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:hinery and plant. The Soviet ,relative 
antage in passive civil defense is coordinate 
1 Soviet geography, However, it is not merely 
graphy, Since the 19205. Soviet economic and 
itary policy hal'e been substantially 
rdinate in exploiting the passive civil-defense 
~ntials of Soviet geography/This policy was 

to Soviet counter~ffen.lve capabilities 
ing Werld War 1.1. and has been ,pursued 
seQuently with thermonuclear war in view, . 
passive civil-defense capibility would have 

le built into the infrastructure of the U.S" 
)Iving capital-formation ratios exceeding 
thing in our national experience, even were 
target date for accomplishment in the order 
a decade ahead. Available. short·term 
uures would provide only marginal benefits. 
he only polley route for effective civil defense 
the .United States is active civil defense. 
IMs and related weapons must be neulralized 
Hight. Such weapons cannot. generally. be· 

unqualified for military service during World 
War II. the assimilation of the poor into the U,S. 
forces. together with other young citizens. had a 
beneficial. upward-leveling effect upon the poor. 
The problem is not that the army is recruiting 
from the poor. but that it is recruiting largely 
from the poor, to the point that It Ii tending to 
become a drug·ridden ghetto. . 

At best, an -"all-volunteer" military force 
converges on becoming a'mercenary force. arid ,. 
reflects this condition in developing ollprchist 
military doctrines and capabilities. I 

The issue of active civil defense llIustra'tes the· 
way in which Schlesinger's antiscience pOlicies. 
his zero-growth policies agree precisely with his 
"flexible response" and relate~ military 
policies. It the reality of thermonuclear war is 
faced. then active civil defense becomes of the 
highest priority. The sort of broadly based 
scientific research and development efforts 
which produces a by·product beam-weapons 

,principle 'with other nations dedicated to that . 
same principle. It, was our desire that such· 
nation. become lureaately a h.elJemOniC fO. rce \ 
i1QbaJI'ili.atlftl:. tbala.t ,vestfael of the,: 
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vital interests of the United States. but to 
shaping the configuration of world and national 
developments to the purpose of securing world 
dictatorship - over as much of the world as 
survives war - by the oligarchist, Black Maltese 
forces, 

Consider the doctrine which General Maxwell 
Taylor brought back from his reeducation by the 
British, the policy which was presumed to show 
new ways to victory through such adventures on 
the aeopoiitical rim as Vietnam. Was Taylor an 
American or British? .In policy, he was British. 
not American, What of the policy which the 
Coullcil on Foreign Relations employed Gordon 
Dean to ahostwrite for Henr-y A. Kissinger? 
That, too, was British doctrine. written on beha If 
of a British-trained agent returned from 
brainwashing at the Tavistock Institute. after a 
stint under British, anti·American agent William 
Yandell Elliott at Harvard. 

Once the whole matter is viewed from the 
vantage point of ··American Federalist-Whig 
military and economic policies. with knowledge 
of oligarchical policies. the true loya Ities of such 
wretched' creatures as Kissin~er, Schlesinger. 
Daniel ElIsberg, et al. become clear: 
\ 

Britisb Geopolitici 

The adversary relationship between the USA 
and Soviet Union does not exist· because we 
examined· our most vital interests and so 
discovered the Soviet Union to be,an adversary 
of those interests. Exactly the opposite. Since 
foolish, peppery Harry S. Truman and his anglo· 
phi Ie "Svengali," Jimmy Byrnes. we have 
started from Winston Churchill's axiomatic 
assertion that the Soviet Union is inherently our 
adversary - because Churchill told us so - and 
have defined our interest as that which does 
injury to the Soviet Union. We are prepared to do / 
battle "rith the Sovi,et Union, because that is the I, 
way in which our British masters have arranged ~. 
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nited S tel was loun as a i n 

dedicat " ertilg 0 sc entific an 
tec;hnolollical proaress domestically. and, in 
foreilJll policy, to ,seeking a, community of 



of thermonuclear wartare loday IS re­
~e Sov;ets' aooptlon of a war-wi~ning 

\cked by a commitment to basic scien­
ss as nalional economic policy. U.S.' 
,ible response'" doctrine, as advocated 
1. Schlesinger (I.). has rendered U.S.' 
,b,lilies a bad joke. Above, the annual 
y Day military parade: right. NATO 
ir Haig discusses strategy with a DutCh 

the ground prior to deployment; th-ey 
,eutraliled h\ flight. Counter missiles 
rihute marginally to this end. but 
.unlcrmis5ile measures are available 
tacker. The development of beam 
s the only reliable centerpiece for a 
: active civil,defense poli f in siKht: 
,ons are fe~sible in terms of existing or 
Iy creatable physl'cs, and provide the 
1::1 iveness required. 
hen. did BritiSh intelligence mSS) 
such an immediate, massive 
nal slander-campaign against Majol'­
Keegan and the U.S. Labor Party 
collaborating with him in presepiing 

·we,1pon capability? The case of James 
Inger exemplifies the way in which pro­
,t agents within the U.S. government 
, institutio~s hav~ created the present 
lward war·losing capabiiities of 
INATO-USA forces. 

nations become aRgregalelY tl II~KC;IIIVIU'" ........... 
globally. eradicllting 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· 
Conslitution is obliged ei.1b~·" . . 
po"cj' or co re.~fgn /lis commiYsfim 
ofiicr.. 

There is une Cl. ~nt in the leadership of the 
Soviet. Union which is 'committ,~d to defining 
economic and political agreement with us 
according to those U.S. principles, of fostering 
global scientific and technological progress at 

;er~in~ margins d potential Soviet war­
advantage flow, on their side. {rom an 
is on basic scienific progress 
vely ~renter than those which had 
'lr a decade in NATO and alli'ed nations. 
, the developing of military capabilities 
.g to a competent doctrine. These 
of potential Soviet advantage are en­
orn 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· 
it sector. and by a degradation in U,S.­
policy thinking ~d capabilities cor· 

with the emergence of "Ilexible 
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·cruclal issue of 
:hermonuclear war..in-depth capabilities, 
I·volunteer army" policy is exemplary of 
·IOW.1rd no in-depth capabilities. 
of no use to pretend that the condition of 
;. Army is a nrecious 'military secret to be 

from the Soviet Command. USA once 
'Tleans "Useless Sons Accomodated." The 
ment program depends upon attracting 
ghetto and white poor which a decaying 
II U.S. industri;;1 economy has. in effect. 
I toward the social-discard heap. The drug 
m of u.s. forces ;s openly advertised on 
blic streets of West Germany. 
point is not that Rhetto and white poor 

I not he inducted into military service. 
from the shocking effects of the prolonged 
epression. which made so many poor youth 

capabilily becomes national economic policy. 
The continuing canabilit.y of the USA to maintain 
strategic parity with Soviet forces depends. 'n 
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 ror warfare f6ught ac· 
cordlnll 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·winninK a';~::lOtage. . 

How is Schlesinger's policy explained? Who. 
really. is James R. Sc'hleslnger? Who. better 
,ask, was Harvard'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 (RIlA)? 
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. Kissing~r. a 
prot~ge of oligarchist Fritz Kraemer. He is 
es~:entially an oligarchist. an a~l'nt of the Black 
Maltese. 'If th~ British monar';hy - he is ;)n 
agent of the it l:C which r,BS betn consistently 
the chief adversary of the United ~:ate~ sln::e the 
American Revolution. He is dedicated not to the 

;/
 
I

the expense of the evil typified by the Bnt.sh \ 
monarchy. It is our ~ital national interest. 

l
therefon', to act to strengthen the credibility of 
that Soviet current willi its own people, by 
cooperating with that current according to such " 
principles. 

There arc 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 oliKarchical outlook as the 
Black Maltese or the current crop of lunatics 
controlling Peking. 'These include the 
contemporary'''Bukharinists'' and irrationalist 
currents amonll hard·liners. I 

It happens tllat President Leonid Brezhnev has 
concluded the policy we should desire of him. in 
his May 1978 accords with' Chancellor Helmut 
Schmidt. This was not in Isolated occiJrrence. 
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 
.'conom ic progress and genera Ipea ce. 

The term "Great Design" in European usage 
is immediately associated with the work of 
Gottfried Leibniz and France's Henri IV. It is 

Continued on Page 5. coJ. I 
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also associated with Frederick II Hohenstaufen 
of the Holy Roman Empire. and with the 
ecumenical policies of Cardinal Nicholas of 
Cusa, It was the pc:icy 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 II. 

It 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-eapita weollth among each nation. 
than each nation could accomplish by itself. This 
benefit becomes the actively expressed vital 
fnterest 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 knowledle that 
more than merely a commonality of material 
interests is lo.tered. By creating a climate 
among peoples determined by forced scientilic. 
and technololica! progress, the emph8lia thus 
placed upon the development of the creative· 
tnentalllOtentialities of the individual. and upon 
the realization of the benefits of the individual'a 

, powers of innovation, create within individuals 
, and in relations amonl individuals and nationa 
, those moral commitments and qualities which 
· we associate with humanist republics, 

. It is the United States' most vital interest to 
pursue such a policy. jf 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 tea m 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 prot~ge, 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 III, in which China 
replace. Germany in British strategic schemes. 
arises solely from the innuence of that doctrine 

'nver U,S, policy·making, and for no other 
· reason. 

Most of the academic argument employed by 
apologists for geopolitical doctrines is really 
mumbo·jumbo for the edification of the foolishly 
credulous. The true basis for the damnable' 
doctrine is' really' Quite simple.. Since, the 
formation of the League of Armed Neutrality in 
1780,. \the 'British monarch)". principal. 
CAA,JlluiJll,lear has been that an amance of 
.econoiirlit:.\'coooeration. 'hased on fo~tp.rin" 

were and had been British clients. I 

It was Prince Rupprecht and Haushofer who 
initiated the Hitler project in concert with 
British intelligence, [t was the, Warburgs and 
inside circles of British intelligence, including 
the Churchill circles. who ordered Hitler placed 
in the Chancellory, and S,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 Irom moving into tile Rhineland in 1936, 
which saved Hitler from heing overthrown in a 
J938 Generals' Plot on the eve of the 
Czechoslovak occllpation, 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 

interests. LondOn has predominai 
U:S, Soviet policy, We are in tha( 
a "dumb giant" serving the Brit 
as Lord Milner prescribed at thl 
century. 

There have been important ex 
The Eisenhower Atoms-for·Peat 
Administration's Rogers Plan; 
an Important thrust in correspol 
vital interests. The 1972 Ni" 
Brezhnev is potentiallY a \ 

'addition to that list. Until we lu 
matte~-s as the Bron(man-ba 
entity, and its links to 
assassination. we must leave DC 
the Question whether Kennel 
moved into a direction parailelil 

considerinl! moving eastward. -, and Nixon's. 
It was Hitler's Chanc:lI~ry ,which hal~ed 'I The realities of history, 

Guderian's, tanks, permlttrng the Dunklrk~; between nations which should 
evacuation. It was Hitler who saved England [: one another at that time. warn 
from German conquest by ordering Goering's f: cheerful presumption that a prO! 
"terror bombing'" of London, and Hitler who i Great Design policy, would III 
went east without eliminating the Br\tish base in I U.S, war with the Sovie 
his western rear. It was Nazi Germany WhiCh1 "Bukharlnites" in .the Soviet 
declined to OcCUpy the island of Malta, an 
inexplicable act strategically, but not 
IStonishing ff one knows the pediaree of Hitler· 
and his inner cfrcle. There waa nothing abaurd, 
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 Hell, nor that Hess 
was not executed, but rather condemned to 
become the, lone last prisoner in his prison,. 

Nor is it astonishing that Stalin refused to 
believe British warnings of an Impending 
Wehrmachtassault. 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 actually 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, 

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

lUe s,loal" continue to prenare to fiaht war, 
'" I II lye'

and shall increase the effectiveness of ou!" for­
cesand their weapons, until that final, battle 
aaa/nst oliaarchismis eitherfought or until the 
.' e'last oligarch/st government submits pea·ceful­
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'outset of World War II on this same issue. 
Sabotage from within the U.S. government and 

'\'h'werful policy institutions blocked Roosevelt to 
a significant degree, The Byrnes nomination of 
his protege, Harry S. Truman, to the vice· 
presidential nomination for the 1944 election lal.d 
theseeds forfuture disas~er, aa, s~ortly after hiS 
inauluration Roosevelt dIed, lea.vl~g..the Byrne,~ 
dUDe in the White House Churchill 5 Cold War._•• _••_~... .u"...._ •.••;; 

nation's deadly enemies, degrt 
in a Jacobln luise. If that forc 
power in the Soviet Union, relal 

.powers would become most din 
". "However, if we adopt a polk 
the Great Design, and deve 
capabilities in accordance with 
flowing from dirigist policies 
technological progress. we ha' 
provides us with the most elf 
action in anyeventu,ality. 
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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 
described Lord Mountbatter 
"that bastard," However. 
President to match Abraharr 
flanked by such great figures 
and William D. Kelley, 
approximation of Plato's 
"philosopher king" ever 
'presidency, ' 

Harassed by a rump Demo 
the control of outright traiton 
traitors, especially the New 
crews, within his Republica 

~:~~~f:~~f~~:~~~sd:lr~:~ 
'NilS a blow. Secretary of,.Wal 
the prosecution of the war in : 
was largely a saboteur. ·Bas 
on the Midwestern Whigs. aT

" Whig generals ,such as ,GI 
Lincoln sa ved the': na 
dirigist mobilization of In il 
a republican military liolil 
Whig fiscal and monetary m, 

Lincoln's accomplishment 
from without and massive t 
are but the predicates of h 
writings exhibit, Lincoln 
humanist, of an intellectul 
U.S. ,President since-- 1149 


