








of thermonuclear warfare today is re-
ne Soviets' agoption of a war-winning
icked by a commitment to basic scien-
ss as national economic policy. U.S.-
.ible response’” doctrine, as advocated
3. Schlesinger {1.). has rendered U.S.-
ibilities a bad joke. Above, the annual
y Day military parade; right, NATO
:r Haig discusses strategy with a Dutch
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such an immediate, massive
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Keegan and the U.S. Labor Party
collaborating with him in presepting
-weapon capability? The case of James
mger exemplifies the way in which pro-
L agents within the U.S. government
g msulutlons have created the present
ward war-losing capabiiities of
iNATO-USA forces.
erging margins ¢f potential Soviet war-
advantage flow, on their side, from an
is on basic sciertific progress
vely greater than those which had
or a decade in NATO and allied nations,
1 the developing of military capabilities
g lo a competeat dacirine. These
of potential Soviet advantage are en-
om the U.S.-NATO side by the ‘‘environ-
it movement, by the effects of sup-
IMF and World Bank policies’ effects on
‘ormation and world-trade ratios in the
st sector, and by a degradation in U.S.-
policy thinking and capabilities cor-
with the emergence of ‘‘flexible
e doctrines. While the relative trend in
in-depth capabilities is upward, and
by a competent doctrine, U.S.-NATO
are relatively downward and shaped by
mpetent doctrine, .
rend is luridly underscored by the “all-
er army.” Against ‘the crucial issue of
thermonuclear war, in-depth capabilities,
l-volunteer army"’ policy is exemplary of
toward no in-depth capabilities.
of no use to pretend that the condition of
i. Army is a precious military secret to be
from the Soviet command. USA once
neans “‘Useless Sons Accomodated.” The
ment program depends upon attracting
ghetto and white poor which a decaying
11 U.S. industrizl economy has. in effect,
1 toward the social-discard heap. The drug
m of U.S. forces is openly advertised on
blic streets of West Germany.
point is not that ghetto and white poor
! not be inducted into military service.
from the shocking effects of the prolonged
epression, which made so many poor youth
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capability becomes national economic policy.
The continuing capability of the USA to maintain
strategic parity with Soviet forces depends. in
fact, on just such a national economic policy.

Such a national economic policy repudiates
every policy with which Schlesinger has been
associated since the publication of his 1960 book.
Conversely, the maintenance of the zero-growth
policies which Schlesinger obsessively
advocales demands the self-consoling delusions
of “flexible response.’

It ought to be clear that the better the U.S.-
NATO forces succeed in developing a marginal
potential advantage for warfare fought ac-
cording to ‘‘flexible response' doctrines, the
more the Soviet commanders are obliged to nul-
lify that capability by adhering to the order of
warfare in which they have the marginal, in-
depth war-winning aivantage.

How is Schlesinger’s policy explained? Who,
really, is James R. Schlesinger? Who, better
ask, was Hervard's William Yandell Elliott?
Who is Henry A. Kissinger, who is Zbigniew
Brzezinski, who is Admiral Stansfield Turner?
What is the London Round Table? What is the
Royal Institute of International Affairs (RIIA)?
What is the London International Institute for
Strategic Studies (IISS)? What is a Rhodes
scholarship? What is Rothschild? What is
Warburg? What is Lehman Brothers? What is

Barings? What is Rupert Murdoch?

Schlesinger is. like Henry A. Kissinger. a
protégé of oligarchist Fritz Kraemer. He is
essentially an oligarchist, an agent of the Black
Maltese. of the British monarchy — he is an
agent of the i ce which has becn consistentiy
the chief adversary of the United States since the
American Revolutiorn. He is dedicated not to the

nations become aggregately & nexcinuving aus o
globally, eradicating the last vestiges of the
oligarchical power and policies then typified byl
the evil British monarchy. That is the United
States. and anyone who has sworn an oath to the

Constitution is obliged ejther-to- amgm“
policy or to resign Mis commission or’
office.

There is onc cu  :nt in the leadership of the
Soviet Union which is -committ2d to defining
economic and political agreement with us
according to those U.S. principles, of fostering
global scientific and technological progress at
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the expense of the evil typified by the British
monarchy. It is our vital aational interest,
therefore, to act to strengthen the credibility of
that Soviet current with its own people, by
cooperating with that current according to such |
principles.

There are also other currents in the Soviet
leading strata, currents which define ‘‘socialist’
and the interests of the Soviet Union in the
Jacobin tradition of Danton, Marat,
Robespierre, Jeremy ‘Bentham, and Jean-
Jacques Rousseau., These currents are
intrinsically our ‘enemies, representing
ultimately the same oligarchical outlook as the
Black Maltese or the current crop of lunatics
controlling Peking, 'These include the
contemporary'‘‘Bukharinists’' and irrationalist
currents among hard-liners.

It happens that President Leonid Brezhnev has
concluded the policy we should desire of him, in
his May 1978 accords with'Chancellor Helmut
Schmidt. This was not an isolated occurrence.
Pope Paul VI contributed greatly to this
development, as had the Gaullists and President'
Giscard d'Estaing of France. Although the
Jap:nese-are not great enthusiasts of the Soviet
Union, they had also contributed crucially in
more ways than in negotiations concerning
Siberian development. Brezhnev embraced the
doctrine of the Great Design. and articulated
that policy repeatedly, during and after the.
“summit,"” in terms which correspond rationally
and fully with vital Soviet interests in internal
economic progress and general peace.

The term “‘Great Design'' in European usage
is immediately associated with the work of
Gottfried Leibniz and France's Henri IV. It is
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Continued from Page 4

also associated with Frederick 1i Hohenstaufen
of the Holy Roman Empire. and with the
ecumenical policies of Cardinal Nicholas of

Cusa. It was the pciicy which governed the
cooperation of French and Americans in the
American Revolution, including the organization
of the League of Armed Neutrality. It was the
basis for the alliance between Lincoln and Czar
Alexander 11

1t signifies, first of all, that under conditions
that nations cooperate economically to bring the
world under the domination of a policy of forced
scientific and technological development, that
the mutual benefits accruing to each
participating nation are a greater increase of
gross and per-capita wealth among each nation
than each nation could accomplish by itself. This
benefit becomes the actively expressed vital
interest of those nations, a commonality of
interest in cooperation which binds them to
political cooperation in serving a common global
purpose.

This policy is pursued with the knowledge that
more than merely a commonality of material
interests is fostered. By creating a climate
among peoples determined by forced scientific
and technological progress. the emphasis thus
placed upon the development of the creative-
mental-potentialities of the individual. and upon
the realization of the benefits of the individual's

. powers of innovation, create within individuals

. and in relations among individuals and nations

. those moral commitments and qualities which

- we associate with humanist republics,

- It is the United States’ most vital interest to
pursue such a policy. if necessary, resorting to
war to remove stubborn obstacles to its

- realization.

The British have an opposite policy. During the
20th century, this policy is associated with a
specific doctrine known as geopolitics. That

. doctrine was developed by a team of Lord

. Milner, the Webbs, Halford Mackinder, and
others, and is the same doctrine articulated by
Major-General Professor Karl Haushofer and by
Haushofer's protégé, Adolf Hitler. The two world
wars of this century have been caused by British

- efforts to implement that geopolitical doctrine.

- The threat of World War IIl, in which China
replaces Germany in British strategic schemes,
arises solely from the influence of that doctrine

- over U.S. policy-making, and for no other_

- reason.
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household and semiautonomous state of Bavaria
were and had been British clients. '

1t was Prince Rupprecht and Haushofer who
initiated the Hitler project in concert with
British intelligence. It was the Warburgs and
inside circles of British intelligence. including
the Churchill circles, who ordered Hitler piaced
in the Chancellory, and $.G. Warburg, Schacht's
patron, which dictated Hitler's 1933-1936 policies,
the policies which led to the rest.

It was British circles which blocked the
French from moving into the Rhineland in 1936,
which saved Hitler from being overthrown in a
1938 Generals' Plot on the eve of the
Czechoslovak occupation, and which ran the
Western Front as a '‘phony war"' until it became
clear that Hitler could not, or would not. restrain
his generals from moving westward before
considering moving eastward.

It was Hitler's Chancellory which halted
Guderian's. tanks, permitting ‘the Dunkirk :
evacuation. It was Hitler who saved England |
from German conquest by ordering Goering's

“terror bombing" of London, and Hitler who ?
went east without eliminating the British base in #
his western rear. It was Nazi Germany which
declined to occupy the island of Malta, an
inexplicable act strategically, but not
astonishing if one knows the pedigree of Hitler |
and his inner circle. There was nothihg absurd,
excepting a’ matter of timing, in Rudolf Hess's
flight to Scotland. This was undoubtedly ordered
by Hitler. Nor is it surprising that the British
should have brainwashed Hess, nor that Hess
was not executed, but rather condemned to
become the lone last prisoner in his prisen.

Nor is it astonishing that Stalin refused to
believe British warnings of an impending
Wehrmacht assault, The assault was initially
effective because Stalin correctly considered it
strategically lunatic of Hitler to move eastward
before eliminating Britain. Stalin also assumed
wrongly, but for eminently sound reasons, that
Churchill was disposed to attempt to provoke a
premature war between the Soviet Union and
Germany as a desperate gamble to save
England. Stalin's error was in failing to
understand what Hitler actuaily was, and
consequently failing to understand the
imminence of an assault that would have been
utter Wehrmacht lunacy had Soviet forces been
deployed according to the preestablished order
of warfare for such a contingency.

Itis a matter of record that President Franklin
Roosevelt moved against Churchill from the

ly to our wzll

~ We shall continue to prepare to fight war,
and shall increase the effectiveness of our for-
ces and their weapons, until that final battle
against oligarchism is either fought or until the
last oligarchist 8overnment submits pea: ~e!u1-

wevfgamons w2 n e

Most of the academic argument employed by
apologists for geopolitical doctrines is really
mumbo-jumbo for the edification of the foolishly
credulous. The trué basis for the damnable
doctrine is ‘really quite simple. Since: the
formation of the League of Armed Neutrality in
1780, ithe - British monarchy's principal,
continuing fear has been that an alllance of
economic _cooperation. ‘hased on fostering
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outset of World War 11 on this same issue.
Sabotage from within the U.S. government and

. wwer!ul policy institutions blocked Roosevelt to

a significant degree. The Byrnes nomination of
his protégé, Harry S. Truman, to the vice-
presidential nomination for the 1944 election laid
the seeds for future disaster, as. shortly after his

. inguguration Roosevelt died, leaving the Byrnes
dupe in the White House. Churchill’s “Cold War"' | _ .7 .00

interests in respect to realizati
interests, London has predommm
U.S. Soviet policy. We are in thal

a ‘'dumb giant'' serving the Brit
as Lord Miiner prescribed at th
century.

There have been important ex
The Eisenhower Atoms-for-Peat
Administration’s Rogers Plan ;
an important thrust in correspot
vital interests. The 1972 Nix
Brezhnev is potentially a

‘addition to that list. Until we fy

matters as the Bronfman-ba
entity, and its links to
assassination, we must leave oy
the question whether Kenne:
moved into a direction parailelj
and Nixon’s.

The realities of history,
. between nations which should
one another at that time, warn
* cheerful presumption that a pro
Great Design policy, would g
U.S. ‘war with the Sovie
"‘Bukharinites” in.the Soviet
nation’s deadly enemies, degr
in a Jacobin guise. If that forc
power in the Soviet Union, relar

powers would become most diff

‘However, if we adopt a polic
the Great Design. and deve
capabilities in accordance with
flowing from dirigist policies
technological progress, we ha'
provides us with the most eff
action in any eventuality.
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George Washington was a
John Quincy Adams did th
beyond the knowledge of mo
service, as Secretary of State,
-as the de facto President of
from behind the scenes, aft
Delano Roosevelt was a power
some great moments, includi
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“that bastard.” However,
President to match Abrahan
flanked by such great figures
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presidency.
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