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Chapter One
EXCERPTS:

Whil e the FBI reported that there were & least 15,000terrorists operating in the
U.S., many openly encouraged, if nat supdied and direded, by foreign pavers, the
United States was dismantling or hand-cuffing every major governmental unit
charged with investigating such assaults on our security."”

Thisbook isthe account of one man who, we believe, may be another wolf,
entrusted with thejob of proteding the shee. It isthe story of the person who,
more than any other individual inside the U.S. government, has been the chief
archited and apalogist for the padli cies whaose eff eds we have summarized abowve. It
istherecord of the present Seaetary of State, Henry A. Kissnger."

Aswe penetrate the doak of falsehood and deception that has been erected to
proted the man and myth, we will find that Dr. Kissnger has deliberately misled
the Congressand the American people on numerous occasions.

GULLIVER ON THE BEACH

The United States entered its Bicentennial Y ear with grea hooda and fanfare. But
not even the star-spangled splendas erved upby television, na the lesspalatable
pap pouing forth from pdliti cians, could hide the stark redity: The United Statesis
failing as leader of the FreeWorld. It is being outflanked, ougunred, and ou-
maneuvered by the world communist movement.

A nation which had an unquestioned eight-hunded percent strategic military
superiority over the soviet Unionin 1960was <ttling, sixteen years later, for second
placestatus. A courtry which led Europe and Japan to pcst-war recvery was itself
being ravaged by inflation, recesson, and uremployment.

A people who hed never before lost awar watched helplesdy as thousands of lives
and blli ons of ddlars were dumped into a conflict halfway aroundthe world, while
our own leaders said victory was nat our goal. After 50,000American lives had been
lost, a sham "peace” was arranged -- and within threemonths threeformer alli es were
clutched in Communist hands.

As Red insurgency broke out in Thailand, buma and Malaysia, the Philippines
dedded to mend fences with communist china, North Koreaagain threatened to
invade the South, and Singapore, Malaysia, Japan, and even Australiawondered aloud
just how far they could court on the American presencein the Padfic.

The United States had arealy "opened the door" to mainland china, whose leaders
are unguestionably the bloodest massmurderersin human history. Red China
pradiced a smiling and beguili ng diplomacy toward the West, whil e serving as the
world's magjor pusher of drugs.



In europe, a aumbling North Atlantic Treaty Organization was racked by
dissension and ougunred by the Warsaw Pad military alliance Marxists sized
power in Portugal, the new regime in Greece was intermittently hostil e to the United
States, communist Party strength in France and Italy was at an al-time high, and the
Mediterranean was thoroughly dominated by the Russan fled.

In the Middle East, a"peace” treay had sown the seeds for amuch greaer war to
come, the Suez Canal was opened to Communist vessls but denied to ships of the
U.S. Navy, and rusdan "advisers' were moving into Africaby the tens of thousands.

Eadh sharp soviet thrust was met by alistless ineffedual resporse from the United
States.

While Red chinawas reporting its eighteenth nuclea test, the Soviet nuclea-
powered submarines began operating from cuba, Rusgan vessels played cat-and-
mouse with an anemic American fled in the Padfic, and the massve soviet fishing
fled came very nea to driving the U.s. fishing industry out of business

In aur own hemisphere, detente-numbed negotiators were simultaneously
maneuvering to lift the U.S. quaerantine of communist cuba, and, in ouright defiance
of Congress were plotting to give away the Panama Canal.

Asthe coommunist world grew more powerful and more brazen, it was officia
United States padlicy to facilit ate the wholesale gift of American advanced techndogy
and sophisticated equipment to the Red bloc. Whil e the United States experienced
doule-digit inflation, its government secretly negatiated to give milli ons of dallars
worth of foodstuffs to the Communists on credit. Andwhilethe energy crisis grew
worse, our weird pdicies had the dual effect of limiting U.S. production d oil while
increasing the priceof foreign imports.

At home, Congressand the ammmunications media were questioning not the
demonstrably growing Communist subversion and terror in this courtry, but the perils
pased by our own security agencies. While the FBI reported that there were & least
15,000terrorists operating in the U.S., many openly encouraged, if not supplied and
direded, by foreign powers, the United States was dismantling or hand-cuffing every
major governmental unit charged with investigating such assaults on our security.

The American taxpayers continued to pay the lion's sare of all expenses for the
United Nations, which is dominated by a gaggle of Marxist dictatorships and "third
world" totalitarians. The American hast was abused by this parasitic combine
virtually every day, often by member "governments' that practiced a bestiality and
savagery usually associated with Stone Agetribes. And, when the United States
finally appanted an Ambassador who would (verbally at least) give & good as he got,
he received o littl e suppat and so much criti cism from our own State Department
that he quit in dsgust.

To any objedive observer, it must have gpeaed that American leaders had
followed Alicein her trip through the looking gass. Or perhaps a @ll ective madness
had struck New Y ork and Washington simultaneously. How else can we explain such
an amazing tangle of setbadks and surprises, mistakes and miscdculations, disastrous
blunders and humiliating defeas?



Was this caastrophic foreign pdicy what most Americans expeded when, in 1968
and 1972 they gave athumping majority to a man who was hailed as "the
conservative, businessnan's President”?

Certainly naot.

Do amajority of Americans favor recognizing Red Cuba? Do they redly concur
in ou abandoring the Panama Cana? Arethey for one-sided whea deals and
tedindogicd giveaways to the Soviets? Do they agreethat the Soviet Lend-Lease
debt to the U.S. shoud be cancdled, that billi ons of ddlarsin ather loans shoud be
forgotten? That the United States aacept alesser rolein world affairs -- become a
semndrate power, nolonger cgpable of defending its ali es or its own freedom? Of
course nat!

The obwvious truth is that a majority of American, armed with the @owve
information, would oppae these pdlicy decisions. This pdliticd fad of life was
reflected in the campaign rhetoric of 1976,as the Administration pushed such
unpeasant subjeds as the Panama giveaway and the mnsequences of detenteto a
bad burner.

As children we read in Gulli ver's Travds of how the normal-sized Gullli ver,
washed ashore on an island run by diminutive Lilli putians, was captured and tied
down by histiny hosts. gulli ver passessed more than enough strength to smash all of
Lilli put -- at first. Andyet, he found hmself completely at the mercy of the
Lilli putians. He had been bound devn, whil e he slept, by thousands of tiny threads.

Eadh single strand could have been broken, bu the wmulative dfed of all of them
put Gulli ver totally under the power of his enemies.

The United States today is in much the same, if youwill pardonthe pun, bind.
This giant of the world, pessesor of the greaest productive cgadty in the history of
man, with its awesome defensive and dfensive power, is being immobili zed by a
seamingly endlessarray of isolated ads. But the net effed of all of the pacts,
agreaments, treaies, and ac@rds isto parayze American strength just as surely as
Gulli ver was held dowvn by his physicdly inferior cegptors.

Undergirding this bookis the conviction that what has happened to the United
States, and what continues to happen -- this incredible lopsided weakening of the
United States, whil e we pursue palicies that support and strengthen ou enemies -- is
not the result of mere happenstance

We believe that much of what is happening in the world today can be explained by
one single, terrible word: conspiracy. The basic outline of the plot, the historica
badkgroundand present purposes of the most important protagonists, have been
discussed by the aithor in two previous works (None Dare Call It Conspiracy and The
Rockefeller File) It isnot our purpaseto replow all of that groundagain here.

Yes, we believeit is possble for moral, intell ectually honest men to believein
globalism, the evolution o aworld government, the nead to reducetensions, to "build
bridges of understanding’, and smilar slogans. We dso believe that the gred
majority of persons promoting such pdicies are sincere and well-meaning. We can



accept the explanation that they truly believe what they are doing will benefit all of
humanity.

But. . .thisdoes nat mean that they areright. Or even that everyonein their corner
redly is sncere. Alger Hissmanaged to convince every Liberal who knew him that
he was just another sympathetic shee in thefold. Hisfriendsforgot that there are
red wolvesin theworld.

Thisbookisthe acount of one man who, we believe, may be ancther wolf,
entrusted with the job d proteding the sheep. It is the story of the person who, more
than any other individual inside the U.S. government, has been the dhief archited and
apologist for the palicies whase dfeds we have summarized above. It istherecord of
the present Secretary of State, Henry A. Kissnger.

Aswe eamine exch part of the record, we will find that the indictment is aterrible
one. Thiswill not be an Horatio Alger account of the rise of a poor immigrant boy to
power and fame; it is not a self-serving pieceof puffery that has been sanitized o all
unpeasant facts. Thiswill be a old, hard look at the record.

Quite simply, we believe that Dr. Kisgnger's continued occupation d a powerful
pasitionin our government presents a dear and present danger to this Repuldic. As
we penetrate the doak of falsehoodand deception that has been erected to proted the
man and myth, we will findthat Dr. Kissnger has deliberately misled the Congress
and the American people on numerous occasions.

Perhaps, as at |east one defector from the Communist intelli gence network has
charged, it is posdgble that Kissnger's pdli cies have been so favorable to the
Communist bloc because he works for them!

IsHenry A. Kissnger a anscious, will ful agent of a conspiratorial apparatus
working for aNew World Order? Or isherather avain, krilli ant, twisted intell ectual ?
Maybe heisbaoth of these.

Onethingiscertain: Dr. Kissnger has owed far more dl egianceto the globe-
girdling interests of the House of Rockefell er than to his ostensible superiorsin the
White House, or even to the American people he purportsto serve. (And the best
interests of Americans, and America, are by no means synonymous with the Grand
Design of the House of Rockefeller!)

Theisauetoday is not whom he serves (athough that questionis crucia), but what
he hasdore. That isthe subjed, andthe only subjed, of this gudy. We have no
aacessto seaet documents, classfied information, or the like. Everything in this
bookis taken from the public record. In the pages that foll ow, thereislittle that is
new. bu thereis much that is $hocking.

We hope thisindictment makes you angry. We hope it makes you think. And
then, we hope it makes youad. For we believe that the future of thisland d liberty
may well depend onwhether -- and how soon-- our present disastrous course can be
changed.



Chapter Two
EXCERPTS:

Who, after al, is Henry Kissnger? Heisnat, to begin with, Henry Kissinger. He
was born Heinz Alfred Kissnger onMay 27, 1923, in Fuerth, Germany, the son of
Louis Kissnger, aschod teader andrabbi, and the former Paula Stern. Like many
Jewish families feding the rising impact of Naziism, the Kisgnger family fled
Germany to the United Statesin 1938

[Questions. Was his mother, Paula Stern, related in any way to the famed

terrorist "Stern Gang" in Israd? How did the family manage to escape the all eged 'gas
chambers in 193& Fiveyeasearlier, In August, 1933,in his ABC broadcast
dedaring a Holy War against Germany, Samuel Untermeyer exclaimed that: "We
must save the 600,000Jews in Germany”, That is nat atypo. The number of Jewsin
Germany at that time, according to Untermeyer was 600,000, nb6,000,000and they
had begunlearing nealy as oonas Hitler took dfice - JP - transcriber}

As presidential adviser, and later as Seaetary of State for the outgoing President,
Henry Kissnger had: Handled the Intermittent Midd e East war so ably that. . .
Kisgnger had represented both the Soviets and the United Statesin the
negotiationsthere."

Henry the K was nathing lessthan an ouright Rockefell er agent realy to cary the
family's "Grand Design"” into the White House. "

He was the man who said "power is the ultimate gphrodisiac”, and who was quaed
in New York Times magazine & joking, "Theill egal we doimmediately. the

uncongtitutional takes alittl e longer".

(It was during this period as intelli gence-gatherer and interrogator, one defeding
communist doulde-agent has claimed, that Kissnger himself was recruited by the
K GB and given the code name Bor. More onthisin Chapter Eleven.)"

At the 1971 shake-up, Nixon creded a specia committeeto which the CIA
diredor, the Attorney General, the Under-Secretary of State, the Deputy Secretary of
Defense, and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff would henceforth report.

Chairman o the strategic committeewas -- surprise! -- Henry the K.

He oontrolled every pieceof intelligenceto reach the President from the State
Department, the Defense, Department, and the Central Intelli gence Agency.

THE MAN BEHIND THE MYTH

When President Nixon finally told the man he had appadnted as Vice President of
his dedsionto resign, the first thing Gerald Ford did was telephore Secretary of State
Henry Kissnger.



It was August 1974,and all the king's horses and al the king's men couldn't put
Richard Nixontogether again. Watergate had aready cut deeply, topding
presidential advisers, counselors, el edion campaign chiefs, an attorney general -- and
now a President.

The only member of the inner circle gparently untouched by it all was the pudyy,
be&k-naosed Secretary of State, a man whaose lessthan-spedaaular visage had already
graceal the covers of more magazines than any other presidential adviser in history.
The king of flight-bag diplomats, who was continually jetting off to "resolve" another
world crisis, had come to be known variously as "Henry the K", "Superman”, Super
Kraut", and aher, even more flowery, descriptions.

This physicdly undstinguished dplomat with the deeply guttural German accent,
who had so often been seen in public with gorgeous darlets and well -conneded
socidlites, was reputed to be asecret -- and very succesdul -- swinger.

This was the man -- and the myth -- to whom the gopanted vice President turned
first after it was apparent that Richard Nixon, enmeshed in aweb o tapes and cover-
ups, was being forced from office by a scandal whose origins had been murky and
whose paliti cd outcome was devastating.

We aetold it was Ford who requested a meding with Kissnger -- ameding
which lasted two hous. The soft-spoken Midwesterner prevail ed onthe whiz-kid
super-diplomat to stay on. It was abou as tough a sale & pedding asnow coneto a
thirsty Arab. Time says Ford simply told Henry, "I need you". Jawohl, replied Henry.

Later, in hisfirst pulic utterance & President-successor, Ford annourced that all was
well with the Repulic becaise Kissnger had consented to remain onthe job.

The whale scenario seemed strangely out of placefor areportedly conservative,
Midwestern Repuldican. After al, Vice President Ford and President Nixon had bah
been presented to their party -- andto the nation -- as a "conservative, pro-business'
candidates and office holders. Yet in 1968Nixon'sfirst mgor appantment was to
placeHenry Kissnger in the key post of Adviser for National Seaurity Affairs.

But, as presidential adviser, and later as Seaetary of State for the outgoing
President, Henry Kissnger had:

« Bee the primary architect of the "opening” to Communist china, while
working seaetly behind the scenes to ouwst the Republic of China{ Taiwan}
from the United Nations, which FreeChina had helped found.

Emerged as pokesman for appeasement of and "rapprochement” with the
Soviet Union, and promoted pdicies which guaranteed the Soviet Uniona
strategic military superiority over the U.S.

« Arranged for supdying the latest American technology and knowv-how to the
Soviet block, while waiving $11 hlli on owved the United States by the Soviet
government.

Provided the U.S.S.R. with American whea onincredibly favorable aedit
terms, whil e bread prices skyrocketed at home.

Designed the Vietnam "peace" accords with the North Vietnamese
Communists (for which he shared a Nobel "Peace" Prize), agreements which



guaranteed the Communists victory in Vietnam in the first war ever lost by
this courtry.

« Handed the Intermittent Middle East war so ably that, acoording to hisfriend,
Soviet Ambassador Anatoly Dobrynin, Kissnger had represented bah the
Soviets and the United States in the negotiations there.

+ Alienated such long-time American alli es as Turkey and Greece, thus
weakening NATO and alowing the Soviet Unionto daminate the entire
Mediterranean.

+ Urged apdlicy of "reconcili ation" with Communist Cuba, a Soviet satellite
succesdully planted in the Western Hemisphere which subsequently sent
"volunteas" to stage aCommunist coupin Angola.

« Attempted, despite massve Congressonal and public oppdasition, to surrender
American sovereignty over the Panama Canal, and endarsed the daims of a
Moscow-lining Panamanian dictator to the vital waterway.

« Suppated a boycott of anti-Communist Rhodesia & a "threa to world peace”
with the result that the U.S. became dependent on the Soviet Union for chrome
ore.

As national seaurity adviser, Kissnger had created an information-gathering,
padlicy-dedading empire far vaster than anything assembled by his predecessors. He
was given so much authority by Nixon that he became the seand most powerful man
in the White House -- if not the most powerful. (His "boss' did na survive Watergate;
Henry did.)

He was the man who said "power is the ultimate gphrodisiac”, and who was quaed
in New York Times magazine & joking, "Theill egal we doimmediately. the
unconstitutional takes alittl e longer".

Thisisthe man who eavesdropped on hs own staff and bugged susped newsmen,
but who, when challenged about it, bladkmail ed bah Congressand the media by
thredening to resign if they did na ignore his role in the telephore taps.

Y e, this was the man whom Time cdl ed "the world's indi spensable man" and
whom Newsweekcaricatured as a flying superman.

Like the rest of hisimage, Henry's reputation as an over-sexed Lothario who
sweeps the girls off their fed seems grangely contrived. Kissnger courted hisfirst
wife, Ann Fleischer, for seven long years before the two were wed. It was ancther ten
yeas before their first child was born. Prior to his pdliticd stardom, Henry was no
Spealy Gonzales.

There have been various descriptions of how at a party given by Barbara Howar
for women'slib propagandist Gloria Steinem, Henry referred to himself as a"seaet
swinger". The phrase swept the aocktail circuit gossp line and stuck. Henry
subsequently was able to parlay his =if-stimulated reputation into much-
phaographed evenings with Jill St. John,Marlo Thomas, Hope Lange, Samantha
Eggar, and Judy Brown. The latter, who starred in a Danish panography film entitl ed
"Threesome", enhanced his Don Juan reputation when she called in reporters to
discusstheir eighteen-month "relationship”.



These were part of the bodaboda build-up d the man who had the most meteoric
riseto power in contemporary American history. Y et there were other, less-flattering
descriptions of Henry the K. But the negative cmomments were overwhelmed by the
pressagentry which cast the middle-aged professor in his Superman sex-symbal role.

Writer Noel. E. Parmentel describes how after Ann Fleischer "literally slaved to
send m through graduate schod™, Kissnger browbea her unbelievably by his
abusive screaming and shouing. He was ashamed o her New York accent; he told
her she enbarrassed him in front of "important people’. The marriage broke up after
fifteen years -- just as Henry began to taste puldic (and, presumably, private) success

Friends and ex-asoci ates describe Kissnger as a man who was "openly cruel” to
Ann Feischer, who sulked petulantly whenever he was upstaged, and who ignored
anyone who couldn't help him.

A former Kisgnger staff member described him thisway: "He's got us all
buffaloed. He can (and will) lift your security, get you afoundation Hadk ball, borg
you at the mlleges, pu youin Coventry. He's got spiesin every department. He's
runnng the Ministry of Fea. All of hisphores are tapped and he keeps long
dossers'. Ancther Kissnger ex-staffer added: "In my bookHank Kissnger isa
suspicious, feaful misanthrope surrounced by people who are mmpell ed to maintain
alow profile to keep their jobs. 1'd sooner dig ditches than work for him again.”

And there have been even more sinister assessments of the Kissnger psyche.

Phylli s Schlafly and Rear Admiral Chester Ward (USN-Ret.) produced an exhaustive
study of Kissnger deeds, misdeeals, and mentality. Their 800-page analysis,
Kissnger onthe Couch, concludes that Kissnger is obsessed with bah megalomania
and defeatism. They contend heisaman so driven by alust for power that he would
lie to anyone, including the President, to achieve agoal.

Former Nixon aide Charles W. Colson, the Waergate victim who spoke out
clealy abou conspiracy in high paces, has sid that Nixontold hm as ealy as
Decenber 18, 1973that Kisgnger "isredly unstable a times'. A woman staff
asgstant at Harvard hasrecdl ed: "He gpeared to have thisfear that other ledurers
were laughing behind hisbad. | fed certain that if a proper mental diagnaosis had
been made in 1962 he would have been dedared sick”. This, of course, isthe classc
description d paranoia.

This was the strangely mercurial, contradictory man to whom Gerald Ford, the
unlikely President, turned immediately as Nixon prepared to leave the presidency.

How did a German immigrant, who ancesaid his highest ambiti on was to beacome
an accourtant, zoom from acalemic obscurity to the second most powerful pasitionin
the White House -- al within five years?

At first blush, the phenomenonseamns as inexplicable & Richard Nixon leaving the
tape recorder on.



Can we really believe that President Nixon ducked Henry Kisgnger out of the
acalemic ozone, as Time reported, just on the basis of having met him at a ccktail
party, and remembering realing an earlier Kissnger book?

Isit reasonable to believe that Nixon, a super partisan, would give the position d
what amourted to "asgstant President in charge of foreign pdicy" to aHarvard
Professor who rever claimed to be aRepulican? Are we to believe that Nixonwas
so enraptured by the genius of this man who can hardly speg English that he gave
him one of the most important appantments in his administration?

Weéll, hardly. Nothing abou the Kissanger rollercoaster career makes an iota of
sense -- nat his surprising selection by Nixon as sarity adviser, na his deli berate
aqquisition d more power than any similar White House official had ever enjoyed
before, na his appantment as Seaetary of State, not his aurvival of the Watergate
swegp which eliminated all other Nixon advisers, na his preaninent positionin the
Ford Administration -- unlesswe ak who daced Henry Kissnger on Hs Y ellow
Brick Road in thefirst place Henry was not provided with magic glass 4 ppers by
the Witch of the East. He had something better.

Onceyou strip away al of the puffery, pressagentry, and Madison Avenue hokum
which have been ereded aroundthe persona of Henry Kissnger, one unmistakable
fad emerges. Henry Kissinger isnow and, for all of his pdliti cd life, has been an
agent of the mightiest combine of power, finance, and influencein American pditi cs:

The House of Rockefeller. (The story of the darming power and frightening ambition
of the House of Rockefeller istold in detail in the Rockdeller File by Gary Allen,
pubished ealier thisyea [197§ by 76 Press)

Said U.S.News & World Report on November 1, 1971 "It was onthe advice of
Governor Rockefell er, who described Mr. Kisgnger as 'the smartest guy avail abl€e,
that Mr. Nixon chose him for histop adviser onforeign pdicy".

The Deseret News had aready quaed aRockefeller aide & saying: "Rocky set up
the job for Henry because he. . .thought it might (!) give (Rockefell er) some voicein
U.S. foreign pdicy".

Just as Nixon was padkaged and pedd ed to the American people & a mnservative
with midde-American values who would stand up to the dfete Eastern
Establi shment, Kisgnger -- incredibly enough -- was initially promoted as a
conservative and staunch anti-Communist. Erstwhile conservative Willi am F.
Buckley, for example, hail ed as"a happy office” Nixon's first major appantment, and
described the 45-year-old professor Kissnger as "the anti-Communist at Harvard".
While Buckley was pleased, his suppased oppaites onthe Left were gledully
adoring.

Adam Yarmolinsky, the notorious Leftist who was resporsible for the appantment
of Robert Strange McNamara & Secretary of Defense, dedared: "I will sleg better
with Henry Kissnger in Washington'.

Arthur Schlesinger, Jr. stated: "l think it's an excdlent appantment. It'svery
encouraging. He'sthe best they'll get.”



Whil e the Libera presswent into paroxysms of ecstasy over Nixon's appointment
of aHarvard intell ectual to the post of Adviser on National Seaurity Affairs, littl e
attention was paid to the fad that Kissnger could na even assume the most sensitive
White House job thereis, ouside of the Presidency itself, urtil he was given a
seaurity waiver by hisnew bass The reasons Kisgnger could never passaccurate
seaurity procedures will be discussed in a subsequent chapter.

Who, after al, is Henry Kissnger?

Heisnat, to begin with, Henry Kissnger. He was born Heinz Alfred Kissnger on
May 27, 1923jn Fuerth, Germany, the son of Louis Kissnger, a schod teacher and
rabbi, and the former Paula Stern. Like many Jewish famili es feding the rising impad
of Naziism, the Kissnger family fled Germany to the United Statesin 1938.

Already a skill ed debater when he arived in America d the age of fifteen, Heinz --
now Henry -- did well in rhetoric and aher fields as a high schod student in New
York City. when he graduated with honas, he said that his highest ambition was to
be an accourtant.

But fate, in the form of World War 11, intervened. Drafted into the U.S. Army in
1943-- aprocesswhich aso made him an American citi zen -- the young Kissnger
was "discovered" by afellow German refugee Dr. Fritz Kraaner. Kraemer served in
American military intelli gence and got Kissnger promoted into the 97Qh courter-
intelli gence detachment. when hastiliti es ceased, Kissnger's gpedal position enabled
him to become the virtual dictator of a German town, where he ammmandeered avill a
and kegan living in the grand manner. He administered an entire district and,as a
civil service enployee, receved the then-considerable salary of $10,000 jr year.

Henry ruled his quasi-fiefdom until April 1946,when he was transferred to the
European command Intelligence Schod. (It was during this period as intelligence-
gatherer and interrogator, one defecting communist doulde-agent has claimed, that
Kissnger himself was recruited by the KGB and given the code name Bor. Moreon
thisin Chapter Eleven.)

After leaving the Army, Kissnger enrolled at Harvard University, magjoring in
government and securing four scholarships. It can be agued that Heinz, er Henry,
had already been tapped by important people & a man with afuture.

Competitionfor admissonto Harvard is always super stiff. But in 1945, with all
the veterans trying to squeezein, it wasincredible. Yet, little Heinz, the refugee, na
only gained admisson bu had his educaion paid in full by multi ple scholarships.

Harvard was the turning point in Kissnger'slife. (Assuming, of course, that a
more sinister turning point had na aready occurred in his Army intelligencedays in
post-war Germany, through a working rel ationship with Soviet agents.)

With the help of agrant from the Rockefell er Foundation Fell owship for Politi ca
Theory, the bright young ex-intelli gence officer graduated from Harvard in 1950. bu
Kissnger did na stop there; he received his MA in 1952and adoctorate in 1954. His



dream of becoming an aacourtant was obviously fading faster than bookngs for a
return voyage onthe Titanic.

Somehow, somewhere, something happened to Herr Kisgnger along the academic
way. First came the grant from the Rockefellers. Then, while he was working on hs
Master's, Kissnger was made exeautive director of the Harvard International Seminar
-- a student exchange program which was later found to be financed by the Central
Intelligence Agency.

Whil e working toward his doctorate, he was employed on numerous occasions as a
consultant for various government agencies. Kissinger apparently made afavorable
impresson onthase members of the Eastern Liberal Establishment wholook for
reliable bright young men. With the suppat of his mentor, Professor Will iam Elli ott,
awell-conneded Establi shmentarian.

Henry was ushered into that repasitory of power and prestige, the dusive, seaetive
Courxil on Foreign Relations -- perhaps the nation's most important and influential
organization. (More aout the CFR in the next chapter.)

At the same time, he also becane affili ated with the Rockefell er Brothers Trust
Fund. For ayoung German immigrant still hampered by a heavy accent, Kissnger
had obvously arrived. If the House of Rockefell er approved him, who would say him
nein?

Kisgnger next was promoted to asociate diredor of Harvard's Center for
International Affairs and dredor of its pedal Studies Projed. In 1956, Isfellow
harvard alumni and CFR members McGeorge Bundy, Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., and
Willi am Elli ott suggested Kissnger beacome elitor of Foreign Affairs, the very
influential quarterly journal of the Rockefell er's Courcil on Foreign Relations.

Henry declined the opportunity to pdish ather men's prose, electing instead to
write an analysis of nuclear weapors. The result was Kissnger's first book, Nuclear
Weapors andforeign Poli cy, which impressed many persons (including then-Vice
President Richard Nixon) and drew supportive comments from such disparate sources
as National Review and seaurity risk J. Robert Oppenheimer.

Thisbook res been quoted over and over again by "conservatives' like Willi am F.
Buckley whotry to passoff Kissnger as an anti-Communist. Thetruthisthat in his
seoond book,The necesgty for Choice, Kissnger admitted that he had reconsidered
his ealier views, and had readed a vastly different conclusion. The result was an
espousal of "flexible response” and "limited warfare" and the other cliches which
resulted in sending 500000 men into a no-win war in Vietnam.

With the force of the Rockefell er-CFR propaganda am behind him, Henry was
now attrading national attentionin high circles. He wasinvited to attend the
infamous Pugwash Conferences, the "private" Soviet-American medings gorsored
by Soviet apalogist Cyrus Eaton.

In later years, the pro-Communist bias of the Pugwash reports would be generally
adknowledged, even by Liberals.



Kisgnger got into the governmental advisory businessunder Democratic President
JohnF. Kennedy. He served as a specia consultant to JFK during the Berlin crisis
and also was appanted to the Arms Control and dsarmament Agency.

At the CIA-funded Harvard International Seminar, Kissnger fourded a magazine
cdled Confluence, which eventually came under the dose scrutiny of the Defense
Department because of its pro-Communist bias.

If the magazine wrredly refleded Kissnger's views, andif his sscndbook
corrected his earlier comments on retional seaurity vis-a-vis the Communists, then
Henry put it al together in histhird book,The Troubled Partnership, puldished in the
mid-60s.

This CFR-sporsored vdume in effect cdl ed for the merging of the United States
with theincreasingly socidli st nations of Europe into a single nation, as part of what
Kisdgnger cdled a"Grand Design”.

The services Kisgnger had begunfor Kennedy were continued for his successor.
Henry represented the Johnson Administration onthreesecret missons to Vietnam,
two of them to North Vietnam. bu whil e serving these two Democratic presidents,
Henry was also the key foreign pdicy adviser to Repullican Nelson Rockefell er.

In fad, it was even reported that Kissnger, who never had a goodword to say
abou Richard Nixon grior to his appantment by him, wept openly when Nelson
Rockefeller lost his 1968 bid to garner the Repulican namination for President.

Acoording to an acount by United Pressinternational, Kissnger was "reluctant”
to accept Nixon's "surprise offer” of apresidential appantment. Rockefeller, K's
employer for ten yeas, made up his mind for him, acording to UPI, when hetold
Henry that if he did na accept it, "never talk to me again”.

Later, during a party celebrating Henry Kisgnger's fiftieth hirthday, Rocky toasted
hislongtime employee, saying that he'd been associated with him in threePresidential
campaigns and "We succeealed in the third. Henry went to the White House".

Henry's sadnessat leaving the direct employment of Rockefell er -- a position that
had seen his salary jump from $500a month in July 1958to a much more comfortable
$4,000a month a mere ten years later -- was no dbubt partially assuaged by Nelson's
parting token of appredation: a chedk for $50,d0.

Rockefeller |ater explained that he wanted to do something to help ou a"poa guy
facad with tremendous obligations®. Of course, if any other billi onaire businesgnan
did it, wewould cdl it bribery. with Rockefeller, it's smply a nice gesture.

Keg in mind that the Rockefell ers own properties and do bsinessin some 125
separate nations, including the Soviet Union and Red china. Every decision Kissnger
would make in Washington was a potential conflict of interest involving his gponsor
and benefador, Rockefeller. Yet, even in the wake of Watergate, when the "gift" was
reveded at Rocky's Vice Presidential confirmation heaings, the story caused nomore
splash than aled falling from atree. The TV anchormen dd nd even mentionit.



In tradng Henry's meteoric rise from obscurity to international acdaim, we see
that his magic sli ppers had the Rockefell er label. From Henry's membership in the
Rockefell er's CFR while aprofesor at Harvard, to his association with a host of
Rockefell er-conneded adivities, to his appantments in Washington, even to his
second marriage, the Rockefell er power, prestige, and influence were paving the way
for him.

(Nancy Maginnes, Henry's new wife, was -- and remains -- a Rockefell er
employee. The relationship is such afamily affair that Nelson even supgied the jet
that whisked the cupe to their honeymoonretreat, and threw alavish party for them
when they returned to Washington)

This, then, was the background d Richard Nixon's most important
appa ntment. The man seleded as chief adviser to the President was a trusted
spokesman for the Courcil on Foreign Relations. In fad, Henry the K was nothing
lessthan an ouright Rockefell er agent ready to carry the family's "Grand Design” into
the White House.

Kissnger promptly began to centrali ze his power and to promote his Grand
Design. Or, as he and the Rockefellers now call it, the "New World Order". It came
as no surprise to Kisgnger-watchers when President Nixon reorganized U.S.
intelli gence operationsin 197 1and Kissnger emerged at the pinnacle of power.

Henry had pu together the largest team ever to serve the national seaurity adviser.
Many of his key aides and asgstants were holdovers from the Kennedy-Johrson
Administration.

At the 1971 shake-up, Nixon creded a specia committeeto which the CIA
diredor, the Attorney General, the Under-Secretary of State, the Deputy Secretary of
Defense, and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff would henceforth report.
Chairman o the strategic committeewas -- surprise! -- Henry the K.

Asthe Los Angeles Times reported, "efficiency” was not the red reason for the
move. The White House was sid to be "unhappy"” because cetain military bureaus --
particularly the Defense Intelli gence Agency -- were too "hard-line" in their
interpretations of Communist plans, whereas CIA Diredor Richard Helms, along-
time Kisgnger chum, and Kissnger himself could be murted onto take a more
reasonalle view.

In any case, by 1971 Henry had become, as the Times noted, virtually "all -
powerful in the sprawling sector of the government which seeks to advise the
President on retional security matters’. His dominance of the expanded, 110-member
National Seaurity Courcil was  complete that he controll ed every piece of
intelli genceto reach the President from the State Department, the Defense,
Department, and the Central Intelli gence Agency.

Never before in the history of the United States had such colossal power been pu
into the hands of an ureleded dfficial. Despite the obvious dangers, the media were
quieter than Charlie McCarthy when Edgar Bergen is away.



It became common knowvledge that Kissnger spent more time with the President
than any other White House staffer, and the President frequently dropped into his
office lessthan a half-minute avay from his own. Long-time Washington reporter
Clark Mollenhdf noted, "Officialy, the 47-year-old former Harvard professor of
government is the '‘Asdstant to the President for National Seaurity Affairs' at asalary
of $42,500ayear. But, infad, he has become the Number Two Man in al matters
deding with the Defense and State Departments”.

Numero Unowas of course the President himself, na the man confirmed by the
Senate & Secretary of State. 1t was common knavledge on the Washington cocktail
circuit that Kisgnger had far more power than the adual Seaetary of State, Willi am
P. Rogers.

It wasin August 1973, duing adip in the presidential pod at Nixon's San
Clemente home, that the President finally popped the question to the man who was
already Secretary of Statein al but name. "If you will | et me, | would like to
nominate you for Seaetary of State tomorrow", Time clams was the Nixon approad.

Wefindit alittl e hard to believe Time's foll ow-up: "No matter how prepared
Henry Kissnger may have been for that moment, it still stunned him."

By the time the question was put to him, the de facto Seaetary of State was
already known as the archited of East-West detente, the chief spokesman for
appeasement and rapprochement, the man whaose "ping-pong diplomacy” secured the
opening to Red China, the statesman who would bring peace to Southeast Asia, the
brilli ant diplomat who would defuse the powder-keggy Midd e East.

Kissnger -- Time magazine's Man of the Y ear -- stunned? Abou as funned as
Dean Martin upon leing nominated to the Imbibers Hall of Fame.

The next day Kissgnger greded newsmen at the Western White House and
demonstrated that modest was gill not one of his hallmarks. Asked howv he now
preferred to be aldressed, hereplied: "Oh, | don't stand on wotocol. If you will j ust
cdl me Excdlency, it will be okay".

Only two members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee een bahered to sit
through the two and ore-half hours of hearings on the Kissnger nomination as the
nation's first foreign-born Seaetary of State. Perfunctory approval foll owed swiftly
in the full Senate; the final vote was 78 ayesto 7 rays.

(Henry's drong guttural accent, after more than four decades in the United States,
isitself an intriguing mystery. After all, Henry's wheder-deder businesgnan brother
Walter speeks English with perfect diction. TV Guide reported onJanuary 26, 1974
that "it is believed by some that Kissnger was kept off televisionfor hisfirst two
yeasin the Administration because the White House feared that the German accent
would be apoar image".)

Finally, Henry had it made. Hewasin the limelight now. Heran avast empire, in
name aswell asin deed. He presided over 12,000 dplomats, code derks, econamic



analysts, linguists, seaetaries, andthelike. His slary was a comfortable $60,000 pr
yea. But, ahh,the perquisites, prestige, and paver!

During his confirmation heaings, it was reveded that Kissnger headed the most
immense intelli gence-gathering and pdi cy-determining apparatus in White House
history. At thetime of the confirmation, Kisgnger was: a) head of the national
Seaurity Courxil, b) chairman of every important committeeon the Courxil, c) the
man to whom the CIA diredor reported, and d chairman of the "Forty” Committeg
the "covert operations’ arm of the NSC. As Senator Stuart Symington olserved to
our hero:

"If you stay in two pasitions, heal of State and also head of the National Seaurity
Courxil, you are going to bein a position where you are going to have unprecelented
authority never granted to anybody but the President.”

Andthat isjust what Kisgnger got -- with na a yelp from the fawning media.

The intelli gence anpire over which Kissnger reigned andreignsis far vaster than
just the State Department. It includes some 16 major agencies, with 200,000
employees, atotal annual budyet in excessof $6 Llli on, and controls the most
sophisticaed gadgetry and computers on the planet.

Andthereisno doub at al that Henry wanted every jot andtittle of delicious
power and deledable aithority he wuld get. The Washington Sar of November 19,
1972 qudes Super K as saying:

"When ore hads power in ore's hand, and when one halds it formally for quite along
time, you get used to considering it as smething you are entitled to have. . . What |
am interested in iswhat you can dowith paver. Y ou can make marvelous things with
it, believe me".

Increasing concern over the anourt of power Kissnger possessed, however,
caused the Secretary of State to ddf his other hat, that as diredor of the National
Seaurity Courxil, last year. But the fad that the NSC diredorship passed to along-
time Kisgnger protege, Lt. General Brent Scowcroft, makes the gesture virtually
meaningless Senator Henry M. Jadkson, a persistent Kissnger needler, noted that,
"Despite the gpearances, Kisanger will retain full control of the National Seaurity
Courril".

Andeven utra-Liberal Adlai Stevenson 1, the junior Senator from Illi nais,
observed that "the change is only symbalic".

Ford's swift guaranteeof Kisgnger's continuancein the White House culd orly
mean orething: the Grand Design remainsin force The players might change, bu
the gameis the same.

Aseledion year 1976 began, candidate Ford's geetes urded like replays of
1968and 1972-- warmed-over servings of Nixon "conservatism". Thiswas an
indired admissgon by The Powers That Be of the need to campaign onMiddle
American ideals, virtues, and traditi ons.



Or, to pu it ancther way, the only way to con Americans out of their heritage isto
promise the Old Time Values whil e deli vering the New World Order.



Chapter Three
EXCERPTS:

It can hardly be surprising that Rockefell er's chief foreign pdicy adviser at the
time, ore Henry A. Kissnger, later arranged to move President Nixon toward just
such acaommodation and amalgamation with the Communist world."

Working very hard to implement the CFR's wishes, and hesten the day when its
"New World Order” will be afrightening fad, is the man who was plucked from
obscurity for just such amisgon: Henry A. Kissnger. And having been made a
superstar because of hisreliability, Henry is unlikely to change sides now. Aswe
shall seg hisreoord shows that he can acamplish wonders -- for hisreal mastersin
the Shadow Government.”

KISSNGER AND THE SHADOW GOVERNMENT

"Kisgnger has grown upin the foreign pdicy groupwhich revolves around the
Courxil on Foreign Relations. Here he cane to know, and work with, the whole
cluster of top men in banking and industry who make up the true @re of the so-cdled
'Eastern Establishment'." So says columnist Joseph Harsch, and d course, he shoud
know, since heis amember of that selfsame CFR.

So much daes Kisgnger owe to the Courcil on Foreign Relations that he said at a
party honoring aretiring high official of the organization: "Y ouinvented me".

Isit significant that the Courcil on Foreign Relations -- after this abbreviated as
CFR -- invented Henry K? It isif youwant to understand howv the exeautive branch
of the American government isredly run.

The CFR, healed by David Rockefeller and under the control of hislieutenants, is
Americas "Shadow Government” or "Invisible Government”. Administrations, bath
Democrat and Repuldican, come and go, bu aswe shall seg the key appantmentsin
both always go to members of the mysterious Council on Foreign Relations.

This organization, headquertered in New York City, is composed of an elite of
approximately 1,600 d the nation's Establi shment Insidersin the fields of hight
finance acalemics, pditi cs, commerce, the fourdations, and the communicaions
media. The names of most of its members are household words, but few ordinary
Americans have ever head o this organization. Even fewer are aware of its goals.

Despite the fact that the key moguls of the massmedia ae members of the CFR,
itsfirst fifty years of existencewent uncommented except for asingle articlein
Harper's, afedaurein the Christian Sience Monitor, and an occasiona perfunctory
annourcement in the New York Times.

Such anonymity can hardly be acddenta -- espedally when you redi ze that the
membership of the Council on Foreign Relations includes top exeautives from the
New York Times, the Washington Post, the Los Angeles Times, the Knight newspaper



chain, NBC, CBS, Time, Life, Fortune, BusinessWeek U.S.News & World Report,
and many others.

For severa years now ahandful of conservative aithors has been laboring to
expose the adivities of the CFR. Until recantly these dforts, though cumulative,
could beignored. Four yeas ago, however, it began to be goparent that George
Wallacewas planning to seize uponthe Courcil as an eledoral isae.

Obvioudly anticipating this, two very similar articles on the CFR appeared in the
New York Times and New York magazine. The strategy was to admit that the Courcil
on Foreign Relations has long acted as an uneleded seaet government of the United
States, bu to maintain that it has voluntarily withdrawn to the sideli nes for reasons of
atruism.

Contrary to what the Times wanted its readers to believe, the CFR (with Kissnger
in charge of American foreign pdicy) wasjust reaching its zenith of power. Still, as
JohnFranklin Campbell put it in New York for September 20, 1971

Pradicdly every lawyer, banker, profesor, general, journalist and bueaucrat who
has had any influence on the foreign pdicy of the last six Presidents -- From Franklin
Roaosevelt to Richard Nixon -- has gent some time in the Harold Pratt House, afour-
story mansion onthe wrner of Park Avenue and 68h Stred, doreted 26yeas ago by
Mr. Pratt'swidow (an heir to the Standard Oil fortune) to the Courcil on Foreign
Relations, Inc. . .

If you can walk -- or be caried -- into the Pratt House, it usually means that you
are apartner in an investment bank or law firm -- with occasional "troubde-shoating"
assgnmentsin government. You kelievein foreignaid, NATO, and a bipartisan
foreign pdicy. You've been pretty much running thingsin this courtry for the last 25
yeas, and you krow it.

Anthony Lukas, writing in the New Y ork Times magazine of November 21, 1971,
also admitted that the Insiders of the Courcil have been resporsible for our disastrous
foreign pdicy over the past twenty-five years. Mr. Lukas observed:

From 1945well i nto the sixties, Courcil members were in the forefront of
Americas globalist adivism: the United Nations organizational meding in San
Francisco (JohnMcCloy, Hamilton Fish Armstrong, Joseph Johrson, Thomas
Finletter and many others); as ambassadors to the world bady (Edward Stettinius,
Henry Cabot Lodge, James Wadsworth and all but threeothers); the U.S. occupation
in Germany (Lucius Clay as military governor, McCloy again and James Conant as
High Commissoners); NATO (Finletter again, Harland Cleveland, Charles Spofford
as U.S. delegates).

For the last three decades, American foreign policy has remained largely in the
hands of men -- the overwhelming majority of them Council members -- whase world
perspedive was formed in World War Il andin the e@namic reconstructions and
military seaurity programs that foll owed. . .

The Courcil wastheir way of staying in touch with the levels of power. . .



Liberal columnist Joseph Kraft, himself a member of the CFR, naed in Harper's
for July of 1958that the Courcil "has been the seat of. . . basic government dedsions,
has st the context for many more, and has repeaedly served as areauiting ground
for ranking officials." Kraft, incidentally, cdled hisarticle "Schod For Statesmen"” --
an admisgon that the members of the Courrcil are drill ed with a"Line" of strategy to
be caried ou in Washington.

In New York magazine, Campbell tells of CFR influencein World War Il andin
post-war planning:

In 1939,with Rockefeller money and the blessngs of Secretary of State Cordell
Hull, the Courril established panning groups on politi cd, econamic and strategic
problems of the war, which, in 1942 were transferred along with most of their
personrel directly into the State Department.

Many of their studies which culminated in the new international institutions of
1945-- the United Nations, the World Bank, and the International Monetary Fund --
began as research eff orts at the Courcil .

When he was chairman o the board of the Courril, JohnJ. McCloy wrote a
private |etter to its membersin which he eiphemized that

"The Courcil -- more than any other organizationin the foreign field -- has helped
leading private dtizensto gain an understanding of international problems, and many
of them have subsequently used this knowledge a government officials resporsible
for carrying out United States foreign pdicy".

Indeed, the CFR has served as a virtual employment agency for the federa
government under both Democrats and Repullicans. The Christian Sience Monitor
report back in September 1961 confirmed this conclusion:

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

Anthony Lukas comments in the New York Times magazine:

. . .Everyone knows how fraternity brothers can help ather brothers climb the
ladder of life. If youwant to make foreign pdicy, there's no ketter fraternity to
belong to than the Courxil . . .

When Henry Stimson -- the group's quintessential member -- went to Washington
in 1940as Seaetary of War, he tookwith him John McCloy, who was to beaome
Asgstant Seaetary in charge of personrel. McCloy has recall ed "Whenever we
needed a man we thumbed through the roll of the Courcil members and put through a
cdl to New York".



And owr the years, the men McCloy cdled in turn cdled ather Courcil members. .
. Of thefirst 82 rames on alist prepared to help President Kennedy staff his State
Department, 63were Council members. . .

Indeed, the CFR provided the key men, particularly in the field o foreign pdicy,
for the Roasevelt, Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy, Johrson, Nixon, and row Ford
Administrations. As Joseph Kraft phrased it:

"the Courril playsaspedal part in helping to bridge the gap between the two parties,
aff ording undficially a measure of continuity when the guard changesin
Washington."

The following prominent Democrats have been, or now are, agents of the Courcil
on Foreign Relations: Dean Acheson, Alger Hiss Adlai Stevenson, John Kennedy,
Robert Kennedy, Edward Kennedy (Boston Committee, Averell Harriman, George
Ball, Henry Fowler, Dean Rusk, Adam Y armoli nsky, Hubert Humphrey, Frank
Church, George McGovern and John Lindsay.

Holding the fort for the CFR in the Republican Party have been Dwight
Eisenhower, JohnFoster Dull es, Thomas E. Dewey, Jamb Javits, Robert McNamara,
Henry Cabot Lodge, Paul Hoff man, JohnGardner, the Rockefell ers, Elli ot
Richardson, Arthur Burns and Richard Nixon.

The pdicy-making power of the CFR is absolutely awesome and yet remains,
strangely, virtually unknown to the American public.

Evey Secretary of State from 1934to 1976[in an unkroken line to the present -
2007 (except James Byrnes) has been a member of the Courcil, as has every
Seaetary of Defense and every Deputy Seaetary of Defense.

In the 44 years from 1928to 1972, ine out of ten Repulican presidential
nominees were CFR members, and from 1952to 1972a CFR member won every
presidential eledion (except LyndonJohrson, whose White House staff was
noretheless CFR-dominated).

In half of the presidential campaigns during thase same two decades, bath
candidates had been or were CFR members. More than 40 CFR members were
among the U.S. delegation to the first United Nations conferencein San Francisco,
including Soviet agent Alger Hiss

In the Kennedy-Johrson Administrations, more than 60 CFR members held major
palicy-making dedsions. President Nixon appanted at least 115 members of the
Courxil on Foreign Relations to key postsin his Administration, an all -time high for
any President. These included such establi shed Leftists as Charles Y ost, Stanley R.
Resor, Arthur Burns, Harold Brown, Maxwell Taylor, Lincoln Bloomfield, George A.
Lincoln, Henry Cabat Lodge, Robert Murphy, Dr. Frank Stanton, Richard F.
Pederson, Alan Pifer, Dr. Paul McCradken, Ell sworth Bunker, Dr. Glenn Seaborg,
Joseph Sisco, Jamb Beam, Gerard Smith, and JohnMcCloy.



George Wall ace made famous the slogan that at the Presidential level thereisnat a
dime's worth of diff erence between the Democrat and Repulican parties. Many
observers have noted that whil e the two parties use diff erent rhetoric and aim their
spiels at diff ering segments of the popdation, it seams to make littl e differencewho
winsthe dedion.

Thereasonfor thisisthat whil e grassroots Democrats and Repuli cans generally
have greatly differing views onthe eonamy, pditi cd pdlicies, and federa adivities,
as you climb the sides of the pdliti cd pyramid the two parties become more and more
alike. Thereasonthereisn't adime'sworth of differenceisthat instead of having two
distinctly different groups cdl ed Democrats and Repulicans, we adually have
Rockedems and Rockepubs.

Of some 1,600CFR members, 120either own or control the nation's major
newspapers, magazines, radio and television retworks, as well as the most powerful
book-pulishing companies. The interlock with academiaisimmense.

As the Schlafly-Ward writing team has noted:

"The Rockefell er clique includes the most influential of the 82 CFR foundhtion-
administration types who have dispropartionate influence on what istaught in ou
universities and ower professorial and department appantments.”

Plus, CFR members virtually control the maor foundhtions, whose grants quite
often are bestowed onpersons or groupstied to the CFR. With this group, the
"coincidences’ are simply astoundng.

The Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) has been undcer virtual CFR control since
its creaion. Even though James R. Schlesinger, who kriefly headed it in 1973 was
not a CFR member, he was a protege of CFR man Daniel Ell sherg of "Pentagon
Papers’ fame, and his appointment was manipulated by the key CFR operative, Henry
Kissnger.

Seaetaries of State Dean Acheson, JohnFoster Dulles, Dean Rusk, and Henry
Kissnger all were CFR members -- all, in fad, worked drectly for the House of
Rockefell er -- before their appantments to major federal posts.

The balance of the CFR dliti st clique is predominantly the big money boys. Of the
CFR's 1974membership, abou 90 represented the major Wall Stred international
banking organizations. In addition, presidents, vice-presidents and chairmen of the
boards of most of the giant corporations are members of the CFR.

The Courcil on Foreign Relations gets littl e pulicity andis virtually unknown to
the general puldic. But it represents Big Government, Big Business Big Banking,
andthe Big Media. At the gex of this power €elite sits nore other than David
Rockefeller. And remember, thisis the organization which Henry says "invented”
him.



Nobady can rationally deny that "our" government has been run by CFR members
for many years. They indeed form a shadow government. The questionis: Do these
CFR members generally share mommon beli efs and goal s?

For thefirst time we now have an adual member of the CFR whoiswilli ng to
testify against the organization. Heis Admiral Chester Ward, U.S. Navy (Ret.), who
as ahot-shat youngish Admiral had become Judge Advocae General of the Navy. As
a"man ontherise" he wasinvited to become amember of the prestigious CFR. The
Establi shment obviously assumed that Admiral Ward, like so many hundeds before
him, would succumb to the flattery of being invited into the inner sanctum and that
through subtle gopeds to personal ambition he would quickly fal inline.

The Insiders badly underestimated the toughnessand stern character of Admiral
Ward. He soon kecame avocd opporent of the organization. And whil e the
Rockefell ers were not so gauche & to remove him from the roll s of the organization,
heisnolonger invited to attend the private luncheons and triefing sessons. The
Admira states:

The objedive of the influential mgjority of members of CFR has not changed since
itsfoundng in 1922 more than 50years ago. In the 50th anniversary isaue of
Foreign Affairs (the official quarterly puldicaion d the CFR), thefirst and leading
article was written by CFR member Kingman Brewster, Jr., entitl ed "Reflections on
Our National Purpose”.

He did na badk away from defining it: our national purpose shoud be to abdlish
ouwr nationality. Indeed, he pulled ou al the enotional stopsin ahardsell for global
government. He described ou "Vietham-seaed generation™ as being "far from
AmericaFirsters' -- an expresson meant as a patronizing sop to ou young people. In
the entire CFR lexicon, there is noterm of revulsion carrying ameaning so deep as
"AmericaFirst".

While CFR members are nat robas and may disagreeon many minor matters,
acording to the Admiral, this lust to surrender our independenceis common to most
of them:

"Although, from the inside, CFR is certainly not the mondith that some members and
most normembers consider it, thislust to surrender the sovereignty and independence
of the United Statesis pervasive throughou most of the membership, and particularly
in the leadership of the severa divergent cliques. . . "

If the Rockefell er family's CFR has a"lust to surrender the sovereignty and
independence of the United States’, to whom are we suppased to surrender?

Admiral Ward answers that the goal is the "submergence of U.S. sovereignty and
national independenceinto an all-powerful one-world government”. And, acording
to the Admiral, abou 95 percent of the 1,600members of the CFR are aware that this
isthered purpose of the Courcil -- and suppat that goal!

The Courcil on Foreign Relationsisthe dief tod of the Money Trust in
promoting World Government. The late James Warburg (CFR), scion d the



international banking family which was principall y resporsible for the creation d the
Federal Reserve System that controls our money, told a Senate Committeeon
February 17, 1950

"We shall have world government whether or not you like it -- by conquest or
consent.”

Most Insiders, however, avoid using the term World Government because it
frightens the geese; insteal they use mde phrases like "new international order” or
"new world order”. But Nelson Rockefell er spelled ou quite dealy what the Insiders
mean by "new world order” in this Associated Pressreport dated July 26,1968

"New York Governor Nelson A. Rockefell er says as president he would work toward
international creation d a'new world order' based on East-West cooperation instead
of conflict. The repulican presidential contender said he would begin a dialogue
with Red China, if eleded, to 'improve the posshiliti es of acoommodations with that
courtry ‘aswell asthe Soviet Union'."

It can hardly be surprising that Rockefell er's chief foreign pdicy adviser at the
time, ore Henry A. Kissnger, later arranged to move President Nixon toward just
such acaommodation and amalgamation with the Communist world.

During histripsto bah Red China and U.S.S.R., again and again Mr. Nixon cdled
uponthe Communiststo join him in a"New World Order”. The constant repetition o
that phrase by members of the CFR strains the possbili ty of coincidence.

Working very hard to implement the CFR's wishes, and hasten the day when its
"New World Order” will be afrightening fad, is the man who was plucked from
obscurity for just such amisson: Henry A. Kissnger. And having been made a
superstar because of hisreliability, Henry is unlikely to change sides now. Aswe
shall seg hisreoord showsthat he can acaomplish wonders -- for hisreal mastersin
the Shadow Government.



Chapter Four
EXCERPTS:

But all of thiswasjust the warm-up for the main event. In the early '60s, Congress
approved legidlation creating something cal ed the Arms Control and Disarmament
Agency. A program of "genera and complete disarmament” became the official
palicy of the United States.

The entire sequenceis afascinating ill ustration o how the Shadow Government
achievesitsaims. Thefirst serious disarmament proposal was produced by the
Courxil onForeign Relationsin 1959. The ideawas then discussed at a Pugwash
Conference, and, in September 1960,the soviets presented their own d sarmament
program.

One year later, in September 1961,the Kennedy Administrationissued its
disarmament proposal, in State Department Publication 7277 Freedom From War.

Now, hereisthe dincher: al four proposals -- from the CFR, the Pugwash
Conference, the Soviets, and the State Department -- are virtually identicd! For more
detail s on this amazing "coincidence’, seeChapter Eight of my previous book, The
Rockdeller File."

DESTRUCTION THROUGH DETENTE

As Americas Bicentennial year began, Secretary of State Henry Kissnger could
(and undoukedly did) take pride in the fad that, almost single-handedly, he had sewn
together anew foreign policy for America. Secret ded by secret deal, detente had
bemme aredity.

But within afew months, the entire fabric was in danger of being torn to shreds.
There were violations and rumors of violations of the Strategic Arms Limitations
Talks agreements; voices were head loudy protesting that the United States was
dipping (or may have drealy dlipped) to number two in comparison with Soviet
military strength; and aher serious charges were aired.

In the face of mourting doults and criticism that Kissnger's pdlicies had been the
best pdlicies for America, President Ford tried to defuse discusson by simply
droppng the word "detente" from the White House vocebulary. Henceforth,
members of the Ford Administration were told, the passvord is "peacethrough
strength”.

Kissnger was not happy with the decision, bu agreed to go along with the verbal
gymnastics during an election year. After al, noone had suggested that the palicies
themselves be changed, merely the pet phrases used to describe them. (According to
Time magazine, Kissnger complained that the move represented "a petty capitulation
to right-wing critics' onthe part of the President).



Detente has been the foundation d pax Kisgngerae, the very cornerstone of the
palicy Henry Kisgnger padkaged and sold to Presidents Nixon and Ford. The word
itself comes from the French and can mean either a"relaxation d tensions” or a"a
trigger". It wasthefirst explanation that was ld to atrusting American public.

We were told that: "The Cold War is over" and "The Communists have mell owed".
Like small children, we were lectured, "It's time for a more mature relationship
between courtries’. And abowe dl, we were promised that detente would mean a
give-and-take, afair exchange, acceptable accommodation by both sides. In pradice,
detente turned ou to be aone-way stred benefiting only the Communists. Consider:

In 1968 when the first SALT talks were scheduled, the United States possessed
1,054intercontinental balli stic missil es; the Soviets had oy 850. By 1975, howvever,
the Soviets had 1,618long-range missles deployed while we, in turn, still had 1,054.

In ather words, afive-to-four American advantage had changed to an eight-to-five
Soviet superiority. Andthat's just the beginning.

During those same a@ght years, the Soviet armed forces had expanded from 1.8
millionmen to over 2.5million. Meanwhil g, the United States was <cuttling the draft
and dovngrading its own armed services; the result was a drop to military forces from
940,000men in unform to lessthan 790,000.

On the high seas, the Soviets maintain aflotilla of 253 attad submarines,
compared to 73for the United States. They have more than twice as many supdy
shipsaswe do -- 2,358to 1,009. And, Defense Seaetary Donald Rumsfeld has
estimated the Red lead in tadicd aircraft at aratio of nealy two-to-one.

The Soviet submarine fled islarger than American, Briti sh, and French forces
combined. Moreover, the Communists now have the world's largest submarines,
Delta-classves=ls one and ore-half times longer that afootball field; each oneis
equipped with twelve tubes for firing nuclea missiles. (The missles, incidentally,
have arange of some 4,000 miles. Andwith such subs now patrolli ng off our
Atlantic, Padfic, and Gulf coasts, there is nat atown in Americathat is not within
range of Soviet nuclea misslesthisvery evening.)

Meawhile, in this era of detente, other parts of our military arsenal are dlowed to
rust away. Prior to the advent of Henry the K, the U.S. could deploy 434 magjor
combat ships. Today, that number has been cut amost in half, to orly 253 Even
more darming, Congressman Les Aspin told his colleagues in the House on February
3, 1976that because of poor maintenance, only thirty percent of U.S. Navy vessls
can med "the standard of full combat readiness’. Moreover, the Congressman said,
nealy half the Navy's 7,400aircraft are unprepared and urequipped for hostile adion.

Whil e Briti sh authority Captain JohnMoore, in the book The Soviet Navy Today
(pubished in January 1976), says that the Soviet Navy's firepower is "the most potent
of any fleet that ever existed", the U.S. fled isthe small est and wedkest it has been at
any time since 1939. Moore estimates that the United States is presently at least
seven to eight yeas behind the Communists, and we ae falli ng further behind every
week.



The Red Navy dominates the North Seg patrols the Arctic and the Antarctic, is
"strongly present” in the Atlantic and Padfic, controls Sweden's saoutlets of
Skagerrak and Kattegat, and is heavily and visibly present in the Mediterranean and
Arabian Sess, the Indian Ocean, the Persian Gulf, and df both coasts of Africa

The Soviets scored amajor victory in 1975withou flexing a muscle, when Henry
the Knife ordered the $6 hilli on anti-balli stic missile defense complex in North
Dakota shut down. The ABM complex had been operational for only one month
when it was decided, in the spirit of detente, that it could be scrapped.

Coming at atime when the Russans were improving and modernizing their own
anti-balli stic missle system, the move left the United States with no potedion
against Soviet or chinese misgles. Super K has alrealy been quded as sying that
Red China and the Soviet Union are no longer "revolutionary" states. Asthe
Seqetary seesit, the two Communist giants "no longer entertain ambitionsto destroy
the &isting international order”.

Soviet party chief Leonid Brezhnev has adlightly different perspedive. Hetold a
mesding of the Politburo in 1974

"We Communists have got to string along with the capitalists for awhile. We need
their agriculture and their techndogy. But we ae going to continue massve military
programs. . . (soon) we will bein apasition to return to a much more aggressive
foreign pdicy designed to gain the upper-hand. .. "

We do nd believe that the United States must match the Soviets man for man, tank
for tank, a even ship for ship in order to proted itself. Today, techndogy isthe
equali zer that the Colt .45was in the old West.

Possbly the ultimate equali zer, the one which could guarantee our safety, isthe
cruise missle. Thisnuclea warhead is snall enough to be launched from almost
anywhere, powerful enough to fly 2,000miles or more, and accurate enough to strike
within 100fed of itstarget.

Now, hereisthe purch line: Henry Kissnger has offered to bargain away even
this ultimate wegponat the SALT table!

Under the drcumstances, it can come & nho surprise that an analysis of our military
preparedness uncertaken by the non-partisan Library of Congress warns that the
balance of military power is shifting strongly in favor of the Soviet Union. Thereport
was prepared for the Senate Armed Services Committee released to the publicin
February 1976,it states that unlesscurrent palicies are reversed, the United States will
have to reassessits position as a global power!

While the aippling of our military position by our detente-minded Secretary of
State was beaming an open scandal in Washington, another shock wave hit the
Capitol. Inlate February 1976,it was confirmed that previous estimates by the CIA
of Soviet military expenditures were fifty percent toolow.



At the beginning of this eledion year, world renowned nuclear physicist Edward
Teller warned that the United States was aready a dear secondto the Soviet Unionin
military strength. "We would have no chance against Russaif there was a cnflict
now", hesaid. Dr. Teller added he believed it would take us ten yeass to surpassthe
Soviets even if present policies are changed.

By now you may be aking, what in God's name has happened during the past
eight years? How did an eight-to-one American milit ary superiority over the
Communists vanish in lessthan a decade?

Detente's disastrous roats gretch badk at least thirty years, to Yata and simil ar
post-World War Il concessons to the Communists. Trying to explain why he had
been so incredibly generous to Soviet strongman Stalin, asick and war-weary
Franklin D. Roosevelt told ou Ambassador to Moscow, Willi am C. Bullitt:

"I have ahunch that Stalin. . . des not want anything but seaurity for his courtry, and
| think that if | give him everything | possbly can and ask for nathing from him in
return, he won't try to annex anything and he will work with me for aworld of peace
and harmony."

Roaosevelt's wishful drean of "aworld of peace and hermony"” was forgotten
during the Soviet conquest of Eastern Europe and the Communist chinese assault on
Korea

{NOTE: Historicd bodks that have been suppressed from the puHic are replete with
acours of FDR's treasonous adions deding with the U.S.S.R. That would belie a
sentiment claiming he 'dreamed of aworld of peace and harmony’, ather than the
'peace sought by Zionist/Bolshevist Globali sts: aworld withou resistanceto their
planned tyrannical World Government. - JP - transcriber}

But by the mid-1950s the peacemongers were setting up shop orceagain. One of
the most important operations was smething known as the Pugwash Conferences.
Officially described as "Joint Conferences on Science and World Affairs' between
Russan and American scientists and intelleduals, the first meding took dacein 1957
at the Pugwash, Nova Scotia home of the notorious Soviet apalogist, Cyrus Eaton.

Sincethen, more than twenty "Pugwash Conferences’ have been held, most of
them outside the United States and all of them financed by the tax-exempt
Rockefeller-CFR foundhtions. An adive participant in those ealy medings was
Henry A. Kisgnger.

The Pugwash Conferences did na push detente, but only because the word had na
been coined badk then. The pet phrase of the mnferees was "disarmament”. It was at
these medings that the framework for the Nuclea Test Ban Treay was constructed.

Remember the first test Ban Treay? The Soviets sgned it and paid lip serviceto it
for dmost a year -- whil e they made secret preparations for the mightiest series of
nuclea tests they had ever condwcted. While most Americans were still i n shock
because of the Communists' blatant deceit, ancther test ban tregy was prepared in
1963. This one froze the advantages that the Soviets had gained by betraying the first



one -- and guarantee that the United States would na conduct additional nuclea
tests.

Over vociferous protests from courtlessAmericans, the United States sgned the
secndNuclear Test Ban Treay aswell. Professor Kissnger and hs crowd were
deli ghted.

But all of thiswas just the warm-up for the main event. In the early '60s, Congress
approved legidlation creating something cdled the Arms Control and Disarmament
Agency. A program of "general and complete disarmament” became the official
padlicy of the United States.

The entire sequenceis afascinating ill ustration o how the Shadow Government
adievesitsaims. Thefirst serious disarmament propcsal was produced by the
Courxcil onForeign Relationsin 1959. The ideawas then discussed at a Pugwash
Conference, and, in September 1960,the soviets presented their own d sarmament
program.

One year later, in September 1961,the Kennedy Administration isued its
disarmament propasal, in State Department Publication 7277 Freedom From War.

Now, hereisthe dincher: all four propasas -- from the CFR, the Pugwash
Conference, the Soviets, and the State Department -- are virtually identicd! For more
detail s on this amazing "coincidence”, seeChapter Eight of my previous book, The
Rockdeller File.

Thefirst Seaetary of Defense to implement this palicy was CFR member Robert
S. McNamara, who held dfficefrom 1961through 1968. During that time, he
succealed in reducing our nuclear striking force by fifty percent; scrapping three
quarters of our multi-megaton missles and helf of the Minuteman missl es; blocking
development of the B-70 strategic bomber after it had proven its effediveness
cancelli ng the Skybald, Pluto, Dynasoar, and Orion missl e systems; and mothballi ng
much o the sea and air fleds he inherited.

In fad, McNamara destroyed more operational U.S. strategic weapons than the
Soviets could have destroyed in afull-scde nuclear attad!

{NOTE: It was also McNamarawho recdled (threetimes) the fighter jets sent out
from the USS Saratoga to come to the ade of their brothers onthe USSLiberty when
they and it were dtadked by the Isradis during the six-day war in 1967 .Because of
McNamara's orders 34 American sail ors were kil led; over 170wereinjured and
maimed; the ship was damaged beyondrepair. - JP - transcriber}

All of these accomplishments would pale in comparisonto what Henry the K
would acamplish for the disarmament lobby during the next eight years, however.
The intelledual with the heavy accent and even heavier connedions had come along
way, baby, since those first Pugwash Conferences.

The Strategic Arms Limitations Talks, or SALT 1, were Henry's first big
oppatunity. Curiously, had it not been for the Soviet invasion d Czedhaslovakia, the



talks would have been over before he wasin dfice. Thefirst SALT conferencewas
originally scheduled to be held in July 1968. When Soviet tanks rumbled into
Czedhoslovakia, however, to crush the "liberal spring’ of Alexander Dubcek (only
two weeks after Soviet officials had signed the Declaration d Bratislava,
guaranteeing Czech independence!), it was dedded to pcstpone the SALT medings
until November 1969.

Having gotten his big chance, Henry was nat going to let anyone dse interfere
with hisoperation. At the SALT talks, Henry the K nolonger was an uncerstudy.
Suddenly he had a starring role. And hewas not abou to let anyone dse share the
spatlight with him.

In hisbook Cold Dawn, the behind-the-scenes gory of SALT, JohnNewhouse
portrays Kissnger as secrecy obsessed, suspicious of his own staff, and constantly
scheming to grasp more power and control over other positions and personnel.

Ultimately, Henry the Knife would succesgully emerge & the sole American
archited of SALT.

Even such long-time and influential Liberals as Paul Nitze and Gerard Smith found
it impaossble to get dongwith fell ow-CFR member Kissnger. Nitze, the senior
delegate & ealier SALT conferences, had such serious disputes with Kisgnger that he
quit the delegations. Smith, heal of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, had
been the dhief U.S. arms negotiator before Kissnger came dong.

When Henry did na even consult with him during the last twenty days of
negotiations -- preferring seaet deds directly with the Soviets -- Smith bew histop.
But in the end, it was Smith, nd Kissnger, who was "retired" from his position. In
short, at SALT it was Henry Kisgnger, and no e dse, who arranged America’s
terms. Just what kind d aded did he endase? In their exhaustive 800-page analysis,
Kissnger onthe Couch, authors Phylli s Schlafly and Chester Ward say that SALT 1
was incredibly slanted to favor the Soviets:

Every single key provision d both SALT agreements originated with Soviet
strategic experts and dannersin the Kremlin, was approved by Leonid Brezhnev and
his closest associates in the Politburo, and was passed -- usually by Soviet
Ambassador Anatoly. dobrynin --to Henry Kisgnger, who then provided the
rationali zation for it and "sold" it to President Nixon.

Kisgnger nat only accepted Soviet dictation d all the key provisions of the
agreaments, bu sold them to President Nixon and the nation by providing
rationali zations he knew were misleading. That isto say, he was working with the
Soviets and against the United States of America He was deli berately and
elaborately decaving the American people, Congress and probably the President with
his cunnng charade. . .

All the substantive provisions of bath, SALT ! agreements were in fact dictated by
the Kremlin and secretly aacepted by Henry Kissnger withou the participation d the
U.S. SALT delegation.



Just how bad were the SALT agreaments? Unlessyou are aparanoid masochist,
with aseaet lust to seethis Repulic destroyed, they are adisaster. The SALT 1
Treay, which Henry the K so proudy exhibited, granted the Soviets a 41-percent
superiority in land-based missles, a 94-percent superiority in sea-based missles, and
a 50-percent superiority in submarines.

Senators Barry goldwater and John Tower joined ather legislatorsin warning that
the agreements guarantee the Communists a four-to-one alvantage over the U.S. in
missl e payload capability; permit the Reds to continue buil ding nuclear submarines
whil e blocking us from doing the same; and, asaure the Soviets of athree-to-two
advantage in the number of missles deployed.

General BruceK. Holloway, former Commander-in-Chief of the Strategic Air
Command, stated in 1971that "The U.S.S.R. exceeds usin every offensive and
defensive strategic wegpon system, except missle submarines.” This one slight
advantage is rapidly disappeaing, thanksto Seaetary Kissnger.

Even though the SALT 1 acord was danted in the Soviets favor on every
important point, apparently this was not enough for the Communists. For the
signatures of the signers barely had timeto dry before reports began leaing out of
Washington that the Russans, once again, were cheding.

The only surprise would have been if the Communists had kept their word. Out of
seventeen previous agreements with the U.S. relating to arms and defense, the Soviets
have broken every single ore.

The big story, however, was nat that the Communists had violated yet another
agreament -- such disparate sources as muckraking columnist Jad Anderson andthe
respeded trade journal Aviation Week & Space Techndogy agreed onthat -- but that
Seqetary of State Henry Kissnger was decaving the puldic, and perhaps even the
President, abou such violations.

« Former chief of Naval Operations, Admiral Elmo R. Zumwalt Jr., avocd and
persistent critic of detente, charged that Kissnger:

«  Withheld from the Congressat least five intelli gencereports of possble Soviet
violations;

« Instructed intelli gence officials to avoid any written statements that could be
interpreted as auggesting the Communists had violated the agreements

+ Dédliberately misled then-Seaetary of State Willi am P. Rogers abou the
nature and extent of Soviet abuses of the SALT agreament;

« Ordered the Voice of Americato edit out of its Eastern European broadcasts
anything unfavorable to the soviet Union;

« Carried onsecret discussions with soviet officias regarding "loophdes” in the
present accords as well as plans for future disarmament measures;

« Persuaded President Ford to claim that the Standing Consultative Group,
established uncer the SALT 1 pad, would investigate any complaints of
violations, although as chief negotiator of the agreement he knew that the
group could do nosuch thing.



"The Soviets have violated the basic contrads, the atached protocols, the agreed
Interpretations, and the unil ateral dedarations’, Zumwalt charged. "The U.S. has
protested to the SCG. That group-- the President's answer natwithstanding -- is not
an investigative or fact-finding body, nar can it form conclusions abou violations. . .
The evidence from the intelli gence community isinarguable. . .the Soviets have lied
to us."

Acoording to the Admiral, it isnat just the Soviets who celi berately distort the
truth. In February 1976,the San Francisco Chronicle carried some major revelations
by Zumwalt of conversations he had with Kissnger six yeas ealier. In notes he
made & the time, Admiral Zumwalt wrote:

"K fedsthe U.S. has pas=d its historic high pant like so many earlier civili zations.
He believesthe U.S. isonthe downhill . . .

He states that hisjobisto persuade the Russans to give us the best ded we can ggt,
recqognizing that the historica forces favor them. He saysthat in the light of history,
he will be recognized as one of thase who regotiated terms favorable to the Soviets,
but that the American people have only themselves to bame because they lad the
staminato stay the amurse against the Russans, who are Spartato ou Athens."

The Seaetary of State branded Zumwalt's revel ations as "contemptible
falsehoods'. The Admiral responcded: "Kisgnger's answer isjust one moreindicaion
that liarslie.”

If we score eab year of the Kissnger Era & one roundin the match between the
U.S. andthe U.S.S.R., the tota in this Bicentennial eledion year stands at East 8,
West 0. In Germany, the 1970tredies with Russa and Poland regotiated by Willi
Brandt and the 197 1agreement on Berlin were dear victories for the Communists. In
conferences invalving Warsaw Pact and NATO forces, the Soviet bloc dmost withou
exception has come out aheal. Interms of aid and trade, the Communists have made
out like the bandits they are. Andin discussons of arms limitations, as we have seen,
pax Kisgngerae has meant a dean sweep for the Communists.

Perhaps the Reds' clearest victory, at least psychaoogicdly, occurred in Helsinki,
Finlandin July 1975,when President Ford, on lehalf of the United States, signed a
document suppasedly drafted by the Conference on Seaurity and Cooperationin
Europe, bu adually prepared by Henry Kissnger and his viet comrades.

The Helsinki Dedarationis nothing lessthan a complete and shameful betrayal of
Soviet-occupied Eastern Europe. It sanctions the rape of Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
Poland, Czedchaslovakia, and the other Soviet satellites. It putsthe U.S. stamp of
approval onthe Communist conquest of one-half of Europe.

Meanwhile, Dr. Kissnger has managed to eliminate any oppasition within the
Exeautive Branch to his plansfor aNew World Order. Andheisnot aways very
subtle ébout it. When Admiral Zumwalt was invited to appea on"Med The Press'
two years ago [1979, Kissnger (operating through Defense Seaetary James
Schlesinger) ordered the Admiral not to perticipate in the panel show.



When Zumwalt pointed ou that he had retired from the government and was nat
subjed to Dr. K.'s commands, Henry the Knife then threaened to have him court-
martialed. A compromise was finally readed, permitting Zumwalt to appea as
scheduled, so long as he promised nat to dscussthe Strategic Arms Limitation Talks.

Schlesinger himself did na last long enough at the Pentagon to gain any seniority.
He was fired by President Ford in November 1975 because of "growing tensions’
between hmself and the Seaetary of State. A few dayslater, Kisanger's stisfied
smirk must have spread when he learned that Lt. Gen. Daniel O. Graham, Diredor of
the Defense Intelligence Agency, had also submitted hisresignation.

Whil e neither Schlesinger or Graham could be described as hard-nosed
conservatives, bah men had expressed serious reservations abou detente, and bdh
men were openly alarmed abou the Soviets massive military buil d-up. But
apparently the watchword in Washingtonis, "Y ou dorit have to agree with everything
Super K does; just dorit disagreewith anything!"

Meanwhil e, the Soviets continue to increase their military posture & afurious
pace Macolm R. currie, adiredor of reseach for the Defense Department, told a
Senate Committeein February 1976that the Communists have launched "alarge and
determined effort, and the Soviets are inexorably increasing their level of techndogy.

Currie dted the following Soviet gains during the past year:

+ Rapid progressin high-accuracy guidance for new intercontinental balli stic
missles;

+ Intensive reseach in an anti-balli stic missle program;

« New developmentsin underseas aurvelll ance and strategic ar defense
systems;

« Anaggressve spaceprogram that saw the Rusdans launch eight times more
military spaceaaft in 1975 than the United States did;

« Development of two new kinds of satellit es for ocean surveill ance, "possbly
to provide targeting information for attadk submarines and guided-missle
ships".

In ather words, whil e the United States has goodstill (andin some aeas has
slipped badkwards), the Soviets have been aggressively moving forward. The
situation hes beame so criticd that the normally restrained writi ng team of Admiral
Chester Ward and Phyllis Schiafly have accused Henry Kissnger of making "the
entire popuation d the United States hostages to the Kremlin®.

Unlessour egotistica and surrender-prone Secretary of State is gopped, they warn,
"We will have been set up for massmurder on a scae never before witnessed in the
history of the world."

Although we certainly do nd question the fads that Admiral Ward and Mrs.
Schlafly have assembled, we do nd share their conclusions. Whileit is possble that
Henry the K is stting us up for nuclear annihilation, we think it is far more probable
that thered purposeis nat nuclea bombs, bu nuclea blackmail .



Why isthe United States being disarmed? The answer, we believe, is that the way
Is being prepared for a New World Order ultimatum. It will be hailed as "the best
ded we can get" by Kissnger and the network media boys -- who have remained
ded, dumb, and Hind whil e the situation was being set up. The Communists are
working hand-in-hand with internationali stsin our own courtry.

When the former are strong enough, thanks to Henry K, the latter (led, nd so
coincidentally, by Henry K) will i nsist we must scrap ou national sovereignty and
merge into a One World Government.

The entire scenario isin kegping with a statement made to the Senate Foreign
Relations Committeemore than twenty-five years ago by international banker and
CFR potentate James Warburg. He said, "We will have world government whether or
not you likeit -- by conquest or consent.”

The Shadow Government has been working for just such a cnclusionto American
independence for many yeas. It would nd be acurate to blame Henry Kissinger for
creaing al of these pdlicies; he has sSmply been the master archited in finali zing the
destruction d our defensive cgability. Heisthe undsputed champion d creding,
crafting and selli ng the disarmament of the United States in what he believes will be
thefinal period o our independence

But disarming the United Statesis only half of the plot. Just as sgnificant, and
even lesspuMicized, is the lengthy history of Western aid to the Soviet Union, which
began almost as vonas the Bolsheviks sized power. It isnot the purpose of this
volume to substantiate how the West, particularly the United States, literally has
creaed the industrial-military complex of the Soviet Union.

The fascinating, amost unbeli evable saga has been chronicled elsewhere. (See
"Building the Big Red Madine" in the author's previous book, The Rockdell er Fil e,
aswell asthe series of important studies onthis subjea by Professor Antony C.
Sutton.)

The point was driven hane with cruel irony during the Vietnam War, when the
Soviet bloc provided 80 percent of the war materials for North Vietnam -- materials
that were used against Americans and South Vietnamese in the field at the very time
American supgdies were being unloaded at Soviet ports and the U.S. was helping
construct the largest truck-buil ding complex in the world in Rusgal

Thousands of items with strategic goplicaions were deared for shipment to the
Communists while U.S. credits, subsidized by taxpayers, financed the purchases.

The Soviet Union, in the ga of detente & before, has needed Western techndogy
and Western foodstuff s to survive. It has been getting bath, largely through the
ingenious method d having the U.S. taxpayers finance the long-term, low-interest
loans necessary so the Russans could purchase such goodk.

The Export-Import Bank (ExIM) has loaned the Soviets hundeds of milli ons of
dollars and Senator Harry F. Byrd o Virginia has warned, "It appears that loans in the
billi ons are in the works".



While Americans must pay ten percent, twelve percent, or more for loans, ExIm
lends the Reds money at six percent interest. The banks handling the deds, and the
businessmen selli ng the goods, make awindfall, but it isthe American citi zens
ultimately who pay the cost. The industriali zation of Communist Russia has, in no
small part, been financed by U.S. taxpayers predsely in this fashion.

The fact that the Soviet Union excealdsthe U.S. in sted output isin nosmall part
due to the investments there by U.s. and aher Free World firms. The largest iron and
sted plant in the world was built i n the U.S.S.R. by the American-based McKee
Corporation. The Soviet Unionis now the world's magjor producer of oil, dueto the
development of the Rusdan al and ggs patential by Western, primarily American,
interests.

During the past threeyeas, while Soviet-supdied forces were mmpleting their
conquest of Southeast Asia, the United States was buil ding the largest truck fadory in
the world -- onthe Kama River in Russa. During the same time we were financing,
buil ding and equipping the largest tanker shipyard in the world. . . onthe Bladk Sea;
the largest fertili zer complex in the world. . . onthe Volga River; and avery large
chemicd plant -- at Severondenetz.

In April 1975the Ford Administration adually licensed the sale to the Soviet
Union d eleven advanced-design giant IBM computers. Within days of this ded, it
was annourced that a bank consortium (made up d the aeam of CFR-conneded
wheders and dealers) was lending the Soviet Union $250milli on "with nostrings
attadhed to the loan".

Andthat very same day, Bank of America ainounced it had ancther syndicate
realy to lend the U.S.S.R. $500million. Do you begin to deted a patternin al of
this?

Seaetary of State Kissinger acknowledged the obvious last year when he said that
"the Soviet Unionis much more interested in credits than in trade, because for the
next five years Rusdgawill havelittl e to give in reciprocd trade".

What Henry didn't way was that, given past performances, the Soviet Union hed
everything to gain and rothing to lose by such deals. After al, it was detente-minded
boys in the State Department who ealier had agreead to al ow the Soviets to pay off an
$11 blli onWorld War | Lend-Lease debt for amere $722million, a seven centson
theddlar. Trueto form, the Communists paid only $32milli on, then reneged onthe
rest.

Admiral EImo zumwalt has described the situationin this hardly flattering but
frankly accurate passage:

"The Soviets e the United States right now as agrea placid bovne dhewing its
cudin the sun and with two huge udders extended to them, ore labeled grain and the
other labeled techndogy. It stands there letting itself be milked dry, twitching its talil
contentedly, too lazy and too dadd to ndice”



Of the myriad deals Herr Kisgnger has arranged for his Soviet friends in the past
eight years, orly one dmost becane apulic scanda. It wasn't al that more
important than the Seaetary's other pads and promises, it was just alot more
obvious.

We're referring, of course, to the "gred grain robbery” of 1972. It wasa
performancethat made the Brink's robbery seem like akindergarten heist of four
marbles and ore slightly licked lolli pop.

Before most Americans knew what was happening, the Soviets had puchased a
whoppng twenty-five percent of the U.S. whed crop at bargain-basement prices. The
sale aeded awheat shortage in the United States, with the result that bread prices
suddenly shat through the celing. But that was just part of the story. We financed
the loan, so the Soviets could make the purchase, and we dso subsidized the freight to
get the grain to them.

Kisgnger followed up this Soviet successwith afive-year agreement, signed in
October 1975,which entitles the Soviets to buy a minimum of six milli on metric tons
of U.S. grain annually, beginning with the 1976crop year. Itisa"swap dea" -- we
are suppased to keep the usually empty Soviet larder stocked, whilein return the
Soviets will sell usten milli on metric tons of oil and al products ead year.

Part of the ded all ows the Rusdans to buy up to seven million more tons of U.S.
grain before the five-year agreement takes effect in thefall of 1976. Oren Staley,
President of the national Farmers Organization, call ed the ded an "outrageous
interferencewith American farmers freemarkets.” Staley said the agreement
represented "government dictatorship with a vengeance" and added that American
farmers have been "lied to, betrayed and sold dowvn the river”.

Whil e russawas placing orders for American whed, American corn, and
Americanrice foodpricesinthe U.S. wererising 29 @rcent in two years. Under the
circumstances, it was indeed strange to seeKisgnger and his cronies begging the
Communiststo cat away American grain.

But the madnessof detente did na stop there. By 1975it reached such ridiculous
extremes as the U.S. government authorizing a private American firm to sell two sets
of plansfor a sophisticated new cargo ship to the Soviets for $500,000each -- after
the Defense Department had invested $57.5milli onin the projed. And onand onit
goes.

Our Kissnger-arranged deds with Red China are aut from the same doth as our
"trade" with the Soviet bloc; we have made numerous concessons and have asked for
norein return.

What does the buil ding of the Big Red Machine in the Soviet Union and Red
Chinamean? Constructing some of the world's largest fadories for the Soviet Union,
and shipping them the most sophisticated U.S. techndogy and equipment, has many
implications.



Professor Antony Sutton, the worlds' foremost expert on the use of Western
tedindogy to develop the Soviet Union, has written an entire book onthis subjea
under the provocative but very deliberate title, Nationd Suicide.

The military patentia of the indwstrial plants which we ae buil ding for the Soviets
shoud be obviousto anyone. Trucks, aircraft, ail, sted, petro-chemicds, aluminum,
computers -- these ae the very sinews of amilitary-industrial complex. These
fadories, the product of American genius and financed by American capital, could
have been built i n the United States. Instead, they are anstructed at U.S.taxpayers'
expense in the Soviet Union -- anation whaose masters gill kegp millionsin
concentration camps and who have sworn to bury us.

Another important thing to remember is the strong possbili ty that Russan
fadories using American capital and American techndogy will , with Soviet slave
labor, produce goods which will undersell those produced by American labor in world
markets. Just as many thousands of Americans have already lost their jobs to foreign
labor working in European and Asian fadories constructed with American foreign
ad.

This point has nat been lost on AFL-CIO chieftain George Meany, who sucanctly
summed up hsfedings abou the @ntinuing gveaway of grain, techndogy, defense,
seqets, andjobs:

"We don't want any part of it. We're not interested in seeng cheg goods made by
Soviet slave labor pour into this courtry. We ae nat interested in seéng American
workers displaced by slave labor.”

Testifying at a Congessonal heaing on detente, Meany also assail ed the Export-
Import Bank for its giveaway credit rates:

"What American can get aloan at six percent? Thisisn't trade. Thisisawelfare
program for Russa."

But asimportant as jobs are, there is even amore important aspect to ou aid to the
Communists. At stake isthe very survival of our freedom and independence.

Profesor Sutton has assembled an abundance of evidence which nobaly has even
attempted to refute. First, he has srown that Communism is a stagnant system
incgpable of innovation a high productivity. Itssurvival, even a asubsistencelevel
for its captives, has required regular transfusions of cgpital and techndogy. Withou
aid from the West, the Soviet Unionwould have long since ®llapsed.

The Soviet Unionwas first saved by Herbert Hoover with food. Next came
Lenin's New Econamic Plan, which let the super-capitali sts bad into Rusda. This
was foll owed by FDR's diplomatic recognition d Rusda, which all owed the Soviets
to oltain desperately needed credits. World War |l turned onthe $11hlli on Lend-

L ease spigot.

Foll owing the war, Rusda was all owed to denude much of Germany of fadories
and scientists. During the Kennedy Administration we started providing whed for



hurgry Soviet fadory workers During the Vietham War, Americashipped vita
suppiesto the East European boc, which was providing North Vietnam with the war
equipment to kill our own soldiers. Now we ae suppying the world's largest truck
fadory, extremely sophisticaed computers, and a cornucopia of other manufaduring
techndogy.

To cgp thisincredible redtation, the Wall Stred Journal of April 15, 195,
headlined: "U.S. Quietly Allows Uranium Shipments to Soviet Union for Processng
Into Fuel." Isthat unbeli evable?

Perhaps the most eloquent opporent of detente is the exiled Soviet author
Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn. He has asked:

"What does the spirit of Helsinki and the spirit of detente mean for us within the
Soviet Union? The strengthening of totalitarianism. What seansto youto be a
milder atmosphereis for us the strengthening of totalitarianism."

And he ads:;

"Youthink that this a arespite, but it isan imaginary respite. It's arespite before
destruction. Asfor us, we have norespite a al. We're being strangled even more,
with greater determination. . ."

Solzhenitsyn visited the United Statesin 1975.He was here & the very time of the
Soviet-American joint spaceflight and the "handshake in space”. His every word,
both spoken and written, his very presence branded as ali e the Kisgnger-Rockefell er-
CFR pdlicies. A man who could testify from first-hand experiencein the Gulag
Archipelagothat Communism was nat mell owing was a distinct embarrassment to the
Washington Establi shment.

Seqetary Kissnger advised President Ford that Solzhenitsyn's views endangered
the stable relations between the United States and the Soviet Union. Henry the K --
who hed smilingly shaken hands with the most vicious tyrants and dood est
murderersin history -- refused to med the Nobel Laureate. Henry the Knife alvised
the President not to med with him, either, so the White House snubled this
distinguished champion d freedom.

The Kissnger-Ford team ignored a man who supparts traditional American
principles, for the sake of some "allies® who have sworn they will bury us.

And orceagain we must ask, whaose side is Henry on, anyway?



Chapter Five
EXCERPTS:
There may, of course, be an even more sinister reason for the Red China gambit. It

isthe reason which urderlies © much o the frenetic surface activity of the Shadow
Government: control of the world's energy resources.

As Congressman JohnRarick reported in July 1971:

"Also early in April, reports were leaked concerning rich all discoveriesin the Asian
Padfic aea including areas claimed by Red China. Mentioned among the oil
exploration companies were those represented at the hush-hush Bil derberger meding.
Then in June, we were advised that chase Manhattan Bank was realy to invest $6
millionin ail explorationand predicted $250 lilionin Free World investment in the
Asian Padfic areaupto 1980

Later in the year, newspapers reported that a "fantastic exploration race" was
underway in the Far East.

THE RED CHINA GAMBIT

Sixteen years ago Henry A. Kisgnger was as worried abou the rulers of Red
China & any other American boy. He wrote & the time:

"The prosped that China by 1978might have the nuclea cgpabili ty of the Soviet
Unionin 1960isterrifying. Many of the nations of nuclear deterrence may not apply
with resped to a courtry which has shown so call ous a disregard of human life."

A cdlousdisregard for human life? If any group hes ever merited such alabel, it
isthe Communist leaders of mainland china, who buchered between 30and 60
million d their own people to consolidate their power! But twelve years late, how
things have dhanged.

"We acept now. . .inthelight. . . d improvement in relations with the Peopl€'s
RepuMic of China, that we could pay this price of foregoing the alditional protedion
that the President requested in hisoriginal statement”,

Henry cooed in 1972. And he alded,

"Theideaof athird nwclear country attacking the United States is arather remote
passhbili ty".

Therulers of Red Chinahad na changed oreiotain the past twelve yeas. But
Henry had swiveled 180degrees. What did it mean?

OnJduly 1, 1971,Specia Asgstant for National Seaurity Affairs, Henry Kissnger
and party, left Andrews Air Force Base near Washington aboard a huge, almost
windowless KC-135,the military version d the Boeing 707. Henry was joined by



Harold Saunders, one of his deputies;, JohnHoldridge, a member of his gaff
spedalizing in Far Eastern affairs; Winston Lord, a speda assstant; Richard Smyser,
aforeign serviceofficer and expert on Southeast Asia; and two Seaet Service agents.

(A few months earlier, Smyser had made headlines of ancther sort, when he was
the host of arather unwsual affair in Washington. Ties were optional at Smyser's
soiree bu trousers were not. Men were nat all owed to wea any pants at his party.

One guest went so far asto arrive a the "trouserlessorgy"”, as one commentator
cdled it, dresed in drawers made from an American flag. Smyser made him fed
right at home.)

Their ostensible destination, at least as far as Washington ressreleases were
concerned, was South Vietnam and several other Far Eastern courtries. But the ten-
day "fad-finding' trip had afar more sinister purpose.

The Kissnger party "vanished" during the stopower in Pakistan. It was said that
Kisdgnger had become "dlightly indisposed” and had gone to aremote hill station 60
miles north of Rawalpindi "to reauperate”.

Instead, onJduly 9, the Kissnger party secretly flew anather 2,300miles, from
Pakistan to Peking, and began a precedent-setting 49-hour visit with the leaders of
Communist China-- thefirst official-level contads with the mainland since it had
been seized by the Communists 22 yeas before.

It was thefirst in a series of nine trips by Henry Kissnger to Red China. It was
certainly his most spedacular diplomatic coupthusfar. It unquestionably signaled a
major change in the course of American foreign policy.

The Peking gambit set the stage for the visit by President Richard Nixon. It
anticipated ather Kisgnger trips, and also laid the grourdwork for avisit by President
Gerald Ford. It began the dl eged "thaw" in American-Red Chinese relations, which
was parall eled by the dbandorment of the Repulic of China and the ouster of that
World War Il aly, afounder of the United Nations, from that world boy.

Kisgnger's seaet, surprise visit establi shed the foundition for trade relations
between the U.S. and Peking and, perhaps most important of all, it provided an
immeasurable anourt of facethroughou the Orient for the Red Chinese |eaders.

Everything abou the opening to Red Chinawas dorein seaet. We have yet to be
informed how the opening came aou, what deds were made during the lengthy
chats between Henry Kissinger and the Red Chinese leaders (and later between the
two American Presidents and their Red Chinese hosts), or what the ultimate price of
this"opening” will be. The "opening" began in secret, with clandestine mnferences,
and the secrecy continues even now.

Kissnger clearly sees hisrole in the Red China opening as one of the hallmarks of
his White House caeer, an ad so momentous that he would ignore the American
debade in Vietnam, which ended in total disaster for the United States, as an
unimportant footnote in comparison to the rapprochement with Red China.



In twelve years, Kisgnger's pulic utterances had fli p-flopped from concern abou
cdlous leaders with nuclea wegpors to saccharin eulogies of massmurderers Mao
Tse-tung and ChouEn-lai.

The willi ngness even eagerness of American leadersto hopinto bed with a
regime whose history of human brutality, massexeautions, massmurder, and
imposition d terror has no par in modern human history, was one of the most
shameful events of a shame-fill ed decade.

Curiously enough, it has recently been reported that Richard Nixon's first major
dirediveto hisfirst mgor appantment concerned predsely such adevelopment. We
are now told that within hisfirst twelve daysin office Nixontold Kissnger to draw
up dansfor away to achieve aPeking-Washington rapprochement. But where did
theideareally originate?

Depending onwhois doing the urting, the most conservative estimates are that
Communist Chinese lealers carried ou the deli berate murders of from 34 millionto
64 milli on helplessvictims during the takeover of the mainland, the subsequent
purges, and the "grea cultural revolution” of the 1960s. Alongside such astronamicd
totals, even the figures of Nazi atrociti es pale in comparison. (Figures are from "The
Human Cost of Communism", areport of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee)

{NOTE: Because the media has been -- for the large part -- controll ed by the
Communist/Zionist/Bolshevik regime since even before the turn of the last century,
the so-cdled "Nazi atrocities' appear to have been more fabrication than fact. Reports
from U.S. soldiers - including commissoned officers who were held prisoners-of-war
in the German work camps; the International Red Cross reports from Journali sts (the
few that made it into U.S. newspapers); and many others, together seem to tell the
same story: There were no atrocities. The many Jews who were incarcerated also
happened to be Communist infiltrators, attempting to sabotage the German war eff ort.
It occurred to me several yeas after discovering these facts that our first and higgest
clue shoud have been the way that Adadlph Hitler has been endlesdy vilified. The
same mediathat is comparing Sadam Hussein with Adoph Hitler today has been
silent abou the drociti es committed by the Communist Chinese and "Uncle Joe"
Stalin. Think abou it. - JP - transcriber}

Asfar badk as November 1959,Nelson Rockefell er, then governor of New York,
was telli ng students in a University of Oregon speech that the United States shoud
establish "intimate" relations with Red China

Of course, the pro-Red Chinalobby had been actively campaigning for yeas for
just such an "opening”. Itsacalemicians, in large part based at Harvard, were
espedally eager to embraceMao. In fad, agroup d such professors from Harvard
and MIT prepared amemorandum in the fall of 1968 odli ning the steps to be taken to
adhieve "peace' with Communist China. The memorandum was addressd to
"President-Eled Nixon", and it was delivered by -- have you guessed it? -- Henry A.
Kisdgnger! The memorandum cast along shadow of coming events:

.. . Suggesting you [Nixon] shoud seriously explore the posshili ty of arranging
confidential, perhaps even deniable, conversations between Chinese Communist



leaders and someone in whom you have onfidence It may be that the Chinese will
refuse to receive such an emissary. The effort should norethelessbe made to signal a
revised American attitude. Bring China, bah Vietnams and aher divided retions into
the United Nations. Seed an ealy opportunity to modify America’s trade embargo
against China.

And, certtainly it is sgnificant that shortly before the Kisgnger-Nixon
Administration began courting Red Chinalike alove-starved Casanova, David
Rockefell er held a pressconference in Hong Kong and cdl ed for opening up trade
with Communist China. Later, Mao and company would appant the Rockefell ers
Chase Manhattan Bank as Red Chinas official representative for Chinese-American
trade.

In brief, all the signs paoint not to a Nixoninitiative to China, bu to aNixon
resporse to an initiative drealy planned and prepared by the Shadow Government,
and implemented by the Insiders number one agent in the White House, Henry A.
Kissnger.

Asiansin particular have made much o the fact that in all of the hullabaloo ower
an opening to Peking, not asingle signal was flashed from China seeking such a new
relationship. Not asingle major Red Chinese dignitary came kowtowing to
Washington, to genufled at the fed of American power brokers. It was al the other
way around. In the game of "face", the Chinese Communists won every round.

Thefact isthat a carefully orchestrated propaganda drive to buld upPeking and
downgrade Taiwan was alrealy well underway. The pubicity blitz would be
underscored by lavish receptions for Presidents Nixon and Ford in the Great Hall of
the People, elaborately staged tableaux of presidential families visiting cheerful
communes, and banquet tables piled high with Chinese alisine.

By now, rehabilit ation d the "Old ChinaHands" -- men like John Stewart Service,
JohnPaton Davies, John Carter Vincent, Oliver Edmund Clubb,and aher pro-
Communist palicy molders of the World War 1l erawho had dore so much for Mao
Tse-tung, Ho Chi-minh, and ChouEn-lai -- was amaost complete. The Peking
butchers were henceforth to be regarded as moderate, resporsible leaders of anation
which nolonger could be considered as an aggressor.

Recent history regarding Korea and Vietnam and dher undeasant fads, such as
the brutal invasion and annexation d Tibet, were conveniently dumped into the
Orwelli an memory hole. Washington went all-out to crede an image of a changing
Chinataking its placein the world community. The diredor, producer, and
choreographer for the whole phony skit was of course Henry Kissnger.

Not everyone was buying the new scenario. A notable exceptionwas FBI Diredor
J. Edgar Hoowver, whase sudden deéh in the midst of the contrived euphaia over the
embrace of Red Chinawas convenient to say the least.

Kisgnger's friendy biographer, Charles Ashman, relates the foll owing:



"For along time Kissnger kept out of the dispute over whether Hoowver should be
forcibly retired. . .

Then J. Edgar goofed -- and badly -- when Nixonwas abou to annource his projeded
trip to Red China. It was a venture dea to the heart of Kissnger, the theoretician and
advance man. He had waited more than threeyeasto readivate the plan he had
privately given Governor Nelson Rockefell er for reopening the doar to China. . .

Hoowver was not among the handful of top dficials consulted when plans for the
President's visit to Chinawere brewing. . .

It was hardly surprising. . . that during aroutine appeaance before aCongressonal
committee Hoover routinely warned the lawmakers, "the United States is Communist
Chinas No. 1enemy. The most patent thred to ou national seaurity is Red China."
ZAP! Kissnger was furious."

Kissnger quietly arranged for the FBI Diredor's comments nat to be published,
for, he said, "budgetary” reasons. Sure. But the FBI Diredor released them to the
Veterans of Foreign Wars. The result was a scahing article which warned that Red
Chinese spies, uncer the guise of trade and cultural missons, would floodthe nation.

Hoover died in the spring of 1972, ba, as Ashman pusit, "his days were probably
numbered” by then anyway.

In the same year, the White House suppressed a documentary film made by the
U.S. Information Agency (which can hardly be described as a right-wing anti-
Communist group). The movie, "Man from aMissing Land", partrayed the Red
Chinese takeover of Tibet, culminating in the flight of the Dalai Lama, Tibet's
spiritual leader. The Dala Lama said that the Red Chinese had broken every promise
they had ever made regarding Tibetan autonamy.

But by thistime, Kissnger was proclaiming that his new friends had aways been
"true to their word", so history had to be doctored to suppat him. The taxpayers
never saw the film -- although they had paid nearly $100,00Cor it.

By 1975,Henry's determination to permit nothing to embarrassthe Red Chinese
had beaome an absolute pholia. Even Liberal columnist Jadk Anderson reported:

Seaetary of State Henry Kissnger is 9 sensitive over the special relationship he has
nurtured with the Chinese Communists that he personally makes all dedsions on
Chinese matters, nomatter how trivial they may be.

One of thetrivial mattersin which Kissnger took adired hand was his eff ort to
play down the Repullic of Chinas participation in the American Bicentennial. The
Kisdnger order, reported Anderson, was "to keep the Nationali sts{ Taiwan} as
invisible e possble’.

In 1971Kisgnger had dedared:



"Our paositionisthat the ultimate disposition, the ultimate relationship of Taiwan to
the People's Repubic of China, shoud be settled by direct negotiations between
Taiwan and the People's Repulic of China".

Please naticethat the Repuldic of China-- afree and independent nation -- had
becme Taiwan, the name of theisland, and, historicdly, just one province of the
mainland. The demotion was a diplomatic rebuff clealy signaled to the rest of the
world.

Almost at once, there were leaks from Washington to the dfect that the Red
Chinese would na agreeto the first Nixontrip urtil they recaved advance guarantees
that the United States would reduceits military presencein the Repulic of China.
Although such a"ded" was denied at the time -- after al, whoin Washington could
admit that the United States had grovell ed to meet Red Chinas terms? -- even
President Ford now admits that American military assstanceto FreeChinais being
drasticdly reduced.

The shape of things to come was indicated in the so-cdled " Shanghai
Communique", issued duing the Nixontrip of 1972. The cmmunique stated that the
United States recognizes that Taiwan is a part of China and "affirms the ultimate
objedive of the withdrawal of al U.S. forces and military install ations from Taiwan".

And remember that the island repuli ¢ that was being so completely betrayed was
not only of of our staunchest anti-Communist alies; our leaders were dso helping
subvert a nation which had achieved an ecmnamic mirade sinceWorld War 1l. As
Representative Philip M. Crane told his coll eagues in the House of Representatives on
Decenber 11, 1975

"A recent survey of family lifein Taipe, the capital city, suggests a standard of living
unknovn onthe Communist Chinese mainland and in most parts of Asia. More than

half the familieslive in their own hames, most of therest live in apartments and orly

a handful live in government provided hotsing. . .

What makes these accompli shments most remarkable is the fad that the Repuldic of
China has the highest popuation density in the world."

Whileit istrue that much of this was accomplished, o at least started, with the
asgstanceof U.S. foreignaid, it is also true that FreeChinais one of the few nations
on eath that has repaid the loans and grants it received from this courtry. Thisis
reported abou as often as the fad that the Soviet Union still owes us over $11 blli on
from World War 1.

When the lengthening shadow of Watergate finally forced hisresignation,
President Nixon made much o the fad that during his truncated tenure he had
"unlocked the doa's" between the United States and China.

But Mme. Chiang Kai-shek, widow of the fabled leader whom the Americans had
abandored, pu thingsin a better perspedive. "The unlocking of the doars of the
mainland would indeed be avery goodthing wereit true”, she said. "Unlocking the



doas means freeegressandingress The pity of it all i sthat no compatriots of ours
are permitted to leave the country and their enforced serfdom.”

In 1975 ,after avisit to Peking by President Gerald Ford, Kissnger could strongly
hint that the next steps in re-establi shing diplomatic relations with Peking would be
for the United States to sever diplomatic ties with nationalist China and substantially
reducetrooplevels on Taiwan.

Henry Bradsher put it just that diredly in the Washington Star:

A blunt faa that was long obscured in circumlocutions and gous intentions has
finally emerged into the open as aresult of President Ford's trip to China: The United
States will simply have to bre&k its written and moral commitments to the Chinese
Nationali st regime and cast Taiwan adrift if it intendsto have full -scde, normalized
relations with the People's Repuldic of China.

Two years ealier, Kissinger was confident enough of his pasition -- and the plans
of his superiors --to asaure his Red Chinese friends that U.S. friendship with the
mainland would continue "whatever the Administration” in Washington. After all,
administrations come and go, bu the Rockefell ers endure.

In 1973Kisgnger met for dmost threehours with the aling Mao Tse-tung. As
usual, whatever was discussed in the sesson, and whatever agreaments were made,
remained cloaked in secrecy. But Peking officials said the talks "looked far into the
future" and were of "grea significance".

Kisgnger's 1975preparatory trip was foll owed by what must have been the most
anti-climadic visit in the entire series of American arrivals in the fabled Heavenly
Kingdom. So littl e was accompli shed when Gerald Ford and entourage arived in
Peking, in fact, that there was not even ajoint communique issued at the end of the
misson. The visit seaned even more unnecessary than the ones undertaken before.

Oh sure, there were the usual sumptuous gate banquets, there was lots of clapping
in urison by Red chinese moppets, thedricd and gymnastic performances, visits to
Chinese shrines, and Betty Ford even performed with adancetroupe. But there was
so littl e red news that White House press Secretary Ron Nessen scampered around,
cautioning reporters not to assume that because nothing was happening, nahing was
being acampli shed.

Part of the problem, of course, may have been that the Red chinese hierarchy had
only apassng interest in the interim American President -- a man whom they may
already have decided was only afigurehead anyway.

Associated Pressreported that Mao gave his biggest welcome to Kissnger, na
Ford. The Chinese leader naticedly and vigorously pumped the beaming Kissnger's
handfor at least half a minute when the Americans arrived. Later, when he said
goodbye, Mao again shookKissnger's hand longer than Ford's. Such apparently
minor matters may be ignared by most Americans, but you can be sure that foreign
leaders -- especialy in the Orient -- know exadly what such demonstrations mean.
And so daes Herr Kisgnger!



so what, redly, deesit all mean? It isobvious that Kissnger has forgotten his
1961assesament that "Chinaislost to the cause of freedom” and that "everywhere
Communism presses aggressvely onits peripheries’. (Or at least he would li ke others
to forget those remarks.)

What has happened? Did the men he described in 1961as "call ous fanatics'
change? Or did he?

Certainly, the American people have aright to know just what is being gained by
the Red China gambit. We have been told it isesential to world peace, that it
represents athawing in dangerous relations. We have been told it is goodfor business
-- ignoring the fact that the small island o Taiwan ou-exports the primitive and
badkward mainland economy by aration d athousandto ore.

Finally, we are told that we simply can't afford nad to strive for better relations
with leaders who rule somewhere between 700and 800million human beings. While
the same pundts and pdicy makers who tell us we must open the doarsto Red China
also insist we quarantine Rhodesia & athreat to world peace. What hypocrisy!

Whil e Red china has been conducting a "smili ng-face diplomacy" that is quite
comfortable with Henry Kisgnger'sown vision d a Grand Design which will seethe
slow merger of the United States into aworld government, the Peking masters have
also been actively preparing to reach for our throats.

In The Necessty for Choice, pulished in 1961 Herr Henry wondered worriedly
"whether we can stand idly by while this peril (Chinese nuclear capadty) develops,
simply trusting that a more humane group d leaders will replacethe incumbents’. Of
course, no"more humane group™" arose. bu by 1972,Kissnger was trusting the
incumbents not to mount a nuclear attadk which the United States, thanksto his own
palicies, would be dl but powerlessto prevent.

While Henry Kissnger pulicly poohpools any military threat from Red China,
the Communists there have been mourting a nuclea arsenal and also developing what
is aready the third largest navy in the world. According to the Institute for Strategic
Studiesin London,the Red Chinese dready deploy more than athousand vessls,
including 60 submarines and 600aircraft, and more ae being built al the time.

By 1975Red china had exploded 16 nulea bombs ranging in strength from
twenty kil otons to threemegatons. At aseduded test range in occupied Tibet, the
Chinese have been preparing for the launching of their first intercontinental balli stic
missle. Events have strongly indicaed that whil e the Peking hierarchy was
"vigorously pumping"' the hand d Henry Kisgnger, and providing our Presidents with
hegping plates of chow mein, the courntry has been engaged in a aash program to
increase the quality and quantity of their off ensive wegors.

Authors Phylli s Schlafly and Chester Ward (in Kissnger on the Couch) acaise the
Seaetary of State of knowingly misleading Congessregarding Red Chinese nuclear
cgpabiliti es.



During aSALT 1 briefing, for example, Kisgnger said, "our estimate of the
Chinese nuclea cgpability is gill approximately what it was at the time that
Safeguard was developed -- implying that in the years 1969to 1972 the Red chinese
were & astand-still i n nuclea wegpors development. But badk in February 1970,
Defense Seaetary Melvin Laird adknowledged that the Chinese were dready able to
test an intercontinental balli stic missle (ICBM). And he alded that he expeded them
to have an ICBM operationa cgpacity "in the next several years'.

By February 17, 192, Laird was reporting:

The growth of Chinese nuclea strike capabili ty has been remarkable given the short
timeit has been in existence and the formidable obstades that had to be overcome. . .

Thereis ome eridencethat the Chinese ae engaged in the deployment of solid fuel
missles. . .

The two Chinese space satellit es launched duing the last year and a half, the
approximately one dozen nuclea tests snce 1964 indicae afairly high degreeof
sophisticaionin bah missle and warheal devel opment.

One year later, the Defense secretary remarked abou the even more "remarkable
growth of China's nuclear strike caability in bah missles and banbers'. Laird said
that "The (Communist). . . Chinese ae moving forward rapidly with their program to
deploy liquid-fueled missiles and to developan ICBM".

If thisiswhat Kissnger means by a standstill, we would hate to see how
dangerous the Chinese Reds could become if they redly tried!

Nuclea bombs and intercontinental missles are apotential threa against us.
There is an even more insidious wegponaready in use. Lurking behind the smiling
diplomacy of the Red Chinese is one of the most vicious wegpors ever devised for
global conquest -- the deli berate pushing of opium, heroin, and aher narcoticsin the
Free World.

Asealy as1960,Harry J. Anslinger, Chief of the U.S. Bureau of Narcotics,
warned that more than five million aaes of land in Red China were devoted
exclusively to the intensive adltivation d the opium poppy. Infad, Anslinger
reported, the production d opium was an organized government monopay in Red
China.

Red Chinese opium production hes been variously estimated at 10,000to 32,000
tons per year. Opium and its derivatives are thus the single most important item for
the Red Chinese, who ret an estimated $5billi onayear from the diabalicd business
The use of narcotics as awegpon d warfare by the Red Chinese was thoroughly
documented in Vietnam, where heroin was off ered to American servicemen at a
fradion d itsvaue. Now, the cnquest of most of Southeast Asia by the
Communists adds awhale new dimension to an aready catastrophic situation.

For generations, much illi cit opium has come from the "Golden Triangle" of
Burma, Laos, and Thail and, where whale provinces have been involved in popy



cultivation. The Communist coupin Laos, and the possble asorption d Thailand,
will provide massve new quantities of opium and cerivatives to be pushed in the
West.

the thirteen and fourteen-year-old girlsin New York city whoturn to prostitution
to financetheir addiction, the muggers and puse snatchers and buglarsin Chicago
and Dall as and athousand ather citi es with expensive habits, the promising students
who have turned off forever, these too are part of the pricewe in the West are paying
for Henry Kisgnger's "smiling-face diplomacy" with the Red Chinese.

There may, o course, be an even more sinister reason for the Red China
gambit. It isthe reason which underlies 9 much of the frenetic surfaceactivity
of the Shadow Government: control of theworld's energy resour ces.

In April 1971,an elite groupof international financiers, ecmnamists, and
intell eduals cdl ed the Bilderbergers met in secret sesson at Woodstock, Vermont.
Among the items discussed by the participants (who included Henry Kissnger,
David Rockefell er, and various oil company officials) was "the possbili ty of a dhange
in the American role in the world and its consequences’.

As Congressman JohnRarick reported in July 1971

"Also early in April, reports were leaked concerning rich al discoveriesin the Asian
Padfic aea including areas claimed by Red China. Mentioned among the oil
exploration companies were those represented at the hush-hush Bil derberger meding.
Then in June, we were advised that chase Manhattan Bank was realy to invest $6
millionin ail explorationand predicted $250 lilionin Free World investment in the
Asian Padfic areaupto 1980

Later in the year, newspapers reported that a "fantastic explorationrace" was
underway in the Far East.

"Within the year, that dramatic change in American foreign pdicy had occurred.
Within two years, the Los Angeles Times could report (on February 21, 1973):
"Intensive surveys have indicaed that oil fieldsthat could amost equal all the rest of
the world's known reserves dmost certainly lie off Chinas shores. . .

The Chinese have been making inquiries of U.S. firms abou the oil industry in
general and deepwater drilli ng rigsin particular.”

Sinceonly the United States possesses the techndogy to drill for oil in the 400to
600-foat depths invalved, the discoveries made detente virtually inevitable. The
patternisclear: Theinternationa oil cartel, dominated by Rockefell er interests, has,
perhaps, the most to gain from Washington-Peking detente. All other concerns --
ideological, strategic, geopditi cd -- are subservient to that redity. AndHenry
Kisdnger is, first and foremost, aloyal servant of the House of Rockefell er.



Chapter Six
EXCERPTS:

The second part of our searet pledge to Israd was the promise that we would
provide the courtry with petroleum shoud it be boycotted by other oil producers!

Thetotal cost of the ded boggles the imagination. Senator Jesse Helms cdled the
pad a"blank chedk agreement” and warned that the final cost would na be known.
Senator Harry F. Byrd stormed that the price tag, during the five years of its
implementation, might be & high as $15 hlli on. Other observers st the true st at
$25 blli on. Not afew Congressnen were aghast that, at atime when our citi zens
were being told that afull supdy of oil could na be guaranteed in ou own courtry,
American taxpayers were being asked to guarantee oil suppiesfor Israd.

. . .an even more mysterious occurrence: The worldwide dert of U.S. strategic
and conventional forces onthe night of October 24, 1973. Nixonand Kissinger said
at thetimethat the United States was in the midst of its "most difficult” crisis snce
the Cuban missle egisode of 1962. But neither man, despite promises to the wntrary,
has ever revealed what the aisiswas! The U.S. and the U.S.S.R. were, presumably,
nose-to-nose and eyball -to-eyeball -- awhisker away from Armageddon. And no o
knew why.

Of the various explanations that have been advanced, ane that we may now firmly
rule out of consideration is one that seemed to make the most sense -- andis the most
charitable to Secretary Kissnger. It isthat those sne&ky, decatful Russans were up
to some diabalicd stunt, the detail s of which can't be released, and Herr Henry
stopped them cold in their trads.

We now know thisisnt what happened, because the United States and the Soviet
Union were both represented by the same man in the Midd e East -- Henry A.
Kissnger!

THE UNQUIET PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST

If there is one ever-recurring image that made Henry Kissnger, it isthat of an
inspired fli ght-bag diplomat shuittling hurriedly between the caitals of the Midde
East in the quest of an elusive peace.

No ore ca deposit the intermittent Arab-Israeli war at Kisgnger'sdoarstep. It
goes badk toofar for that. sufficeit to say that American foreign pdicy in the Midde
East was destined to get the United States into ha water from the beginning. By
suppating the artificia creaion d the state of Israd in the midst of the Arab world,
this nation {the U.S.} alienated hundeds of milli ons of potential alies. From the



Arab pant of view, America's massve suppat of Israd since 1948 tas been a hostile
adionfor three decades.

This assesament has nothing to dowith the noteworthy adchievements of the Jewish
state. It isobviousthat Arab oppaitionto Israd, and Isradl's determination to
survive, constitute the unstoppabl e force colli ding with the inexorable object.

Nobady in hisright mind kelieves the "peace’ -- actually an "interim peace
agreament” -- engineered by Henry Kissnger can endure for very long.

The 1975Isragli-Arab acwords negotiated by Kissnger did avoid an immediate
confrontation ketween the super-powers. But what they may very well have doreis
prepare the way for amuch greaer war -- one in which the United States will have, as
usual, equipped bath sides with sophisticated weapors.

The st to the United States for the secret agreements aetly arrived at has been
estimated at $10to $25 Hhlli on, which is hardly cheey newsto the U.S. taxpayers
whowill haveto foat the bill . Nor did the interim agreament deli ght the Isradis, who
were literally arm-twisted into accepting it.

Indeed, an Isragli journali st named Matti Golan claimsthat Isradi | eaders fed they
were repeatedly decaved by the U.S. Secretary of State. In The Seaet Conversations
of Henry Kisgnger, Golan patrays Kissnger as an inveterate gossp who delightsin
malicious gories abou the leaders with whom he negotiates. "He seemsto have a
need to prove to the world -- and to himself -- how gred heis", Golan writes. "And
that's another reason why he talks © much."

Golan charges that Kisgnger:

« Blamed the Pentagon for halding up the arlift of armsto Israd, when he
himself was resporsible for the delay;

« Told Israd he would na negotiate acease-fire with the Soviet Union, and then
proceeaded to doso;

« Encouraged Isragl to score adecisive, last-minute military victory over the
Arabs, then garnered more heallines by a grandstand demandfor ahalt in
hostiliti es.

According to Golan, Isradi Premier Golda Meir was "shocked and furious” at
Kisdnger after the Seaetary promised to delay talks in Moscow concerning the
Middle East ceasefire (so Israd could reqover from its srious st-badks in the war),
then suddenly signed a cease-fire agreement with the Soviets.

{NOTE: Given the history of Isragl from its very 'beginnings when the UN

partitioned Palestine and gave Palestinians' homes, lands, orchards, etc. -- plus access
to the mineral wedth of the Dead Sea and the Negev desert area -- to the immigrating
Eastern European "Jews’, it would na be likely that any ded made by Kissinger, the
Soviet Union (ruled by the same sect), nar the Rothschil d/Rockefell er cartel (also of
the same sed) would benefit any nation a people other than Israd and the Isradis,
whil e furthering the larger plan of World Dominion. It is posdgble that the so-cdled
anger at Kissnger was a ploy to maintain his cover and give the impresson that he



equally lied to and cheated the Isradis as well asthe oil-producing Arabs. In fad, that
scenario is more than a'possbility'. . .it isaprobabili ty. JP - transcriber}

The 1973war, which was as driking adefed for Isragl asthe Six-Day War in 1967
had been an amazing victory, may also have provided a smoke screen for something
of more moment than the acual hostiliti es: namely, therisein al prices by the
international petroleum cartel.

The prestigious International Institute for Strategic Studiesin Londonhas
described the use of the "oil wegpon' by the Arabsin the fall of 1973as "the gredest
shock, the most potent sense of anew era, of any event in recent years." The Arab
boycott of the Western world, and the huge increase in al prices which resulted,
caused such econamic and pditi cd repercussons that 1974 kecane known as "the
yea Europelost its head" --a reference to the number of European rulers who were
replaced in the ensuing panic.

Several commentators suggest that it was detente, arranged by Henry Kissnger,
which gave the Arabs confidenceto use the "oil wegoon" Prior to detente, noone
questioned the aedibili ty of the U.S. nuclear umbrella or our determinationto proted
the nations of the FreeWorld.

In the post-Vietnam world of detente, however, our reputation was on the skids.
The militarily weak Arabs obviously placed their faith in the aility of the Sovietsto
block any Western retali ation for the oil boycott.

The new econamic realiti es pummeled the dall ar and European currencies
furiously. The only beneficiaries of the oil crisisturned ou to be the Arabs, the
Soviet Union, and -- lest we forget -- the Western al cartel. (It isthe Western al
cartel, daminated by Rockefell er interests, which refines, distributes, and retail s Arab
oil.) Asaresult of the crisis, the Soviets were aleto reg huge windfall profits from
the value of their own gold reserves and from favorable exchange ratesin deds with
the West.

But the whole crisis also brought abonanzato the oil baronsin the West. So much
so that some suspicious criti cs beli eve the Rockefell er-Kisgnger team "put in the fix"
at the beginning. The game plan, as these cynics eit, goes like this: the Arabs were
encouraged to go to war to recover the territories they lost in 1967 in the meantime,
the U.S. provided masgve suppat to Isragl, which in turn induced the Arabs to cut off
suppies of oil to the West. This permitted U.S. ail companies to increase domestic
prices afew cents agallon evey week meanwhile, ail -producing nations doulded and
tripled crude oil prices. The American al firmswith interest in bah camps -- that is,
those companies that are part of the Rockefeller-CFR tean -- made abunde.

Whether that exad sequence of events occurred because it was planned that way is
still speaulation. But the Arab al embargo dd provide awindfall for the Western
petroleum cartel, shoating the Rockefell er-controlled Exxoninto number onein
Fortune's list of the nations largest industrials. And there can be no doul that the
alarmist cries of a great petroleum scarcity were completely contrived.



At the time of the "crisis’ of 197374, the Interior Department estimated the
amourt of "easily recverable” oil at 80 Llli on karrels, and shale oil aacessible
through intensive techndogy at 600 hlli on karrels -- or enough to last 100yeas at
present consumptionrates. Thisisin additionto the estimated 780 hili on barrels
available in dff shore oil reserves. Nor doesit include & least 20 hlli on barrels of oil
easily accesgblein Alaska. The sum total of these reserves, including the easily
recmverable shale oil, is 880 hlli on barrels -- enough to last well i n the 21st century!

{NOTE: Infact it is said today that the anourt of oil easily accesgble would last for
500years -- a the present rate of consumption! Abou ten yearsago | had read a
book (thetitle of which | canna recdl, nar can | locate the booK) that gave detail s of
the scenario described here by Gary Allen. It was said that the Rockefell ers gave the
newly wedthy Arab sheiks the 'go-ahead’ to increase their oil pricesto whatever level
they wished, on ore cndition: that their money would be depaosited in the

Rockefell er's Chase Manhattan Bank, in 30-year CDs. Then, they proceeded to create
several 'shell’' corporations to which they sold the Arab's CDs. One shell corporation
sold to anather until the money trail was lost. Then, the shell corporationsfailed. It
was dated that when the CDs mature (this year? next yea?) the sheiks will discover
they had been hilked by the bankers, and the bankers will bein the dear, because they
had 'legal’ right to sell the CDs, and after that, resporsibili ty rested in the 'hands’ of
the now-defunct corporations that bought the CDs. Whether it is true or not, maybe
well never know. And then again, maybe we will. -- JP - transcriber}

In the meantime, the squeeze is on the cnsuming pulic and the small
independent oil companies, na the giant multi national conglomerates. Badk in 1969,
the independents had urged President Nixonto lift oil import quatas, which would
have dlowed the importation d lower-priced foreign al while easing the drain on
domestic reserves.

But Nixon kept the import restrictionsin paceuntil just before the mnvenient
1973Midd e East war, thus guaranteeing a much higher pricefor foreign crude oil .
The pricetag for consumersin this courtry? Between $4and $7billionayear in
higher prices.

Even by mid-December 1973,there was no genuine shortage & the gasoline
pumps. Then along came Willi am E Simon o the CFR. The nation's new federal
energy czar, who hed been an investment banker with Salomon Brothers (an
international banking house linked to the Rockefell ers), establi shed an intriguing
program whereby gasoli ne was all ocated away from areas of high demandinto aress
where the demand was less

Very quickly apanic began to develop. Who could tell people who hed just spent
hours waiting at the pump for their gasoli ne rations that there was no red shortage of
petroleum?

Degpite the overwhel ming evidencethat we were not "running out of oil", the
petroleum panic of 1973set the stage for Kisgnger's next move -- promotion d a
"global energy strategy”. Anocther contrived panic was leading inevitably to its
contrived solution -- more power and controls for the Insiders who were running the
show.



For amore mmplete acount of how shortages are deliberately created, espedally
in foodandfuel, to drive up prices and prepare the way for more national (and later,
international) controls, see Chapters Ten and Eleven o The Rockeeller File.

Abou thistime, the public relations boys were cdled in to sell the puldic onthe
merits of Projed Independence But in a moment of candar, Secretary Kissinger
admitted that talk of national "energy independence” isafraud. Projed
Independence, he said, is sSmply "away station an the way to Projed
Interdependence’.

Another way station on the road to interdependence -- or, as Kissnger prefersto
cdl it, aNew World Order -- may be the flow of Western ddlarsto ail producesin
the Midde East. The present flood d $100 bhlli onayear is greaer than the total of
all U.S. investments abroad. If the rate continues much longer, the Midd e East oil
producers may accumulate so much capital they will be &leto "buy out” the West.
Alrealy their depositsin 21 d the largest U.S. banks have reached the atronamicd
total of $14.5hilli on.

In March 1975,Harper's puldished a arious article cdled "Seizing Arab Qil ",
written by someone (the pseudanym Mil es Ignaus was used), "close to the Pentagon
andto the highest level of U.S. pdicy-makers'. The magazine presented a mmplete
scenario of how the United States might use military adionin the Arab countries to
seaure "vital" suppies of oil.

Abou the sametime, you will recdl, Kissnger had already spoken openly abou
possble U.S. military interventionin the Middle East, to proted our "vital" suppies
of oil. Hisremarks, although totally out of place for adiplomat, did underscore our
alleged dependence on Arab al -- even though the Middle East supfieslessthan ten
percent of al petroleum consumed in the United States.

In the meantime, the effed of Kissnger's action hes been to protect the Arabs
position and profits! The Los Angeles Times commented in March 1975that it was
"indee strange” to see the Ford Administration arranging "what would amount to a
pricesuppat program for Arab al -- asafety net that would proted the cartel from
market forces that might otherwise destroy it".

As the Times observed, when the Organization d Petroleum Exporting Courtries
quadrupled the priceof ail, it aded "like a300% salestax", draining away billi ons of
ddllars that otherwise would have been spent in the United States, therefore degoening
the recessonin the U.S. and Western Europe. "A major dropin al prices’, the Times
analysis continued, would "contribute enormously to areturn to prosperity by putting
billi ons of dallars badk into consumer pockets. It isamazing that. . .an
Administration pdicy that would shut off the possibili ty of this happening has
aroused so few questions’.

It isamazing -- unless, of course, the real objective was nat to rescue the West
from a contrived shortage, but to strengthen the oil cartel, weaken national
governments, grease the tradks for yet another dli de toward interdependence --
meaning gobal government, meaning goba monopdy.



Arethe Arab shelks being set up to trigger awar in the Midd e East, a bloody
conflict whase final outcome would be amajor step toward world government and the
"internationali zation" of oil? And could the United States be drawn into such a
conflict? Quite possble. The "interim peace agreement” constructed by Kissnger
suppats bath pcsshili ties.

Aside from the geographicd concessonsinvalved in the agreement (Israd
withdrew to anew linein the Sinai, withdrew from the Giddi and Mitla passes,
surrendered the Abu Rodeis ail fields onthe Gulf of suez, and gave up ancther
corridor north of the fields), American guaranteesto Israd include & least $2 hilli on
for military hardware during the aurrent year, plus another $350milli on per yea for
fiveyeasasa"fuel replacement guarantee”.

All of thiswill be underwritten by U.S. taxpayers, of course. Egypt alrealy the
redapient of gobs of American largess did na fare quite a well, receving promises of
only $750millionin aid. To sweeen the ded, the United States also threw in a $2
million helicopter for Egyptian President Anwar Sadat (which no orein Egypt was
trained to fly), and the promise of some $16.5millionworth of whea under along-
term low-interest loan.

When the terms of the ded were first announced, it was understoodthat the
padkage dso contained some seaet commitment negotiated by Kissnger. Over the
Seqetary's grong objedions, the Senate Foreign Relations Committeevoted to
relesse dl of the agreement. Thetermsturned ou to be eren worse than the parts
arealy leaked to the press.

Among such routine matters asa U.S. pledge nat to recognize the Palestine
Liberation Organization and American assurances to continue providing Egypt with
eananic ad were two shockers.

First, the United States promised to consider supplying Israd with Pershing
ground-to-groundmissles. The 460-mile-range Pershing missleswould pu key Arab
popuation centers within Isradi read. And athough the agreement cdlsfor usto
provide only conventional warheads, if reports are correct that Israel already has at
least a dozen atomic bombs, there is no reason nat to think Israel could equip the
projediles with nuclear warheads. Such a development could leal to an arms racein
the Midd e East that would make the early chall enges seem as mild by comparison as
a Saturday afternoongame of marbles.

The second part of our seaet pledge to Israd was the promise that we would
provide the courntry with petroleum shoud it be boycotted by other oil producers!

Thetotal cost of the ded boggles the imagination. Senator Jesse Helms cdled the
pad a"blank ched agreement” and warned that the final cost would na be known.
Senator Harry F. Byrd stormed that the price tag, during the five years of its
implementation, might be & high as $15 hlli on. Other observers st the true st at
$25 blli on. Not afew Congressnen were aghast that, at atime when our citi zens
were being told that a full supfy of oil could na be guaranteed in our own courtry,
American taxpayers were being asked to guarantee oil supgdiesfor Israd.



There have been almost as many explanations off ered for the incredibly generous
American promises as there have been criti cs of the interim agreement itself.

Ernest Cuneo of the North American Newspaper Alli ance, who described the
Isradi-Egyptian acard as "a Munich with Hitl erian terms dictated by Henry
Kisgnger", has suggested that Super K may have been trapped into making such
mind-boggli ng pledges when he was betrayed by his Rusgan friends. Cuneo reports
the foll owing scenario:

When the Russan general staff saw that the Isradis had surrounded the Egyptian
Third Army, it loudy threaened military intervention and moved the Red Air Force
into bettle dert. Succumbing to the bluff, Kissnger ordered a aease-fire, which saved
the Egyptian armies and forced the Isradlis to yield the eat bank of the Suez Canal.

Even the brothers Kalb, hardly hostil e biographers of our super Secretary, dan't
sean to knav what to make of Henry's negotiating prowessonthisone. In their
adulatory study Kisgnger, Marvin and Bernard suggest that Kissnger was caught off -
guard when the Soviet-subsidized Arabs attadked Israd. Henry had been convinced,
the Kalbs gdate, that detente was working and that Soviet intransigence was melting.
"Just as he had misudged prewar intelli gence”, they wrote", so too hed he misjudged
the will and capability of the Arabs and the dugicity of the Rusgans’.

Possbly. But neither theory explains an even more mysterious occurrence The
worldwide dert of U.S. strategic and conventional forces on the night of October 24,
1973. Nixonand Kissnger said at the time that the United States was in the midst of
its "most difficult” crisis sncethe Cuban missle episode of 1962. But neither man,
despite promises to the contrary, has ever revealed what the aisiswas! The U.S. and
the U.S.S.R. were, presumably, ncse-to-nose and eyball -to-eyeball -- awhisker away
from Armageddon. And noone knew why.

In Kisgnger onthe Couch, the aithors suggest that the strategic dert might have
been aKisgnger ploy to sell the nation adual message. First, that Kissnger
somehow had stared dovn the Russansin a aisis and, secnd, that our strategic
forces were still sufficiently frightening to fend off a Soviet attadk. Such doomsday
imagery was used at the SALT talksin Moscow and helped olscure the fad that the
negotiations covertly but dedsively favored the Soviet Union.

Of the various explanations that have been advanced, ane that we may now firmly
rule out of consideration is one that seemed to make the most sense -- andis the most
charitable to Secretary Kisgnger. It isthat those sne&y, decatful Russans were up
to some diabadlicd stunt, the detail s of which can't be released, and Herr Henry
stopped them cold in their tradks.

We now know thisisnt what happened, because the United States and the Soviet
Union were both represented by the same man in the Midd e East -- Henry A.
Kisgnger!

Y es, so confident was Moscow of Kisgnger's flight bag diplomacy in the aisis
that he was used as a negatiator for both sides! That was the surprise disclosure by
Soviet ambassador Anatoly Dobrynin, Kisgnger's friend, who told ather diplomatsin



Washington that Kissnger was serving as negotiator for the Soviets as sl asthe
United Statesin the Midd e East.

But if the worldwide "precaitionary alert" by American forces was not meant to
cdl the Soviets bluff, for whom was it arranged? Perhaps to hide the fact that the
Soviets and ou Seaetary of State were working hand-in-glove dl along!

Impossble? But why nat? The net result of the latest pax Kissngerae will cost
Americans anywhere from $10to $25 hlli on. It will cost the Soviets not one red
cent. Or shoud we say, na one Red ruble. We have agreed to provide Israd with the
latest advanced weaporry. At the same time we will give massve economic ad to
Egypt and aher Arab countries, guarantee the sheiks oil profits, and thus enable the
Arab boc to go shoppng for weapors to courter the new Isradi gadgets.

Theresult, then, d Kisgnger's siuttle diplomacgy in the Middle East was a"peacé’
padkage which guarantees peacefor neither Israd nor her neighbors.

It shackles United States taxpayers with an incredible new burden. Anditsonly
clea beneficiaries are the Soviet Union, the oil cartel, and the promoters of a New
World Order.

Onceagain the question arises: Whois Kissnger really serving?
Anyonewho still contends that he is a sincere servant of the American people must
also admit that he is then amiserable failure. His every act, every new accord he

arranges, seansto help our enemies and hurt ourselves and ou friends.

Reviewing the whale incredible picture, we an't quell the still small voicethat
keepsinsisting, "It was al planned thisway in thefirst place”. Wasit?



Chapter Seven
EXCERPTS:

In fad, Henry the K had even asked the Rand Corporation to study the
circumstances under which the anti-Communist government of Brazil might be
overthrown! This scond study was nat triggered by a grea Kissnger concern over
Brazil shifting to the Left. It seems that some Braali an government officials had
discussed the possbili ty of expropriating the holdings of International Petroleum
Company, asubsidiary of the Rockefell ers' Standard Oil of New Jersey.

So in August 1975,the Organization d American States, meding in CostaRica,
voted 16to 3with two abstentions to lift its sanctions against the Communist
dictatorship ninety miles from our shores. The U.S. Ambassador to the OAS,
Rockefeller man Willi am S. Malll ard, dd na make even atoken resistanceto this
caefully staged repudation d Washington's palicy for the past eleven years.

Incredibly, the vote whitewashing Cubadid not set any condtions or make ay
demands of the Red dctatorship. The United States delegates did na even mention
the 2,000Americans gill confined ontheisland, the $2 billi onindebtednessto
Americans for property confiscated by Cuban authoriti es, the thousands of paliti cd
prisoners languishing in Cuban dunggons, the 33,000 Cubans dain by the
Communiststo establish a Soviet power base ontheisland. All thiswasto be
forgiven, forgotten, and ignored.

BETRAYING FREEDOM IN LATIN AMERICA

The Nixon campaign rhetoric in 1968 pomised a hard line against Communist
excursions in the Western Hemisphere. Bus as in so many casesin the Nixon Era,
whil e the @nservatives got the rhetoric, the Liberals got al of the action. When
Rockefeller agent Henry Kissnger was installed as adviser on retiona affairs, it
becane gparent that "holding firm" meant giving the Communists aimost everything
they wanted, just as quickly as pulic opinion would all ow.

The Rockefell er-Kissnger tean immediately began promoting a Latin American
foreign pdicy which was the very antithesis of the pdlicy Americans thought they
were getting when they eleded Richard Nixon. It consisted of two main reversals of
ealier promises. Thefirst was agrowing recognition d the Communist conquest of
Cuba. Accepting thisfad wasto be sold to the American people a hemisphericdly
inevitable, necessary for peace, and kesides, it made good bisiness &nse.

The secondkey part of the kissnger palicy was even moreticklish, andit ran into
stiff oppasition from the start. That was Henry the K's repeaed eff orts to surrender
U.S. sovereignty over the Panama Canal. The giveaway of this grategic waterway
was being sold to the pulic as vital to improve our poa relations with much of Latin
America



But most Americans were too mesmerized by the threering foreign-padlicy circus
oversess -- the "opening" to Red China, the "peace” in Vietnam, the incessant war in
the Midd e East -- to pay too much attention to what was going onin neaby Latin
America

soonafter Nixontook dficein 1969,conservative mlumnist Paul Scott reported
that although "the President pledged to tighten the U.S. econamic-padliti cd quarantine
of Cubaif eleded, Kissnger is working quietly within the Nixon Administration for
just the oppasite”. 1t became known that Kissnger had asked the Rand Corporation to
make astudy on the feasibili ty of restoring padliti cd, econamic, and cultural relations
with Cuba.

In fad, Henry the K had even asked the Rand Corporation to study the
circumstances under which the anti-Communist government of Brazil might be
overthrown!

This mndstudy was nat triggered by agrea Kissnger concern over Brazil
shifting to the Left. It seems that some Brazili an government officials had discussed
the posshili ty of expropriating the holdings of International Petroleum Company, a
subsidiary of the Rockefellers' Standard Oil of New Jersey.

While dl thiswas going on, any eff orts within the Nixon Administration to move
against Communism in this hemisphere -- and there were anti-Communists around
Nixon aswell aswithin the State and the CIA -- were blocked by Kissnger.

The stage was st for U.S. trade with the Cuban tyranny and eventua U.S.
recognition through ore of Henry's usual tactics -- seaet U.S. maneuvering. The plan
cdled for the Organization d American States to soften its gand against Cuba. Then
the United States would reluctantly bow to "the will of the Americas" and gant
reaognition to the Castro regime. Thewhale dfair was abou as gortaneous as the
Rose Parade.

The North American Newspaper Alli ance reported in October 1974that an
agreament "in principle” for U.S. recognition d Cuba had already been reached and
that "the arrent script call s for the United States to appea asif it were forced to
aqquiesce to the views of the other American States'.

NANA's Ernest Cuneo added: "In clinging to the ridiculous fiction that his State
Department officials know nothing of the negotiations, Kissnger is moralizing to the
American people -- again.

By May 1975The Review of the News could report that

"through the mvert eff orts of Seaetary of State Henry Kissnger governments of
Latin American courtries are being told that the U.S. looks with favor onthe lifting of
sanctions against Communist Cuba by the Organization d American States'.

By June, Fidel Castro was  confident that the United States would restore
diplomatic relations with Cuba that he predicted in Madrid's Arriba magazine, that
recognitionwould occur, that Latin American countries would grow stronger while



the United States grew wedker, and that Cuba was nat planning to budge oneinch on
its dedared aim of seizing our Guantanamo Naval base.

"Some day they will leave Guantanamo just as they left Vietnam in the war that
cost them $150 hlli on", the bearded ore gloated.

Anocther part of Kissnger's propaganda dfort on behalf of Castro was granting
permissonfor "friendy" U.S. congresgnen to junket to Cuba. The most enraptured
visitor was former presidential candidate George McGovern, the mudded Leftist who
made Richard Nixonlook so good by comparison in 1972. McGovern'strip to Cuba
resulted in a saccharin oupouring of eulogiesfor Castro and demands for an endto
our eacnamic embargo.

Kisdnger, who arranged McGovern's private flight to Cubafrom aU.S. airbasein
Florida, got exadly what he wanted.

So in August 1975,the Organization d American States, meding in CostaRica,
voted 16to 3with two abstentions to lift its sanctions against the Communist
dictatorship ninety miles from our shores.

The U.S. Ambassador to the OAS, Rockefeller man Willi am S. Maill ard, dd na
make even atoken resistanceto this carefully staged repudation d Washington's
palicy for the past eleven years.

Incredibly, the vote whitewashing Cubadid not set any condtions or make ay
demands of the Red dictatorship. The United States delegates did na even mention
the 2,000Americans gill confined ontheisland, the $2 hilli on indebtednessto
Americans for property confiscated by Cuban authoriti es, the thousands of pdliti cd
prisoners languishing in Cuban dungpons, the 33,000 Cubans dain by the
Communiststo establish a Soviet power base ontheisland. All thiswasto be
forgiven, forgotten, and ignored.

While Kissnger is cuddling up to Cuba, theisland hes beame virtually a Russan
military outpost. There are & least 25,000Russan soldiers operating military bases at
Mariel, Nipe, Cienfuegos, Cayo Largo, Playa Giron, and the Isle of Pines. Some
8,000rusgan technicians run most of Cuba's vital indwstries. There are frequent
Soviet spy flights and reconnai ssance saili ngs from points within Cuba.

For the past seventeen years, Communist cuba has also been exporting its
revolutionin every way that it can. Airplane hijadings, for example, increased some
four-hunded percent in the late 19605 -- just after a schod for hijadkers was
organized ontheisland. The evidenceisindisputable that Havana has become akey
base for the smuggling of opium and aher hard narcotics from Communist supdy
sources in the Far East into the United States and Latin America

Fidel Castro has openly gloated, of course, that he expeds to take over the U.S.
Nava Base on Guantanamo -- the multi-billi on-dollar American oupaost whichisa
vital link for American defense forces in the Western Hemisphere. Shoud Henry
Kissnger present this giftwrapped to the Communists (and in Washington there are



rumors uch a secret ded has already been made), the Communists would threaen all
shipping through the Panama Canal.

{NOTE: No redal to worry abou Cuban Communists threaening shipping through
the Panama Canal, now that it is controlled by the Communist Chinese. It has ever
been amystery to me that, since Castro took paver and the Soviets gained the ground
they did in Cuba, how it isthat the U.S. could maintain amilitary base onthe Island
withou it having been seized by the Communists! And, espedally in view of the fact
that the sanctions had been placead against Cuba by the U.S.! Castro 'threatened to
seizethebase'!? It just lookslike an open secret agreement between the Communists
in the U.S. Government and the Communistsin Cuba. . .that friendly-foe oxymoronic
drivel. - JP - transcriber}

While Fiddl's eff ort to suppy the leadership to Communist revoltsin ather Latin
and South American countries may have faltered in recent years, the presence of
Cuban troops in Africamore than makes up for any fail ures closer to hane. Any
concevable detente with Cuba becane even harder to swallow in late 1975and 1976
asit becane dea that the Soviet Unionwas using cuba as its major base for the
armed takeover of Angola, the former Portuguese territory on Africa's west coast.
The 15,000Cuban troops inside Angola may well have made the diff erence for the
Soviet victory in the war there.

Acoording to Paul Scott, thousands of Cuban troops, military advisers, and
espionage agents, financed and drected by the russans, are deployed in at least
fifteen countries onthree continents. In the meantime, Cuba's 150,000man army
remains the largest in the Western Hemisphere, other than our own.

Asthe Angolainvavement developed day by day in late 1973and early 1976,
Kisdgnger sounded good. He talked tough abou the Cubans ending soldiersto Africa
abou the Soviet Union keing in Africa abou the "extra-continental intervention" into
Angolan affairs.

But as expeded, the Administration did nathing to thwart the Communists. In
fad, sincemuch of the $81 millionin the U.S. grants, loans, and credits for
neighbaring Zaire, run by the Marxist "President for Life" Sese Seko Kuku Ngbendu
Wa Za Banga, were funneled into Angola, it meant the United States was in the
unique position d helping Red Chinafund ane of the "anti-Soviet" factionsin the
weird Angolawar.

So while Kissnger publicly warned Castro about cuban interventionin Angola, at
the same time Henry K told the U.S. representative to the Organization d American
States to vate for dismantling the OAS special commissonwhich had kept tabs on
Communist adivities in the Western Hemisphere. Kissnger was abou as sincere &
W.C. Fields offering to leal atemperance crusade against demon rum.

Why is Henry Kissnger so determined to have the United States embrace
Communist cuba?

Part of the reason, nodoul, is the wha e do-anything-to-please-the-Communists
mentality which plays sich an important part in detente. Andthereis ample evidence



that the Soviets would like to seethe American taxpayers underwrite the st of the
glorious Scialist experiment ontheisland.

Although Cuba had been ore of the wedlthiest nations in the Americas before the
advent of Communism, presently it isa$1.5milli on per day liabili ty for Moscow.
Much better that the burden be shifted to U.S. taxpayers.

In faa, the Union Defensora de la Democrada, an anti-Communist group in
Mexico, reported in mid-1975that the stage has alrealy been set for the Rockefell ers
Chase Manhattan Bank to loan Cuba dl the money it neeads to cut its $8-milli on -per-
week umbili ca cord with Moscow. Theloans, of course, will never be repaid; the
money will be loaned by the Rockefell ers, bu guaranteed by the U.S. gvernment.

When Castro defaults, the U.S. government will pay off the Rockefell ers.

It would hardly be the first time that American taxpayers have rescued Rockefell er
operationsin ather courtries. A huge number of U.S. loans for "lessdevel oped
courtries' have astrange way of ending up in the pockets of the Rockefell ers.

Foreign aid programs, for example, apparently insure Rockefell er gaming lodgesin
Kenya, Rockefell er agricultural and marketing businesses in Iran, a Rockefell er
ceamic tile and beth accesory plant in Korea, Rockefeller firmsin the Dominican
Repubic, and House of Rockefell er enterprisesin India, Guyana, Brazil , Pakistan, the
Phili ppines, and dazens, perhaps scores, of other courtries.

The London SundaTelegraphonAugust 31, 1957 hwever, provided an even
more intriguing explanation for the Rockefell er-Kissnger embrace of Castro:

This year's most surprising detente -- the resumption o relations of a sort between
President Ford's U.S.A. and Fidel Castro's Communist Cuba -- owes agood ded more
to hard heads than to soft heats. The motive behind it can be summed upin ore word
-ail. ..

Recent seismological tests by the Russansin Cuban waters have gparently reveded
the likelihood d several large ail structures which form the immensely rich Gulf of
Mexico al fields. But Castro knows only toowell that to develop such fields he will
need American finance

Kisgnger's kissand-make-up approach to Communist Cuba (at U.S. taxpayer
expense, of course) is bad enough for America But adually his padlicies regarding
Cuba seem like hard-nased anti-Communism when compared to hisincredible adions
aimed at surrendering U.S. sovereignty over the Panama Canal.

If American sentiment and dficial congressonal adion court for anything, the
chances that the federal government will give avay the Panama Canal are zero. On
June 24, 1975the House of Representatives voted 246to 164to prohibit any State
Department funds from being used to negotiate the surrender of any U.S. rightsin the
Panama Canal Zone.

Publi c surveys taken abou the same time showed that five Americans out of six
wanted the U.S. to retain ownership of the Canal. Andagroup d 38 Senators -- four



more than neaded to bock ratificaion d any giveaway treaty -- was on record
oppasing any surrender of U.S. rightsin the Canal Zore.

bu popuar sentiment and even Congressonal adionwere not enough to thwart a
Kisdgnger who hed already chosen adifferent direction. Foll owing the House vote, he
sent the foll owing message to General Omar Torrijos, the pro-Soviet dictator of
Panama:

| want youto knaow that in spite of these things, | am still engaged in the search for a
final andjust solution to this problem and the establi shment of a new and more
modern relationship between the two courtries.

In ather words, Henry the K was apalogizing to Comrade Torrij os because the
representatives of the American people refused to go along with Kissnger's surrender
scheme!

Degpite the propaganda line being developed to "legitimize" the surrender of our
sovereignty over the Panama Canal, the fads are as foll ows:

The Panama Canal belongsto the United States.

The Cana Zone was 0ld to this courtry on November 18, 1903y the new Repubic
of Panama.

The agreament gave the United States total and complete ownership "in perpetuity”.

Thetreay wasironclad -- it stated that U.s. sovereignty would be "to the entire
exclusion d the exercise by the Republic of Panama of any such sovereign rights,
power or authority."

Despite what some American negotiators, such as Ell sworth Bunker and Willi am
d. Rogers, have suggested, it seems absurd to think that the U.S. could be stampeded
into signing away the Panama Canal because of sword-rattling by atiny Latin
American courtry. "If Panama does not recover the Canal Zone, no ane can prevent
the Panamanians from destroying, making inoperative, or paralyzing the anal”, said
oneforeign pdicy adviser.

Panama "has readhed the limit of its patience' in negotiations with the U.S. for a
new treay, warned Dictator Torrijosin ealy 1975. The United States has 11,000
troops dationed along the Canal -- twice the number of soldiersthat Torrijos
commands. But bunker and Rogers ad asif they were truly worried abou what this
tinharn dictator might do.

Ell sworth bunler, moreover, seemsto have made acareer out of surrendering
gracefully to the Communists. He was the main negotiator of the team that turned
over control of West New Guineato Communist Achmed Sukarnoin 1965, in
exchange for aworthlesspromise of free dections.

Bunker later was appointed U.S. Ambassador to South Vietham, where he
continually lectured American military officials on the need to exercise "the Patience



and restraint to fight alimited war with limited means for limited oljedives'.

Ellsworth bunler is, in short, agiveavay artist and a caitulation expert. Heisjust
thekind d fellow Kissnger would select for negotiations on giving away the Panama
Canal.

Incredibly enough, Bunker has claimed that giving the Panama Canal to the
Communists will somehow be goodfor us. "In aur negotiations we ae dtempting to
lay the founditions for anew -- a more modern -- relationship which will enlist
Panamanian cooperation and better proted our interest”, he has said.

That groaning soundyou hear is Teddy Roosevelt turning over in his grave. Teddy
Roasevelt, who maneuvered to get the canal built, later said,

"The cana must not be internationalized. It is our cana; we built it; we fortified it,
andwe will not permit our enemiesto useit in war. Intimes of peace al nations
shall useit alike, but in time of war our interest becomes dominant."

The United States does nat "rent” the Canal Zone. this country paid for and hes
clea titletoit. giving away the dear title we have to the Panama Canal is exadly the
same & giving Alaska back to Russa, returning the Louisiana Purchase to France, or
surrendering Texas and Californiato Mexico and Spain.

It will not surprise you to lean that an early archited of the Panama giveavay
scheme was a Rockefell er man, robert B. Anderson o the CFR. He was President
Johrson's chief negotiator in 1967,subsequently kept on by Richard Nixon. (Thefirst
U.S. dfficial to propose that the Canal be internationali zed was the very respeded
CFR man in the State Department, Alger Hisd)

But it was that other, much better known Rockefell er agent, Henry Kissinger, who
took upthe audgels from Anderson. Herr Henry signed a "statement of principles’
with Dictator Torrijosin February 1974, pomising that the U.S. would renource
sovereignty over the Canal and hand it over to Panama. When Nixon resigned and
Ford assumed what used to be the highest officein the land, Kissnger was quick to
inform Panamacthat "the dhangein the U.S. presidency will not affed the negotiations
for anew Panama Canal treay".

Perhaps alarmed by the growing oppasiti on within the United States to Kissgnger's
surrender schemes in the Caribbean, a new rockefell er presaure group,"The
Commisgon onU.S.-Latin American Relations” was launched in mid-1974 (afew
months after Seaetary Kissnger signed the 'statement of principles with Panama's
Marxist Dictator), to marshal pullic suppat for our planned retred. The commisson
is financed by grants from -- would you beli eve?-- the Rockefell er Brothers Fund, the
Ford Foundttion, the Clark Foundition, and David Rockefell er's Center for Inter-
American Affairs.

The Commisgon pomptly unveil ed its own program for peacein Central
America Themagjor plan, o course wasa cdl for anew treay with Panamain which
the United States would cancel all clamsto ownership of the Canal.



When this rockefell er-Kissnger giveavay scheme encourtered heavy oppasition
in 1975, nbonly from the pubic but also from Congress the Rockefell er
Commisgon came up with a new wrinkle to the basic surrender plan the Shadow
Government had been following. The new scheme, which was designed to sidestep
oppaition from the Congress cal ed for the United States to continue to use the land
andfadliti esin Panama, and pay for them, bu to transfer jurisdiction to Panama.

Sincethe ded would nad involve ay saleor transfer of U.S. property, Congress
would be left out of the negotiations -- and the U.S. would retain an empty title. This
Rockefell er-designed gambit is probably behind Kisgnger's convduted explanation
of our new pdlicy regarding Panama:

The U.S. is eking to establi sh a new and mutually acceptable relationship between
our two courtries whereby the U.S. can continue operating and defending the canal
for areasonably extended period d time. A new treay would enable the U.S. to
devoteits energiesto the dficient operation and control of the waterway and would
leave other matters to the Panamanians.

Translate that to read: Well arrange it so that Uncle Sap -- | mean, Sam -- will
continue to pay al the bill s. But we'll make sure that when the dhips are down, it will
be our Comrades in Panama -- and Moscow -- who will determine which ships pass
through and which ores dont.

what would the lossof American jurisdiction ower the Panama Canal mean? first
would be the devastating diplomatic consequences of yet ancther coll apse of
American power and authority. bu thereisafar more serious asped of Henry K's
two-pronged campaign to legitimi ze Communism in Cuba and to surrender our
sovereignty over the Panama Canal.

Aswe reported earlier, the Soviet Navy now surpasss the U.s. Navy. It virtualy
controls the Mediterranean and Indian Oceans, and through the Soviet conquestsin
Africa, is becoming dominant in the Atlantic. shoud part of the price for Kissnger's
detente mean the lossof bath the Panama Canal and the U.s. base on Guantanamo, the
stage would be set for the Communists to sever the anrecting link between the U.s.
Padfic fleet and ou Atlantic forces. In effed, Kissinger's planned retrea in the
Caribbean would extend the Soviet spheres of naval dominancefrom the Bladk Sea
aaossthe Atlantic to ou very shores. It would leave dl of Latin and south America
unproteded and indefensible.

As Representative Daniel Flood res gated:

"I do nd see how the Kremlin itself could have prepared a more dfedive plan for
causing confusion and chaos on the Isthmus than has been dore by our treaty
negotiators -- a plan that is designed to asaure the ultimate extinction d al United
States authority with resped to any canal on the Isthmus.”

Or to pu it ancther way, Moscow's most important man in Latin Americais not
Fidel Castro; it's Henry Kisgnger.



Chapter Eight
EXCERPTS:

Kisgnger's apaogists have daimed that their hero inherited awar whaose
succesdul outcome duded threeprior administrations. But the record now isclea --
Super Kraut had been akey pdlicy adviser onVietnam sincethe Johrson years and
always championed no-win pdicies.

Joseph Harsch (CFR) noted in 1968that Kisgnger "was one of the first among the
top experts to conclude that a military victory in Vietnam was, perhaps, neither
possble nor desired.”

Throughou the Vietnam War, the U.S. did little that was right -- right in the sense
of trying to win thewar. But during the Nixon yeas there were three ations taken
which veteran military observers suppated as moves in the proper diredion:

. theinvasion d Cambodain 1970to eiminate Communist sanctuaries;
+ theMay 1972 skdsionto mine Haiphorg Harbor; and
- the December 1972 acisionto bamb North Vietnam.

Secretary of State Kissnger opposed all three measures.

In private talksin 1968, Henry said that the "appropriate goal” of U.S. pdicy in
Vietnam shoud be to permit a"decent interval" -- say, two or three years -- between
the withdrawal of U.S. forces and a complete Communist takeover of the country!

THE SELLOUT OF SOUTHEAST ASIA

Perhaps the grimmest irony of the Kisgnger years was the avarding of the Nobel
PeacePrize to the Seaetary of Statein 1974, haoring his efforts to end the Vietham
War. The eremoniesin Stockham were hardly over when the Communists seized
threeSoutheast Asian countries. Herr Henry did nd even have time to spend the
$50,000 pize before South Vietnam, Laos, and Camboda had been swall owed by the
Communist juggernaut. Some peae!

North Vietham's Le Duc Tho, with whom Kisdgnger shared the Peace Prize,
dedined the award -- no doult aware that the Paris acmrds were but away station on
theroad to atotal Red victory.

The January 1973"peaceagreement” which Super K negotiated had in fad set up
South Vietnam for thekill, by all owing the Communiststo kegp more than 150,000
Red troops "in pace' in the South, while American military personnel were
withdrawn. Anyone who was surprised at what happened would be equally



disappanted when the tooth fairy fail sto make an appeaance. South Vietham was
overrun, Camboda ll apsed, and Laos becane fully communist.

It was athreebagger. the United States |ost threeformer alli esin as many months.

for the first time it became obvious to the world that American strength meant
nothing in the face of a Communist advance

The highly touted Mayaguez incident may have helped reverse the
Administration's faltering image a& home, but it did nahing to change the fads
overseas. When Cambodian Communists sized the merchantman Mayaguez and its
crew of 39in May 1975,American warplanes blasted five Cambodan vessels out of
the water, the Marines dormed Tang Island, and U.S. fighter-bombers blitzed an
airbase and an al depot onthe mainland to seaure the sail ors' rel ease.

Thethearica assault cost five American dead, 16 missng, and 70to 80wounced,
but it was proof-pasiti ve that U.s. might can be used successfully when Washington
wantsto. It gave the sagging Ford Administration and defeat-weay Americans allift
in spirits, but it did na change the fads -- or the fate of South Vietnam, Camboda,
and Laos.

At least, these werethefadsin 1971. In the fall of that year, agroup d U.S.
observerstoured all 44 provinces of south Vietnam and nded that the Saigon
government -- hardly an ided administration -- had essential working control over the
full courtry. The Vietcong insurgency had been smashed. But U.S. bambing pauses
and strategic lull s were giving the North time to build upand regroupitsforcesin the
south.

Then, in the spring of 1972,North Vietnam openly invaded the south. It was only
after theinvasion d tens of thousands of North Vietnamese troops that the Paris
"peace” acords were arranged. The new redity confirmed by Henry Kissnger
aacepted the presence of more than 150,000Red soldiers in South Vietnam -- with
50,000more ready to join them.

Kissnger's apologists have daimed that their hero inherited awar whaose
succesgul outcome duded threeprior administrations. But the record naw is clea --
Super Kraut had been akey pdlicy adviser onVietnam sincethe Johrson years and
always championed no-win pdicies.

Joseph Harsch (CFR) noted in 1968that Kisgnger "was one of the first among the
top experts to conclude that amilitary victory in Vietnam was, perhaps, neither
possble nor desired.”

It isalso known that Kisgnger established his own links with North Vietnam as
ealy as1967. His scret negotiations -- arranged by avowed Communists from
Australia and France-- assured Moscow and Hanoi from the start that Herr Henry
would na courtenance any American moves that might lead to an anti-Communist
victory.



Throughou the Vietnam War, the U.S. did little that was right -- right in the sense
of trying to win thewar. But during the Nixon yeasthere were three ations taken
which veteran military observers suppated as moves in the proper diredion:

. theinvasion d Cambodain 1970to diminate Communist sanctuaries;
+ theMay 1972 ekdsionto mine Haiphorg Harbor; and
« theDecember 1972 dcisionto banb North Vietnam.

Seqetary of State Kissinger oppased all three measures.

The Americans foundin Camboda they were mostly chasing ghosts. Obviously
forewarned, few Communist troops were encountered -- though some supplies and
foodstuffs were found.

Reli able sources within the intelli gence community report that Henry the K told
his goodfriend Soviet Ambassador Anatoly Dobrynin abou plans for the invasion
whil e the two attended a Soviet cocktall party to commemorate Lenin's 100th

birthday.

Regarding the mining of Haiphaong Harbor -- which was also an ineff ectual but
highly pubicized gambit -- Jadk Anderson reported in October 1974that this was the
single action Nixon ever took on hs own, orein which he overrode dl hisclose
advisers, including his Vietnam expert, Henry Kissinger.

But it was the third incident; Nixon's dedsion onDecember 17, 19720 bomb
North Vietnam, which let to ared split between the two. Kisgnger so angered the
President, we have been told, that Nixon adered Henry's phore tapped and finally
deaded that Kissnger should be replaced.

The story was first broken by one-time Nixon hetchet man Charles Colsonin his
bookBorn Again. Other sources confirmed the detail s:

Kissnger pleaded with Nixonto "explain his reasons for the bombing”. When the
President refused, and adered the Exeautive Branch to maintain a strict silence dou
the bombing renewal, Kissnger let it be known that he oppased the bombing.

When New York Times columnist James Reston reported Kisgnger's disent,
Nixonwas furious. The President said:

"I will not tolerate insubordination. Youtell Henry he'sto talk to no ore, period! |
mean no ore! Andtell him not to cdl me. | will accept no call s from him."

Nixon sought solacein watching a Washington Redskins football game, while
Henry jetted off to Palm Springs, California. Next, says Colson,

"The President ordered me to have the Secret Servicekeep arecord o all i ncoming
and ougoing call s from Kisgnger's heavily guarded villain Palm Springs.”

Kisgnger tried to telephore Nixon, bu the President refused to talk with him.
Kisgnger then contaded another media friend, Washington Post columnist Joseph



Kraft, who reported that Kisgnger had valiantly oppased Nixon's bombing order.
Thisinfuriated Nixon so much that he "began counting the days until Henry left to
return to Harvard", Colson continues.

Earlier this year, columnist Jadk Anderson reported that Super K was well aware
that an irate Nixonwas moving to dump him as Seaetary of State.

"Sources close to Kissnger say he was acutely aware of the move to send him badk to
Harvard. The H.R. Haldeman-John Ehrlichman-Charles Colson palaceguard wanted
to forcehim out in dsgrace and make him the scapegoat for Nixon's bombing
policies."

But as everyone knows, it was not kissnger who left Washingtonin dsgrace bu
the President himself. We will t ake alook at Henry's behind-the-scenesrolein
Watergate, which led to this amazing turnabou, in Chapter Ten.

Even with the massve Communist buildupin 1971and 1972 who can douli the
the United States could still have adieved victory in Vietnam had Nixontruly been
committed to it? Of course he was nat. But the point is, Kissnger had made it clea
since 1967that he believed the war could nd be won.

In private talks in 1968, Henry said that the "appropriate goal” of U.S. pdicy in
Vietnam shoud be to permit a"decent interval” -- say, two or three years -- between
the withdrawal of U.S. forces and a complete Communist takeover of the wurntry!

In Vietnam, as in Koreabefore, the United States managed to snatch defea from
the jaws of victory. We dlowed (some say encouraged) the Communist buildupin
the North. We did nahing to profit the massveinvasion d the South, andthen, in
"peacetalks"’ in Paris, we permitted North Vietnam to leave 150,000fully equipped
troopsin south Vietnam. 1T was a sufficient advantage to assure the Communists of
their eventual victory. So why on eath would the South Vietnamese acept atreay
which virtually guaranteed the amnquest of their country?

CBS newsmen Marvin and Bernard Kalb, in their book Kissnger, report that south
Vietnamese President Nguyen van Thieu told Kissnger that the treay was not
acceptable. "To sign would be li ke surrendering to the Communists’, they quaote
Thieu as protesting. "It would make amockery of the thousands of Americans and
Vietnamese who ded here." But Thieu, whose spine was © weak it might have been
transplanted from ajellyfish, finally cavein.

In the spring of 1975, Senator Henry M. Jadkson and Admiral EImo R. Zumwalt
both claimed that Thieu agreed to accept the Paris acmrds only after President Nixon
and Henry Kissnger promised him that the United States would "respond vgorously"
to any Communist violations of the peace agreement.

Within thirty days of the signing, of course, Hanoi began moving massve anourts
of troops and equipment into South Vietnam -- and noaid was forthcoming. But this
canna be blamed solely on Kissnger. Congressfinally bowed to presaures against
any further support for a cause that the American Left had long asaured the nation was
lost anyway.



The fact remains, however, that our ali es courted onan American guaranteeof aid
and rever got it. Thieu's dated belief that the U.S. sold South Vietnam to the
Communists rings disturbingly true.

The important question nav is not whether the war could have been won. It is,
Why was the war needlessly prolonged? Whether viewed from the perspective of the
ultra-hawks, who argued for complete victory, or the ultra-doves, who demanded an
immediate American withdrawal, there was no conceivable reason to prolong the
Vietnam War, neadlesdy but deliberately.

Y et, that is exadly what resulted from Herr Henry's drange palicies for over six
yeas-- from 1968 util 1973-- before the false peace. Why the prolongation? It
makes no sense on the surface. But like so much else in the sulphurous svamp o
American foreign pdicy, a pattern can be deteded if someone has the @murage to
explore bene&h the surface

We now know it was Kissnger himself who encouraged President Nixon to
establi sh the White House "Plumbers Squad” that burglarized the offices of Daniel
Ell sberg, the man who leaked the "Pentagon Papers' to the press A Jadk Anderson
column said the le& drove Kissnger to "nea hysteria' and that he feared "disastrous
consequences” from the Papers pubicaion.

Why? Despite some darmist cries to the ntrary, there was nathing in the
"Pentagon Papers’ that would have benefited the Communists very much. Besides,
Henry the K had already come to terms with ou ostensible enemies. What Super K
feaed was danger from afar different source

The Schlafly-Ward writi ng tean suggests that the red reason for Kissnger's alarm
was omething else entirely.

What we did lean from the pubicaion d the Pentagon Papers -- and obvously what
Kisgnger so feared we would lean -- was the existence of a powerful governmental
conspiracy going back to the ealiest Kennedy yeas, and the identity of the principal
conspirators, of whom all the most influential were CFR members.

What Kisgnger redly feared was the expasure of the purpase of the conspiracy, and
the @ntinuity of the cnspiratorial campaign to effed the dandestine unil ateral
strategic disarmament of the United States by means of the prolongaion o the
Vietnam War.

Asthe "Pentagon Papers’ clearly reved, nore of the persons who was resporsible
for establishing U.S. pdicy in Vietham had any intention d letting the generals win
that bloody conflict. While the war was being prolonged, hurdreds of billi ons of
dollars were being wasted -- ddlars that otherwise might have gone to weapors
research and devel opment.

But even more aucia, the devastating no-win confli ct was used to dvide
Americans at home andto crede a ¢imate where "peace” on any terms -- even atotal
Communist takeover of Southeast Asia -- was acceptable.



Schlafly and Ward believe the Ell sherg groupwithin what we ae cadli ng the
Shadow Government became darmed, through their own naive asessment of the
situation, that the original Nitze-McNamara-Gil patric escdation d the war was
adually aimed at defeating the Communists. Thiswas hardly the cae: Every step-
by-step buldup on"our" side was carefully matched so that the "other” side
(indiredly armed and equipped by the United States), could respond. Theidea d¢early
was nat defeat but prolongation. Y et the Ell sherg group and the American Left
operated urder the sssumptionthat U.S. pdicy in Vietnam had actually become anti-
Communist -- an incredible misreading of redity.

Ell sberg, who hed been a protege of Kissnger and was once recruited by Henry to
help formulate anew foreign pdicy regarding Indochina, shoud have known better.
(Or perhaps he did, and was smply being used to destroy, once and for all, any hope
for an anti-Communist triumph.)

Incredibly enough, by November 1975Henry the K all but claimed that his
deli berate betrayal of our Asian ali es represented a victory for us:

"One of the basic purpases of our original commitment in Indochinawas to provide a
buffer of seaurity and time fore the many nations of Southeast Asiato enable them to
develop their own strength and cohesion. In thisregard ou efforts proved succesdul.

All of them are examples of self-reliance and retional resili ence”

It isdoultful that anyone, including Kissnger himself, believed that the
Communist conquests of Laos, Camboda and south Vietnam helped produce "self-
reliance” or "national resilience’. The message from Washington could na have been
cleaer. Come to an accommodationwith the Communist juggernaut or youwill be
ruthlesdy and totally destroyed. Every other nation in the Far East saw the
handwriting on the wall.

For the anti-Communists who dd na escagpe or refused to change sides, retribution
was wift. Paul Scott reported:

The Kkilli ngs by North Vietnamese and Viet Cong troops match any of the highly
played-up massacres committed by Hitler during World War II. In oneinstance, more
than 400 elplessorphans and at least five nunsin charge of the dildren were put to
deah by gunfire or beheaded. . .

Aeria phaographs taken of the China Beadh areain ealy April showed more than
30,000 botks of South Vietnamese exeauted by the Communists. . .

Soviet-made trucks and tanks were used to run down fleeéng South Vietnamese
refugees and destroy churches and schods in which the refugees had taken haven.

{NOTE: There ae many rerds and reports that will belie the lies we have been told
abou Adolph Hitler. There are Germans alivein Americatoday wholived in
Germany during Hitler's rise to power and duing hisrule. Just abou everything



we've been told by the Zionist-controll ed media about Adolph Hitler is oppasite of the
truth.}

Acoording to Scott, at least one-quarter milli on viethamese have been liquidated
by the Communists sncethey seized control of South Vietnam. To pu that figurein
perspedive, remember that the courtry is gnaller than the state of Missouri.

Acoording to Time magazine of April 19, 1976 asimilar slaughter is even now
taking placein Camboda

"Sincethe Communist victory last year, an estimated 500,00G0 600,000 pople --
one-tenth of Camboda's popuation -- have died from padliti cd reprisals, disease or
starvation. . .

To escgpe the bloodlzth, at least 25,000Cambodans have fled acrossthe border into
Thailand. They tell tales of people being clubbed to deah to save anmunition.
Others have been boundtogether and buied alive by bulldozers, or suff ocated by
having plastic bags tied over their heads.”

Henry K has sid nahing abou such reports, of course. Just as he has
continuowsly disregarded that part of the Paris accord that required the Communists to
acourt for some 2,300Americans listed as Prisoners of War or Missng in Action.

The Communists refused al help and information regarding these POW's and
MIAs. Insteal they indicated the answers would not be forthcoming until the United
States agreead to pay "reparations’ totaling some $3 hilli on.

The mediain the United States have maoperated in the mver-up by ignoring both
the fate of our missng soldiers and the slaughter of anti-Communist natives. Andthe
memories of most Americans are short. |If Walter Cronkite doesn't discussit, it can't
be important, can it?

Vietnam and Southeast Asiarepresent a amplete rout for American foreign
palicy. Theresults have been the endaving of additional millions, the wll apse of any
remaining anti-Communist resistancein Asia, an enormous gain in prestige for the
Communists, and an incredible dropin prestige for the United States.

Like the shark in Jaws, Communism has been made to appear invincible,
unstoppable, inevitable. But unlike that make-believe horror film, it is not because of
its grength, bu because of our weakness

In june 1975,Kisgnger was asked by U.S.News andWorld Report, "What effed
has the Vietnam coll apse had in the rest of the world?' He replied:

"I think the sudden coll apse of Vietham brought hometo alot of courtries the cantral
role of America anditsforeign pdicy. It led to a profoundconcern in many courtries
abou the cnclusions we might draw from that event".

Or, to pu it more sucanctly, Who's next?



Chapter Nine

EXCERPTS:

THE RISING RED TIDE IN AFRICA

Gerad Ford was actively campaigning for re-eledion to the Presidency by
March 1976. So it was not surprising that he had some tough things to say abou the
presence of 15,000Cuban mercenaries in Angola, who were helping seaure victory
for the Soviet-badked factionin the rich African nation's civil war.

Seaetary of State Henry Kisgnger was aso saying the right things -- or at least
some of theright things. He, too, was "distressed" that Communist cuba and the
Soviet Union hed intervened so batantly in the newly independent nation. In noe of
his comments, thouwgh, dd the Seaetary even whisper a hope that a pro-Western
fadion might win. But at least Super K had finally begun to admit that something
was going wrong in the strategic African courtry.

Asthe Los Angeles Times editorialized onDecember 17, 1975, util recently Herr
Henry had pretended nahing at al was wrong:

In the five months snce Kisgnger has known o the Soviet buildup[in Angola], he
has behaved toward Moscow as if nothing were happening, negotiating a new, long-
term grain-sales agreement, forwarding a new strategic ams pact, planning another
Soviet-American summit as if detente were in noway threaened.

In fad, when Kisgnger met with African foreign ministers at the United Nations
several months earlier, he could na even bring himself to use the words " Soviet
Union" in condemning the blatant intervention & Communist courtriesin Africa He
intoned abou "extracontinental powers" active on the continent. Tsk, tsk.

The Times could have added, but didn't that Henry K was also well aware of the
faa that cuban troops had been pouing into Angolafor months. bu rather than isue
even amild rebuke to Fidel Castro, Kissnger went charging right ahead with his
plansto legitimize the Communist conquest of Cuba and even help his Comrades
adhievetheir goal of a"de-Americanized" Panama Canal.

In the meantime, Henry's attitude dou Angola gpearsto have pivoted abit in
recent years. According to the Chicago SurTimes, Kisgnger had concluded badk in
1969that the national interest did na "justify consideration d U.S. military
intervention” in Angola or any other courtry in Southern Africa. But six years later
the Seaetary acknowledged that the Soviets were intervening on amassve scae, and
he suggested that the U.s. shoud greatly expand its military assstanceto the aea.

But Henry the K was well aware -- he had to be -- that al anti-Communists had
fled the aeawhen "freedom” had been delivered onthe point of asword. Whowould
we help? The situationwas  fouled up(or was it?) that the U.s. wound up leing on
the same side & Red China. Both suppated the National Front for the Liberation o
Angola (FNLA). The other all egedly pro-West faction, the National Union for the



Total Independence of Angola (described in ore government report as "twelve guys
with knives"), also received some U.s. suppart.

But it was the Marxist Popuar Movement for the Liberation d Angola (MPLA)
which got the enormous bading of the Soviet Unionand Cuba. By 1976the soviet
Unionwas well onthe way to establishing a dient state in mineral-rich Angola. The
Soviets thumbed their noses at detente, and Kissnger made sure that they got away
with it.

Whil e Congressrefused to deliver any further U.S. aid to any of the fadionsin
Angola, President Ford refused to pu any presaure onthe Soviets -- such as
threaening to withhdd American grain shipments -- to curtail Soviet adivitiesin the
area

Henry explained that bartering with the U.S.-Soviet grain agreement would do
"irreparable damage to detente, far in excessof anything the Angolaissue might be
worth".

So there we have the aurious picture of our Secretary of State telli ng the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee(on January 29, 196) that

"the eff ort of the Soviet Union and Cubato take unil ateral advantage of a turbulent
locd situation where they have never had any historic interestsis awill ful, direa
assault uponrecent constructive trendsin U.S.-Soviet relations and ou effortsto
improve relations with cuba’.

But he refused to permit anything to be done which would have deterred the
Soviets or their Caribbean captives from their aggresson.

You could practicdly hea the laughter all the way from Red Square. Kremlin
commentator Vikenty Matveev relayed the Politburo's views on Angola and detente
when he declared, in December, 1975

"The processof detente does not mean -- and will never mean -- afreezing of the
socia and pditi cd status quoin theworld, o ahalt to the anti-imperiaist struggle. . .

But why Angola? What are the stakes there?

Theimmediate goal is pdliticd. Asthe Richmond News Leader recently
summarized:

"Strategically, Angola could be used as a base for attadks on South West Africa A
Communist-leaning Angolawould be athreat to that ultimate South African damino,
South Africa Control of southern Africawould enable the Communists to cut the
West's lifeline -- the sealanes aong which al must travel to reach Europe and the
Western Hemispheres."

In hisbrief tenure & U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations, tough-talking Daniel
P. Moynihan warned of the military threa that a Soviet Angolawould pose. In asane



world, such anti-Communist, pro-Western nations as outh Africa and Rhodesia
would be a&knowledged as important alli es of America

But our kowtowing to "third world" mini-courtries has meant watching from the
sidelines as the United Nations branded Rhodesia "a threa to world peace" and
demanded that the beleaguered courtry be boycotted.

A previous ban onthe importation o chrome ore from Rhodesia -- which made the
U.S. totally dependent onthe Soviet Union for this grategic mineral -- had been
overturned in congressby the Byrd Amendment. bu last October, President Ford and
Seqetary Kissnger pushed hard to reped the anendment, which would re-impose the
ban onRhodesia dirome. Happily, the House of Representatives defeated the bill , but
the debate graphicdly reveded where Ford and Kissnger stood.

Before the limp-wristed State Department pdlicy makers pull ed the rug out from
under him, Ambassador Moynihan had warned that, shoud communists take over
Angola, they would "considerably control the oil shipping lanes from the Persian gulf
to New York". Not only that, he muld have alded, the Communists would have alot
more petrol of their own. For once again, there ae oily overtones to the whaole
picture.

Asof 1974 the former Portuguese territory was alrealy the fourth-largest oil
produce in Africa. Aside from its wedth in coffee, diamonds, iron ae, cotton, and
grazing grounds, Angola-- which istwicethe size of Texas and hes ardlatively sparse
popuation d 6 million -- isknown to passessuntapped wranium and df-shore oil
deposits. itis, inaword, rich.

Last year, a European pditi cad commentator named Pierre de Vill emarest rel essed
this interesting report on events lealing to the fall of Cagano government in Portugal
(which led na only to the pdliti cd turbulencein Portugal and the near-Sovietization
of that country, bu also made passble Portugal's surrendering of its overseas
territories, including mineral-rich Angola):

In December 1971,David Rockefell er's Chase Manhattan Bank pressured Prime
Minister Marcdo Caetano to accept its asgstance. At the same time, negotiations
were going on between Lisbonand Washington, for the use of the Portuguese Azores
asamilitary post. Accordingto Vill emarest, chase Manhattan offered to help Lisbon
in the negotiations and also pledged to kring in aflood d American investment
ddllars for the modernizaion and industriali zation of Portugal.

The bank also dffered to useits "goodoffices' to seethat Portugal would be
admitted into the Common Market. The pricefor al this help was high: Caganowas
to promise "rapid democratization" and a decolonization grogram to give Portuguese
Africaindependence within two years.

Cadano krew what the dhaotic results of that might be. He dso knew that the
Rockefell ers were eyeing the oil resources of Cabinda and Angola. He refused.
Within afew weeks he had been depased, and scant months later an "independent”
Angolawas well along the road to being an official Soviet satellit e.



But wait, thereis more.

In February 1976,Gulf Oil Company reported that Henry Kissnger had given the
company permissonto pay the Soviet-badked regime in Angola ébou $100 millionin
oil royaltiesthat gulf previously had paced in escrow. Gulf holdsthe concessonto
operate the oil fieldsin Cabinda, and Angolan province separated from Angola proper
by Zaire. The $500milli onannual royalty payment for the oil fieldsisthe Angolan
government's sngle largest source of income.

All of this, urfortunately, is only part of the ever-worsening picture.

As part of the Kisgnger-maneuvered "Midde East peac€' the Suez Canal is how
open to the Soviet fled -- but not the American Navy. this, of course, meant an
enormous drategic gain fore the Soviets, sinceit gave them (but not us) greatly
increased accessto the Persian gulf and Indian Ocean.

Andthereis gill more;

In June 1975,then-Secretary of Defense James Schlesinger startled Congresswith
phaographic evidencethat the Soviet Union was buil ding a missle base & Berbera,
Somalia, in natheast Africa The port guards the entrance to the Red Seaand
overlooks the oil routes between the Persian gulf and Europe.

The Communists scoffed at Schlesinger's warning, claiming that the photographs
were adually of alarge mea-pading plant. But in July members of the House and
Senate Armed Services Committees visited somalia and confirmed that the "meat-
padking plant" was indeed a soviet military base. Even Newsweekreported that

"the legidators saw a huge missl e-storage buil ding, complete with crates that
apparently contained Soviet-made anti-ship Styx missles, a deaing for anew airfield
and a ommunications gation manned by soviet personrel.”

The Soviet build-upin Africanow includes military advisersin Guinea-Bissau,
port and airfield rightsin Guineg advisers and arms in Equatorial Guineg badkup
suppiesin the Congo (Brazzavill ), communicaions centers, airfield and raval
fadliti es and the missl e-storage sites in Somalia, and military aid to rebel forcesin
Nambia, a South African protedorate.

Ever sincehis appantment as National Seaurity Adviser to the President, Henry
Kisdgnger had maintained that the soviets placed "alow priority" on Africa--
particularly the central and southern pations of the mntinent. Apparently very few
officials dared chall enge his views; after all, why would the Communists be ¢ all
concerned abou the massive oil reserves, the uranium fields, the gold mines, the
strategic ports, or the other rich mineral potential, when things were going so well for
them to the north?

So whil e our attention was focused onthe Midd e East, and the gparent Soviet
setbadks in Egypt, the Communists have been preparing the groundvork for a
Communist coupfrom the Saharato south Africa While dl thisgoeson, it is super



k's pdlicy to treat any friendsthe U.S. hasleft in the aea a& enemies, whil einsisting
that our avowed enemies be treaed as friends.

Despite his occasional wrist-wringing, Herr Kissinger has made it clear that it is
official United States padlicy to suppat black rule in Africa, nomatter how violent or
savage aregime's leaders might be. Andwhen super K declares that the U.S. "will
give no encouragement to ill egal regimes’ in Africa he-- and hislisteners -- know
that heistalking abou Rhodesia and South Africa

During his goodwill visit to six African courtriesin May 1976, terr Henry was
even more outspoken. The United States will use "unrelenting’ presaure against
Rhodesia, he pledged, wuntil that stable, anti-Communist government has collapsed.

When Kissnger finished describing aten-point anti-Rhodesia program the Ford
Administration is adopting, Zambia's communist dictator Kenneth Kuanda was
overjoyed he pulicly embraced the Seaetary of Ste. Kisgnger's program call s for,
among other things, a U.s. boycott of Rhodesian chrome ore -- which would orce
more make us dependent on the Soviet Union for this drategic metal.

And as detente goes rolli ng right along, pity the poa officia who getsin the way
of it.

Daniel Moynihan spoke out forcefully at the United Nations abou Soviet advances
in Africa His comments abou the Communists' "new colonialism”, and Hsunkind
remarks abou Africds native leadership, "third world" shenanigans, and Communist
dugicity were nat in keeping with the spirit of detente. Frictionwith the State
Department and even with Kisgnger, his former mentor, was inevitable. Soon
Moynihan had resigned.

For Secretary of Defense James Schlesinger, who can hardly be accused of
harboring rightwing sentiments, the price of his dissent was to be summarily fired
after differing with Administration pdicy over detente.

Even a dose Kisgnger friend, Establi shment columnist Joseph Kraft,
adknowledged onNovember 5, 1975 that

"Resentment of his[Kisgnger's] power was 0 great that two of the best men in the
Administration -- Asgstant Seaetary of Defense Robert Ell sworth and Assistant
Seqetary of the Treasury charles Cooper -- have quietly resigned their jobs because
they couldn't even get a heaing onisaies where they differed with Kissnger".

No orein government -- no ore -- challenges Kissnger's "Grand Design" and ¢gts
away withit. Asaresult, in Africa and elsewhere, the Red tide, like Ol' Man River,
just kegpsrolling aong. Henry K is making sure that no ore can stopit.



Chapter Ten
EXCERPTS:

Ehrlichman has been ore of the most bitter victims of Watergate. Sentenced to
twenty monthsto five yearsin afederal penitentiary for his part in the break-in of the
officeof Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist, Ehrlichman said:

"It's tough when we go to jail for the Ell sberg break-in and the son-of-a-bitch who
ordered it gets the Nobel Prize for Peace’ The S.O.B. referred to was, of course,
Henry Kissnger.

WATERGATE AND THE CIA

The word "Watergate" was seared into the national conscience when, foll owing
President Nixon's carefull y crafted landslide re-electionin 1972 ,a series of
innuendaes, rumors, and reports began to form an inescgpabl e pattern. It seemed
incredible, bu apparently persons intimately conneded with the President had been
involved in planning a bre&k-in at Democratic headquerters during the Nixon-
McGovern campaign.

Then camethe dincher: The truth was being smothered at the very top level of
government, passbly by the President himself.

The nation was subjected to a propaganda drcus and a national agony unlike
anything it had knowvn beforein this century. Did a White House groupengagein
burglary? Had a President lied to the puldic? Before these questions were axswered,
incredible new disclosures made headlines.

The President’s Oval Officewas bugged, so that eat and every conversation was
ontape. Thetapes had not been destroyed. Andfinally, they proved conclusively
that President Nixon had oeli berately staged a cover-up.

By the time the aurtain was rung down, thirty persons linked to the President had
been convicted. President Nixon was forced to resign, and he was gared possble
conviction orly by a special pardonisaued by the uneleded new President, Gerald
Ford.

Theintriguing chain of events ssemed to start when an eleded Vice President,
Spiro Agnew, was forced out of office an embattled President named a mmpromise
stand-in choice-- Gerald Ford -- as Agnew's successor. Then, an inner circle of close
presidential advisers was eliminated in ore fell swoop.the only personto remainin
place urscathed, was the most powerful figurein the White House besides the
President: Henry Kissnger.

Nixon's trusted li eutenants were replaced by men who were linked, ore way or
anather, to the Rockefeller-Kissnger team.



Then, nonelected President Gerald Ford appanted the recently retired Governor
of New York, Nelson Rockefell er, to be the nation's sscond noneleded Vice
President. Andsuddenly Nelson rockefell er, the most visible member of the House of
Rockefell er, aman who salivated after the presidency with the ador of a hunting dog
on pant, was within range of atarget he had been chasing for two decales.

Hopelesdy defeded in threeprevious presidential campaign, Rockefell er
neverthelesswas now the Vice President of the United States.

{NOTE: During histerm as VP, Nelson Rockefell er cdl ed for a Constitutional
Convention. They failed in that attempt to dismantle the Constitution, and al the
sne&y efforts from that point forward to open the Constitution have been thwarted by
grassroats efforts, It should be noted that the 'conservative' Repulli cans have been
the prime movers and pushers of a Con-Con since that fail ed attempt by Rocky in
1976. Paul Weyrich's American Legislative Exchange Courcil aimost got the job
dore. We ae surrounded within by bleading liberals and phay (controll ed
oppasition) conservative / 'Christian’- conservative leaders, anong whom are the likes
of Phylli s Schlafly and her croniesin the Courcil for National Policy. The veil ed
attempt again - NOW isviathe National Initiative, which na surprisingly is being
promoted be the American Free Press(the successor to the Spatli ght newspaper) - JP -
transcriber}

The House of Rockefell er had been the red power behind Richard Nixonfor at
least twelve years -- from the time in 1960when Richard Nixon, with the Repulican
Presidential nomination alrealy in the bag, flew to New York city to meet with
Nelson Rockefell er.

Repubicans everywhere understoodthe significance of the new Rockefell er-Nixon
alliance Nixon haed traded hisindependence for approval by the House of
Rockefell er.

In 1968,Nixon foll owed the Rockefell er game plan to the letter. For example, had
he openly run ona platform promising to devalue the ddlar, clamp wage-and-price
controls onthe emnamy, "open up" Red China, give avay American wheat to the
Soviets (in aded which drove up prices at home), creae urtlessnew government
agencies, promote the surrender of the Panama Canal, and greatly wegken ou military
posture, would he have been elected? Not hardly.

But, the ploy was to run this "conservative, businessman's’ candidate against
Liberal Hubert Horatio Humphrey in 1968,and then in 1972against George
McGovern, aman so far out in left field he was not redly in the same ball park. by
engineaing the nomination d McGovern at one of the amurtry's more outrageous
conventions, the Nixon (read it Rockefell er-CFR) propagandists were ableto eled
Nixononrhetoric.

But as usual, whil e the amnservatives were paid in lip service, the Liberals got the
adion. The dismantling of American sovereignty and the bankruptcy of the American
econamy continued at a dizzying pace under Nixon, whil e the CFR-Insiders made
gigantic leaps toward their New World Order.



So what went wrong? If Nixonwas a Rockefeller agent and had been doing his
work so well for the boys in the badroom, why the need for his downfall? We may
never know for certain. but with the benefit of new information and the 20-20 vision
of hindsight, we can make some likely assumptions.

NOTE: One reason might be that Nixon hed dedared pubicly he did not approve of
the General Agreanent on Tariffsand Trade (GATT) which has snce provento be a
further erosion d America's national sovereignty, andisin the processof creding
total socia, econamic and cultural destruction, as the U.S. Senate was warned in 1994
by billi onaire member of the European Parliament, Sir James Goldsmith (who ded
suddenly after testifying before that U.S. Senate committee). - JP - transcriber}

Rockefell er admittedly had wanted to be President since he first threw his baby
rattle out of hiscrib. But, the office had eluded him for so long that the former young
Repubican reformer from New Y ork was eligible to draw socia seaurity.

If Rocky were ever to redize hislifelong dream of sitting in the White House, had
had to move fast. And yet he knew that he was not overwhelmingly popuar with the
grassroats of hisown party. To become President, he needed to squeeze in through a
crad in the back door.

We believe that Rocky expeded Nixonto appant him as Vice President when
Agnew resigned. Nixon, arealy under fire for Watergate, may have believed he
could hang onto the Presidency by hisfingernail s by "stonewalling it". But, he
probably feared (corredly) that if Nelson were the Vice President, the hea would be
turned even higher so that Nixonwould have to resign, thereby making the Standard
Oil heir President of the United States without having to go through the dedoral
process So Nixon doulbe-crossed Rocky and appointed Ford, Nixon, havever, could
not hang on and Ford became President and Rocky the Vice President, Rocky was
halfway home.

Thefirst to fall i n the Watergate scandals was the group d personal advisers
Nixon krought with him to the White House. These were men loyal to Nixon, nd the
Eastern Liberal Establishment. Andto the extent that this PalaceGuard was not loyal
to the Seaet Government, it represented a patential danger.

These included, most particularly, H.R. Haldeman, White House Chief of Staff;
JohnD. Ehrlichman, Assstant to the President; John Dean 111, Coursel to the
President; and, the men running the Committeeto Re-Eled the President (perhaps
appropriately referred to by its acronym, CREEP). When the smoke deaed, they
were dl gone.

Ehrlichman has been ore of the most bitter victims of Watergate. Sentenced to
twenty monthsto five yearsin afederal penitentiary for his part in the break-in of the
officeof Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist, Ehrlichman said:

"It's tough when we go to jail for the Ell sberg break-in and the son-of-a-bitch who
ordered it gets the Nobel Prize for Peace'



The S.O.B. referred to was, of course, Henry Kissnger. Had Ehrlichman knowvn
the full story it isdouldful if his comments would have been as restrained!

In hisbook Before the Fall, former Nixon staffer Willi am Safire revealed that
Kisdnger, one of the strangest appointments to the Nixon team, was perhaps the very
first member of the Palace Guard to use wiretaps on aroutine basis.

It isnow known that the K had virtually every one of his conversations recorded.
Moreover, while National Seaurity Adviser to Nixon he ordered taps placed onthe
phores of Richard F. Pederson and General Robert Pursley, who were, respedively,
the dosest aides of Secretary of State Willi am Rodgers and Defense Seaetary Melvin
Laird.

It goes withou saying that neither man was remotely considered as a security risk.
The taps were used, Safire reports, to give Kissnger adiplomatic advantage in the
jockeying for power that was going onin the White House. Safire notes:

"Complaining to a crresponcent abou the perfidy of hisarchrival, Seaetary of State
Rogers, Henry then edited the transcript, changing words to reflect stronger suppat of
the President by Kissnger, and then sent the revised version along to Haldeman -- an
ad of dishona to the unsuspeding reporter and an ad of disloyalty to the President”,

And he ads:;

"A man who could dothis was cgpable of eavesdroppng on his associates withou
scruple, and was capable of getting a spedal thrill out of working most closely with
those he spied uponmost.”

So eavesdropping was nothing new to Henry Kissnger, the man who acquired
total control over White House intelli gence even before Watergate. But, asto
Watergate itself -- who on eath planned it? Andwhy did they plan it?

What did the Nixon Repullicans have to gain from the breg-in? The wming
Nixorn-McGovern contest was clearly as predetermined as a professonal wrestling
match; it was not aquestion d whether Nixonwould win, bu simply by how much of
amargin. there was absolutely no strategic reason to raid the Democratic
headquarters.

Oncethe dedsion was made, however, you would think that the best men avail able
would be used. You'd exped, in short, aprofessond job. bu the burglary at the
Democratic headquarters in the Watergate Hotel was nat exadly carried out with the
dlick predsion d aJames Bondmovie. It was about as snocth and professional asa
Keystone Kops chase. It was © clumsy, in fad, that the whole operation smelled of a
set-up.

First, ore of the burglars aerted a guard, by repladng the tape over the doar locks
after the guard had discovered and removed the first one. Then, even though their
eff orts had been discovered, the bungling burglars incredibly were sent right badk in.
The man pasted as lookout saw the palice enter the buil ding, but either failed to alert
the men inside or his warning was ignored.



It was as though the burglars were suppased to be caight. Andwhen they were,
one of them conveniently was carrying the White House telephore number of E.
Howard Hunt in his pocket.

Theinspirationfor Watergate, it was later revealed, grew out of a secret inner
White House group krown dfficially as the Special White House Investigating Unit;
but cdled simply, "the Plumbers®'. The Plumbers were created by -- would you
believe -- Henry Kissnger to stoplegkson hs gaff. bah Nixon staffers JohnDean
and Charles Colson have reported that Kissnger got Nixon so upset over le&ks that
the President dedded, at Kisgnger's suggestion, to set up the investigating unit. John
Dean goes even further, and charges that it was Nelson Rockefell er who had
Kissnger sucker Nixon into forming the Plumbers. Little did Nixon knaw that he
was being mousetrapped.

Nationally syndicated columnist Paul Scott reports:

Reaoords of the Senate Watergate Committeeinvestigation indicae that Dean's
testimony concerning Rockefell er was never foll owed upby the mmmittee's gaff.
Thereason. Committeemembers were against calling Rockefell er.

Kisgnger put amember of his gaff, David Young, in charge of the unit. Young
was aWall Stred lawyer who hed worked for Rockefell er before being promoted to
Kisdnger's gaff. After Watergate, Y oung was spirited off to a aushy assgnment in
Londonas avery advanced student, and the mediacracy has dutifully ignored his key
role in Watergate.

So it was the adivities of the Plumbers which brought the downfall of Richard
Nixon. bu no ore has eve claimed that Richard Nixoninitiated or even authorized
theill egal activities of his s-cdled suppaters. Why shoud he?

But, nae that the man who did promote suchill egal affairs -- the Rockefeller man
who was growing more powerful every day -- emerged urscahed from the whole
affair!

Remember that Kissnger now ran all intelli gence operations, and even the Central
Intelligence Agency was under histhumb. Isit any wonder that former White House
aide Charles Colson has said that Nixon suspeded the CIA was in the plot "up to their
eyeballs'.

Colson says Nixon wanted to fire the director of the CIA and personally
investigate what was believed to be aCIA conspiracy against him.

Nixon rever got to investigate the Central Intelli gence Agency. Oh yes, the
revelations abou Watergate ultimately brought a closer look at the adivities of the
CIA. bu whena oommissonwasfinaly brought together; seded at the chairman's
spot was Nelson Rockefell er!!!

{NOTE: AndNOW. . . intheyears 20022003,seded at the dhairman's ot of the
committeeinstructed to investigate the un-answered guestions surroundng the World
Trade Center holocaust is nore other than -- KISSNGER! - JP - transcriber}



Despiteits carefully crafted puldic image, the CIA isnot now and for yeas has nat
been an anti-Communist agency.

Watergate burglar E. Howard Hunt, passbly one of the few authentic anti-
Communists within the CIA, revealed in his book Undercover that he was one of the
few pro-Goldwater conservatives in the Agency in 1964. But he admits he exeauted
ordersto work aganst Goldwater to prove his "profesgonalism”.

Former CIA employee Patrick J. McGarvey in C.I.A., The Myth andThe Madnress
admits:

"seldom, if ever, will you finda CIA agent whois a dedicaed anti-Communist".

Phili p Agee whowas a highly regarded (and highly paid) CIA agent for twelve
yeas, now works openly for world "sociaist revolution”. Inthe erly 1950s, it was
CIA agents who kroke into the offices of Senator Joseph McCarthy. this came & the
time the famous anti-Communist claimed he had been given evidence of pro-
Communist infiltration, corruption, and dshoresty within the CIA itself.

McGeorge Bundy, who certainly shoud be &leto recognize afellow egghead
when he sees one, has said that there are more Libera intelledualsin "the Company”,
as CIA employees cdl their organization, than in any other agency of government.

This preponderance of eggheads, no doulb, explains why intelli gence from the CIA
has been so consistently wrongconcerning communist plans or personaliti es. It was
the CIA, you'll remember, that first dedared Fidel Castro was an anti-Communist;
that said the East Germans would never try to buld the Wall; that promoted Ahmed
Ben Bella, Achmed Sukarno, Ho Chi-minh, Gamal Nas<er, Patrice Lumumba, and
literally scores of other Communist butchers.

With arecord like this, an investigationis definitely called for. But putting Nelson
Rockefeller in charge of the inquiry is akin to inviting Wiley Coyote to babysit for
infant Roadrunrers. (For the full story of Nelson Rockefell er's many years of service
on kehalf of the Communists, seethis author's previous book, The Rockefell er File.)

Of the eght members of the cmmmisgon, five were members of the Council on
Foreign Relations, the Rockefell er-dominated Shadow government.

Isit any wonder that Henry Kisgnger was able to bue-pencil key information
from the Commisson's report? (for detail s, see tapter Eleven.)

Isit any wonder that the Boston Herald American could report on October 31,
1973

"Federal investigators have obtained Central Intelli gence Agency documents that
indicate former Director Richard Helmslied under oath about hisrole in White House
attempts to mask the Watergate burglary as a CIA operatiorns. . .

The new evidence . .indicaes that Helms was behind the CIA effort to limit the FBI
probe."



Yes, the "fix" was put in at the topto proted the Central Intelligence Agency --
just asit was put in two yeas earlier to "get" Richard Nixon.

Nixon probably could have survived al of the rumors, speaulations, and
innuendaes abou Watergate had it not been for one thing: those damned tapes. But
in many ways, they are the most curious part of the whole story.

thefad that al of the President's conversations -- in fad, virtua all of his
movements -- had been recorded was reveded amost casudlly at the Watergate
heaings by Alexander butterfield, white House liaison with the Seaet Service It is
hard to believe that this bombshell, which was to remove aPresident, could be
dropped with such an air of innccence. Could it have been planned?

We now know that Butterfield had been a CIA informant. He has been acased of
working with (if nat for) the CIA when he wasin charge of all the tapingsin the
White House. Had Blabbermouth Butterfield, who was cdl ed to testify about other
matters -- nat the tapes -- "stonewalled" it, Nixon would na have been forced to
resign.

Why didn't Nixon have the tape machines $ut off the day after the Watergate
arrests? Or, faili ng that, why didn't he destroy the tapes after butterfield reveded their
existence? Severad rationali zations have been pu forth, nore of which ringstrue.
Oneisthat Nixon was mesmerized by the arogance of power and dd na believe the
supreme Court could or would subpaenathe tapes. Sincethere was no precedent,
why take therisk? Nixon must have known hisvery survival as President of the
United States was at stake.

Remember, releasing the tapes would na exonerate Nixon, they would prove him
guilty of every cover-up charge made against him. why would this cunning pditi cian,
this ruthlessabuser of power, this man from whom no ore would buy aused car, na
simply destroy the tapes himself?

Can anybody believe that Nixon sat there like a good scout, watching the lynch
mob fasten a hangman's knot out of thase wretched tapes, and refused to destroy the
nocse? That isn't the Nixon depicted onthe tapes -- much lessin public life.

Why then dd na Nixon, that ultimate pdliti ca oppatunist, burn the tapes? We
believe the only logicd answer isthat Nixon dd na control the tapes.

Have you ever wondered how everybody seemed to know what was on the tapes,
and where, before the were "turned over" to committeestaffs, spedaal prosecutors, or
Judge Sirica?

Consider the fantastic detail i nvalved in the requests. Hereis one sample:

January 8, 1973from 4:05to0 534 P.M. (E.O.B.)

a) at approximately 10 minutes and 15secnds into the mnwversation, a segment
lasting 6 minutes and 31semndks.



b) at approximately 67 minutes into the mnversation, a segment lasting || minutes,

c) at approximately 82 minutes and 15secnds into the conversation, a segment
lasting 5 minutes and 31semnds.

As Dr. Susan Huck observed in the February 1976 issue of American Opinion:

"It does undas though somebody -- obviously not the President -- has been curled
up with those tapes for many along hour, doesn't it? Somebody knows exadly where
the juicy parts are, down to the second”

Remember, all white House mnversations -- in person and onthe phane -- had
been "bugged” for at least ayear. There wereliteraly miles of tapesin storage
somewhere. bu it is obvious the investigators alrealy had the evidence they sought
when the various s1bpoenas were isaued!

Who then controll ed the tapes, or had accessto adugdicae set? Thereis
(understandably) very littl e information avail able on this crucia question.
Remembering that the Nixon tape monitors were establi shed by the Seaet Service, it
Is of more than passng significancethat Newsweek on September 23, 1974 reported:

Whil e former white House chief of staff H.R. Haldeman awaitstrial for hispart in
Watergate, the Secret Service dief he ousted from the White House last year has

landed a plum job. robert H. Taylor, 49,who tangled with Haldeman over Nixon

seaurity procedures, is now heal of the private seaurity forces for all the far-flung
Rockefeller family enterprises.

Hmmmm OnceNixon is deposed, the head of the Seaet Service-- themanin
charge of the agency which was in charge of the tapes -- gets a"plum job" with the
Rockefeller empire.

What of the Rockefeller's number one man in the White House? We know that
Henry Kisgnger was deeply invalved in wiretapping his own staff and several
journalists. But the one member of the White House staff who apparently never had
his remarks taped in the Oval Office was Herr Kisgnger -- who aso, asit happens,
was chief of al U.S. intelli gence gathering operations. Andwho also, we no knaw,
was resporsible for establi shing the Plumbersin the first place!

But through al of this, Kissnger's loyalty was nat with the President, but with the
Rockefellers! Kisgnger had been through threelosing campaigns with Nelson
Rockefeller and openly spoke of despising Nixon.

Biographer David Hanna quaes Kissnger as stating, after Nixon's nominationin
1968

"That man is unfit to be President. | would never work for that man. Heisa
disaster."

Watergate reporters Carl Bernstein and Bob Woodward have reveded that Henry
the K was often gpenly contemptuous of Nixon, referring to him in front of other



White House staffers as "our meaball President” and ddlighting in passng onthe
most despicable gossp and confidences abou the President and First Lady. With a
"friend" like Kisgnger, you dort need any enemies!

Teaming up with Kisgnger to administer the coup e graceto Nixon was another
rockefell er man, General Alexander Haig. Haigisanintriguing case. Just as other
asociates conneded with Kissnger jumped from virtual obscurity into key paositions
of influence (and as Kissnger himself had come out of nowhere into the second-most-
powerful paositionin the Western world), Haig's meteoric career is asintimately linked
to Henry the K asthelatter's is to the Rockefell ers.

Haig, a olonel when he joined Kissnger's gaff in 1969, lad been jumped to the
rank of four-star general in four short yeas -- skipping the third star compl etely.

For aman with an absolutely und stinguished military record, this catapulting over
240 dher general officers was most impressve inded.

In the dosing days of the Nixon Era, it was Haig who becane more and more the
ading President -- and it happens that it was Alexander Haig who controll ed the vault
where the Watergate tapes were kept. Blabbermouth Butterfield, who tipped off the
Watergate Committeeto the existence of the damning tapes, was a former coll eggue
of Haig.

Lloyd shearer in Parade magazine noted how Haig "orchestrated the resignation
march" by taking the evidence against the President to that dwindling number of GOP
congessnen who were still | oyal to Nixon. the final dedsionto resign came &ter two
sets of talks -- first, with Nixon's formerly loyal Repulican confidantes, and second,
with Henry Kissnger and Alexander Haig.

Thaose fina months and days of Watergate have been variously described.
Kisgnger himself has said that Nixon "barely governed” during hislast monthsin
office that he had been an "oddand artificial man".

Charles Colson hes said that Nixonwas a virtual "captive" of Haig and Kissnger
during the final monthsin the Oval Office

Curious, isn't it, that the threebig Watergate winners turned out to be Gerald Ford,
Nelson Rockefell er, and Henry Kissnger? Andisthere anyone in Americawho truly
believesthat it isthe President whotell sthe Vice President and Seaetary of State
what to do o say? As columnist Paul Scott has said, Ford can nomore fire Henry
Kisgnger than he can tell hiswife Betty to shut up!

the man who got the whale thing started, d course -- who tapped the first
telephore and topped the first domino -- was Henry Kissnger, proving onceagain
that no man can serve two masters. Just as Haig had said that he "was never a Nixon
man”, Kissnger had baasted of Nixon, "l would never work for that man". He didnt.
He was an agent for someone dse.



Chapter Eleven

MOSCOW'S MAN IN WASHINGTON?

On August 14, 1975 during a pressconference & the Hyatt House in Birmingham,
Alabama, Secretary of State Henry A. Kissnger was asked a most embarrassng
guestion. The reporter asked:

"Mr. Secretary, we received areport that a Colonel General Michael Goleniewski,
who was a Polish Army intelli gence officer in World War 11, had identified alist of
KGB and GRU agents and dfficers who have since been arrested, tried and convicted.

The Generdl. . . alsoidentified you, Mr. Kisgnger, as having worked for a Soviet
intelli gence network -- code name ODRA -- headquartered in Germany during World
War |1, at the same time you were aU.S. Army counter-interrogator and instructor in
amilitary intelli gence schod. . .

Isthistrue? And,if not, how doyou explain your name being on General
Goleniewski'slist?"

With charaderistic golomb, a seaningly unruffled Seaetary of State replied: "l
dorit know who Colonel Goleniewski is, but | think he shoud be given the Pulitzer
Prizefor fiction".

But thereby hangs atale -- in fact, several of them.

To begin with, as the nation's top seaurity man -- the funnel and sieve for all
intelli gence data to and from Washington -- Henry Kissnger surely did know who
Colonel Goleniewski is.

First, aswe shall see Goleniewski was one of the most important defedors from
the Communist intelligence gparatus ever to reach ou shores. His "debriefing' by
the State Department and the CIA had taken years; in that time, Goleniewski had
identified hundeds of double-agents and his record for accuracy was unmatched.

Moreover, rumors about Kisgnger's reauitment by the KGB had been head for
yeas, and were the subject of hundeds, if nat thousands, of inqurriesto the State
Department and the White House. It ishardly possible that Henry K -- aman who
colleaed gossp the way J. Paul Getty coll ected paintings -- had na heard abou them.

The story adually began in the ealy 19505, when a Colondl in Polish intelli gence
started supdying data on Soviet operations and agents to the Americans. The man
identified hmself as Michad Goleniewski and said he was a staunch anti-Communist.

During the next decade, Goleniewski furnished U.S. agents with over 5,000 pages
of top-seaet documents, 160microfilms of seaet reports, 800 ages of Soviet
intelli gence reports, the names of hundeds of Communist agents in Western Europe,
and much more.



Then in 1961 fearing that his pro-U.S. adivities had been dscovered by the KGB,
Goleniewski defeded to the United States. He arrived in this courtry on January 12,
1961,acompanied ona Milit ary Air Transport plane by CIA agent Homer E. Roman.

State Department Security Officer JohnNorpel Jr. testified before the Senate
Internal Seaurity subcommitteethat, of the apious information Goleniewski had
suppied to the Americans during athreeyear debriefing, none was foundto be
untrue or inaccurate.

It is known that the Goleniewski revelations led, among many other things, to the
exposure of the magjor sex-and-spy scandal in the U.S. Embassy in Warsaw, the
identificaion d Soviet agent Colonel Kolon Molody and four members of hiscdl in
England, the exposure of the Swedish colonel Stig Eric Wennerstrom as adoulde
agent and General in the Soviet KGB.

Goleniewski reveded that Briti sh Intelli genceofficial George Blake was a Soviet
spy, heidentified scores of other KGB-GRU operativesin West Germany, Denmark,
and France So valuable were his revelations that the 88th Congresspassed House
Resolution 5507to hona Goleniewski's contributions to American security and ou
intelli gence dforts.

The Resolution said in part that Goleniewski "has coll aborated with the
government in an oustanding manner and unagr circumstances which have involved
grave persona risk. He continues to make major contributions to the national seaurity
of the United States. His primary motivationin off ering to work with the government
has been and remains his desire to courter the menaceof Soviet Communism”.

In ather word,s the man's credentials are @solutely impeccable. He was atop-
ranking communist intelligence agent; he has exposed literally hundreds of
communist agents in the West -- men who are deliberate traitors to the muntries they
pretend to serve.

Andwhat isthe paint of this dory? Predsely this. One of the men identified by
Goleniewski in the early 19605 as a soviet agent was an unknavn profesor at
Harvard named Henry A. Kissnger. Hereisthe incredible accourt, as related by
American Opinion contributing editor Alan Stang in the march 1976isaue of that
magazine:

In the days following World War 11, the Soviets had organized an ODRA spy ring
in Poland. Itsmain pupose was to penetrate Briti sh and American military
intelligence ODRA was direded by a Soviet general named Zelanznikoff; its locd
chief was a Colonel Kujun.

In 1954,Kujunwas ordered to Moscow to explain the mysterious murder of a
female Soviet courier and the disappeaance of important material, including
480,000n intelli gencefunds. Fearing he would be shat, Kujun tried to commit
suicide but instead wound upin ahaspital run by the GZI, the Poli sh equivalent of the
Russan KGB.



The GZI chief, a Colonel Wozniesienski, interrogated Kujun at length. He stored
the results of hisinvestigationin his ssfe. Wozniesienski was later replaced by a
Colonel Skulbaszewski, who imself was replaced in 1956by Goleniewski. the
"Polish" agent told Stang he inherited Skulbaszewski's office, fil es, and safe -- the
latter containing some 1500 pages of documents.

Abou twenty pages of these documents were in Rusdan, in Wozniesienski's
handwriting. They dealt with the interrogation d Colonel Kujunin 1954and
included alist of the true names, as well asthe ade names, of ODRA' principal
agentsin Europe

One such spy was Ernst Bosenhard, who hed been employed as a derk at the U.S.
Intelligence Headquarters in Oberammergau, Germany. Bosenhard had sent untold
numbers of top-secret documents onto Moscow before he was arrested and convicted
of espionagein 1951.

Another name on Wozniesienski's OKRA list was the agent "Bor", who had
worked with Bosenhard in Oberammergau. A 1954 updite indicaed that "Bor" had
returned to the United States, was presently at Harvard University, and was aetly
working with the Central Intelligence Agency.

Acoording to thelist, "Bor's' real name was Sgt. Henry A. Kisgnger. Stang then
reports the foll owing conversation he had with Gol eniewski:

"Were you adually present when the KGB opened Colonel Skulbaszewski's safe?’
"Well, | opened Colondl Skulbaszewski's safe."

"You opened it yourself?"

""Right."

"Andin Colonel Skulbaszewski's safe there was alist of Soviet agents -- and onthat
li st was the name: Henry Kissnger."

"Right."
Goleniewski aso told Stang:

"At thistime | learned about Sergeant Kisgnger, Sergeant Kissnger was for me a
quite nobaly. | didn't know who hewas. | didn't know was he aJew, or was he
German, a what hell he was. What | knew, that he got to be for one reason or
another invalved in counter-intelli gence Smersh network of Soviets under code name
"Bor", and it happened sometimes in Germany after he came with American Army.
Andin'61for meit was one of hunded cases. | didn't pay no attention. Such cases
they redly existed hundeds, you see”

If thereis even the most remote possbili ty that these dharges are true, how could
Kisgnger have received any government post, much lessrise to the exalted pasition



he halds today? First, remember that by 1968,Goleniewski's revelations had been
buried deg in the bowels of the government's saurity agencies.

Moreover, Nixonwas 0 anxious to get Kissnger onthe job that the President
waived the normal seaurity chedk onHenry. By the time the issue was raised,
Kissnger was King of the Hill so far as seaurity was concerned; hetold the
investigators whom to investigate.

Yes, it can happen. . .and hes. thirty years ago Alger Hissproved that a Soviet
spy could sit at theright hand d aPresident. Just two years ago, West German
chancell or Willi Brandt was forced to resign when it was revealed that one of histop
aides, Gunter Guill aume, was a Communist spy. Gullaume had fooled West German
seaurity -- which is very conscious of communist infiltration tedhniques -- for years.

There have been efforts to dsmissGoleniewski's charges as "mis-information’
caefully planted by the KGB. One aithor, Richard Deacon, even suggestsin The
Chinese Seaet Servicethat the KGB was willi ng to saaifice such key agents as
Wennerstrom, Blake, Molody and Krogers to enhancethe false defedor's credibili ty.

Such a tharge asumes that the Soviets regard Henry the K as a dangerous anti-
Communist adversary. But aswe have seen, predsely the oppasiteistrue! Henry is,
at thevery least, ore of their most trusted friends and coll eagues.

Moreover, Goleniewski's charges date badk at least twelve years -- long before
Henry the K had achieved any national position a prestige. It isthe fact that
Goleniewski named Kissinger as a Soviet agent so long ago, when there was no
Kisgnger axeto grind, which leads us to believe the chargeistrue. that, and the
Kisgnger record duing the past eight yeas.

But intriguingly, except for afew accourtsin small i ntelli gence journals, the major
media have refused to touch the Goleniewski all egations with aten-foat pole.
Perhaps his beli evabili ty was tarnished when a New Y ork newspaper identified the
"Polish" defedor asthe son d Czar Nichdas |l of Russa

OnJure 11, 1971the New York Daily Mirror annourced the exclusive pulicaion
of Reminiscences and Observations by "His Imperial HighnessAleksei Nichdaevich
Romanoff, Tsarevich and Grand Duke of Russa, son d Nichdas 1l and survivor of
the dleged Communist massaae of the Rusdan royal family.

H.I.H. Aleksei romanoff and Michael goleniewski were one and the same man!
According to the Daily Mirror, former CIA Chief of Research and Analysis Herman
E. Kimsey, in an affidavit signed June 3, 1965, lad verified the man'sidentity onthe
basis of fingerprints le prints, dental and medical records, handwriting tests, blood
tests, and reaogniti on and confrontation with chil dhoodfriends and relatives.

Recent documents released by the Briti sh government lend credence to
Goleniewski's clams. The Royal family of Russa gparently was not murdered by
the Bolsheviks as had been widely believed. The Czar and his family were spirited
out of Russa by British agents, bu were draid to make the fact that they were still
alive known. Douhtlessthey hoped that the Bolshevik government would coll apse



and they could return to Rusda. Little did they know that the West would send
criticd transfusions of food, money, and techndogy to keep the bloody Bolsheviksin
power.

Perhaps we can get a better perspective by noting that the chief proseaution witness
Michad Goleniewski, has arealy testified urder oath and has said he would be
delighted to reped his chargesin atria of Henry Kissnger. While the defendant in
thisinstance Henry Kissinger, dismisses the whole matter with ajoke. . .andalie.

At the very least, congress fioud investigate these charges -- perhaps as part of a
larger study of the Kissnger record. When such a heaing iscdled, we hope the
Congressmen will also lookinto the other quadking creaures in the Kissnger
barnyard.

Thiswould include, for example, Wil fred Burchett, the Australian communist who
was deprived of a pasgort by his own government becaiuse of hisaid to the
communistsin the Korean War. burchett was welcomed to Washington by Kisgnger
in 1971for "consultations" onthe Vietnam War. the man who helped seaure phany
"germ warfare" confessons from Alli ed prisoners during the Korean War was one of
Hanoi's most trusted emissaries.

How jolly. Just what was said we'll never know. But for Kissnger to base ay
part of the negotiations on statements by Burchett is the eguivalent of consulting Al
Capore on haw to clean upcrime in chicago!

amuch more important Kissnger contad is the mysterious Victor Louis, ore of
Moscow's most trusted -- and most important -- KGB agents. Kisgnger is reported to
have met secretly with Louis in the Soviet Embassy in Londonjust after hisfirst trip
to Red China. "Victor Louis" is, in redity, Vitaly Yuvgenyevich Lui, who operates
under the wver of being the Moscow correspondent for the LondonEvening News.

Even acasua scrutiny of Kissnger's coll eagues and coll aborators at the State
Department reveals an amazing simil arity in the way the flock looks, walks, and
guadks. Among the many things they al havein commonisan urswerving devotion
to detente, downgrading U.S. defenses, undercutting our national seaurity, courting
the Soviets, and aiding the communist world.

One of the key Kissnger appantees, for example, is Helmut sonrenfeldt, along-
time State Department official whois now in charge of trade with the Communists.

A chum dating badk to Kisgnger's ldiering days in Germany, sonnenfeldt is
known to have been the subjed of espionage investigations. According to
intelli gence expert Frank Capell, threeformer U.S. Foreign Serviceofficers have
testified uncer oath that in the 195G onrenfeldt turned over seaet informationto
"agents of aforeign power". Capell saysthat Sonrenfeldt also compromised U.S.
codes, and that security officers recommended his proseaution.

Sonrenfeldt's nomination for a high Treasury Department post had to be
withdrawn several years ago when it became known that witnesses were seeking to



testify that Sonrenfeldt had committed perjury during the wnfirmation hearing on his
nominations.

But even though Sonnenfeldt has been labeled a seaurity risk, Henry the K got his
buddy "cleared" through the Office of Seaurity. How? by putting Jesse MacK night
in charge of the dearing. MadKnight was sure to be sympathetic -- he had been
identified in the past as an operative for Soviet intelli gence and had provided Soviet
spy Judith Caplan with government reports. CFR member Sonrenfeldt was sure to
fed safe with MacKnight in charge of caching subversives.

sonrenfeldt is the only member of Kissnger's coterie who attends thase closed-
doar conferences with Soviet Ambassador Dobrynin. Of course sonnenfeldt worked
closely with Kissnger in Moscow onthe SALT | agreements. It is Sonrenfeldt who
said that no eff orts sroud be made by us -- or permitted by others -- to free the
Captive Nations, and charaderized a yearning to be free by Poles as "romantic
paliti cd inclinations."

Mad night and sonrenfeldt were hardly the only seaurity risks helping forge the
Kissanger Tean. Not by along shot. Kissnger arranged for Willi am O. Hall, knowvn
to seaurity officers as an asciate and contad of known Communists and soviet
agents, to be named as Diredor General of the U.s. Foreign Service athough he had
been identified as a serious aurity risk as far badk as 1956.

Hall was sfe & houses until The Review of the News expased his badkgroundin
1972. Hall then dedded to retire, and Kissnger seleded James S. Sutterlin to replace
him. sutterlin had been "intimately linked" with Edward Kelley, seaurity officer at
the U.S. Embassy in Warsaw during the sex-and-spy scandals involving soviet agents
and aher diplomatic personrel.

Whil e serious faurity risks recaved promotion after promotionin Henry
Kisdnger's State Department, known anti-Communists were being purged.

One of the men "selected ou", as the auphemism goes, was career officer JohnD.
Hemenway. Hemenway was a victim of an obvious conspiracy which used false
reports and dshorest job ratings to get him removed. Unlike many others who just
went quietly, hovever, Hemenway appeded. The heaings completely exonerated
Hemenway, who was recommended for reinstatement, a promotion, and apology, and
even reimbursement for legal expenses. bu Kissnger's goodfriend dredor General
Willi am Hall reversed the board's decision. And the purge went on.

Another SALT man and top-ranking intelli gence officer onthe Kisgnger team is
boris Klosson. It was Klossonwho, as U.s. courselor for pdliti ca affairsin Moscow
in 1961 cleared the way for LeeHarvey Oswald's return to the United States. It is
know that Oswald, the so-cdled "lone assassn™" of JohnKennedy, had attended a
KGB schod for nearly two year.

Given the Soviets track record of introducing agents into foreign courtries, it is
hard to imagine that Oswald's claim of a change of heat could convince such a caeer
officer. (Andif Oswald redly had a sincere dhange of heart, does it make sense that
the Russans would have dlowed him to leave the @wurtry?)



It's lesspuzzling, perhaps, when we note that in arecent State Department apped
case, a Foreign Serviceofficer told hav Kloson thwarted him from sending areport
badk to Washington dealing with KGB operations against Americans in russa.

Andthen there isthe incredible case of Kisgnger's €lectionas U.S. ambassador to
Chile. Kisgnger tapped utra-Leftist David Popper to represent us in a @wuntry which
had just overthrown the first eleded Communist government in Latin America

Popper, who hed been affili ated with the subversive Institute of Padfic Relations,
had been recruited into the State Department by Alger Hiss He dso served onthe
editorial board of Amerasia, the magazine which was later revealed to be the center of
a Soviet espionage ring.

Our Secaetary of State's €lectionfor U.S. Ambassador to the Repubic of China --
that is, Free dina-- was even more outrageous. It was nore other than Leonard
Unger, ou former ambassador to Thail and, the man onthe scene during the strangely
contrived overthrow of the anti-Communist government of Prime Minister Thanom
Kitti kachorn.

More than two decades ago, aformer Soviet agent named €eli zabeth Bentley
shocked a amngressonal Committeewhen she testified that the Soviets were operating
four spy rings within the U.S. government. Only two of the rings were ever exposed.
Acoording to ore seaurity agency, one of the two rings not exposed operated in the
european Affairs dion d the State Department; the confidentia report identified six
persons, including Leonard Unger, as members.

At least one of Kissnger's close mntads admitsto being a owmmunist. That isthe
man the FBI once identified as the top KGB operative of them all -- Soviet
Ambassador Anatoly Dobrynin, the head of al KGB operations in the United States.

It isnow know that the Rockefell er commisson investigating CIA activities
(whichis akin to Jesse James investigating the Daltons) head testimony which
reveded an intricate KGB espionage network on Capitol Hill . the Soviets even had
the caabili ty of intercepting White House and Congressonal telephore cdlsl What
did Kisgnger do abou this misbehavior by his friends? He ran interference for them!

Newsweekmagazine reported onaugust 25, 1975

"Henry Kissnger's anxiety to avoid strains on U.S.-Soviet relations extended to

editi ng the Rockefell er commisson's gudy of intelli gence adivities. The original
draft of the. . . report contained alengthy sedion on Soviet espionagein the U.S.,
including the KGB's abil ity to intercept White House communications via speda
antennas on the Russan Embassy roof. this passage was excised from the Rockefell er
report when it was reviewed by the National Seaurity Courcil, which Kissinger
heads."

By mid-1975, bah the Rockefeller Commisson and a mmmittee daired by
Senator Frank Church were investigating bath the CIA and FBI. bu anyone who
beli eves the mmmittees were concerned with Communist adivity in this courtry
would be sadly mistaken.



Clealy, the cmommittees were out to get the anti-Communists. What remained of
American internal seaurity was swiftly going down the drain as Super K achieved
power over the nation's intelli gence community. Therecord isclear: The Justice
Department's Internal Security divisionwas abadlished in March 1973 the Subwersive
Activities Control Board was dismantled threemonths later; in 1974the Attorney
General's List of Subversive Organizations was eliminated; January 1975the House
Internal Seaurity Committeewas abali shed.

So thisiswhat the picture looks like, in this Bicentennial Y ea cdebrating 200
yeasof freedom: Asthe Communist military menace &pands becaise of Kissnger's
seaet diplomacy at the Strategic Arms Limitations Talks, the United States has
slipped -- or been pushed -- into number two pasition. And as communist infiltration
and penetration d this country increessed, the aility of U.S. seaurity forcesto
maintain surveill ance on such infiltration deaeased.

Seaurity -- at least Western seaurity -- doesn't seem to baher Henry K onelittl e
bit.

But with the Kissnger Tean in charge -- men like Hall, Sonrenfeldt, Kloson,
Popper, Bunker, and all the others -- cgptained by an arrogant egoist whois aproven
liar and an accused KGB agent, dowe redly need to worry abou any foreign
enemies?

It isnat difficult to agreewith Willi am Loeb, maverick pulisher of the
Manchester (New Hampshire) Union-Leader, who wrote:

"Perhaps Kisgnger redly isa coommunist agent. Certainly, he culd nd do any more
harm to the United States or any more goodfor the Soviet Unionif he were!"

Epil ogue:
EXCERPTS: (remember, this was writtenin 1976

What can ore say about the Middle East? It isaridde wrapped in amystery
inside an enigma. It isapail of snakes and abucket of worms. God knaows how it
will al end. But, orethisiscetain: The Midde Easeisatime bomb ticking away,
and the United Statesis arming both Israd and the Arabs with the world's most
sophisticaed wegors.

Henry Kisgnger's Midd e East peace plan call s for 200 Americans to staff three
eledronic warning stations located in the Sinai desert between the Arabs and Isradis.
Could there be abetter way to get usinvolved in aMideast War? What happens if
one side or the other attacks and kill sthase Americans? Or what if one side wipes out
atown o agarrison onthe other side -- andthe U.S. is blamed for nat aerting the
victims? Doesit al sound too much like the Tonkin Gulf incident, which was used to
ram through a House Resolution authorizing our involvement in Vietnam?



At least thisiswhat Henry Kissnger and hi's masters in the Shadow Government
hope has happened. If America haslost thewill to resist, then our collapse -- and
thetriumph of Kisgnger's New World Order -- are inevitable.

THE IMPACT OF KISSNGER

The deteriorating world situation is one most people would rather nat think about.
Surely, somehow we will mudde through. daesn't God watch over drunks, small
children, and the United States of America? Our citizens have fretted about
Communism for so long we aetired of fretting. thetragic Vietham war drained ou
emotional reserves. Now most of us dorit want to think abou international affairs.
Maybe detente will work. Maybe the Communists have lost their zed and will settle
for live-and-let-live mexistencewith America And maybe cows can fly.

Sure, we can dream. But dreaming is very dangerous while driving. We had
better wake up kefore the national automobil e goes careening off the road.

Let'slook at what has happened duing the eght years Kissnger has held the reins
of power in Washington. We know that this protege of the Rockefeller family was
carefully trained and coached by his oily benefadors for his pasitionin the Nixon
Administration.

Remember that Nelson sent Henry off to Washington with a$50,000"gift" in his
wallet. Even if we dismissthe posshiliti es that Kisgnger has been adoulde-agent,
serving the Soviets sncethe end d World War 1l (andthisis certainly a charge which
merits thorough investigation), it is undeniable that Kissnger is a paid agent of the
House of Rockefeller, and has been since his days at Harvard.

Moreover, it is beyond dispute that the dhief goal of the Rockefell er family isthe
credion d what they call aNew World Order. This phraseisused over and owver
again by the Rockefell ers and their agents and alli esin the Shadow Government,
including Henry A. Kisgnger. Herr Henry can barely finish a paragraph, much lessa
whole speed), withou using this key phrase two or threetimes.

The Rockefell ers do not even baher denying that World Government is their goal.

Nelson adknowledged as much in abookcdl ed The Future of Federalism, in which
he badly stated that national independenceis outmoded and must be replaced by an
international super-government. the book,first puldished in 1963, las been reissued
since Rocky became Vice President. The Rockefellersdo nd neal to keep their plans
seaet; they know that the massmedia won't blow the whistle onthem. When you
own the referees, you don't need to worry about the American publi c upsetting the
game plan for aNew World Order!

During his nearly eight years at the helm of American foreign pdicy, Kissinger
has dili gently pursued the Rockefell er plan for a Grea Merger into a New World
Order.

The master planners runnng the show know that American are not going to
surrender their sovereignty -- unlessthey feel thereis sSmply no aher dternative. In



order to creae the psychologicd atmosphere within Americafor acceptance of the
New World Order, the Shadow Government has had to buld the Soviet Unioninto a
credible thred.

Achieving this has taken bluff and Huster, and literally billi ons of dollarsin aid
andtrade. bu it hasfinally been accomplished. When Kisgnger told Admiral
Zumwalt that Americais comparable to Athens, whil e the Soviet Unionis Sparta, he
was describing the position that he has labored to creae! Oncethe machines of mass
misinformation in the media mnvince enough Americans that thisisindeed the case,
the next step will be the agument that the best deal we a Athens can get isto merge
in aworld government with Sparta. And the trusting, gulli ble American public will
reluctantly conclude that this must be true.

Kisgnger has consistently promoted programsto buld upthe Soviet Union, by
transferring criti cd technology to Russa and by making billi ons of ddlarsin loans
and credits avail able to the Soviets. Once he had taken control of foreign policy,
Henry the K could then hit freedom with adoulde-whammy. At the same time he was
turning onthe dedricity to adivate the communist Frankenstein, he was turning off
the arrent to the monster's victims. Or, to switch analogies in midstrean, Henry has
provided guns to the neighbahood hootlims and then told the locd merchants nat to
bother him with their new problems.

Most Americans ill do nd redize what Kissnger and his masters are aranging
for them, or what they have dready arranged for others. bu when Vietnam was
personally giftwrapped for the communists by our Nobel Peace Prize-winning
Seaetary of State, the non-Communistsin Asia saw the Red handwriting on the wall .
The fact that Henry was adually in Peking on the very day that the Nationali st
chinese -- the staunchest anti-Communistsin Asia, and ou one-time dli es -- were
kicked ou of the United Nations, made the signals unmistakably clear. Japan, the
Phili ppines, and aher Asian nations, redi zing the implications of their corner of the
world being dominated by Maoland, began clamoring for the best ded they could get
with the Communists.

Free Chinais abandoned and stranded; the courageous people there ae being left
to turn slowly, slowly in thewind. with socialist India drealy a quasi-Soviet satellit e,
and the Suez Canal open to the Soviet fled, the Indian Ocean is being turned into a
Red lake. No oppaitionto communist imperialism can be expeded from that part of
the world.

The ship of western civili zation has been deliberately torpedoed in Africa, andis
sinking now. secretary of State Kisgnger helped fire the aucial shot when he
encouraged the fall of Portugal from the ranks of anti-Communist nations, thereby
leaving the Portuguese territories in Africaripe for plucking. Angola and
Mozambique were swall owed almost at once It is probable that Rhodesiawill be the
next to fall. Andthen beleaguered south Africawill be the only outpost against
communism onthe antinent, left withou friends, withou aid, and withou hope; how
long will it remain free?

{NOTE: South Africaislost now, too. - JP - transcriber}



The picturein europeis hardly brighter. Englandis destitute and decalent, the
victim of decades of socialism foisted uponit by limousine liberals and rule-or-ruin
union leaders.

In France the Communists now have the murtry's scondlargest padliti cd party
and through a @aliti on with ather socidist parties, could come to powver at any time.

The same situation prevailsin Italy. Thanksto our inept pdlicies, the U.S. Navy is
nolonger welcome in Greece. As aresult of the Soviet buildupand defaulting by U.s.
pali cy-makers, the Mediterranean is now thoroughly dominated by the Russian Navy.

What can ore say about the Middle East? It isaridde wrapped in amystery
inside an enigma. It isapail of snakes and abucket of worms. God knaows how it
will al end. But, orethisiscetain: The Middle Easeisatime bomb ticking away,
and the United Statesis arming both Israd and the Arabs with the world's most
sophisticaed wegors.

Henry Kisgnger's Midd e East peace plan call s for 200 Americans to staff three
eledronic warning stations located in the Sinai desert between the Arabs and Isradis.
Could there be abetter way to get usinvolved in aMideast War? What happens if
one side or the other attacks and kill sthase Americans? Or what if one side wipes out
atown o agarrison onthe other side -- andthe U.S. is blamed for nat aerting the
victims? Doesit al sound too much like the Tonkin Gulf incident, which was used to
ram through a House Resolution authorizing our involvement in Vietnam?

Thereis one continent where the ommunists suffered defeas during the past eight
yeas. South America In bah Brazil and Chile, openly Marxist rulers were tossed
out and replaced by anti-Communists. Y ouwould think that America's leaders would
be thankful; instead, Henry the K has criti cized the new governments far more harshly
than he did their Communist predecessors.

And aher courtries, looking to seewhat the might colosaus to the north will do
next, are avare that Kisgnger intends to legitimize the Castro regime and surrender
control of our Panama Canal to Panamanian dictator Torrijos, a Communist puppet.

Letting the Canal fall under anti-American daninationwill be the signal to other
South American courtries that they too hed better scramble to get the best ded they
can in the New World Order.

Take alook at the globe and you can seethe kettle of fish Henry has prepared for
us. The natura resources of the world and the sea lanes to transport them increasingly
are ontrolled by the Communists. The implicaions of the Suez Canal, the Panama
Canal, the Cape of GoodHope, the Indian Ocean, and the Mediterranean Seabeing
closed to U.S. shipping are enormous. And, the Soviets are going for the jugular.
when Argentina deddes that Athensis cgpitulating to Sparta and elects to take sides
with the goparent winner, the noase would be danched.

Operating behind the cloak of detente the Soviets are expanding their spheres of
interest and are devoting more and more of their resources to converting the
tedindogy we supgdy them into military goods and wegoors. At the same time, more



and more of our military budget is being spent on salaries and fancy padding, nat
wegpors research and devel opment.

{NOTE: Twenty-six years later. . . Yes, they are spending money on research and
development. The money goes to the multi-national corporations which are
devel oping the techndogy, and the government has goneinto partnership with them.

The military has purchased from their new partners, wegpors to contain the
popuations of the murtries, in arder to "maintain internal peace”, as dated in the
Arms Control and Disarmament Act. "Nort+lethal" weapors, they are called, to pu
down civil uprisings; conduct "urban warfare" should the unlikely situation arise that
citizens today would acually rise up and say "NO"; crowd control, and the
tedindogy to watch, tradk and listen to ou every move. It isn't too late. It just looks
that way. With Creaor/God All things are posshble. - Jadkie}

In retrospect, it may turn ou that the Vietnam War was the worst disaster ever to
befall the United States. The war could have been won -- or lost -- very quickly.
Even if we had dedded to tossin the towel in Vietnam, as the French dd before us,
the United States gill could have survived. But, to fight awar for twelve yeas --
pulling our purches all of the time -- and then to walk away, |etting the Communists
overrunthe courry, is unquestionably the worst of all poassble worlds.

Look what the "no-win" Vietnam war did to America Firgt, it badly dislocaed
our eanamy, triggering awave of inflation with far-reading consequences that are
till hurting us. More important, the Vietham War gave birth to and nutured the
"new morality" and the hippy subculture. It led milli ons of young personsto hate and
despise their country. In the long run, the dug-and-dropott culture spawned by the
Vietnam War may prove more damaging to the United States than an atom bomb
attack.

{Note: It has all been by design and has not damaged the United States, Inc. It has
damaged America and the American people. - JP}

Moreover, the war discredited, dscouraged, and demoralized ou military in away
that no defed onthe battlefield ever could. The ultimate caualty, howvever, may have
been America's conscience and spirit. Our will to resist Communism may have been
buried beneath the frustration d the Vietham war, while our dedicaionto the caise of
freadom is mesmerized by Kisgnger's sren song of detente.

At least thisiswhat Henry Kissnger and hs masters in the Shadow Government
hope has happened. If Americahas lost the will to resist, then our coll apse -- and the
triumph d Kisgnger's New World Order -- are inevitable.

To hasten the day when "Athens" is © wegk and " Sparta” so strong that resistance
isimpaossble, Henry the K has given the Communists the green light everywhere in
theworld. Andtheir progressduring the past eight yearsis nothing short of
phenomenal. Y et thanks to the doak of sil ence that is maintained aroundCommunist
advances by the massmedia, their gains have passed virtually unndiced by the
majority of Americans.



It is not enough that Henry Kissnger be retired as Seaetary of State, and all owed
to retrea to some lvy League datadel of ill ogic. Daily he beaomes more @ntroversial.
.. bu for all of thewrong reasons. Yes, heisarrogant. Heis deceptive. Heisan
egomaniac. Heisall the things that his pdliti cd critics sy heis. He will probably be
gone by January 1977,as the Shadow Government offers up hs departure to quet the
popuace But the Insiders will move heaven and eath to perpetuate his policies.

Getting rid of Kissnger isimportant, yes. But if heis replaced by just another
Rockefeller front man, the gesture will be meaningless In order to survive, America
must repud ate Kissnger's padli cies and restore its determination to remain free ad
independent. This means shutting off the transfer of money and techndogy to our
avowed enemies, re-establi shing our defensive capabiliti es, and encouraging other
nations in the nonrCommunist world to defend themselves.

Under the present game plan there is no reason fore the Communists { Zionists! -
JP} to abandontheir goals. why shoud they, when they are winning?

But Communism, for all its successes (mostly sporsored by "“our" government), is
very fragile. I1tsemnamy isnat self-sufficient and its stellitesare not loyal. If we
stopped rescuing Communism from its fail ures and propping upits dave system, the
Soviet Unionwould haveto pradice genuine peaceful coexistence. It would have to
stopits eff orts to conquer others, and turn inward to solve its own problems or face
some nasty revolts.

The road to true peace with freedom does nat liein dsarmament and detente, but
in strength and resolve.

The United States gayed onthat road duing the Seventeenth and Eighteenth
centuries, and aur palicies made us the hope and envy of the world. It isnot too late
to switch paths; it is not too late to tell Henry Kissinger and h's masters and mentors
in the Shadow Government that we want no part of their New World Order.

But we must start now. And the order to change diredions must come from you.

NOTE: Gary Allen, the aithor of this book,was a so the author of the dynamic None
Dare Call It Conspiracy. That bookwas pulished (or heavily promoted) by the John
Birch Society in the ealy 1970s. The JBSis one of thefirst and very powerful tods
of the Zionist machine. None Dare Call It Conspiracyis nolonger being
pullished/printed by the J.B.S. WHY? None Dare Call It Conspiracy isthe primer
for al of usto begin the journey toward truth. It isa dasdc, and becoming more and
more difficult to find. . .even in used bookstores.

The JBS. iswithou question their "controlled gppasition”. Gary Allen had a
parting of the ways with the JBS. andisnow deceased. | have no cetail s of either his
separation from the JBS, or the cause of his deah. May hispredous oul beresting in
the peace and love of our Heavenly Father, Creaor. He has eaned hiswings. Thank
you, Gary Allen. -- Jackie}
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