel igious factor. Vas t ly
different as we are from the Americans we have in com‑
mon with them the set of moral ideas proceeding from
men who dominated the English seventeenth century.
Those ideas have of course been transformed in the last
200 years. You can make more out of a SOciety for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals or Children, or out of
the word “democracy,” or out of “sanitation,” than y o u
can out of the Authorized Version, and much more than
you can out of direct Calvinism, f o r the latter has now
got to be diluted; but, roughly speaking, we know in‑
stinctively what will move American indignation and
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enthusiasm, even when it does not move our own. Ameri‑
can opinion is inflammable, and just as we go t up the
c r y, ‘To hel l with the Hohenzollerns and the Hapsburgs”
(which both begin withn an “ h ” ) , so we might ge t a slo‑
g a n for the Pacific.

There are abstacles in the w a y. The chief of these
is the very la rge American investment in Japan (17
times tha t o f the B r i t i s h ‐ E d ) . The next obstacle i n
importance is the realization by most Americans tha t
we are much more interested than they are in stopping ‑
the Japanese advance, and that, if they come in, they
wi l l be coming in much more to our advantage than to
their own . But those obstacles could be overcome. The
mass of the American public has no experience, as we
have, of modern war ; its enthusiasm is easily aroused;
we have already go t them to feel a sort of instinctive op ‑
position to the Italians; and the Jews and ourselves com‑
bined and in alliance have go t them to oppose the Third
Reich.

Roughly speaking, we are about half way to our
goal. Shall we be able to go the remaining half of the
way and reach our goa l? Shall we r ope in America
against Japan? That is the important question of the
moment, and as this paper is free to te l l the truth, the
t ru th can be stated here in its simple and obvious terms.
As things now stand, ou r chances are (to p u t it in
American) about fi f t y - fi f t y. ( E n d o f quo ta t ion . )

Now le t us turn to Beverly Nichols, Engl ish and au‑
thor and journalist. This is what he says about the alliance
between Eng land and the JeWS referred to by Belloc:

“ Le t us rega rd anti-semitism from a purely util ita‑
r ian point of view. Is it f o r a moment conceivable that
the British Empi re which is of a l l institutions the most
precarious and the most ramshakly could possibly tear
out the Jews f rom its midst and continue to survive?
The briefest consideration assures us that if it attempt‑
ed such a drastic surgical operation, it would crash in
ruins. It would crash as certainly as an ancient build‑
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i n g on which the i v y had f o r centuries encroached. You
ma y call the i v y a parasite, you may suggest that it has
stretched its tendrills too deeply into crevices, that it
was eat ing into the very fabric of the stone. That m a y
be true. Bu t t r y to tear it away and you wi l l b r i n g
down not only the i v y, but the entire structure.

“Would i t not be better to tr im the i vy?

“I do not think that the metaphor is- either inap ‑
propriate or f a r fetched. The ivy is a parasite. The
Jew is a parasite. But the ivy on an ancient structure
is not only a parasite but a support. And the Jew in an
ancient structure like the British Empi re is no t only an
alien bu t an asset.” (NEWS OF ENGLAND, A Coun‑
t r y Without a Hero,, page 299.)

In the same year, 1938, Sidney Rogerson wrote in
PROPAGANDA IN THE NEXT WAR:

“There remain the JeWs. It has been estimated
that of the world population of approximately fifteen
million, no fewer than five millions are in the United
States. Twenty-five p e r cent of the inhabitants of New
Yo rk are Jews (now roughly 5 0 p e r c e n t ‐Ed . ) . Dur ‑
i n g the Great Wa r we bought o f f this huge American
Jewish public by the promise of a Jewish National
Home in Palestine, held by Ludendorff to be the mas‑
ter stroke of Allied propaganda as it enabled us not
only to appeal to the Jews in America bu t to the Jews
in Germany as wel l . SinCe then our attempts to imple‑
ment our under tak ing have landed us in difficulties with
the indigenous Arabs, agitated by Italian propaganda,
without satisfying the Jews. We have not satisfied the
educated British Jews. How much less have we satis‑
fied the more remote Jew community On the other side
of the Atlantic. In addition, the recent realist policy of
the British Government has been worked up into a p rop ‑
aganda of s ignificant extent and intensity Which rep re ‑
sents Great Britain as being “half-Fascist’‐excuse the
l abe l ‐a l l ready and prepared to ‘sell the democratic
pass” and go “all-Fascist’ at the first c0nvenient O p p o r ‑
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tun i ty. This is being developed by the intense Jewish
hatred of Germany, and f rom her of a l l dictator coun‑
tries, and backed by the influence of the Catholic Church
and undenominational liberals. At the moment we have
a strong section of American opinion against us, but if
w a r were to break out tomorrow between Eng land and
Germany this mass of opinion would have to come down
on one side or the other and it wi l l be marvelous indeed
if German propaganda could succeed in bringing it
down on theirs. In general the situation in the United
States is more favourable to Great Britain than in 1914,
in that the obvious centre of infection has been re ‑
moved; but less favourable in that We have temporari ly,
at any rate, lost caste as a ‘democratic’ State because
of the propaganda which represents us as truckl ing to
or at least having truck with the ‘dictators.’ Though we
are not unfavourably placed to keep the United States
benevolently neutral, to persuade her to take our part
wi l l be more difficult , sodifficult as to be unl ikely to suc‑
ceed. It w i l l need a definite threat to America, a threat,
moreover, which wi l l have to be brought home by prop‑
aganda to every citizen, before the republic wil l again
take arms in an external quarrel. The positiOn will be
natural ly considerably eased if Japan were involved
and this m igh t and probably would br ing America in
without further ado. At any rate, it would be a natural
and obvious object of our propagandists to achieve this,
just as dur ing the Great War they succeeded in em‑
broi l ing the United States with Germany.” (Page 147.)

On January 12, 1939, The Weekly Review (London)
published a leading article, THE BANKERS ACT, which,
because of i ts importance, We quote in fu l l :

A bitter struggle is going on as to how internation‑
al trade and international financial relations shall be
conducted in the future. On the one side are the bank‑
i ng nat ions‐notably Eng land and the United S t a t e s ‑
together with those countries which have found it ex‑
pedient to side with them, and on the other, the authori‑
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tarian States of whom I ta l y and Germany are the lead‑
i ng examples.

The quarrel, reduced to its simplest terms, con‑
sists in the question whether or not the usurious loan
system shall continue to be the basis of international‑
and in a secondary degree, national‐dealings. A na‑
tion’s success in it is dependent u p O n two things which
are supplementary to each other: a strong gold backing
and the possession of the machinery of world banking.
Grant ing the continuance of the system as a world
habit, a country possessing these two advantages is able
to impose its wil l on its other less fortunate neighbors,
fo r it has the power to dry up their resources of wealth
and make it impossible or very difficult f o r them to
carry on. Nor is it an easy task to break the system and
thus win economic freedom. This can only be done by
determination on the par t of the rulers of the revolt‑
i n g country backed by preponderant mil i tary strength.

Through all modern history the power exercised
by mOne y has been challenged by monarchies and the
reason fo r this is that a monarchy is a monarchy only in
name until it has subordinated to itself, and thus de‑
stroyed, the effectual supremacy of the banker. A
banking monarchy is a contradiction in terms. It is thus
not surprising that the new monarchies ( fo r Germany,
though not strictly speaking a monarchy, possesses
many of the characteristics of that type of government)
now that they have attained to a position of mi l i tary
strength, should set their faces against any sort of sub‑
ordination to the world banking system.

The battle is joined, and on a vaster scale than any
similar struggle of the past.

The methods adopted by the opponents of the
money power have been largely forced upon them by
circumstances and made possible by the strict discipli‑
na r y regime they have set up Within their respective
countries. They refuse foreign interest-bearing loans
(and as f a r as possible repudiate those previOusly con‑
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t racted), and obtain the imports that they require by
direct exchange of goods, subsidizing where necessary,
their own exports to an unlimited extent. Such sub‑
sidies, which are rendered possible by governmental con‑
t ro l of labour, r a w materials, etc., na tura l l y cause strains
and stresses in the internal economy of the population,
especially since so large a proport ion of the imported
goods are the r a w materials f o r armaments, but the
cur rency of the country remains practically unaffected,
and the disasters Of headlong inflation are avoided.

‘On the other side the banking nations, which de‑
pend fo r their prosperity on the issuing of loans, bear‑
i n g h i g h interest, to nations in economic difficulties, and
on the speeding up of international trade to make the
payment of that interest possible, are being hard h i t by
repudiation, contraction of their borrowing field, and a
severe check upon international trade as they understand
i t . Eng land is especially fee l ing the brunt Of the attack,
par t ly because she is of a l l nations the least self-suffi‑
cient, and par t ly because of the enormous expenditures
on armaments that she has recently undertaken. Evi‑
dence of the strain she is feeling has been apparent in
the steady fa l l in the value of the pound sterling.

At the end of last week the Government took ac‑
tion. It transferred no less than three hundred and fi f t y
million pounds’ worth (reckoning at the present value
of the pound) of bar go ld f rom its function as back ing
to the cur rency to the new function of supporting the
Exchange Equalization Fund, which is another wa y of
keeping the pound f rom fa l l i ng further, par t icu lar ly
when a serious beginning is made of subsidizing our ow n
manufactured exports to compete wi th f o r e i gn sub‑
sidies. This action, which in itself amounts to no more
than t ransfer r ing one’s purse f r om one pocket to an‑
other, had the immediate effect of slightly ra is ing the
value of the pound ; f o r those who control these things
cannot refrain f r om admiration of any nation that pub‑
l i c l y manipulates a la rge sum of money. Bu t the ult i‑
mate intention behind the action is a more serious busi‑
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ness. It is a challenge to the nations who are revo l t i ng
f rom what has become the orthodox money system, to
the effect that England is prepared to expend this gi‑
gant ic sum in breaking the revolt.

It is a p roud gesture, but one unl ikely to prove suc‑
cessful, f o r it is p i t t ing capital against savings from la‑
bour. The savings wil l persist while the capital dimin‑
ishes.

Bu t the rea l l y t r ag i c th ing about Eng land ’s pa r t in
this struggle is not her possible failure but that she is
on the w r o n g side. It is one th ing f o r her to refuse f o r
herself the authoritarian regimes of the continent; it is
quite a different one to waste her resources on t r y i ng
to perpetuate a system which is as subversive of free‑
dom and productive of w a r as the most tyrannical of
despotisms and f a r more widely extended.

“ I f she desires appeasement, it is madness to at‑
tack the virtues of those with whom she would live in
peace. ( E n d of quotat ion.)

A careful study of this article places an entirely d i f ‑
ferent l i g h t on the “ F i g h t Fo r Freedom” we have heard
so much about. It would appear that the so-called liberal,
democratic nations, who happen to be at the same time
the banking nations, have gathered to themselves the free‑
dom of the whole wor ld. They a re engaged, w i t h a great
show of p ie ty, in sharing it out in a kind of share-croppers
proposition, wi th the nations who are proving themselves
to be righteous. But apparent ly p r o o f of righteousness is
judged by a nation’s subservience to the bank ing interests,
that is, to world finance.

It is not surprising, a l l facts considered, that there
was to be no mediation of the Danzig-Corr idor problem.

One reason, Winston Churchill, fickle helmsman-to‑
be of Britain’s Ship of State,now had other words to say
than those he had said in the House of Commons on No ‑
vember 23, 1932 (see page 45) .
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“Germany i s get t ing too s t r o n g ‐ w e mus t smash
Ge rma n y. ” *

Assertedly these words were spoken to American Gen‑
eral Robert Wood, who, according to his testimony, had
been a luncheon guest at Churchill’s London flat . There
was no one else present, “a l l I could give the Senators is
my word as a gentleman,” said the General. (Hearings on
S. 275, Lend Lease, February, 1941, p p . 338-390.)

And the twenty years’ armistice ended September 1,
1939.

The figh t i ng w a r began in Europe and the battle to
involve the United States began at home. For eight
months after the restoration of Danzig to Germany there
was no fight ing of consequence. Had sanity ruled the
governments of the liberal democracies they could have
stopped the conflict. But there was no sanity.

England depended on the United States coming i n ‑
with good reason!

The wa r against Germany had been going on covertly
from the time of Samuel Untermeyer ’s start l ing broadcast.
(See page 38.)

To the sixteenth convention of the B’nai B’rith, held
some eight months before Pearl Harbor, M r . Sigmund Liv ‑

*But in his Zurich, Switzerland address, September 19, 1946, the
fickle M r . Churchi l l said: “ I wish to speak to y o u today about the
tragedy of Europe. This noble continent, compris ing on the whole
the fairest and the most cultivated regions of the earth, en joy ing a
temperate and equable climate, is the home of a l l the great parent
races of the Western world. It is the foundation of the Christian
fai th and Christ ian ethics.

“And what is the p l i g h t to which Europe has been reduced? . . .
over w ide areas a vast qu iver ing mass of tormented, hungry, care‑
wo r n and bewildered human beings gaze on the ruins of their cities
and scan the dark horizon f o r the approach of some new peri l , t y ‑
r anny or terror. (See Appendix V I I , page 103.)

“ Among the victors there is a babel of voices, among the van‑
quished a sullen silence of despair.

‘ I am now going to say something that w i l l astonish you . The
first step in the re-creation of the European family must be a par t ‑
nership between France and Germany . . . There can be no revival
of Europe without a spir i tual ly g r ea t France and a spiritually great
Germany." ( New Yo r k Times, September20.)
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ingston, chairman of the Anti‐Defamation. League of B’nai
B’r i th, submitted a written message wherein he rationalized
American entry into the wa r as a necessary step f o r com‑
bat t ing anti‐Semitism. He stated:

“ N o nation can stand b y, oblivious to the perpetra‑
t ion of a great national w r o n g ( the persecution of the
Jews by the Nazis) without becoming an accessory to
that w rong , if i t has the power, either solely or jointly
w i th others, to stop or remedy such wrong . ”

Thus M r . L iv ings ton enunciated the doctrine that any
American who upheld traditional American neutral i ty was
an accessory to the crime of anti-Semitism in G-ermany.*

F o r various political, financial, racial and social rea‑
sons, influential groups in the United States favored in‑
volvement, regardless of the harm done to their own coun‑
t r y and to the world. President Roosevelt and other h igh ‑
ly placed Americans were a m o n g those who act ive ly
worked, not to keep America out, bu t to get America, in.
The Chicago Tribune published this report of the Presi‑
dent’s w a r plans on December 4, 1941:

F. D. R33 WAR PLANS!
Goal Is 10 Mil l ion Armed Men ; Ha l f to F i g h t in A. E F.
Proposed Land Drive By July 1, 1943, to Smash Nazis;

President Told of Equipment Sho r tage
Wash ing ton , D. C., Dec. 3 . . flA confidential report

prepared by the jo in t A rm y and Navy h i g h command by
direction of President Roosevelt calls for American expe‑
di t ionary forces'aggregating 5,000,000 me n f o r a final
land offensive against Germany and he r satellites. It
contemplates tota l armed forces of 10,045,658 men.

One of the few existing copies of this astounding docu‑
ment, which represents decisions and commitments affect‑
i n g the destinies of peoples? throughout the civilized world,
became available to The Tribune today.

”RA Tr i a l on Tr i a l (page 62), Maximi l ian St. Geo rge and Lawrence
Dennis, National C i v i l R igh ts Committee.
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It is a blueprint f o r total wa r on a scale unpreced‑
ented in. at least two oceans and three continents, Europe,
Afr ica and Asia.

The repor t expresses the considered Opinion of the
a rm y and n a v y strategists that “Germany and her Euro‑
pean satellites cannot be defeated by the European pow‐‑
ers now figh t i ng against her. ” Therefore, it concludes,
“ i f ou r European enemies are to be defeated it wi l l be nec ‑
essary fo r the United States to enter the war, and to em‑
ploy a part of its armed forces offensively in the Eastern
Atlantic and in Europe and Afr ica. ”

Ju l y 1, 1943, is fixed as the date f o r the beginning of
the final supreme effort by American land forces to defeat
the mighty German a rm y in Europe.

A Plan Fo r Encirclement
In the meantime, however, increasingly active pa r ‑

t icipation is prescribed f o r the United States, to consist of
the gradual encirclement of Germany by the establish‑
ment of mi l i tary bases, an American air offensive against
Germany from bases in the British Isles and in the Near
East, and possible ac t i onby American expeditionary forces
in Africa and the Near East. { E n d o f fi l le ts )

That was December 4th, 1941, three. days before
Pearl Harbor.

The next day Britain’s Julian Hux ley landed in New
York and made this statement to the press:

“Personal ly, I hope Japan won’t back down and
that you’ l l have to go to wa r wi th her next week.” (New
York Journal American, December 5, 194-1.)
The jo i n t proclamation by President Roosevelt and

Prime Minister Churchill o n August 14, N e l l ‐ t h e i r so~
called Atlantic Charter ‐ ‐was the confirmation of a p ro ‑
g r am for wa r already decided upon. On July 9th the
President had. wri t ten to Secretary of war Stimson asking
that he explore “ a t once the over-all production r e q u i r e
ments required to defeat our potential enemies.”
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The statement of former Secretary of War Henry L.
Stimson to the Congressional Joint Committee of the I n ‑
vestigation of the Pearl Harbor Attack brough t f rom M r .
Hamilton Fish, former congressman from New Yo rk the
fo l lowing statement:

“The shocking and amazing revelations of former
Secretary of Wa r Henry L. Stims0n prove conclusively
that charges made by me and other leading non-inter‑
ventionists in Congress that President Roosevelt and his
specially selected Cabinet of ardent and militant inter‑
ventionists manoeuvred us into w a r against the wi l l of
80 pe r cent of the American people.

“The Stimson quotations from his dairy have done
more to establish the fact that President Roosevelt and
Secretaries Hul l , Knox and Stimson deliberately
planned and sought to involve us in a w a r w i th Japan
and with Germany, th rough the back door, than al l the
testimony taken by the Pearl Harbor investigating com‑
mittee.

“ M r . Stimson openly states that the note sent by
Secretary of State Hu l l on November 26, 1941, ten days
before Pearl Harbor, was a war ultimatum to Japan.
This is the main fact that the Democratic members of
the committee sought so strenuously to keep out of the
record, and actually denounced it as sheer politics and
lies. This directly vindicates every statement made by
non-interventionists pr ior to Pearl Harbor, who f o r years
have been villified and smeared by paid agents fo r tell‑
i ng the truth.

“The complete vindication n o w comes from no less
a person than Henry L. Stimson, Secretary of Wa r at the
time, who was appointed by President Roosevelt because
of his pronounced international and interventio ist
Views. The t ru th is migh ty, and history does not l ie.”
(New Yo r k Dai ly News, March 26, 1946.)

Oliver Lytt leton’s statement in London as reported by
the United Press on June 20, 1944, justifies M r . Fish’s
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criticism of Secretary of War Henry L. Stimson and the
interventionists. M r. Lytt leton said:

“ ‘Japan was provoked into attacking the Ameri‑
cans at Pearl Harbor. It is a travesty on history ever to
say that America was forced into the war. ’

“ M r . Lytt leton authorized his secretary to say that
he did not dispute the published version of his statement
but that he made his remarks in an aside and phrased
them badly. ”

The campaign f o r intervention culminated in the at‑
tack on Pearl Harbor. Of this John J. O’Donnell writes
in Capitol Stuff ( N e w York Dai ly News, Augus t 13, 1945) :

“The reporters in Washington on that Sunday af‑
ternoon were as much shocked and surprised as were
the A r m y and Navy commanders at Pearl Harbor. Cer‑
tainly on Sunday, December 7, 1941, the newsmen didn’t
know that F. D. R. definitely had threatened war on
August 17 . . . ( I t was on that Sunday, August 17, that
the great decision of the Roosevelt-Churchill conference
at sea was p u t into effect: Roosevelt, swift to keep his
secret pledge to Churchill, called in Jap Ambassador
Nomura and delivered the oral ultimatum. In effect.
F. D. R. told Japan that if they didn’t st0p making moves
in the Pacific which disturbed Britain, then in its l i fe
and death struggle with Germany, the Japs could ex‑
pect to be at war with the United States) . . . Mrs. Elea‑
no r Roosevelt was apparently better informed . . . In
September, 1944, she gave a highly significant interview
p r i n t e d in the Sunday magazine section of the New York
Times.~ Times reporter Kathleen McLaugh l i n reported
in her Sunday piece: . . . ‘she (Mrs . Roosevelt) recalls
there was only a little more commotion than usual fol‑
l ow ing receipt that morning (December 7, 1941) by the
President of the historic message from Pearl Harbor . ..
December 7 was just like any other D-days to us . . . it
was f a r from the shock it proved to be to the country
in general. We had expected something f o r a l o n g
time.’ ”
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Former Prime Minister Churchill has made some in‑
teresting comments on the entry of the United States into
the War. Shortly after the attack on Pearl Harbor he
said in the House of Commons:

“When I survey and compute the p o w e r of the
United States and its vast resources and feel that they
are now in it with us, with the British Commonwealth of
Nations, a l l together, however long it lasts, t i l l death or
victory, I cannot believe that there is any other fact in
the whole world which can compare with that. This is
what I have dreamed of, aimed at, and worked for,
and n o w it has come to pass.” (February 16, 1942.)

Later we learn from His Majesty’s w a r time Prime
Minister that the Atlantic Conference pu t its stamp of
approval on a p r o g r a m of “blood, sweat and tears” for
these United States. The Prime Minister said in the House
of Commons:

“ I t has been the policy of the cabinet at almost a l l
costs to avoid embroilment with Japan until we were
sure that the United States would also be engaged . . .
On the other hand, the probability since the Atlantic
Conference, at which I discussed these matters with
President Roosevelt, t h a t the U n i t e d , States, even if not
attacked, would come i n t o the w a r in t h e East and thus
make final victory assured. . . . has not been falsified by
the events.” (January 28, 1945.)*

*See Boake Carter, page 5; Hilaire Belloc, page 60; Sidney Rog ‑
erson, page 63.
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CHAPTER SIX

O t h e r Influences
“ B y the proper handl ing of their invention,

Nineteenth Century Money, the London merchants man‑
a g e d to regulate and to l imi t the imports and exports
of every country in the world. Beyond that they even
controlled and directed the development of business, of
industry and of production in every quarter of the globe.
And by their wise handl ing of their tremendous inter‑
national power the London merchants achieved the rea ‑
sonably smooth development of the rapid ly g row ing
world economy in the a g e of steam and electricity.

“This was England’s Service to the world, and this
is the service she must resume and continue to render
in a n y reasonably constituted world. There is no other
nation that can pretend to render that service. It was
the breakdown of this service tha t brought misery, u n ‑
rest and w a r into the world.” (Sarpedon, England’s Serv‑
ice,* pages 120-121.)

The beginning of the w a r g a v e eXpression to feel ings
of satisfaction in m a n y quarters. In the Zionist Review
(London), October 26, 1939, David Ben-Gurion wrote
(Jewry’s Tasks, page 7 ) :

“Our entire fate is bound up with that of Great
Britain. Her W a r is our war. ”

The American Hebrew, The National Weekly of
Jewish affairs, expressed its views in its Editorial In ter ‑
pretations of Current Events on July 24, 1942, as follows:

“ I t m a y seem a f a r c r y f rom the Philippines and
the w a r to the peacefully developing movement f o r bet‑
ter understanding between Christians and Jews in the
United States. But is i t? Whenever an American or
Philippine fe l l at Bataan or Corregidor or any of the

"‘See Appendix V I .
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now historic spots where MacArthur ’smen pu t up their
remarkable fight , their survivors could have said with
t ru th: the real reason that boy went to his death was
because Hitler’s anti-Semitic movement succeeded in
Germany. ”

Bu t nine years previously the Jews had greeted enthus‑
iastically the h o l y w a r on which they themselves were
embarked, according to Samuel Untermeyer (see page 38).

It would appear that M r . Untermeyer and M r . Baruch
have been the jo in t chiefs of staff of some kind of a super‑
national wa r planning board. M r . Baruch seemed to
know what he was ta l k i ng about when he to l d General
George C. Marshall in 1938:*

“We are going to l ick that fellow Hit ler. He isn’t
going to get away with i t . ” (As repor ted in the New
Yo rk Times, May 25, 1944.)
Samuel Untermeyer and Bernard Baruch d id a great

deal to promote amo n g the Jewish people enthusiasm for
an American w a r against Germany.

Rev. John Haynes Holmes, a staunch supporter of
“ the peacefully developing movement f o r a better under‑
standing between Christians and Jews,” wrote in Opinion
(September, 1940), an influential journal of Jewish life
and letters edited by Hungarian-born Rabbi Stephen S.
Wise:

“And now the Jews are actually clamoring for war
again, under the insane delusion that this new wa r can
br ing any different or better results than the last war!
If the JeWS know what is good for them, to say noth‑
i n g of what is good fo r Europe and the world, they wi l l
General Marshall, now Secretary of State, to ld Manuel de Goes

Monteiro ( f o rme r Wa r Minister of B r a z i l ) in 1939 t ha t the United
States was p lann ing to enter the wa r beside England. Monteiro said,
in leve l l ing this sensational charge at the new Secretary of State, that
Marshal l conferred w i t h h igh Brazilian officials and asked f o r and
go t a pledge of Brazilian cooperation. Monteiro returned to the
United States w i t h Marshall and the g round wo r k f o r the cooperation
was la id in Washington. A second visi t by Monteiro in 1940 com‑
pleted the plans. ( F r om text of broadcast by Prescott Robinson,
8:00 A.M., J a nua r y 9, 1947, as suppl ied by Radio Station WOR.)
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do everything in their pOWe r to stop this war, and espe‑
cially to keep America out of i t . If this wa r goes on,
with Jews doing their part to foment it and feed it and
idealize i t , Europe wil l be plunged a decade hence into
a horror of anti-Semitism which wil l make Hitler‘s pog ‑
roms look l ike a Sunday School k indergar ten. I f
America gets into this war and is fooled again, our
wealth wasted and the lives of our boys thrown away
the second time f o r no result save that of utterly wreck‑
i n g our civilization and ending democracy forever, then
a wave of anti-Semitism, already started in this country,
will sweep the land with horror. Disillusioned and des‑
perate Americans are in no way-different from disillu‑
sioned and desperate Germans. They will seek a
scapegoat for their own folly just as quickly and infalli‑
b ly. I can hear now the cries which wi l l be l i f ted a
decade hence, if we go into this war today. ‘The Jews
did i t ! ’ They took us into the w a r because they hated
Hitler. They own the newspapers. They r u n the
movies. They control the banks. The Jews did i t .
Down with the Jews.’ ”
Some further influences of World Finance are wor thy

of note here. Jeffery Mark, an Engl ish Writer on mone ‑
tary affairs, says:

“Hi t ler in effect has declared a tentative wa r
against international finance and a l l foreign loaned cap‑
ital, and it is certain that a large amount of the opposi‑
tion generated against his manifestly sincere internal
reconstruction policy in Germany is due to this fact.
France is working hand in hand with international fi ‑
nance, using the catspaw of the League of Nations to
t ighten her stranglehold on Germany th rough the finan‑
cial control of the surrounding nations, and a servile and
finance-suborned press has been deliberate in its efforts
to discredit Germany throughout the wor ld by the d rag ‑
ging of red herr ings of a l l shapes and smells across the
trail. The policy of the Nazis is instinctively rather than
factual ly in opposition to international finance, but the
seeds of a conflict of tremendous dimensions are already
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sown; and it looks as if the powers of usury will force
Great Britain to join France in an effort to crush Ger‑
many today, just as they forced her to figh t a battle for
usury, in combination with Germany against the Conti‑
nental System of Napoleon in the last cen tu ry. ” (MOD ‑
ERN IDOLATRY, page 222.)

A British diplomat has written, I cannot place the
source:

“Britain has no eternal friends; Britain has only
eternal interests.”
But M r. F. A. Vo ig t , probably the greatest l i v i n g

journalist interpret ing British policy, and editor of the
Nineteenth Century and After, wrote in that publication
in September 1943:

“Eng land has no one permanent foe in Europe, fo r
none of her vital interests conflict with the interests of
any European power. Her only foe is that p OWe r , or
that coalition of powers, which may endeavor to domi‑
nate Europe. Against that foe she must always be
ready, always strong, and always have allies. As her
foe varies, so her allies va r y. The foe of yesterday may
be the al ly of tomorrow and the ally of yesterday the
foe of tomorrow.”
Tru ly the VAMPIRE OF THE CONTINENT.
There is much evidence that the control of the issuance

of money has been an important factor in American poli‑
tics and diplomacy fr0m the time of Alexander Hamilton
to the formation of the Federal Reserve Banking System in
1913. It is interesting to note that Paul M. Warburg, a
German-born Jew, with international banking connections,
had much influence in its formation. M r . Warburg is the
author of a two-volume work entitled, THE FEDERAL RE‑
SERVE SYSTEM, ITS ORIGIN AND GROWTH. Lincoln
secured Congressional permission to issue mOney based on
the work and wealth of the nation. His assassination fol‑
lowed*

”See Appendix (I .
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Robert J. Scrutton, in his book, A PEOPLES RUNNY‑
MEDE, writes an enlightening chapter entitled “The
Peace We Lost.” We quote in par t :

It is hypocrisy to condemn economic or military ag ‑
gressors or dictators, no matter how ruthless they may
be in their commercial or mil i tary war, if we wil l not
remove the economic causes of the aggression or the
condition which give rise to dictatorships.

The nations which were in the category of the
“have nots” were treated as we treat our unemployed.
“Ou r economic policy has no provision for exchanging
goods and services without the use of money, but as
the system cannotg ive y o u money we must withhold the
goods y o u need. We are sorry for y o u r conditiOn, bu t
bear y o u r troubles peaceful ly; any attempt at violence
to obtain a sufficiency of food, warmth and shelter w i l l
be crushed by the forces of law and order.” This is the
only implicatiOn we can give to M r. Eden’s words on
September 20, 1937, after Germany and other countries
had asked fo r assistance in solving their food problems:

“I am afraid no modification of the British or a n y
other preferential system can provide an adequate rem‑
edy for the difficulties of those countries which, by
maintaining exchange control, find themselves at a dis‑
advantage in obtaining imports of r aw materials and
other th ings which they require. For as the Commit‑
tee’s repor t clearly shows, the principal difficulties of
these countries arises not in obtaining r a w materials,
whether f rom colonial areas or elsewhere, but in paying
for those r a w materials.”

The great commercial nations‐America, Great
Britain and France‐had lent, and were w i l l i ng to con‑
tinue lending, money to fore ign countries so that they
could buy their goods. But I ta ly had learned her lesson
by past experience and refused to entangle herself in
debt. She occasionally ignored or thodey and fed her
people by exchanging abroad her industrial products fo r
the food she could not produCe herself. Russian also of‑
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fended against the commercial powers by exchanging
goods f o r goods. They were condemned by the world’s
economic experts. Barter was not accepted as leg i t i ‑
mate trade. I t d i d n o t g a t h e r interest . ( I ta l ics o u r s . ‑
Ed. ) Trade was trade, in the opinion of the mone y
power, only when men stood at ports entering cargoes
into ledgers headed “ Impor ts and Exports.” Ba r t e r o n l y
fed people. ( I tal ics ou r s ‐Ed . )

Germany, like I ta l y and Russia before, was t ry ing
to escape the entanglements of world debt. Eng land
was quite wi l l ing to lend money to buy r a w materials,
but they insisted u p o n exchanging goods f o r goods. They
would not be drawn into the system of increasing debt,
booms and slumps. The Time (London) has since said
that Germany’s barter system made her an aggressor in
the world market.* She was t ry ing to break the credit
r i n g of the money monopolists by the force of economic
s a n i t y ‐ a n d that was unforgivable. She was act ing l ike
a worker who went on strike against a system which de‑
pr i ved him of adequate food supplies though he was
quite wi l l ing to exchange his labour to pay f o r them.

=i=From The Times (London), October 11 and 12 and November
13, 1940:

One of the fundamental causes of this wa r has been the unre‑
l a x i n g effor ts of Ge rman y since 1918 to secure wide enough fore ign
marke ts to s t ra igh ten her finances a t the ve r y t ime when a l l he r
competi tors were forced by their o w n debts to adopt exactly the
same course. Continuous fr ict ion was inevitable.

Germany adopted a new monetary policy af ter which, The Times
says, “Ge rmany ceased to experience any serious financial d i f ficu l t y. "

In this country the people suffer the burdens of heavy and in ‑
creasing taxation, bu t in Ge rmany, says The Times:

“No th i ng is ever heard of the necessity of increasing taxation,
compulsory savings, or the issue of enormous pub l i c w a r loans. Quite
the contrary. Recent ly an impor tant tax was abolished. Public sav‑
i n g s bank 'deposits touch new month ly records again and again .
Money i s so p l en t i f u l that the interest rate on the Reich loans could
recent ly be reduced f rom 41/2 to 4 pe r cent."*

We are told, “These changes may wel l cal l f o r drastic readjust‑
ments in our established conventions. A hidebound persistence in
methods and doctrines which were sound fi f t y years ago m a y easily
p rove as costly in the financia l and economic field of actual wa r.
It m i g h t not lose the war; it would certainly lose the peace."

“ T h e B a n k o f E n g l a n d a n d t h e Federal Reserve B a n k i n g Sys tem l o n g ago
discovered this. I t makes a d i f fe rence w h o does i t ‐ a peop l e g o v e r n i n g t h em ‑
selves, o r a sma l l m i n o r i t y r u l i n g over t h em . ‐E d .
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In 1937 Hitler had said:
“Germany w i l l enter into no more obligations to p a y

f o r her goods imports than she is capable o f fu lfi l l i ng .
The German Government thus takes the standpoint of
the respectable merchant, who keeps his orders in har‑
mony with his power to p a y. ”

He said:
“ W e laugh at the time when our national econo‑

mists held the view that the value of a currency is r e g u ‑
lated by the gold and securities ly ing in the vaults of
a State Bank; and more especially we l a u g h at the theory
that its value was guaranteed thereby. We have in‑
stead come to learn that the value of a currency lies in
the productive capacity of a nation.”

The world financial monopoly stood aghast. If
Germany succeeded in her p lan of economic penetration,
other nations m i g h t follow her example. The whole
world would then exchange goods for goods on a basis
of equality and g o o d fel lowship! No one would want
to borrow, and the financial py ramid of debt, from the
apex of which Almighty Finance ruled the world, would
collapse! Humanity would be wel l fed, but the finan‑
ciers would lose their power.

The politicians said the barter system of Germany
and other people w a s sure to fai l . It had to fa i l to prove
orthodoxy r igh t .

In 1933 one third of America’s cotton crop had
been ploughed into the earth. In other parts of the world
two-thirds of the rubber plantations were allowed to go
to waste. M a n y countries wanted cotton and rubber but
had no money wi th which to buy i t . They were wi l l‑
i ng to exchange goods f o r these commodities, but direct
trade (upon which H i g h Finance could not exact i ts
to l l of debt and interest) was not satisfactory, so the
planters tottered into bankruptcy, whilst Germany, with
characteristic thoroughness, used substitutes f o r cotton
and produced synthet ic rubber. When denied oi l she
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produced it from coal.
If the German monetary experiment had been al‑

lowed to develop on the basis of a fr iendly exchange of
goods i t would. have prov ided the w o r l d , wi th useful in‑
formation to assist it in solv ing its commercial problems.
What m a y have been a laudable effort on the p a r t of
Germany has become a world w a r ‐ a w a r of ideas in
which Hi t ler strives to f o r m a European economic mo‑
nopoly opposed to the financial monopolies of the
world, and does not hesitate to use every means. t o g a i n
his goal of world economic p o w e r.

'About this time other nations began to break
through the m o n e y r i n g . Germany not only threatened
the markets of the great t rad ing nations but she had
set an example which other countries were not slow to
fol low. First Russia had incurred. hosti l i ty fo r re fus ing
t o p a y her debts. N o w Germany was i n c u r r i n g hos t i l i t y
f o r re fus ing to contract new ones.

Before Germany began her economic policy the one‑
time Allies had been glar ing at each other w i th fear and
suSpicion; everyone was afraid. of someone e l s e ‐a n un‑
known f o e ‐ b u t now they had found their enemy.

S‘tatesmen began to prepare the public mind for
w a r . No mention was made of the rea l causes of the
crisis, the bi t ter scramble for wor ld markets, the trick‑
e r y, and the inhuman methods used to obtain spheres of
influence f o r surplus investments and f o r increasing the
burden of world debt. Statesmen were aga in prepar ‑
i n g to sacrifice the youth. of their contry on the bloody
altar o f Mammon. As in peace, so in war. Human i ty
must be sacrificed to save a worthless economic system.

“Once aga in the peoples were told that if they do:
stroyed the leader of the German nation a l l would be
we l l with the world. Germany worshipped its. leader.
Br i ta in trusted its Government. Both peoples believed
their leaders would save the world. It was a tragedy
of fa i th in men. One nation has to fi g h t fo r a new eco‑
nomic and pol i t ical system and is wi l l ing to use a n y
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means to get them; the others to preserve old o n e s ‑
but the solution lies in neither.

Once again men, women, and children are being
mown down in bloody swathes because the por ts and
granaries of some nations are g l u t t ed wi th goods and
others empty. Surely the wra th of God wi l l descend upon
the statesmen who wi l l not give humanity a secure place
in the world where they can be fed and clothed, and
live without fear, but by their practices must aggravate
each other, and each generat ion strew the fru i t fu l earth
wi th the corpses of their children.

On publ ic p la t forms polit icians talked empty words.
Rarely was it suggested that the surplus food m i gh t be
distributed amongst their o w n people. Instead they were
preparing to fi g h t other nations to make them buy i t .
One cannot blame the politicians who go t their econom‑
ics f r om teats-books which have never been changed f o r
over a hundred years. They had been t augh t to think
in terms of economics, not in terms of human need. They
talked moral platitudes but never seriously thought of
l ink ing economies with moral just ice.

Ludwell Denny, in America Conquers Britain, indi‑
cates the i rony of a situation which impoverishes the ex‑
por t i ng nation and produces w a r abroad:

” I t seems to" mean that if we work very hard, we
can send more wealth abroad and thus acquire more capi‑
t a l abroad, and thus possibly receive sti l l more capi ta l
abroad, and so on, generat ion after generat ion without
find ing any way whereby we, or ou r children, or ou r
children’s children can benefit great ly by our increased
product iv i ty.

“Accord ing to this theory, ou r ow n standard of l i v ‑
i n g must remain the same as though we. had never p r o ‑
duced al l this ‘surplusf wealth. The complacency with
which this theory is accepted is amazing.”

Under the existing system, the impossibility of
sharing out the r a w materials and resources of the
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world in accordance with the needs of the people of
each nation, the impossibility of the peeple of a n y coun‑
t r y being able to purchase and enjoy the wealth they are
able to produce, would seem too obvious even to ques‑
tion.

If a nation cannot sell i ts goods to its own peeple
then it must t r y to sell them abroad; if this cannot be
done then the people w i l l find themselves without jobs
unt i l the “surplus” goods are sold, and suffer poverty in
the midst of their abundance. They must figh t fo r for‑
eign markets as it is impossible f o r al l nations to increase
their exports and to decrease their imports at the same
time, so there can never be peace. Our statesmen do not
te l l us this simple truth.

Behind the alleged motives of dictators, national
pr ide and honour, racial and rel ig ious antipathies, ex‑
ternal dangers, and the sedulous fostering in consequence
of human pugnacity and quarrelsomeness which pro ‑
duce wa r, economic causes of a much more humble and
sordid nature are always at work. But the people are
led to believe that they figh t to preserve national hon‑
ou r. Ye t what honour can any nation possess when its
very l i fe depends on a ruthless economic expansion
where al l decent human values and the well being of
the peoples of other nations are forgotten?

To gain a fore ign market means the loss of that
market to another nation. The nation which loses i ts
fore ign market suffers a trade depression. The stand‑
ard of l i v i n g of its people must be lowered in order to
undercut the prices of other nations in the world m a r ‑
ket. What honour is there to a victorious commercial
nation whose success has brought disaster and misery
to millions of people in another country? ( E n d of q u o t e . )

Kar l von Wiegand reports frOm Madrid on the Pots‑
dam Conference (New York Journal American, August 5,
1945) . H i s article is entitled “Potsdam Planted Seeds of
War. " :
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“After stating that the German nation and people
will not be destroyed” . . . the three pe aCe makers . . .
“proceed with what can scarcely be interpreted as other
than Germany’s destruction . . . Germany will be prac ‑
t ically destroyed economically . . . Once America’s sec‑
ond best fore ign trade customer and Britain’s third best,
but also a large exporter and formidable rival of the two
countries for foreign markets, Germany, it is decreed,
wil l be destroyed and removed root and branch, both
as customer and as competitor.”

The errors of the Treaty of Versailles are to be re‑
peated. At this point we refer the reader to T. St. John
Gaffney’s report on England prior to 1914 on page 13‑
and to Arthur Bryant’s r epo r t after the last peace on page
35. The similarity of the periods covered by these r e ‑
ports is s t r i k ing .

It would appear that the same influences making the
previous peace are at work again.

“Wi l l i t never end? . . . Or i s there a curse on us all:
on a l l our pacts, treaties and covenants?” asks William B.
Orton in his book, TWENTY YEARS ARMISTICE (See
page 28) .

Evidently the curse has not been removed.
VOn Wiegand continues:
‘Before the wa r the Germans were one of the three

countries in Europe who had the highest standard of
wages, l iv ing and social security. In keeping with the
Morgenthau Plan, Germany wi l l . . . be reduced mainly
to an agricultural state, doomed to poverty, and the Ger‑
man people condemned to long years of virtual serf‑
dom to the victors under ‘reparations.’ It is no mere fig ‑
ure of speech to say that the Potsdam document implies
that they are stripped to their ve ry undergarments. A l l
this is to be par t of the ‘re-education’ of the Germans
into Democrats with abhorrence of dictatorship, love of
l iberty and appreciation of the ideal and principles of
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western democracy, as exemplified before their eyes by
the victors.”
We have n ow completed this survey.
The three undercover forces fo r war, British World

Empire, World Finance, and their constant companion,
Organ ized Wor ld Jewry, are ubiquitous and their actions
clothed in anonymity. But somewhere there are individ‑
uals who are the motivat ing forces in these activities. The
affable Jew, active in business everywhere and the smil‑
i n g companion of local groups taking time out fo r a mid‑
morn ing cup of coffee, is the only person remotely con‑
nected wi th any of these three great international institu‑
tions that the a ve r a g e American citizen ever meets in the
flesh. He is disarming in his attitude which says in ef‑
fect, “See, I am no different f rom you, am I ? ” Were he
an individual he would be r i gh t . Bu t he is not an indi‑
vidual. He does not stand alone and unsupported, as the
great body of American citizenry must do. Actua l ly, he
is a watchman fo r the racial g r oup into which he is born.
By bir th, by breeding and culture, he is a member of a
g rea t wor ld-g i rd l ing super-organization, whose purpose
it is to protect h im in his desire to do as he chooses, and
to promote the aspirations common to his racial g roup ,
without criticism or restraint f rom people who are forever
barred by birth from the benefits Of these great interna‑
tional protective associations. A New Yo r k City telephone
book of a n y date wi l l l ist between one and tw0 columns of
Jewish organizations and another ha l f a column of He‑
brew groups. Do not be misled that this is only in New
York. Like a web, the threads of this protective fabric
cover the whole land and spreads over beyond the seas.
The individual American has so fa r been helpless before
this organized super-state.

The late Supreme Court Justice Louis D. Brandeis,
American Zionist and adviser of Woodrow Wilson dur i ng
his presidential years, lent his great abilities in the devel‑
opment of Jewish organization.

“Le t us al l recognize that we Jews are a distinct na ‑
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tionality of which every Jew, whatever his country, his sta‑
tion or shade of belief, is necessarily a member,” wrote
Justice Brandeis in his book, THE JEWISH P RO B L EM ‑
HOW TO SOLVE I T . Here, wi th superb simplicity and
directness, the late Supreme Court Justice gives us the
source o f the strength o f Jewish o r gan i z a t i o n ‐a common
racial spirit. No one can quar re l with such a spi r i t when
devoted to the development of a national culture. But un ‑
fortunately there are ma n y who have been led to believe,
that perhaps because of its internationalism, the Jewish
spirit is antagonistic to other national cultures and tends
to smother al l bu t its own . M r . Brandeis continues:

“O rgan i ze ! O rgan i ze ! Organize! Unt i l every Jew
in America must stand up and be counted‐counted
among u s ‐ o r prove himself, wit t ingly o r unw i t t i ng ly,
of the few who are against their own people.”
There have been Jews who have sought to oppose

this separateness, perhaps, in what has n ow been p r 0 v e n
to be the vain h0pe of absorption. The Jews haVe gener‑
a l l y opposed their disappearance by absorption and no
racial g roup appears to have been able to accomplish it
without a deterioration in its own stock and an abasement
of its cultural spir i t .

Rabbi Morris Lazaron addressing a Jewish meeting in
St. Louis early in 1938, declared:

“There is no room in this country fo r any race, I ta l ‑
ian, Russian, Polish or Jewish, to set itself up as a pr i ‑
vate community and build a wall around itself.”
Promptly, Hungarian-born Rabbi Stephen S. Wise,

ever on the alert, in his journal, Opinion, repl ied in the
issue of March, 1938, with a scathing editorial entitled
A JEWISH TRAITOR, from which we quote:

“The Jewish apostle of Christian-Jewish good-will
stands exposed in the nakedness of his bitter and un‑
yielding anti-Jewishness. If there were such a th ing
as a decent public opinion in America, Rabbi Morris La‑
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zaron of the Baltimore Hebrew Congregation would
nevermore be permit ted to stand before a Jewish meet‑
i ng . Let him good-wi l l al l he chooses, bu t le t him not
stand up and pretend to be a Jew. He is a reviler of
his people. He is a betrayer of its hopes. He is a de‑
stroyer of its ideals. One must needs pi ty a traitor, but
the place of a Jewish traitor is not in the pulpi t of a
Jewish congregation.”

The worthy Rabbi, evidently, is seeking to forestall
any defection of the Jewish la i ty from the dominance of
their “h igh priests.” However, it is not l ikely that many
Jews would want to forego the security and protection
of their organizations in exchange for unorganiZed Ameri‑
can individuality.

Rabbi Wise once startled the American people when
he was reported as saying ( late 1938) that he had been
a Jew for six thousand years and an American for but
sixty years. Steeped in six thousand years of Jewish ex‑
perience and history he knows well what he is doing in
attacking any suggestion of the dissolution of the Jewish
community. From within this racial g roup , into which
one must be born, Jewish ideas p 0 u r fo r th into the tol‑
erant and unorganized Christian world, susceptible and
naive, influencing the American people in their thoughts
and in their deeds.

This is how it is d0ne.
Commenting on the “educational” work of the Anti‑

Defamation League, i ts national director, Richard E. Gut‑
stadt, stated:1

I think the repo r t submitted speaks f o r itself. The
p rog ram of education which we have slowly and ardu‑
ously developed, covers every media f o r improving the
human mind. I say, without any desire to have it ap ‑
pea r that the League is immodest, that in the several
fields which have engaged the League’s attentiOn fo r
enlightening the public mind, We have developed the
outstanding agencies of America by genera l recogni‑

1. F r om A TR IAL ON TRIAL, page 63.
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tion. We have the greatest speakers bureau ever o r ‑
ganized in this country, admittedly from the words
of the leaders of the professional forums; we have the
outstanding radio program in al l the history of Ameri‑
can rad io ‐ the transcription program I refer to. We
have the most effective book placement bureau in the
entire nation, and that is upon the authority of educa‑
tors. Our fact-finding department’s accomplishments
are well known to you and need not be detailed.2

Nathan Ohrbach, National Chairman, Joint Appeal
of the American Jewish Committee and the Anti-Defama‑
tion League of B’nai B’ri th, in a long letter of appeal ask‑
ing for contributions to a $4,000,000.00 fund required to
carry out a p r o g r a m for the “preservation of the Jewish
Community,” described the program as:

H
o . a gigantic undertaking that requires facili‑

ties, strongly constructed, built up over a period of ten
years of special techniques and experience in defense
work. . . .

“This is a high-powered educational program,
geared to reach every man, woman and child; a p r o ‑
g r a m through the press; over the radio; through ad‑
vertising; comic books; speaker's; community service;
movies; churches; labor; and special groups; a pro ‑
g r a m that expands in accordance with expanded
needs. . . .

(Evidently the needs have expanded‐the Jewish Telegraph
Aggenfy reports a $6,000,000.00 budget for 1947, up 50 per cent from
1 46.

“ I n the field of radio we have averaged more than
65,000 individual station broadcasts a year, averaging
more than 216 individual station broadcasts a d a y. . . .

“Our series of 26 full-page ads now running in 367
newspapers . . . representing a total dollar value of
advertising s p a C e estimated at $691,520.00. This cam‑
paign is n o w appearing as a series of twelve posters on
1,000 billboards being displayed in 130 cities and val‑

2. See Appendix X for the details.
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ued at $250,000.00. It has been readapted on 16,000
car cards. . .

“The general p ress ‐1,900 dailies wi th a 43,000,000
circulat ion ‐ the rura l press, the foreign language press,
the Negro press, the labor p ress ‐w i t h 10,000,000 read‑
ers‐receive and use material f rom this division. .

“More than 330,000 copies of important books .
were distributed to libraries” . . . and . . . “more than
9,000,000 pamphlets. . . .

“We presented the most noted names on the lec‑
ture plat form to a total l istening audience of more than
30,000,000 people (7,200 audiences r epo r t e d ‐Ed . )

“We have received the cooperation of the leading
comic publishers and comic book writers in the adapta‑
t ion of ou r material, and have been successful in assist‑
ing in the production and distribution of millions of
copies (40,000,000 repor ted ‐Ed. ) . . .

“The Community Service Division consists of a cen‑
t ra l staff, over 150 public relations committees in as
many cities, eleven regional offices, 2,000 key men in
1,000 cities. This division is a clearing house fo r in‑
formation and service for the national organizations
and community groups . . . maintaining constant con‑
tact between Jewish communities . . .” (complete re ‑
port also published by Chicago Jewish Sentinel, Sep‑
tember 5, 1945).
Upton Close, in his newsletter CLOSER-UPS of Au‑

gust 27, 1945, speaks of Nathan Ohrbach’s tremendous
program “as one no nation worthy of the name could
allow to be prosecuted within its body without under‑
standing more about i t . You can Well see what a diaboli‑
cal tool it could make for any polit ical ism or power
g roup . There is nothing so beautiful to cloak politics in,
as religious tolerance.”
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CHAPTER SEVEN

Conclusions
“ We fought the war of 1776 fo r independence. We

fough t the Civil Wa r to free the slaves. We fough t the
War of 1918 to make the world safe fo r democracy. We
fough t this w a r to lose everything we had gained f rom
the other three.” (The late General George Patton,
quoted from speech: before the Senate, by the Hon. Wil‑
liam Langer, Senator from North Dakota, A p r i l 18,
1946.)

The material assembled between these covers is avail‑
able to anyone who wil l look for i t , bu t it wi l l take a great
deal of looking. The Engl ish source books, which had no
American editions, are collectors’ items. The American
source books occasionally turn up on the used book stalls,
but so infrequently that a constant watch must be k e p t .
Douglas Reed, British author of INSANITY FAIR and
DISGRACE ABOUNDING, has written of his experience
with American publishers (see page 40) .

What of the newspapers ‐ the great circulation press
of America?

John Swinton, an editor of note, before the w a r of
1914, at an annual dinner of the American Press Associa‑
tion, passed judgment on the New York press as follows:

“There is no such t h i n g as an independent press in
America, if We except that of l i tt le country towns. Yo u
know this and I know i t . Not a man a m o n g y o u dares
to utter his honest opinion. Were y o u to utter i t , you
know beforehand that it would never appear in pr int .
I am pa id one hundred and fi f t y dollars a Week so that
I may keep m y honest opinion out o f the n e W S p a p e r f o r
which I write. You too are paid similar salaries f o r
similar servies. Were I to permit that a single edition
of my newspaper contained an honest opinion, my oc‑
cupat ion ‐ l i ke Othello’s‐‐would be gone in less than
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twenty- four hours. The man who would be so foolish
as to write his honest opinion w0uld soon be On the
streets in search of another job. It is the duty of a
New York journalist to lie, to distort, to revile, to toady
at the feet of Mammon, and to sell his country and his
race f o r his daily bread, or what amounts to the same
thing, his salary. We are the tools and the vassals of
the rich behind the scenes. We are marionettes. These
m e n p u l l the strings and we dance. Our time, our tal‑
ents, our lives, our capacities are al l the property of
these m e n - ‐ ‐W e are intellectual prostitutes.” ( A s quoted
by T. St. John Gaffney in BREAKING THE SILENCE,
page 4.)

That was the circulation new of New Yo r k City be‑
fore 1914.

It is the circulation press of America today.
Americans view the passing scene th rough the eyes,

so to speak, of the grea t international influences shaping
the destiny of the world. VVearied by the intenSe strug‑
g le to make a l iv ing, they are soothed into comfortable
mental lethargy by the triple dai ly anodynes; the radio,
the newspaper, and the cinema. In the nobility of their
tolerance, they have allowed themselves to be educated
into ignorance of what actually is going on in the world.
They have had their sensibilities so dulled that they have
not been able to realize that they and their country are
pawns of the UNDER COVER FORCES FOiR WAR.
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APPENDIX I
P res iden t L i n c o l n a n d T h e I n t e r n a ‑

t i o n a l B a n k e r s O f H i s D a y
Dur ing the American Civil War there was much in‑

ternational financial intr iguing,* that is certain. The
facts are concealed. They are never written of . So
strong is the influence of “make-believe”‐-to make be‑
lieve that something did not or does not exist because it
is unpalatable to p o w e r f u l groups- ‐ ‐ that up to now these
facts are not admitted to have attained respectability in
orthodox wri t ings. La Vieille France published in March,
1921 (No. 216) an article by Conrad Siem giving an ac ‑
count of a conversation wi th Bismarck in 1876:

“ I t is not to be doubted, I know of absolute cer‑
ta inty,” Bismarck declared, “ that the division of the
United States into two federations of equal power had
been decided u p o n well in advance of the Civil War
by the top financial power of Europe ( l a Haute Fi ‑
nance). These bankers were afraid that the United
States, if they were to remain entirely one and W e r e
to deve10p into one Nation only, would achieve economic
and financial independence, and this latter would com‑
pletely upset the capitalist domination of Europe over
the world.

“ O f course, within the ‘inner circle’ of Finance, the
voice of Rothschild dominated. They foresaw the chance
of prodigious booty if they could substitute two weak
democracies, burdened with debt, implor ing the aid of
the Jewish financiers, in place of the vigorous Republic,
confident and proud, sufficient unto herself. Conse‑
quently they p u t their emissaries in the field to ex‑
p lo i t the question of slavery, to open up an abyss be‑
tWeen the two sections of the Union.

“Abraham Lincoln, of course, had never suspected

1. See STATESMEN OF A LOST CAUSE, Burton J. Hendrick;
MONEY CREATORS, Gertrude Coogan, Sound Money Press, Chicago,
I l l . ; THIS ONE M A D ACT, fIzola Forrestor (Cushman & Fl int , 1937);
T H E M A D BOOTI-IS OF MARYLAND (Bobbs-Merril l, 1940).
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these undercover manoeuvres. He had always been
anti-slavery; he was elected as such; but his very char‑
acter made it impossible f o r him to be a man of (Only)
one party once he was in power. When he go t control,
he saw clearly that the sinister financiers of Europe
wanted to make him the tool of their designs.

“The rupture between the North and South became
inevitable; the masters of European finance employed
al l their forces to b r i ng it about and to turn it to their
own account. Lincoln’s personality surprised them. His
candidacy had caused them no alarm; on the contrary,
they had counted on easily duping the gullible back‑
woodsman. However, Lincoln saw through their game,
and he understood that the worst enemy was not the
South, but the Jewish capitalism of Europe. He confid‑
ed his fears in no one; he thought carefu l ly, he watched
fo r the signs of the Hidden Hand ; he d id not want to
publicly expose questions that would have disturbed the
unknowing masses of the people; he decided alone to
eliminate International Finance by setting up a system
of loans that permitted the State to have the people
(themselves) as loaners withOut intermediary. He had
not studied questions of finance, but his great common
sense told him that the source of a l l wealth rested in the
labor and in the economy of the NatiOn. He opposed
issues of paper negotiated by International Finance; he
got frOm Congress the authority to lend directly to the
people by sel l ing them bonds of the State. The banks
of the country were overjoyed to lend their approval to
this system. The government and the Nation escaped
the machinations of international finance. It then be‑
came a question of sticking to it unti l final victory of
the North.

“ I n proclaiming, in one of his early messages, that
‘Capital is solely the f ru i t of labor,’ Lincoln had no
thought of launching a socialist smoke-screen
( b o n im e n t ) ; h e simply made i t known t o the world
that the United States had no need of alien capital in
order to develOp her resources; and this declaration of
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principle went hand in hand, in his own mind, with a
concrete plan of economic organizat ion.

“The ‘inner circle’ of International Finance (then)
knew that the immense field, immensely rich, of the
United States, was to be taken out of their control. The
death of Lincoln was decided upon. Nothing was sim‑
pler than to find a dupe to strike the fatal blow.”

And Bismarck continued :
“The death of Lincoln has been the very greatest

disaster f o r Christendom. There was no one in the
United States of sufficient stature to fi l l his shoes.
Now Israel has again begun their mad scramble for
go ld in the new world. I am fearful that the Jewish
bank, with a l l its gui le and torturous methods, m a y en‑
t i rely control the exuberant wealth of America and use
it to systematically c o r r u p t modern civilization. The
Jews wi l l not hesitate to plunge all of Christendom into
wars and chaos to the end that ‘the earth shall be the
inheritance of Israel.’ ”

La Vielle France was the paper Of M. Urbain Gohier,
sixty or more yea r old Frenchman in 1921. At that time
he could be seen work ing strenuously in his Paris office at
5 Rue Pre-aux Clercs, against thOSe anonymous forces that
f o r m a n y years had worked to undermine the governments
of'Europe."‘ These forces owe their triumph, in a large
measure, to the perversion of the American mind to take
del ight in sacrificing hundreds of thousands of the Nation’s
sons and billions of its wealth fo r the UNDER COVER
FORCES FOR WAR.

APPENDIX 11
B r i t i s h Concen t ra t i on Camps In

T h e B o e r W a r
No doubt the vividness of the picture le f t on the hori‑

zon, “when the sun disappeared on the last day of the
2. See MARXISM & JUDAISM, by Sallust‘e, Examiner Books,

New Yo r k ) .
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nineteenth centry,” blinded Mr. Dos Passos' vision to the
sufferings British imperialism was then imposing on the
Boer People. I cite from an official report addressed to
President K ruge r by the Boer Genera] Jan C. Smuts:

“ ‘ L o r d Kitchener began to carry out in the tWO
republics a policy distinguished by unheard of barbari ty
and by disregard of the elemental principles of al l mar‑
t ial l aw. As a result, in the Winter of 1901, our poo r
country and people were precipitated into a condition
of devastation and misery which beggars description.
Nearly a l l the farms and villages in the two republics
were devastated and burnt to the ground ; a l l the corn
was destroyed; a l l the cattle that had fallen into the
enemy’s hands ki l led or rather ruthlessly butchered. The
great majori ty of our women and children ate their
bread in tears in the enemy’s concentration camps and
those sti l l a t l iber ty roamed about the bush and the moun‑
tains among Kaffirs and wild beasts. The “veldt” was
set on fire in both republics by the enemy ; as far as one
could see everything was black.

“ ‘One of the questionable fight ing methods the
enemy employs against us is his mendacity. That is to
say. not only his ly ing proclamations and announce‑
ments whereby he incessantly endeavored to confuse
our pe0ple and lead them astray from their du ty, but
also the reports which were circulated offic ia l ly as well
as unofficial ly throughout the Whole world by the Brit‑
ish press In these everything is distorted‐the entire
w a r situation is represented in a manner calculated to
give the world, and the British people in particular, an
impression exactly opposite to the truth. . . . However,
I am loath to dwell further on this pest of mendacity
which poisons the entire British military world.’

“General Smuts then protests against the ‘tortur‑
ing, imprisoning and i l l treating of women.’ ( I t wil l be
remembered that over 22,000 Boer women and children
died in English prison camps.) Farther on General
Smuts denounces ‘the arming and recruiting of the col‑
Africa Delenda Est.

94



ored tribes’; thousands of Kaffirs being induced by fear
or avarice to join the British forces. ( I n this, England
followed her traditional policy as she did in employing
the Indians (Amer ican ‐Ed.) to murder and scalp rev‑
olutionary soldiers.) General Smuts also denounced
‘the awful mutilation of Boer soldiers found on the bat‑
tlefield.’ He concludes:

“ ‘The w a r has long since degenerated into an en‑
terprise fo r the extermination of the Boer people. Day
by day we learn of atrocities, a l l of which but form a
commentary to the memorable words of the English
H i g h Commissioner himself tha t Afrikanders must be
exterminated.”’ (Breaking The Silence, p p . 61-62, T.
St. John Gaffney.)

APPENDIX I I I

T h e W a r I n Sou th A f r i c a
Mr. J. A. Hobson, in his book THE WAR IN SOUTH

AFRICA (Macmi l lan 1900), describes how a non-British
g roup of international financiers used British imperial‑
ism to dominate the economic and polit ical l i fe of South
Africa. He reveals the sordid details which orthodox
writers and historians eulogized f o r popular consumption.
M r. Hobson is quoted at considerable length because
the UNDER COVER FORCES FOR WAR are shown in
fu l l operation.

There wi l l be no difficul ty in drawing parallels be‑
tween the w a r in South Africa and, the First World Wa r ;
the Spanish Civi l War ; and finally the Second World War
sti l l running its course in the Freedom to Plunder, the
Freedom to Enslave, the Freedom to Murder, and, most
appall ingly, the Freedom to Rape the defenseless women
and gir ls of Europe.

For Whom Are We Fighting?
“A few of the financial pioneers in South Africa

have been Englishmen, like Messrs. Rhodes and Rudd;
but recent developments of Transvaal gold-mining have
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thrown the economic resources of the country more
and more into the hands of a small group of interna‑
tional financiers, chiefly German in or ig in and Jew‑
ish in race. By superior abi l i ty, enterprise, and
organ i za t i on (i tal is o u r s ‐ E d ) , these men, out-com‑
peting the slower-witted Briton have attained a prac ‑
tical supremacy no one who has visited Johannesburg
is l ike ly to question.

“ I t should be distinctly understood that the stress
which my analysis lays upon the Jew has reference to
the class of financial capitalists -of which the fore ign
Jew must be taken as the leading type.

“Before I went there, the names of Beit, Ekstein,
Barnato, etc., were of course not unknown to me; the

very Ship in which I crossed bore m a n y scores of Jew‑
ish women and children. But unti l I came to examine
closely the structure of industry and society upon the
Rand I had no conception of their number or their
p o w e r. I thus discovered tha t not Hamburg, not
Vienna, not Frankfort, but Johannesburg is the New
Jerusalem. . .

“ I t is not t00 much to say that this l i t t le r i n g of
international financiers already controls the most val‑
uable economic resources of the Transvaal (pp .
189-191).

H
o . . a l i t t le reflection shows that while this class

of financiers has commonly abstained in other coun‑
tries f r om active participation in politics, they w i l l use
politics in the Transvaal. They have found the need
fo r controll ing politics and legislation by bribery and
other persuasive arts hitherto: the same need and use
w i l l exist in the future. Politics to them wi l l no t mere‑
ly mean free trade and good administration of jus t
laws. Transvaal industry, particularly the min ing in‑
dustry, requires the constant and important aid of the
State. The control of a large, cheap, regular, submis‑
sive supply of labour, the chief corner-stone of profit ‑
able business, wi l l be a constant incentive to acquire
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political control: railway rates, customs laws, and the
all- important issues re lat ing to mineral r ights, w i l l force
them into politics, and they w i l l apply to these the
same qualities which have made them so successful in
speculative indust ry. In a word, they w i l l simply and
inevitably add to their other businesses the business
of politics. The part icu lar form of gove rnmen t which
may be adopted will not matter very much. Govern‑
ment from Downing Street ma y perhaps hamper them
a little more than the forms of popular representative
government; bu t judicious control of the press and the
assistance of financial friends in h igh places wi l l enable
them to establish and maintain a tolerably complete
form of boss-rule in South Africa.

6‘ . . . We are fight ing in order to place a small in‑
ternational oligarchy of mine-owners and speculators in
powe r at Pretoria. Engl ishmen wi l l surely do wel l to
recognize that the economic and pol i t ical destinies of
South Africa are, and seem l ike ly to remain, in the
hands of men most of whom are fore igners by or ig in ,
whose trade is finance, and whose trade interests are
not chiefly British.” (Pages 196-197.)

A Chartered Press
“When the capitalists of the Rand had determined

upon a coup, and possessed the fu l l assurance that the
British Government was behind them, they redoubled
their efforts to precipitate a crisis. Fo r this purpose
notable changes were made in the press of Johannes‑
bu rg . ” (Page 208.)

“. . . The chief object of this press conspiracy, to
attain which every nerve was strained, was the con‑
quest of the Government and the conscience of Great
Britain. I have no hesitation in saying t ha t a large
proportiOn of the outrages and other sensations ema‑
nating f r om the press of Johannesburg and Cape Town
were designed chiefly, if not exclusively, f o r the Br i t ‑
ish market.” (Page 215.)

“What I am describing is nothing else than an elab‑
orate fac tory of misrepresentations f o r the purpose of
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stimulating British action. To those unacquainted with
the mechanism it ma y seem incredible that with modern
means of communication it has been possible to poison
the conscience and intell igence of England. But when
it is understood that the g rea t London press receives
its information almost exclusively from the offices of
the k e p t press of South Africa, the mystery is solved.”
(Page 216.)

“W hen it is borne in mind that this g rea t confed‑
eration of press interests is financially cemented by the
fact that Rand min ing magnates are chief owners of
at least two important London daily papers and of sev‑
eral considerable weekly papers, while the wider and
ever-growing Jewish control of other organs of the press
warrants a suspicion that the direct ec0nomic nexue
betWeen the Engl ish press and Rand finance is f a r
stronger than is actually known, we shall have a clear
comprehension of the press conspiracy which has suc‑
cessfully exploited the stupid Jingoism of the British
publ ic or its clearly conceived economic ends.” ( P. 217.)

“One last l ink in the chain deserves notice. It was
necessary not only to deceive the British public as to
the true position in South Africa, but also to deceive
South Africa as to the state of feeling in Great Britain.
I need not describe in detail how this was done; how
intell igence f rom Europe was selected, distorted,
heightened or suppressed, in order to support the agi‑
tation among the British Colonists and Outlanders, and
to goad on the Governments and the Republices towards
the precipice of wa r. The virtual unanimity of a l l
parties in England, with the exception of a mere despic‑
able hanclful of Li t t le Englanders, the support of the
entire British press, the endorsement of a drastic policy
by European Governments‐these points were enforced
by every a r t of the suppressio ver i * and the suggesto
falsi.” (Pages 227-228.)

“interestingly The Weekly Review (London), the jou rna l of “ The
L i t t le Englanders," published a pamphlet on the falsi ty of press re ‑
por t i ng du r i ng the Spanish C i v i l War, entitled SUPRESSIO VERI,
by Vincent Wr i g h t .
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APPENDIX IV
Democracy a n d Soc ia l I n s t a b i l i t y

J. Middleton M u r r y, an Engl ish author of note, in
his book, BETRAYAL OF CHRIST BY THE CHURCHES,
supplies us with a realistic study of What has actual ly
happened (page 1 8 2 ) :

We are horrified at the turn world-history has tak‑
en; but we ourselves are largely responsible f o r i t . The
n e w and sinister combination between nationalism and
industrialism is, to a la rge extent, a reaction to the be‑
havior of nineteenth century Britain. Wealth then
poured into this country as the result of o u r pioneering
in machine-manufacture. That influx of wealth was so
grea t that it reconciled us to the entire dislocation of
our national economy, and the terrible pro l i fe ra t ion of
urban industrial squalor a t the 00st Of agr icu l tu ra l and
handicraft decay. By the accepted standards of Br i t ‑
ish society, the wealth which we acquired was ample
compensation for the ru in of a natural and balanced
economy. But our export of cheap manufactures shat‑
tered the traditional economy of the nations or the
peoples who bought from us. The hand-weaver of
Austria, or India, found himself ruined by our cheap
textiles. And f o r these ruined national economies there
was no compensation in any n e w accession of wealth.
Inevitably the reaction was nationalistic. The nations
protected themselves by tariffs, and proceeded to in‑
dustrialize themselves at their O W n pace, and in their
o w n interests.

Of a l l self-righteous illusions the British tradit ion
of the virtue of free trade is one of the most pathet ic.
Free trade, as we practiced i t , was a sh0cking viola‑
t ion -of true international moral i ty ; ye t fo r generat ions
of Britons it was itself the per fect ion of international
mora l i t y. The tradition is so strong that we wi l l tend
to r e g a r d the determination of other nations to make
themselves self-sufficient as ret rograde and immoral. It
m i g h t b e r e t r o g r a d e i n respect o f a jus t o r fraternal
world-economy, in which nations supplied one another’s
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deficiences without seeking profit on the transaction;
but in respect of world free trade as practiced by Brit‑
ain it is a positive advance. The determination to keep
the shaping of natural economy in the hands of the
nation, and not to expose it to the disruptive and irre ‑
sponsible influences of world trade and international
finance, is in itself entirely laudable. It makes for the
stabil i ty of society, as against the inherent instabi l i ty
created by a capitalist and free-trade economy.

By the standards of free-trade capitalism social
instability is a virtue, though it goes by another name.
It is called the free flow of labour. Bu t this f ree ly
flow ing labour, in human terms, is the incessant up ‑
roo t ing of human beings f r om their environment at the
fiat of some enterprising and irresponsible profit-seeker.
How many men in this country are l iv ing in the pa r ‑
ishes in which their grandfathers were born? Almost
certainly not more than a few hundred thousand; prob‑
ably not more than one-fiftieth or one-hundredth of the
whole population. The consequence is tha t the great
majority of the British people have no stable wa y s of
l i fe, no local memories, no natural p ie ty. They lack
a center of g rav i t y ; they are at the mercy of cosmopoli‑
tan sensationalism, naked to the essentially homeless
and irresponsible influences of the cinema, the circula‑
their food now comes to them in tins, or from the fried‑
fish pantechicon. They have lost what the sociologist
calls their folk-ways.

It is against this fearful uprooting tha t totalitarian
nationalism and self-suffiicency is a protest. It is an
attempt to recreate social stability by authoritarian con‑
t ro l of the national l i fe. Unless we understand it as an
effort to remedy a disease so deep-rooted in our own
country that we are hardly conscious of i ts existence,
we live in a world of illusion. While we live in that
world of illusion the danger is g rea t that we shall dis‑
cover that totalitarianism is stronger, not only mate‑
r ia l ly, but moral ly, than what we call democracy. For
behind our facade of democracy the development of
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social instabi l i ty has gone On unchecked f o r genera‑
tions. If democracy is, as it should be, a polit ical sys‑
tem which recognizes the r i g h t of the individual person
to the fullest and freest development compatible with
the harmonious development of society as a whole, our
democracy is ha rd l y more than a caricuture of true de‑
mocracy. I t produces millions o f uprooted and unstable
persons and confers u p o n them the r i g h t to decide upon
issues they cannot comprehend. A n d even the t iny mi‑
nori ty which appreciates, f o r the r i g h t reason, ou r tra‑
dition of freedom of speech and expression m igh t well
be visited by profound misgiving if it were to ask
itself the question: “Would it not be better f o r society
as a whole if we were to surrender our r i g h t to free
expression, provided that the wholesale debauching of
the people by the circulation press and the cinema
were brought to and end?” ( E n d o f quote)

APPENDIX V

Wins ton Church i l l In I n d i a
A i r Marshal Tedder made every effort to be a wor thy

pupi l of his superior, former Prime Minister Churchill. In
his book A ROVING COMMISSION, Churchill writes about
India:

“S i r Bindon (Blood) sent orders tha t we were to
stay in Mamund Val ley (India) and lay it waste with
fire and sword in vengeance. This accordingly we
did with great precautions. We proceeded systemati‑
cal ly, vi l lage by vil lage, and we destroyed the houses,
filled up the wells, blew down the towers, cut down
the great shady trees, burned the crops and broke the
reservoirs in punitive devastation.” (Page 147.)

APPENDIX v1

Wins ton C h u r c h i l l 0 n W a r
Many quotations on methods of warfare from the

wri t ings of Clausewitz, Trietschke, von Bernhardi and
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Banse have been widely publicized. To these should be
added one fr0m the writ ings of Winston Churchill:

“ I t was not until the daWn of the twentieth century
of the Christian era that war really began to enter
into its k ingdom as the potential destroyer of the hu‑
man race. . . . ‑

“The p r e S S affords a means of unification and of
mutual encouragement; Rel igion having discreetly
avoided conflict on the fundamental issues, offered its
encouragements and consolations . . . impart ia l ly to al l
combatants .

“Instead of merely s ta rv ing fortified towns, whole
nations were to be methodically subjected . . . to the
process of reduction by famine" . . . The air opened
paths a long which death and terror could be carried
f a r behind the lines of the actual armies, to women,
children, the aged, the sick, who in earlier struggles
would perforce have been le f t untouched. . . .

“Bu t a l l that happened in the four years of the
Great War was only a prelude to what was preparing
for the fif th y e a r. The campaign of the year 1919 would
have witnessed an immense accession to the power of
destruction. Had the Germans retained the morale to
make good their retreat to the Rhine, they would have
been assaulted in the summer of 1919 with forces and
by methods incomparably more prodigious than a n y
yet employed. Thousands of aeroplanes would have
shattered their cities. Scores of thousands of cannon
would have blasted their front. Arrangements were
being made to car ry simultaneously a quarter of a mil‑
l ion men, together with a l l their requirements, contin‑
uously forward across country in mechanical vehicles.
. . . Poisongas of incredible mal igni ty, against which on ly
a secret mask (which the Germans could not obtain in
t ime) was proof, would have stifled al l resistance and

‘ B r i t i s h 1918-1919 blockade o f G e r m a n y ‐ s e e UNFINISHED VIC ‑
TORY, by Ar thu r B r y a n t . 1945-1946 American Morgenthau Plan f o r
G e r m a n y ‐ s e e AMERICA'S CHOICE: PEACE O R MORGENTHAU
PLAN, Senator Wil l iam L a n g e r, United States Senate, A p r i l 18, 1946.
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paralyzed a l l l i fe on the hostile f ront . . . The signal
of relief was given, and the horrors of 1919 remained
buried in the archives of the great antagonists. . . .

“The campaign of 1919 was never fough t ; but i ts
ideas go marching along. In every a rmy they are being
explored, elaborated, refined under the surface of peace,
and should w a r come again to the world it is not wi th
the weapons and agencies prepared f o r 1919 that it
w i l l be fought, but with the developments and exten‑
sions of these which wi l l be incomparably more formi‑
dable and fa ta l . . .” (The Great War, Vol. 3. Page
1602, Library of Congress 521.C497.)

APPENDIX V I I

Wa l t e r Ra thenau Pred i c t ed G e r m a n y
To d a y

Walter Rathenau wrote many letters bearing on the
events of his time, contributed numerous articles to news ‑
papers, and was the author of several books. From WAL ‑
TER RATHENAU, HIS LIFE AND WORK, by Count
Harry Kessler, we quote the fol lowing:

“ ‘Three hundred men, a l l acquainted with each
other,’ wrote Rathenau in 1909 in the Christmas number
of the Neue Freie Press, ‘control the economic destiny
of the Continent.’ He himself was one of the three
hundred. He was associated at that time with eighty ‑
four large concerns, either as a member of the super‑
vising board or as a managing director.” (Page 121.)

“ I n December, 1918, he wrote two open letters, one
‘To a l l who are not blinded by hate’ and the other to
President Wilson’s friend, Colonel House. ‘He who
visits Germany twenty years hence,’ he said in the first,
‘Germany which he had knoWn as one Earth’s fairest
lands, wi l l feel his heart sinking in g r ie f and shame . .
The German cities w i l l not be precisely ruins; they w i l l
be half-dead blocks of stone, sti l l part ly tenanted by
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wretched, careworn beings . . . The country wi l l be trod‑
den under foot, the woods hewn down, the fields scarce
showing their miserable crops; harbors, railways, ca‑
nals, will be in ruin and decay, and everywhere wil l
stand the mighty buildings of the past, crumbling re ‑
minders of the age of greatness . . . The German spirit
which has sung and thought f o r the world wi l l be a
th ing of the past, and a people still young and s t rong
today, and created by God fo r l i fe, will exist only in
a state of l i v i ng death.”’ (Page 273.)

“ To President Wilson’s fr iend he wrote: ‘Never
since history began has so much power been entrusted
to an y one body of men as to Wilson, Clemenceau, and
Lloyd-George today. Never before has the fate Of a
heal thy, unbroken, g i f ted and industrious pe0ple been
dependent on one single decision of a group of men.
Suppose that a hundred years hence the thr iv ing towns
of Germany are deserted and in ruins, its trade and
industry destroyed, the German spir i t in science and
ar t dead, and German men and women in their millions
torn and driven from their homes‐will the verdict of
history and of God then be that this pe0ple have been
treated justly, and that the three men responsible fo r
this devastation have done justice-’ ” (Page 273.)

APPENDIX V l l l

Aus t r i a B e f o r e H i t l e r
The Schnere Zukunft, Catholic Weekly of Vienna,

edited by D r . Joseph Eberle, enjoying a,standing in jour ‑
nalism in Austria similar to that enjoyed by the London
Tablet in England, printed the following article by D r .
Eberle, On November 13, 1932:

“ To d a y Catholics are almost completely silent about
the question of Judaism, though Jewish influence, not
only in Russia, Hungary, Poland, France, England,
America and Austria but also in Germany has attained
a degree of power and m igh t altogether out of propor‑
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tion to the number of JeWs in the total p0pulation of
these countries. Three-fourths of the large banking con‑
cerns, at the head of which We must place the four b i g
D-Banks‐Deutsche Bank, DarmstadterBank, Diskonto‑
Gesellschaft and Dresdener Bank‐three-fourths of the
b i g exchanges, including those of Berlin, Frankfort, and
Hamburg, three-fourths of the principal commercial
enterprises, including those of Karstadt, Tietz and
Wertheim, three-fourths of the leading newspapers, of
the publishing firms, of the telegraphic and advertis‑
i ng agencies, of g roups controlling theatres and cine‑
mas, are Jewish. In Austria, matters are still worse.
Of course, there are stil l many nOn-Jewish industrial
magnates, but they are becoming more and more sub‑
servient to banks directed by Jews. There are certainly
stil l to be found rich landed proprietors and wealthy
financiers who are Christians, bu t so f a r as the direc‑
t ion of economic affairs is concerned, they are without
influence, in comparison with Jewish financial mag ‑
nates, such as Charles Furstenberg, D r. Solmssen,
Mammroth, Bleichroder, Speyer‐Ellissen, Soberheim,
Landau, Arnhold, Dr. Solamonsohn, Eugen, Gutman,
von Straus, Kempner, Freiherr von Oppenheim, War‑
burg, etc. There are still influential Catholic publish‑
i n g firms, but even firms like those of Herder and
Kosel-Pustet are much inferior to the Jewish publishing
firms of Ullstein, Mosse, Cassirer, E. Goldschmidt, etc.
There are certainly many non-Jewish writers, never‑
theless we learn from statistics of the publishing busi‑
ness that, in Germany, foreign and Jewish authors are
more widely read than German and Christian authors,
so that Borries von Munchhausen speaks of the passing
of the German soul. It can be established also that the
best known non-Jewish men of letters, as for example,
Gerhart Hauptmann and Sudermann, owe their liter‑
a r y succeSS to their friendliness toward Judaism. Such
are the intellectual and economic power and influence
of the Jews in Germany today. And yet Catholics in
great measure keep silence about the matter. The si‑
lence is, in part, due to ignorance, especially in the
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provinces. But it is also due to an already existing de‑
pendence on Jevs. Three-fourths of the Christian
newspapers would be reduced to two-thirds or even one‑
hal f their present size, if they were compelled to give
up the advertisements of Jewish shops and banks, and
Jewish advertisements would not be for thcoming if
the Jewish question w e r e treated of.” (MYSTICAL
BODY OF CHRIST IN THE MODERN WORLD, by
Rev. Denis Fahey, page 310.)

APPENDIX IX
D a n z i g A n d T h e C o r r i d o r

GERMANY UNDER THE TREATY, William Harbut
Dawson (English authority on Germany) :

“. . . No factor in the l i fe of Europe today offers
so g r a v e and certain a menace to peace than the Corri‑
dor, which cuts Germany into two parts, and severs
Danzig, one of the most German of cities, from the
Fatherland. Can Europe afford to ignore this menace
and allow matters to dri f t? Soto do would be tanta‑
mount to inv i t ing and hastening catastrophe, for instead
of improving, the conditions in the Corridor, after and
because of over twelve years of Polish occupation, are
steadily growing worse.

“Because it is now abundantly clear that a l l the
needs of Polish trade, present and future, can be satis‑
fied without the Corridor, and because good relations
between Germany and Poland, which are Soessential to
the settlement and peace of Europe, wi l l be impossible
so l o n g as that political montrosity continues, the greater
par t of the terri tory should go back to the country to
which it owes its civilization.” (Pages 169-170.)

APPENDIX X

An t i -De fama t i on  League  o f
B ’ n a i B ’ r i t h

Maximillian J. St. George and Lawrence Dennis, au‑
thors of a TRIAL ON TRIAL, write of the Anti-Defama‑
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tion League as follows (pages 62-63) z...

The Anti-Defamation League increased their expen‑
ditures from $125,000.00 3. y e a r f o r three preceding
years to $800,000.00 f o r the yea r 1941.

This minority pressure group to g e t America into
the w a r and to persecute those who opposed such a
policy f o r this country described its activities in the
fo l lowing terms:

“ W e commend the work of the League in furnish‑
i n g information to newspapers,magazines, and other
agencies concerning our problems, and we u r g e the con‑
tinuance of this project. We also look with favor on
the work of the League in indexing, tabulating, and get‑
t i n g biographical data on individuals and organizations
carrying on subversive activities in this country. Such
information has been of great value .not only to the
League but likewise to the constituted authorities in
carrying on their work. It seems almost incredible that
an organizat ion the size of the League could haVe tab‑
ulated, indexed and obtained information on the 50,000
persons and organizations which are now catalogued
in its files.”

This minority pressure group not only maintained
its own secret police and spy service, to aid the authori‑
ties, of course, in suppressing subversive elements, that
is to say, th0se who opposed American entry into the
war and who criticized Jews, but it went in heavily for
propaganda.

APPENDIX XI

Theodo r H e r z l Confutes N a t h a n
O h r h a e h

Theodor Herzl, the great protagonist of Zionism, dif‑
fe r ing wi th Nathan Ohrbach, states that the problem has
l i t t le to do with re l ig ion. I t is economic. Herzl writes in
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his book, THE JEWISH STATE, as follows:

“We shall not again touch on those causes which
are the result of temperament, prejudice and narrow
views, but shall restrict ourselves to polit ical and eco‑
nomic causes alone. Modern Anti-Semitismis not to
be confounded with religious persecution of the Jews
of former times. It does occasionally take a religious
bias in some countries, but the main current of the a g ‑
gresive movement has n ow changed. In the principal
countries where Anti-Semitism prevails, it does so as a
result of the emancipation of the Jews. When civilized
nations awoke to the inhumanity Of discriminatory legis‑
lation and enfranchised us, our enfranchisement came
too late. It was no longe r possible legal ly to remove
our disabilities in ou r old homes. Fo r we had, cur‑
iously enough, developed while in the Ghetto into a
bourgeois people, and We stepped out of it only to enter
into the fierce competition with the middle class cir‑
cle, where We have a double pressure to sustain, f rom
within and f rom without. The Christian bourgeois
would not be wi l l i ng to cast us as a sacrifice to Social‑
ism, though that would not greatly improve matters.
. . . The very impossibility of getting at the JeWs nour ‑
ishes and embitters hatred of them. Anti-Semitism in ‑
creases day by day and hour by hour among the na‑
tions; indeed, it is bound to increase, becauSe the causes
of its g row th continue to exist and cannot be removed.
I ts remote cause is ou r loss of power of assimilation
du r i n g the Middle Ages; its immediate cause is our
excessive production of mediocre intellects, who can‑
not fi nd an outlet downwards o r upwa r d s ‐ t h a t i s t o
say, no Wholesome outlet in either direction. When we
sink, we become a revolutionary proletariat, the subor‑
dinate officers of a l l revolutionary part ies; at the same
time, when we rise, there also rises ou r terrible powe r
of the purse.” (Pages 25-26 . )
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