Whoever walks a mile full of false sympathy

walks to the funeral of the whole human race — D. H. Lawrence.
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In keeping with Instauration’s policy
of anonymity, communicants will only
be identified by the first three digits of
their zip code.

O In a large midwestern Internal Revenue
Service office a friend of mine was told by some
of the older hands that the reason they stayed
an the job with lesser pay was that they could
play Robin Hood. (Ordinarily a young agent
stays with the IRS a couple of years, gets good
training in tax law and procedure, and then
works for a private accounting or legal concern
at a much higher salary.} My friend was also
told that a large crop of Negroes, mostly Negro
women, have started in the IRS and, with the
passage of time, have gained seniority and are
filling the ranks of tax retum examiners. Many
of these women dislike whites and feel there is
a race war on. They also are socialists and are
against anybody who has been financially
successful. White people will increasingly be
having their returns checked by these Negroes,
who will give them a rough time. 606

) Norway is continuing down the road to total
socialism and the idea of ownerhip loses
ground every day. We will soon be even with
Yugoslavia where any business which employs
more than seven people is automatically taken
over by the state. The Right seems to have
nothing to affer the voter, whereas the Labor
Party and the radical Left give total security —
hospitals, old-age pensions, unemployment
benefits and tuition-free education. Whenever
the individual gets into difficulty, the state
steps in with money and support. The
responsibility for the weak, we are told, rests on
the shoulders of the strong, who are cheating
on taxes, swindling on currency fransiers and
setting up secret deposits in Switzerland. In
ten years the upper-middie class will be gone
and in its place we will have the highly paid
state employee who will have to find other
ways than tax evasion to maintain his standard
of living. What is interesting here, and in
Sweden, Denmark and even West Germany, is
how evenly the population is divided in the
Right and Left camps. Unlike the U.5.A. all of
these countries are so ciose to Eastern Europe
that it gives them something to think about. it’s
fairly easy to jump into a car and take a look at

the other side.
Norwegian subscriber

O Brown eyes will hardly ever see blue eyes,
and never the blue skies beyond the beyond.

00 1 was at the New Orleans Monetary
Conference. Most see an all-out inflation, a few
see milder inflation and still fewer think there
will be a horrendous depression. Some think
the Federal Reserve may save the American
banks. It cannot save the Eurodollar and the
inevitable bank crash in Europe may touch off a
snowball deflation.

606

0 Whatever | know has to be self-acquired. |
have learned absolutely nothing in college. 1
can assure you of that. In fact my knowledge
has suffered a decline. New York University and
Columbia are really both so homible that you
have to see them to believe them. You ask
yourself how you can possibly last for another

year,
100

J 1 was pleased to see under /nklings in the
September issue the commentary on "Unequal
Oppertunity.” As a federal employee, believe
me this has been a nemesis to those of us of the
Majority. At the federal installation where | am
employed, employees of the minority races
constitute more than half of the total number
of employees! This is at least twice the quota
justified — even on the basis of their
representation in the population of the
surrounding area. Hardly a week goes by that
we don’t all receive a memo as to how we are to
work hard to reach all the lofty goals of the EEO
programs in effect or promulgated by the
liberal bureaucratic minions in Washington. As
a result of these programs, our operational
standards continue their slide downhill and are
not too far from the bottom at this time. Based
on the amount of work or production this
perceniage of employees turns out, they have
come o be known callectively as “welfare

employees.”
962

0O & read The Camp of the Saints and must say
Raspail is in about the same literary class as
Ayn Rand. The ideas are good, the plot is
cempelling, but he simply cannot create
characters. It is like Paul Bunyan, where one
character is called Morality, another Truth, and
so forth. Such books are tracts and they only
move people who share their ideologies.
Something is wrong when you can’t make a
good novel aut of a book with material like The
Camp of the Saints. H. G. Wells did a much
better job for the other side.

U Rousas |. Rushdoony points out in The Myth
Of Over-population that the Negro population
increased at its slowest raie between 1879 and
1933. He also points out that the Negro
increased at a faster rate while he was a slave
and from 1933 to the present day. From 1879 to
1933 there was a remarkable decline in the ratio
of Negroes to Whites. But between 1933 and
196G the Negro-White ratio has moved up to
what it was in 1860. In other words, the Negro
population is growing at a faster rate today than
the White population because the economic
environment is more favorable for Negro
growth than it is for White growth. The
economic envirgnment, |1 might add, is also
more favorable for the worst elements of the
Negro population than it is for the best
elements of either the Negro or White races.
What was the economic climate between 1879
and 1933 which made it so hard for the Negro
population to increase? The Negro was free, but
this was not to his advantage as far as his
proliferation was concerned. Whites were no
longer obligated to take care of him, and this
was to his disadvantage. From 1933 to the
present time, whites have been taking care of
Negroes through the government. In 1933, the
United States went off the gold standard. Until
this happened the government had no real
means by which it could take care of the Negro.
Our government, under the type of monetary
system which we have today, has no monetary .
fears. Therefore it does not have to worry about
cost. (It has only to worry about votes. Pretty
soon it is going to have to worry about revolt.)
It can do whatever it wants to do because it
pays its bills by just printing the money like a
counterfeiter. The lack of monetary restraint on
the part of the federal government is the basic
reason for political and racial corruption.
712

£1 i Adolf Hitler had “got” the jews, we would
not be today moving in the direction of the
Third World War.

901

0 Men of significant genius will not go
crawling after the strictures of repetitious
editorial mentality. (Read Mark Twain on these
impossible politicians in media.) Editors are
boys-oi-the-time, more interested in crime,
sensation, gossip, finance, office prostitutional
values, ideology and “power.” Their eye is
nonsympathetic to the music and perfume of
culture, nansympathetic to the magnitudes of
grand civilization. Whatever excuse they give,
they are rats for a ducat.
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O 1 note with some disappointment the fact
that a conservative Christian political
organization has stopped promoting The
Dispossessed Majority. Being a somewhat more
or less Christian fundamentalist myself, i can
sympathize with anyone's dislike of the parts of
the work which refer to certain books of the
Bible as being “myths,” and which make
occasional gratuitous, sideswiping attacks on
the authenticity of the scriptures. | have noted
a similar tendency on the part of Instauration
from time to time. For this reason it is with
some ftrepidation and certain pangs of
conscience that I, as a believer, widely
promote The Dispossessed Majority. |, for one,
would not want to promote any work that
serves to undercut any given person's belief in
the divinity of Christ as well as any of the other
basic tenents and teachings of the Christian
faith. Nevertheless, there are certain
considerations which | believe that any
Christian who is a Majority activist should bear
inmind: (1) The book is not a theological work,
To alarge degree it is simply one man’s opinion
and an exposition of his view of the worid. We
will, each and every one of us, look in vain for a
work dealing with the subject matter that The
Dispossessed Majority and Instauration deal
with that we can agree with in toto; (2} The
author of The Dispossessed Majority (and the
editor of Instauration) certainly does not take
and promote a stridently anti-Christian
viewpoint. i1t should be remembered that he did
publish in Instauration [(March 1976] a
thoughtiul article by a theology student on the
Majority’s plight which every thoughtful
Christian should read. Wilmot Robertson
cerfainly seems to be open-minded on these
matters in the best sense of the term; (3) We
should consider the fact that much of what is
being taught in the institutions of higher
education today encourages a much more
openly and preniciously hostile view of our
faith as well as our culture and civilization than
anything that Wilmot Robertson has ever
expressly or implicitly said about our religious
precepts in any of his publications. it should
now be cbvious to every observant believing
Christian that our whole future as a people and
as a nation is in immediate danger. The
Dispossessed Majority is to my knowledge the
only book of its kind which works to even
partiaily undo the suicidal effects of the self-
hating indoctrination and propaganda
~constantly being drummed into the minds of
the Majority young today by the academic
community and the news and information
media. We should understand that the effect
that any book is going to have on the religious
views of any given individual is going to
depend upon the pre-existing strength of his
religious convictions and upon his own powers
of discernment. When the levee is about to
burst you do not greatly concem yourself with
the religious beliefs and affiliations of someone
who is handing you a sandbag.

723

[J Now, I have no doubt that the Morgans and
Rockefeliers cooperated with the Warburgs and
Kuhn Loebs in their money-making operations
and in the creation of the federal reserve bank.
However, they remain non-Jews, and must
realize that in the end they are Jikely fo be
thrown overboard. Race is fundamental.
Therefore, 1 should not be surprised if these
archenemies of ours did not turn out eventually
to be some sort of allies.

0a1

[ The pound continues to fall. 1 am delighted.
Let the roften building crumble. Then we shalf
see,

English correspondent

] bo bear in mind that | give you ful! leave to
modify my articles and other contributions as
you see fit. What matters to me is getting the
message across: “Not |, not 1, but the wind that
blows through me, /A strong wind is blowing
the new direction of time” (D. H. Lawrence).

European correspondent

O How come Bemhard of the Nethetlands, the
Bilderberger, whose position might have
seemed unassailable, is openly attacked in the
media? | tell you that if he had not been marked
down for denigration by the real power behind
the scenes, not a word of criticism would have
been published against him. | suspect that his
partial disgrace is part of the same process
whereby persons representing the traditional
leadership in countries all over the world [e.g.,
Nixon, Tanaka, Haife Selassie, Bernhard) have
been deliberately discredited as part of a

destabilization plan.
L74

[0 Charies Ives, who was written about in the
September issue, is no longer little known. In
fact, Leonard Bernstein, in his efforts to be an
“Ametican,” has recorded quite a bit of his
symphonic music. ) have leamned to stay away
from Lenny’'s overcooked performances, so |
can‘t judge whether his usual culturai distortion
is shown here. Ives’ symphanies are too densely
orchestrated for my taste, but the chamber
music is good.

200

O The article “Flag for the Cardinai” was
excellent. | am glad to see [nstauration
recognizing that the long-ferm issue is
population quality. Our aims are more than an
instauration itself. As Raymond Cattell says,
evolution is morality or, as Nietzsche puts it,
our job is to build the house for the superman.
Concern over the quality of the Majority is our
top concem. The major block is in the minds of
men who have been deluded into thinking
environmentalism is “moral.” )
18

£ 1 read the [nstauvration article “The Crisis in
Modern Physics” several times and still don't
know what the author is saying. | found the
article confusing, contradictory and with no
value as to enlightenment or propaganda.
Frankly, it does not show much knowledge of
physics or philosophy or rather the bits and
pieces have not been put together into a
coherent whole. It reminds me of the disaster
movies, which express the audience’s vague
fears that things are falling apart, that a “crisis”
is imminent, but the bogeyman is not identified
nor is the particular disaster made explicit. The
condemnation of “mathematitis” is like doctors
giving a disease a name but not identifying the
cause or cure. I is a “crisis,” but what's to be
done? | realize that the article must be
circumspect, rather than explicit, but such
subtiety is then only appreciated by the
cognoscenti. 201

5 1 intend to maintain the Viking heritage of
humor and cheer in the face of advenity. Do
one’s duty but be positive, go down shooting
and laughing if need bet @
1

) In the case of America | think that certain
things can and must be told. For instance, itis a
fact that there are almost no Englisk or
American philosophical schools. What is called
philosophy, from Hume and Stuart Mill to
Russell and Quine, is just a series of speculative
thoughts with the goal, explicit or not, of
making philosophy impossible. This gave birth
to positivism, utilitarianism and behaviorism. |
think that philosophical ideas are quite hard to
express in English because English (like French
in a way) is an analytical language, whereas
Gemman is synthetical. 1 strongly believe that
the analytic mind is responsible for much of our
contemporary misery. When you think
“analytically,” you reduce the whole to its
components. Therefore, you cannot
understand that the whole is always something
more than the addition of these components.
For traditional European thought and culture,
the state is something more than the addition
of the people; it has rights by itself {“raison
d€tat’}. In America the general hostility
towards the state (coming from Right and Left)
is directly connected to the idea that the
president is a man “like the others,” that the
state is nothing else than “the people.” Look at
Watergate! In France, Germany and faly,
Nixon would never have had to quit. There
would have been a bit of trouble in the media
and nothing more. Europeans consider,
consciously or not, that a chief of state has
rights to do things that the common people
cannot do. Other consequences of analytical
thought are materialism; the idea that money
has value by itself; that ecomomy govems
society; that the essence of politics is morality;
that man “progresses” (the American optimism
that becomes “catastrophism” when deceived);
that military virtues are only good for the
military; that the “pursuit of happiness” is a
urisht.u

French subscriber

0 I have discovered the absolute impossibility
of being able to get anything “anti-Einstein”
into print, both in this country and in Germany
or Britain,

073

O | wonder if the Greek tragedy farce that
came to an end November 2 is not the end of
the beginning, and the beginning of the end. it
does seem to me that the social, economic and
political forces that were unleashed in 1913 and
accelerated in 1932 and reaccelerated in 1960
have now become uncontrollable by mere
men. Perhaps our enemy thinks he can ride the
tiger and control it. In a country like America, |
think he cannot.

875

1 it seems to me inevitable that after our
enemies have “made progress towards majority
rule in southern Africa,” they will turn their
attention to Australasia.

372

[ Seme months ago there was a controversy in
Instauration about long hair being a highly
visible racial divider. White minority memgers
with fuzzy, explosive or Medusa hairdos could
not possibly pretend to the same sgenes as the
Nordic or quasi-Nordic with his or her long,
flowing, straight, fine, light-colored hair. Let's
this dispute by quoting the Spartan
lawgiver, Lycurgus, who said move than 2,500
years ago, “Hairs to them which were fair, did
make them more fair, and to them that were
foul, they made them more ugly and dreadful.”
320



0O # man truly understands the principles of
freedom, liberty and independence, then he
also understands that his character must
include ethics, integrity, honor, honesty, pride
and loyalty, In other words, the more of these
characteristics men have, the more freedom,
liberty and independence they have. We just
cannot believe a country can be free or live in
true freedom and liberty if a group of men
{preachers and priests) spew forth dogmas, the
interpretation of which is changed to suit the
times. Man’'s real and final goal — total
freedom and liberty — can only be
accomplished by men of total morality of
character. 2

902

[0 Most rightwing people have an excessive
concem with material well-being, security and
comfort, to the detriment of any idealism,
adventure or spiritual aspirations. Spengler sees
this as a feature of an aging culture, rather than
a product of minotity brainwashing,

300

00 We still have great faith in our people of
Western heritage and culture. We know that if
they can use their inherited potential to think
and rationalize the issues and their possible
ends, they wili make the right decisions. But we
are not proposing that we go around with a silly
smile on our faces stating that because our
cause is just-right-moral we shall win. But
neither should our leaders be defeatists.

902

00 Re the “National Premise” article, why
bother to split up the country? Our people need
the room and, besides, messy border problems
would be created. Personally, I'd like an ocean
separating us from the minorities.

620

O When is someone going fo put the resources
together to form a Majority Institute. The Jews
have Hebrew University, the Muslims have a
place for “theirs.” We need to establish a
school which admits only the finest types out of
the subset of those of Northem European
descent.

727

0 Nations and nationalism are an invitation to
racial suicide. Let's get a worldwide Nordic
Union going. To head it up? Who else but the
onfy man extant with the guts, instincts,
intelligence and mystique to rouse us to a
higher than human level —  Alexander

Solzhenitsyn. 21

O in religious terms it is indeed permissible to
speak of the Judaeo-Christian tradition, but this
is misleading insofar as it implies an amalgam.
In fact, the two elements have always been in
oppasition, and the better adapted Christianity
has become to Wesiern conditions, the less
Judaic it has been in inspiration. The variows
outbreaks of revolutionary millennanianism in
European history, whether Wycliffe-Hussite,

, Levetler, French-Revolutionary or
Marxist, have all been ementially Judaic in
inspiration and have always had as their object
the destruction of European hierarchy. 10

[+

(1 In allowing hostility towards the Jews to
become an obsession we diminish ourselves.
Unattractive they certainly are, both physically
and mentally, but this shouid not prevent us
from trying to understand them. To begin with,
we should reject their claim to uniqueness.
Other groups on alien territory, whether
Amenian, Greek, Chinese or Marwari, have
similarly become mainly interested in money-
making and have ended by becoming parasitic
in that they wield economic power without
-vesponsibility, and revolutionary in that they
resent not obtaining the respect which
nomnaily goes with such economic power. The
case of the Jews is merely the most extreme of
these, but so extreme that it has become almost
different in kind rather than degree.

720

{1 Those who subscribe to leftwing ideclogies
are constantly incited against those social
groups which have traditionatlly held positions
of leadership. To the politics of envy is added
the consideration that it is wrong for an
identifiable group to hold power out of
proportion to its numbers and that in a colonial
situation where there are racial differences as
well, this power is doubly unjustifiable. Yet the
Jews constitute an identifiable group, largely
differentiated by their racial characteristics,
and wield power enomously out of proportion
to their numbers. In what way is it intrinsicaily
immoral to hold the opinion that the power of
the Jews ought to be diminishedi The fact that
lefiwingers become hysterical when such an
argument is presented and strive to crush its
proponents rather than answer it, invalidates
their claim to superior morality in their struggle
to rid society of any distinguishable classe
dirigeante. Far from defending the weak and
helpless, they are defending the rich and
poweriul, whose hired slanderers in the mass
media can make or break a person’s career.
Acquiescence with this state of aHairs is not
morality, but sheer cowardice, and the more
often we call it by its proper name, the sooner
we shall bring about a happier society.

451

] We here are furious at Henry Kissinger
coming here and, on his first fleeting visit,
trying to force his so-called solution to the
Rhodesian problem on lan Smith, a sclution
that can never, never work. | have a shrewd
idea that both Smith and Vorster, both of
whom | know, were well aware that it would
not work, arl that Smith accepted the package
deal with that in mind. Anyhow, | shall be most
surprived if the Geneva Conference results in
anything more than “back to square one.”
South African corespondent

O My own feeling is that at this stage in the
game it is better to “let 2 hundred Howers
boom” than insist on ideological purity and
preach a rigid doctrine, When you are behind,
late in the game, you throw away the book and
try anything that might work.

296

[1 Gradualism may hold less promise than
deliverance. By gradualizing Truth you dilute it
infinitely, hence amive back at a starting point
of vapid impossibility.

263

[0 Our enemies know that we respond to
handsome people of Northem European
ancestry, and they play upon this by presenting
us with political prostitutes like Mayor Lindsay
and media prostitetes too numerous to
mention. But handsome is as handsome does.
On a less esthetic level, President Ford and
limmy Carter are the latest visual attempt to
deceive the Majority with representative faces.
But their policies are those of our enemies, who
seek to lead us further into the morass of debt
and dependence. A wit once defined a Nordic
as blond like Hitler, tall like Goebbels and slim
fike Goering. | would be the last to argue that
their appearance was imelevant, but the joke
does carry a false implication. We should not
imagine that those who do not have all the
characteristics of the ideal type cannot
promiote its interests. As members of the
Westem Majority we may perhaps not closely
resemble the Nosdic aristocracies which time
and again have revived civilization, but
morality and esthetics are indivisible. We do
have a duty to prevent the extinction through
miscegenation of what we see to be beautiful.

669

£ As indicated by orders for my list of
rightwing organizations mentioned in your
“Stirings” column, Instauration readers are ten
times as responsive as the readers of any
American “conservative” journal

338

1 I am teaching (1 am not certain that is
actually what | am doing) a course called
Sociology 1. | got my M.A. in the social
sciences but did my best to avoid sociology.
Predictably, that is what | end up teaching.
Hell, | figure I'm something of an expert on

social problems. Fve created a many.
722

0O Liked the piece on the Jewish women. Made
some copies of that one for a couple of
professors. Heard some Jewish lady speak
about “women'’s lib” at my old college this
week, Raised some of the points you made in
your article, Needless to say, it brought forth
the expected tantrum. Political shrews, that's

what they are,
052

0 About to be ushered into the office of the
Chief Executive is a peanut expert whose
enunciation 1 can't readily understand, having
replaced another individuai who recently
pronounced, to an Itzlian-American audience,
the word “Italian” as “Eye-tal-yan.” Do such
things seem trifling? Beware. They are not. |
haven’t been so terified of hearing a President
speak since Dwight Eisenhower proneunced
“venerable” as “venereal.” Nobody seemed to
notice it.

901

[ 1 sometimes slip into the silly Nordic death
trap of “fairmess” and “gbjectivity,” but | am
now (and have been for some time} able to
snap out of this at will and revert to a survival
mindset. The faimess instinct is our worst
enemy and should be recognized and talked
over among us and controlled at will. It should

be tumed oif when dealing with outsiders.
129



Majority Renegade Of The Year

John Wesley Dean 111
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Seventy-two percent of those who have responded so far to
{nstauration’s request for nominations for the Majority member who had
done most to betray his pecple in 1976 chose John Dean. Since
norminations will probably be straggling in for the next few weeks, we
will wait untif the February issue to give the final count.

John Wesley Dean i1, a young, ambiticus lawyer, fresh
out of Georgetown University, started off his career by
getting fired for unethical conduct from the first law firm
that hired him. But having married the daughter of the
later Senator Thomas Hennings of Missouri, he had little
trouble finding employment with the government — first
in the House Judiciary Committee and later in the
Department of |ustice, where he was assigned to the
overblown and overpromised crime prevention campaign
of the Nixon administration. As a result of his work, which
did less than nothing to reduce crime, he was chosen by
Haldeman to serve as Counsel to the President at the age
of thirty-one. In his thousand-day stint at this job, his
sycophantic attendance on Nixon eventually gained him
the latter’s confidence. By the time Watergate came
along, Dean was the logical choice for chief coverupper.

It was John Dean who advised Liddy to seek a half
million dollars for the “intelligence operations” that led to
the break-in of the Democratic National Committee
office. It was John Dean who, after examining Hunt's
secret documents with rubber surgical gloves and after

having edited some of them, handed them over the FBI
Director, L. Patrick Gray, who later burned them. It was
John Dean who “borrowed” $4,850 from a $14,200 secret
slush fund to pay for his honeymoon with his second wife,
Mo. It was John Dean who rehearsed Jeb Magruder before
the latter went before the Grand Jury and committed
perjury. It was John Dean who helped transfer hush money
to Hunt, McCord and the Cubans. It was John Dean who
purloined a top secret document from the White House,
part of which later was blown up by the media into the
famous “enemies list.” 1t was john Dean who could not
thank Nixoen enough when the President praised him for
keeping the lid on Watergate. And it was John Dean who,
when the going got tough, secretly hired a Kennedy
Democrat lawyer named Charles Shaffer and then
proceeded to spill all the rotten Watergate beans to special
prosecutors Earl Silbert and Seymour Glanzer. While he
was singing his Judas song, Dean held on to his White
House job, carefully neglecting to tell Nixon, Mitchell,
Ehrlichman and Haldeman that the reason he was away
from his office so much was that he was busy
incriminating them.

Dean, it must be vouchsafed, is not the ordinary rat
fink, not the common garden variety of felon. He not only
participates in crimes; he organizes them and in keeping
with the classic role of the habile agent provocateur he
gets innocent people involved in them. More recently, to
show how expert he has become at his chosen profession,
he wrote an article for his new boss, Max Palevsky, the
rabid West Coast Zionist and centimillionaire publisher of
Rolling Stone, putting the finger on Earl Butz for telling
him a private joke on an airplane trip back from the
Republican Convention. And to earn further perks from
the liberal-minority coalition, Dean appeared before a
Congressional Committee at a strategically chasen
moment in the climactic days of the recent national
election to hint darkly that President Ford had tried to stop
the Senate investigation of Watergate.

well, Jjohn Dean has now brought down Nixon, Earl
Butz and he helped bring down Cerald Ford. As a principal
witness against Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Mitchell, he
testified against them so fully that they were easily
convicted and. are probably due for long terms in the
hoosegow. (Ehrlichman, for the sake of his conscience or
perhaps as a public relations stunt to obtain leniency,
voluntarily started serving his sentence a few months ago
before his appeal had run out.)

No doubt just before the appeals of Mitchell and Halde-

Continued On Page 16



Conversational Propaganda

Eleven Way To Bring

Your Enemies To Bay

Over A Vodka Gibson ¥

Generally speaking, our ideological mentors in
government {(both public and secret] have been content
with laying down the liberal-minority line, showing
disapproval of Majority attitudes and filing the names of
those who are too outspoken for action at a later date.
Lately, however, they have been trying to firm their grip
on what we say in private by reviving the age-old
technique of the agent provocateur, who sympathizes
with his interlocutor in order to draw him into making
some damaging statement, which is promptly relayed to
the proper authorities. The forced resignation of
Agriculture Secretary Butz for telling a private joke is
merely the latest of such cases.

Any doubts this writer had regarding the positive or
negative impact of conversational propaganda were
dispelled a few years ago when | had a long talk with two
people who had been active in Britain in putting over the
Arab viewpoint on Palestine. They used a wide variety of
techniques, many of them derived from a close study of
the methods of the B’nai B'rith. Among these were a
number of cocktail party ploys, which were so successful
that within a few months a large credibility gap had
opened in the massive Zionist public relations campaign.
The gap was widened by brave and active individuals in
several countries, with the result that the British press was
finally forced to let the public know something about the
Arab case. Just compare the press hysteria during the 1967
Israeli-Arab war {(which we were led to believe the Arabs
had started) with the more balanced reporting of the 1973

conflict. This was a considerable achievement, and was
brought about by relatively few pecple, some of them
previously employed in the U.S. State Department.

The most intriguing aspect of the anti-Zionist campaign
was the conversational one. Conversational openings and
answers were devised, together with accurate forecasts of
several stages of reply and counter-reply. In due course,
these statements came back to their originators in the
guise of other people’s opinions. The fact is that most
people deceive themselves into believing that all their
opinions are their own. They don’t like to think of
themselves as pet parrots, but their itch to conform is so
great that they tend to accept what they read, although
they are quite aware that little of which they have personal
knowledge is truthfully reported in the press. The proper
antidote to such self-deception is to realize that one is not
too biologically distinct from others of the same race, and
therefore not too psychologically different either.
Accordingly, it is very likely that a view which you
consider to be correct will also strike others as correct.
This thought should be a comfort whenever you feel
isolated. Similarly, when some point of view riles vou, it is
good to know that it was specifically designed to rile
people like you.

As | see it, the basic rules of the conversational game are
as follows:

T. Avoid discussing any touchy question with a member of a minority
group. Whether he realizes it or not, he is a ready-made informer
who will repeat what you say to others of his kind, until it sooner or
later reaches the ears of hostile propagandists. Minority groups are
like dark surfaces, which absorb light but do not reflect it. Only the
Maijority member, in his nafve way, automatically repeats what he
hears to minority listeners. The wisest thing to do is to avoid minority
members in any case, but if you find yourself in a situation where it is
natural to talk to them, confine your remarks to some neutral
subject. Above al, ask them about themselves, which is the best way
to chitchat without giving anything away. If they insist on discussing
some controversial topic, stonewall them. Say something
noncommittal and move away. Remember, you can never convert
them. They are what they are, and the more compeiiing your
arguments, the more annoved they will be.

2. A basic condition for civilized intercourse is a reasonable degree
of politeness. When we consider how often we find an offensive,
hard-sel! liberal abusing a Majority member for expressing
contraversial views, we realize how much the quality of our lives has
deteriorated. The Majority member realizes that if he makes the
obvious and truthful retort, he risks social and financial penalties for
himselif and his family. 50 he has to swaliow the insults. His mistake
was to let things go that far. If a minorityite aggressively attacks in
conversation, don’t answer him. Make his lack of manners the issue
and stick to it whatever he says. Perhaps the best method s to give
him the cold shaulder. {The British are past masters at this!) It is stiil
permissible to avoid the company of someone who breaks the
elementary rules of courtesy. Tharkfully, it wili be some time befare
our enemies are in a position to attack good manners.

3. If minorityites act in a friendly way towards you, reciprocate in a
friendly way. We are not trying to destroy them, whatever they may

Continued On Page 18



Majority versus minority anthropology

Morgan, White and Boas

Anthropology, which is the study of ethnicity and race,
is itself a creation of race. The present-day American
anthropologist who does not trace his spiritual ancestry
back to “Papa Franz” Boas cannot expect to win any
remunerative reputation in his field. He has to hang on to
the poorest job like a dog hangs on to a bone.
Nevertheless, though he seldom knows it, or cannot afford
to know it, there is another and entirely separate tradition
of anthropology, apart from the Boasian and academic
one, in which he can feel racially at home. The legitimate
and true ancestor of American cultural anthropology, and
the one who currently is paid the least respect in our
centers of higher learning, is Lewis Henry Morgan.

The first American anthropologists, who were Anglo-
Saxon observers of the Indian, saw before them only a
wide continent full of wonders. Untutored in academic
politics, they practiced the old but now discredited
method of describing what they saw.

Lewis Henry Morgan was not a professor. Of upstate
New York farm background, he had large, intelligent blue
eyes and blond hair and was fascinated by the Indians who
still lived in his region. A natural scholar, but, shunning an
academic career, he lived among and observed Indians
while earning his living at law. In every respect he became
the model of an important, successful and influential
patrician.

As for Morgan’s main intellectual accomplishments, he
wrote the first ethnographic monograph The League of the
Iroquois. Till then there had been no single book devoted
to a comprehensive and systematic study of one people.
Consequently, Morgan opened up an entirely new
dimension in anthropology. But there is much more.
Morgan was the person who singlehandedly invented the
descriptive science of kinship which has become a
cornerstone of European social anthropology and has
made inroads even in America. No modern ethnographic
study would be complete without a survey of kinship
organization, which is now recognized as the basis of
primitive social organization. Finally, Morgan wrote a
monumental study of the rise of human civilizations called
Ancient Society, which set forth for the first time the
fundamentals of social or technological materialism.

Morgan pleaded the cause of the dispossessed Indians
of New York State. Being a type of man decidedly higher
than Negroes, they now evoke a certain sympathy.
Morgan also theorized about a world utopia. But this was a
paradise of the remote future no more obnoxious than the
Christian heaven (which even in the South is conceived of
as a place where Negroes have a place). In his practical
political viewpoint Morgan was a Whig and conservative.
These considerations should, when Morgan is compared
with such a person as Franz Boas, obviate Friedrich Engels’

Lewis Henry Morgan

blanket description of Morgan as a forerunner of
communism.

Morgan was by no means a consistent political thinker.
He opposed the South and slavery for reasons that seem
strange today. He was against slavery mainly because its
continued existence and spread meant the further
existence and spread of Negroes. A Morgan biographer,
Carl Resek puts it this way:

During the debate in Congress over the Compromise of 1850,
Morgan expressed the not uncommon sentiment of Negrophobia,
based partially on the belief that the Negro was a separate species. He
urged Seward to limit the expansion of slavery because “it is time to
fix some limits to the reproduction of this black race among us. It is
limited in the north by the traits of the whites. The black population
has no independent vitality among us. In the south while the blacks
are property, there can be no assignable limit to their reproduction. |t
is too thin a race intellectually to be fit to propagate and | am
perfectly satisfied from reflection that the feeling towards this race is
one of hostility throughout the north. We have no respect for them
whatever.

Boas' Failings

Morgan’s works, written before those of Boas, were
greatly respected in America in his own time and continue
to be highly regarded in Europe. How then is it possible to
say, as is said continually by present-day academicians,

Continued On Page 18



Unburying The Truth

A firsthand report from an army officer who was there

John Greenway, Professor of Anthropology at the University of Colorado and a specialist in the history of American
Indians, has found thirteen errors on the first page of the introduction to Dee Brown's bestseller Bury My Hearl at
wounded Knee. He also has evidence that the author plagiarized two chapters of the book. As an antidote to this
barefaced tour de force of Redskin propaganda, we reprint a letter to the Cavalry Journal on April 5, 1938 by Colonel
Harry L. Hawthorne, who was awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor for his bravery at the Wounded Knee shoot-

out.

As a participant in the engagement at Wounded Knee
Creek, | will quote freely from a report made by me in 1931
to the Historical Division of the War Department. In this
engagement my station was on a low hill overlooking the
camp occupied by the Indians, and from which | could
view the disposition of our troops, and every detail of
events which led up to the opening of the fight, and the
final dispersion and pursuit of the Indians.

The disposition of the troops at Wounded Knee Creek
and that of the captured Indians were such as to place us
at a fatal disadvantage. Had the Indians not assumed the
offensive, for which there was absolutely no excuse, the
terrible consequences to both sides would have been
avoided. | have always believed that it was the faulty
disposition of our forces together with certain
superstitious beliefs of the Indians . . . which prompted
them to make their dash for the open country, and
encouraged them to hope for success. To this thought is
added the fact that the day before, with a much smaller
force opposed to them, their surrender to Major Whitside
with two battalions, 7th Cavalry, and a detachment of
artillery at Porcupine Creek was meek and quiet and
combined with expressions of friendliness and peace,

Big Foot’s band had been cut off at the crossing of the
White River in the attempt to reach the Bad Lands and was
shortly after captured by Colonel Sumner’s force. The
assurance of a desire to surrender was accepted, but with
the usual undependable promises of the Indians, they took
up their flight during the night.

Two squadrons of the Seventh Cavalry under Major
Whitside with two mountain guns and pack animals left
camp at Wounded Knee Creek on December 28, 1890 on
receiving reports from scouts that Big Foot was at
Porcupine Creek, about nine miles to the east. The Indians
when met at the Porcupine were in battle array, painted
and stripped. After some parleying, the Indians
surrendered and were marched under guard to our bivouac
at Wounded Knee Creek where they formed their camp in
arough semicircle close to our own. Here were assembled
the braves, their families, impedimenta and a herd of
about one hundred and fifty ponies.

The night passed peacefully, during which the third
squadron of the Seventh Cavalry with General Forsyth
arrived and additional artillery under Captain Caprom.
Major Whitside, having learned that Big Foot was ill, sent
the surgeon of the command to visit him. He was suffering
from pneumonia and was attended by our surgeon several
times during the night.

The Indian men had been summoned to a powwow and
leaving their tepees they appeared wrapped in their
blankets, with their arms concealed under them, & fact
unknown to our Commanding Officer at the time. They sat
down in the open space within their camp and during the
talk, details from the cavalry passed among the tepees
locking for their arms. This resultless search proved that
the Indians had their rifles with them and they were called
upon to give them up as a preliminary to terms of
surrender. Big Foot, lying on a litter, had been brought out
of his tepee at the first gethering of his men and was
present among them during the entire scene. While
waiting for a decision by the Indians their Medicine Man
began a dance and chant. A few minutes after this, our
interpreter, much alarmed, reported to General Forsyth
that he was inciting his people to arise and attack the
whites and that their ghost shirts would protect them from
the bullets of the soldiers. In a moment the Indians were
on their feet pouring volley after volley into two troops of
dismounted cavalry standing near and in close order. This
sudden, wholly unexpected and unprovoked attack by the
indians was so fierce and overwhelming that the ranks of
the soldiers facing them melted away with scarcely a shot
in reply leaving about twenty-five dead and thirty-five
wounded on the field.

The remainder of the command was partly in camp,
partly beyond the Indian camp across the dry bed of a
stream, and partly on hills to the east averlocking the
Indian camp. Edgerly’s troop was mounted near the foot of
this hill and tock no part in the fight in the initial stages.
The mounted troops beyond the camp did not fire a shot at
this time. Two one-pounder mountain guns, single
loading, firing percussion shell, and commanded by me,
did not open fire until this first phase was over and the
Indians in full retreat.



t Wounded Knee

After mowing down the surprised soldiers in their
immediate front, the Indians, passed among their herd,
men, women, and children, except a number who dropped
into the dry bed behind the tepees, where they kept up a
hot fire to cover the passage of the pony herd.

As the herd passed up the valley in a dense cloud of
dust, it was impossible to see individual Indians.
Occasionally one could see a blanketed head, but whether
man or woman, it was not possible to tell. My guns first
opened fire on the Indians who had entered the river bed
and who were firing at the troops on the hill. After some
three or four shots, this fire by the guns was discontinued
because of possible harm to the troops beyond the river
and the guns were turned against the head of the herd,
hoping to bring it to a standstill. About two and certainly
not more than three shots were fired at this objective. The
mounted cavalry pursued, capturing some and forcing a
number of braves into a ravine where they were
subsequently surrounded.

The first phase, including the Indians’ sudden attack,
the movement of the herd and the scattering of the band
did not occupy more than ten minutes, if that. It was the
subsequent pursuit of the Indians and the slow process of
forcing them out of their concealed positions in the ravine
which kept up the fight for, | think, about two hours. So
far as | remember there were no Indians killed in their
tepees, and not any women or children.

The general firing was not started by the shooting of Big
Foot as alleged by Indian authorities. | doubt, if anyone,
even an Indian, knew just when he [Big Foot] was shot.
The general firing by the troops was begun after the
onslaught by the Indians themselves

That night our force, burdened with its dead and
wounded, fell back to Pine Ridge Agency and went into
camp.

Our Commanding Officer was more than willing for a
quiet and peaceful surrender by the Indians. At the time of
their capture on December 28th, Major Whitside had
strongly urged them to give up without a fight. The next
day General Forsyth in pursuance of instructions insisted
on the surrender of their arms before marching to Pine
Ridge. In his belief in the sincerity of their desire for
peace, he allowed a somewhat faulty disposition of a part
of his command. . . .

The fight at Wounded Knee was wholly unnecessary.
There was no act nor demand by the army which could
have justified this violent and savage attack by the
Indians. All that was asked of them was that they return to
the reservation and that they surrender their arms as an act
of good faith.

Very truly,
H. L. Hawthorne

As a postscript to Wounded Knee, we turn to Brigadier
General S.L.A. Marshall, one of America’s foremost
military historians and himself part Indian:

There is no doubt who started that day’s fight, though it is often called
a massacre. Forsyth may have been clumsy and his soldiers have been
rude and provocative, but deliberate Sioux action, so timed as to
indicate that it had been well plotted, initiated the slaughter. Bury My
Heart at Wounded Knee may be a lovely phrase. [It was cooked up by
the Majority renegade poet Stephen Vincent Benet.] It is still a false and
misleading sentiment, dignifying conspiracy and honoring treachery.

The frozen body of Sioux chief Big Foot on the field at Wounded Knee.
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Russian Isolationist

Probably the most vital — and certainly
the most numincus — piece of political
writing in recent times was Alexander
Solzhenitsyn’s Letter to the Soviet Leaders.
Published in 1974, it demonstrated that
Selzhenitsyn was not just another run-of-
the-mill Soviet literary martyr, not just a
useful and timely hero of the liberal-
minority volte-face toward a dezionized
Russia, but an imaginative giant who
stood miles above the petty Marxist hacks
of his own country and even higher above
the pettifogeging leftist factions which
infest the West and have reduced Western
political thinking to the mumbling
mummety of the New York Times Op Ed
section.

Solzhenitsyn’s principal point is that
Russia should abandon the bloody farce of
Marxism and become Russian again.
Instead of preparing for war with China,
which might well destroy both
combattants, and perhaps the world as
well, Soviet leaders should pull in their
hotns and concentrate on developing the
great empty spaces in Russia's sprawling
northeast. Playing power politics up and
down the eastern and western
hemispheres was a fatuous game,
Solzhenitsyn declared, and recommended
a Russia First policy, which included the
removal of the Red Army and its political
camp followers from the oppressed
countries of Eastern Europe.

For his pains, Solzhenitsyn was quickly
and efficiently smeared by Woestern
mediacrats -~ many of whom had been
eulogizing him only a few days before the
Letter was published - as a “holy fool,” a
reactionary, a nationalist, a Christian and
a Hitlerphile.

What no one mentioned in the critical
avalanche was the manner and tone in
which Solzhenitsyn addressed the Soviet
hierarchy. Here are his exact words:

{ am writing this letter on the supposition
that you, too, are swayed by this primary
concern, that you are not alien to your
origins, to your fathers, grandfathers and
great-grandfathers, to the expanses of your
homeland; and that you are conscious of
your nationality.

it is indisputable that Solzhenitsyn
knows as much about Russia as anyone
now living in the Western world. He had
an important message for the leaders of
the country from which he was exiled. And
to get his message across he, one of the
most intelligent and adroit writers of
modern times, appealed to these leaders
on the basis of their origins and their
feelings of nationality.

Such an appeal would have been totally
inappropriate and time-wasting if it had
been addressed ta the Soviet leadership in

the 1920s, 1930s, 1940s or at any time up
to the death of Stalin. Towards the end of
his life, Stalin may have used Rissian
nationalism and patriotism to defeat Hitler
and destroy his internal enemies. He may,
as his daughter Sventlana claimed, have
come to think of himself as a Russian.
Nevertheless, he was born a Ceorgian and
he died, if not a Georgian, at least a
rootless minority ideologue.

Only in these times is it possible for a
Solzhenitsyn to appeal to the Soviet
leadership en patriotic, nationalistic and
Russian grounds because the Marxist
ideology of Politburo members has now
become a sterile formality, much as
Catholicism became a sterile formality in
Rome in the days of the Renaissance
popes. Marxism was only in the bicod of
the minority fanatics and minority
Russian-haters who have now been
cleared out of the Kremlin.

We have little hope that Solzhenitsyn’s
Letter will have any significant effect on
present Russian policy, either domestic or
foreign. Due to the degeneration and
etiolation of the West, Russia is now the
world’s greatest military power — and
military power is still the classic measuring
rod of success. It takes great character and
supreme wisdom for heads of state to
abandon a successful policy. It is much
easier for the Soviet leadership to ride
along on Marxist dogma and Russian

imperialism than to shred all the
ideological rubbish and start all over
again.

Solzhenitsyn has sensed the racial

change in the Soviet leadership and has
appealed to it on the off chance that the
commissars will desanctify the unholy
trinity of Marx, Engels and Lenin before
history does it for them.

Ben Azai's Wisdom

Apart from the New York Times and
the Washington Post, the most respected
and maost frequently quoted Jewish
publication in the Western world is the
London jJewish Chronicle. And of all the
pundits, columnists and opinion
merchants who have written for the
Chronicle during its many years, perhaps
the most respected is Ben Azai. Though
non-Jews can only criticize the Jewish-grip
on American life at their peril, Jews
themselves, particularly foreign Jews, are
not at all reluctant, when writing te and
for each other, to wonder out loud at their
precarious and almost scary ascendancy in
the U.S. Take for example the second half
of a recent Ben Azai column:

[W]e may agree that the Cantors and the
Kayes, the Marx Brothers, the |olsons and the
Streisands, the Irving Berlins and the jerome
Kerns have added immeasurably to the gaiety
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and buoyancy of American ife (but | am not
too certain about the contribution of
Hollywood which is as complete a Jewish
creation as Tel Aviv),

Truman Capote recently complained: “The
truth of the matter about it is, the entire
cultural press, publishing, criticism,
television . . . theatre . . _ film industry . . . is
almost ninety per cent jewish-oriented. |
mean, | can't count on one hand five people
of importance — of reat importance — in the
media who aren’t Jewish. | can't,”

Core Vidal, another Gentile member of the
literary establishment taiks of himself as a
kosher goy, and there is certainly no denying
that in literary and cultura! America, Jewish
dominance is complete. Yet here again | am
not sure that its influence has been entirely
wholesome, for one finds that it has not
merely jettisoned its Jewishness but it has
tended to be hostile also to the most
American elements in American life and
anyone who moved among them often came
away with the impression that America was
inherently incapable of doing anything right.
| remember Isaac Bashevis Singer saying to
me at the height of the anti-Vietnam war
agitation: “What are they doing? What are
they doing? Dont they see that they're
pulling down their own roof over their own
heads?”

Since then Jewish intellectuals have
recoiled from their own enthusiasm. They
have realised that America's defeat in
Vietnam has not been a victory for liberty or
enlightenment, or — to take another issue on
which they have been to the fore — they
have  discovered that  “positive
discimination” in favour of Biacks and Puerto
Ricans in American universities has meant
negative discrimination against Jews, and it
is possible that in the coming years
intellectual America {which somebody once
defined as Manhattan] wili scon become a
more integral part of larger America and
perhaps even of lewish America.

The Code Of Enmity

We get a few letters from idealistic
young Majority members lamenting that
s0 much of what we write is full of hate.
Unfortunately, in these laments our
Majority idealists are demonstrating the
heavy suasion of the liberal-minority party
line, which paints Majority members who
stand up for their race as hate-filled
bigots, while calling the more consuming
hatred exuded by minorities righteous
indignation.

If you want to measure hatred fairly and
accurately, carry a “hate meter” into a
room full of wunassimilable minority
members discussing Hitler, Franco or
Celine. The needle will run off the dial.
Take it near a clutch of Harvard professors
talking about Gobineau, Madison Crant or
Jensen, or a group of Javits Republicans
discussing Reagan, or liberals unfondly
remembering Joseph McCarthy, or black
revolutionaries honking about “crackers.”
You'll see how hot and humid hatred can
get.

Belonging to the world’s most
introverted race, Majority members can be
made to feel guilty about most anvthing.



Members of every other race would faugh
at the command to “love your enemy,”
especially the members of the race which
came up with the idea. As everyone seems
to know except some Northern European
sentimentalists and a few scabious gurus,
loving your enemy is tantamount to
succumbing to him. It is precisely this
total uncencern about hate which permits
minorityites to outhate Majority members
ten or twenty to one.

There is a double standard of hatred, as
there is for so much else in this double-
thinking age. We are not aliowed to hate.
They are. When we hate, we are
committing a sin. When they hate, they
are not really hating, but hating the haters.

If this is considered as a negation of a
negation, a verbal trick dear to the hearts
of Marxist scholasts, the hatred of a
miporityite for his fellow man can be
easily transformed into an act of love,

American Negroes don’t hate the
African chieftains who rounded up and
sold their kith and kin to slave traders. But
we are supposed to hate the slave traders,
even though if we had been around in
those days many of us would have
condemned slave trading mare vigorously
than 20th century bleeding hearts.

Jews don't feel bad about depriving
3,500,000 Palestinians of their homeland,
yet we are supposed to feel bad about the
so-called Six Million.

Thr truth is that Majority members are
never going to emerge from their
thratldom until they stop being afraid to
hate. We cannot fight atom bombs with
pea shooters. We cannot begin to fight
effectively until we employ the same
deadly psychological weapons that have
given our opponents so many victories.

It is asinine of us to let professional
haters dictate the object of our hatred.
They told us to hate the Cermans. They
tell us to hate the white South Africans
and Rhodesians. They tell us, in other
words, tc hate our own kind. But if we
should hate our real enemies, then we are
hatemongers.

Every oppressed people worth its salt
hates its appressors. We should fee! no
more guilty about hating cur enemies than
a rodent should feel guilty about hating a
snake or a fly about hating a spider.
Enmity is a key component of the art of
individual and group survival.

The man who hates to hate is only haif a
man and a poor defender of his family and
race.

Majority members are stilf not in the
mood to die for their cause, or go broke
for their cause, or even risk their careers
for their cause. Some of them are so
wishy-washy they even refuse to hate for
their cause.

Can a person so emotionally sterile that
he is incapable of hate be capable of love?
Without love there is no creation. Without
hate the creation cannot be defended.
Hate is just as much of a unifier as love. By

bhinding the group against aliens and
outsiders and thereby encouraging the
spread of beneficial mutations within the
group, it has been a vital factor in
evolution.

it is very human to hate because
without hate there would be no humans.

The only hatred of which we should be
ashamed is the kind that, paradoxically
and ironically, is gnawing at the vitals of
the very Majority members who seem
most disturbed by hatred.

Selt-hatred!

The Social Dividends
Of Puritanism

Way back in 1933 a British social
anthropologist named Joseph D. Unwin
wrote a massive tome entitled Sex and
Culture, which was published by the
Oxford University Press. The author’s
thesis was that “absolute monogamy” was
a sine qua non of civilization. Having
dissected the behavior patterns of eighty
primitive tribes and of most of the
important ancient and modern
civilizations, the author came to be
convinced that without strictly enforced
monogamols marriages no human social
order could rise much above the level of
savagery. He was further convinced that
once this rigorous sexual discipline was
relaxed, as always happens in the life span
of civilizations, the civilization would sink
back into a state of barbarism and become
extinct.

Mankind, wrote Unwin, has just so
much energy. If sexual energy is repressed,
it will then be expressed in the form of
expansive and pioneering energy (empire
building)  and productive energy
{civilization building). i sexual energy is
not repressed, it will be released in the
form of widespread adultery, sequential
marriages and divorces, homosexualism,
pornegraphy and the various classical
perversions, leaving little or no energy left
for the organization and maintenance of a
complex social order.

Unwin admitted that in the past
monhogamy and its preparatory phase,
prenuptial chastity, have always meant
severe Jimitations on the freedom of
women. For this reason, he explained,
permissive sexuality usually goes hand in
hand with the struggle against sexual
discrimination. Of necessity, the principal
arguments for women's liberation have
always contained the seeds of the
destruction of civilization because sexual
license is an unavoidable byproduct of
movements for women’'s equality.

1t is really not an exaggeration of
Unwin’s position to say that civilization
has been constructed on the violation of
women’s rights, Unwin himself admitted
as much by emphasizing the restrictions
on women's political and social activities
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in every civilization he studied. Every
civilization, he stated, has undergone a
sexual revolution, one or two generations
before its decline and dissoiution.

No matter how distasteful Unwin’s ideas
may be to women libbers, it can hardiy be
denied that what has been happening
recently in Waestern civilization, and
particularly in the U.S., seems to validate
his theme. The more our sex barriers are
torn down, the more our social order
seems to be approaching a state of wild-
eyed disorder.

Unwin recommended snipping the
infelicitous tie binding women’s rights and
sexual permissiveness by establishing once
and for all the unequivocal legal,
economic and political parity of the sexes.
Women then would have no reason to
continue their struggle for equality and
female dynamism could be enlisted in the
upholding rather than the breaking down
of sexual codes. Though Unwin didn’t say
50, it is precisely the constructive variety
of fernale dynamism, the kind that works
for sexual moderation and family
preservation, which is playing a significant
part in delaying the present headlong rush
to animatlism. In other words, Unwin
would only agree with the first half of the
statement that women are both pushing us
over the abyss and pulling us back.

Both women and men, Unwin insisted,
must learn to understand that sexual
discipline is important, not only to their
individual welfare, but to the welfare of
social order; that the annoyances and
frustrations af chastity, monogamy and
sexual discipline are outweighed by their
social benefits,

No matter how Unwin's arguments are
presented or elucidated in the present
political climate, few Americans of either
sex are likely to buy them. Nevertheless,
there have been times in history when the
trend towards sexual liberation has been
reversed before it led to disaster, the most
notable being: (1) the morally oriented
legislative reforms of Augustus at the
beginning of the Roman Empire; (2) the
upsurge of Puritan morality in 17th
century England that led to the expulsion
of the Stuarts. Unwin noted that the upper
classes are usually the first to open the
sexual flood gates, followed a few
generations later by the middle class.
Civilization apparently can stand the
libertinism of aristocrats, But when the
middle classes adopt the same habits, the
swans begin their song.

Dr. Unwin’s magnum opus is long out of
print, but one of his disciples, Frank M.
Darrow, has reprinted in pamphlet form
Unwin’s address to the British
Psychological Society in 1935, an address
which is reafly an abstract of Sex and
Culture. Information about the pamphlet
may be obtained by writing Mr. Darrow at
Box 305, Trona, CA 93562.




Toothsome Victory

It's a cute trick, riding into power
against the wishes of your own people.
Most Majority members in the South, and
in every other region of the country,
opposed Jimmy the Tooth, but he made it
nevertheless. A minotity of the Majority,
combined with an overwhelming majority
of the minorities, put Carter over. All the
important population groups voted
racially, except the most important.

It was black racism, Jewish racism,
Mexican racism, Puerte Rican racism and
various other racisms, together with a lack
of Majority racism, that made the
Democratic  victory possible.  These
victories will continue until the Majority
becomes as race-comscious as  its
opponents and until Majority renegades
can no longer make successful political
careers out of betraving their own kind.

" Carter On The Stump

Many of the unspeakable Democratic
wheel horses were returned to Congress;
lackson, the Israeli agent, Kennedy, the
Cousteau of Chappaquiddock, Hubert
Humphrey, the amnesiac, as well as most
of those involved in graft and sex scandals.
There was some good news — Tunney, the
John Kennedy doppelganger, is no longer
a senator; some good and bad news — in
the New York senatorial primary Bella
Abzug gave up her seat in the House to run
against ex-bartender Daniel Patrick
Movynihan, who then proceeded to out-
israeli her, as he later out-Irished Buckley.
The number of black congressmen stayed
the same, at seventeen. A few bushy-
tailed Republicans won — Lugar, Schmitt,
Danforth — men who just might some
day, when the chips are down, put their
own race above other races.

We were gratified that Metzenbaum
beat Taft in the senatorial contest in Chio.
We like to see Jews beat Majority
truckfers. It may teach the latter a lesson.
Taft went out of his way in the Senate to
call for General Brown’s resignation.

As for the next four years, we may be
sure that nothing wili be solved, since
nothing of substance will be done.
Unemployment will go down, inflation
will go up, wages and price controls will
come and the chances of war will
increase, since the Demaocrats and their
leader are more committed to the
preservation of Israel than they are to the
survival of their own country. If Carter
should die in office, President Mondaie
would no doubt give the LS. its first taste
of an Allende-type government.

There is some solace in knowing that
Carter will never win a second term if he
carries out his campaign promises in the
first term. He had to sell out his own
people to win the election. He will have to
sell out his party to stay in office. In other
words, Carter's obsession for power may
force him to act somewhat sensibly.

But in the end the tides of history will
roli on and over Carter and all the other
vote-hungry mannequins who play cheap
politics at a time when a great and
confused people, their own people, the
people on whom they have turned their
backs, cry out for high politics. The
Lilliputians may have bound the sleeping
Gulliver with one more rope. But Gulliver
sleeping is Gulliver living, and as long as
Guiliver lives there is the chance of a day
of awakening.

* R ow

One further observation: What a man
says does not reveal his true self. 1t's what
he sings. On the flight back from
California, on election eve, a small
electric organ was installed in Carters
plane. Hugh Carter, Jr., a cousin, and Ben
Brown, leader of the Black Caucus in the
Ceorgia legislature, sat down to play.
Among the songs in which limmy joined

lustily: “We  Shail Overcome,”
“Oklahoma” and “The Battle Hymn of the
Republic.”

Sic transit gloria Dixie!

Tipplingest Point

We know the tipple point of public
schools. Educators have defined it as
somewhere between 40% and 50%. But
what about the tipple point of the Armed
Forces? At last report, 23% of the Army’'s
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enlisted personnel was black, Marine
Corps 18%, Air Force 15%, Navy §%. All
in all, 16% or 320,000 of the 2 million
Americans in the Armed Forces were black
by the end of 1975.

Although the media are beginning to
scream, it appears that Pentagon
manpower specialists are trying, at least
for the nonce, to reduce black enlistment
by such means as concentrating more
recruiting offices in white areas, raising
educational requirements and establishing
secret racial quotas.

We can survive the destruction of much
of our public educational system, but
when and if the Armed Forces reach the
tipple point, we'll have to start building
private armies faster than private schools.

Plutocracy

Highest-paid business executive in the
U.S. last year was Meshulam Riklis, who
collected $915,866 in salary, plus a bonus
and pension sweetener of $165,000.
Ricklis, born in Turkey, educated in Israel
and a former teacher of the Talmud, came
to the U.5. in 1947. His company, Rapid-
American Corp., a conglomerate which
owns 5Scheniey Industries and the B.V.D.
Co., lost $9.5 million last year. It would
only have lost $8.5 million if Ricklis had
been paid what he was worth.

The next two highest-salaried executives
were also minority members: Harold S.
Geneen of ITT, born in England of an
ltalian mother, $776,085, and William
Paley of CBS, $731,000.

The above figures represent salaries and
money treated by the IRS as ordinary
income. The really big profits are piled up
in capital gains, which are responsible for
many huge Majority as well as minority
fortunes. But it is stiil our educated guess
that, taking both ordinary income and
capital gains into consideration, the
lewish slice of the American economic pie
is at feast eight to ten times greater than
the jewish share of the population.

New Craniometer

John Baker, author of Race, the only up-
to-date anthropological work in the world
that deals honestly and intelligently with
racial differences, has recently invented a
craniometer which has now been
demonstrated to various members of
Britain's prestigious Roval Society. The
Society is expected to publish an article on



the instrument, which Baker has devised
to make highly accurate skull
measurernents of the auriculo-infraorbital
and alveolocondylean planes — and
which he hopes will demolish the claims
of a Belgian anthropologist that the crania
of Negroes, Bushmen and Hottentots are
indistinguishable. Race, incidentally, has
just been translated into German and the
critics have not been uncommonly unfair.
Paradoxically, the Union of South Africa
was second only to the U.S. in publishing
unfavorable reviews of Dr. Baker's
masterwork.

Silence And More
Silence

In a recent issue Instauration reported a
Manchester Guardian correspondent’s
expose of ClA cooperation with !srael in
the 1967 attack on Egypt, which led to the
deliberate sinking of the Liberty after the
ship had discovered the Israelis were
expanding what was supposed to be a
limited war into a war of conquest. The
story was never picked up by the press,
except for the Christian Science Monitor,
although it was carried by the wire
services.

A similar gag has now been placed on
some anti-Zionist muckraking in Britain.
Two English reporters, Christopher
Mayhew and Michael Adams, recently
wrote a book entitled Publish It Not . . .
the Middle East Cover Up, in which they
revealed that in 1947, when the
hardpressed British army in Palestine was
endeavoring to uphold some measure of
law and order in the face of mounting
violence by Zionist terrorist squads,
Richard Crossman, a Labour member of
Parliament, went to see John Strachey, at
that time Under-Secretary of State for Air
in the government of Clement Atlee,
Crossman  explained that the Jewish
Agency was planning to blow up all the
bridges acrass the Jordan and wanted to
know if it was all right with the British
government. Strachey, a member of the
Cabinet’s Defense Committee, said he
would check. The next day he told
Crossman to go ahead, and the bridges
were destroyved. It was not stated how
many British soldiers, whose duty it was to
guard the bridges, were killed in the
action.

Here we have the British government
cooperating with armed terrorist
organizations in acts against its own
soldiers. Yet the British media, and of
course the American media, continue to
keep the wraps on this sensational story.

Silence has also been lavishly extended
to what has been transpiring in Lebanon,
This relatively new and artifical country
has been dominated since its creation

after World War | by a Christian minority.
Since 1947, hundreds of thousands of
dispossessed Palestinians have streamed
into the country after having been
expelled from their homeland by the
Zionists. The destabilizing presence of the
Palestinians, largely Moslems, crowded
into refugee camps in several areas of the
country, has been a primary cause of the
civil war. But the American media have
never emphasized the cause behind the
cause — that there would have been no
civil war in Lebanon if there had been no
Israel. The cancer of the Middle East,
israel has thrown the entire area into a
state of war and semi-anarchy since the
country’s foundation twenty-eight years
ago.

Majority rule is the great argument for
black rule in South Africa. But the media
make no such arguments for Moslem rule
in Lebanon and they are not bothered by
the overthrow of majority rule in
Palestine. Caving in to domestic Jewish
pressure, the U.S5. State Department has
had to transiate this double standard of
international morality into a schizoid
foreign policy that supports minority rule
and armed conquest in one part of the
world and deplores it in other parts.

During the course of the Lebanese civil
war, there have been bloody sieges of
Palestinian refugee camps by the Fascist-
oriented Christian Phalange, which has
been armed by the lsraelis. Tens of
thousands of underarmed and underfed
Palestinian men, women and children
have been battling organized military
forces which offer them no quarter. Just
imagine how the American media, which
has all but ignored these sieges, would
have treated a Fascist siege of an Israeli
town jampacked with women and
children. Every paper in the country would
probably have had to order new sets of
four-inch headline type.

Silence and more silence! Remember
the bombing of La Cuardia airport last
vear! Twelve people were killed and
seventy-five were injured and we were
informed by press and television that it
was the work of Palestinian terrorists who
had “called up” and taken credit for the
operation. Now, however, according to
Washington Watch, one of those “inside”
newsletters, it was the Jewish Defense
League which probably committed the act
as part of its continuing campaign to
discredit its Arab enemies. But this was the
kind of news not fit to print in the New
York Times.

Outlawry

How can we define a government that
actually takes the lead in breaking its own
laws? The Fourteenth Amendment, the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, even the Supreme
Court’s Brown decision, have directly or
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indirectly outlawed all forms of racial
discrimination. Yet the Department of
Justice, the Department of Heakth,
Fducation and Welfare, the Civil Rights
Commission and countless other federal
and state agencies are actively fostering
racial discrimination by forcing quotas in
education, business, housing and many
other aspects of private and public life,
Busing is just another prime example of
racial discrimination operating under a
government seal of approval.

The Department of justice, which
should be arresting the lawbreakers
responsible for this discrimination, s
actually encouraging them to continue
their illegal acts and even joining them in
the execution of such acts. The upholders
of the law are now in charge of breaking
the law.

The Supreme Court continues to duck
the issue, though all the judicial
hypocrisy, duplicity and cowardice that
runs in the veins of the learned justices
will not be able to put off the inevitable
confrontation forever. The Court avoided
meeting the problem of reverse
discrimination two vears ago when it
refused to hear the case of a white student
rejected by a medical school in favor of
less qualified black applicants. The excuse
was the student had later been admitted.

Now, however, there is a case coming
up that is going to be more difficult to
dodge. Allan Bakke, a white, filed suit
against the Davis Medical School of the
University of California for twice rejecting
him, even though he was better qualified
than seventeen minority applicants who
wete admitted.

The California Supreme Court ruled that
Bakke was the victim of reverse
discrimination and ordered him admitted.
In November the Supreme Court
sidestepped the problem by ordering the
lower court’s decision to be held in
abeyance until Regents of the University
of California had a chance to appeal.
Irenically, many civil rights groups are
urging the Regents not to appeal for fear
that a clear-cut, adverse ruling of the
Supreme Court would end affirmative
action programs and anti-white
discrimination throughout the country. A
high level clarification and reiteration of
the law of the land is the last thing the
liberal-minority coalition wants,

In a sense we hope the Supreme Court
finally comes to grips with the issues and
rules that reverse discrimination is legal.
Even the blind will then be able to see that
the judicial branch of government is as
corrupt as the legistative and executive
branches. When the Court officially turns
crime into law, Majority members may
finally come to realize what they are up
against — namely, that they have become
second-class citizens in a minority racjst
state that parades as a democracy.



The Action So Far: The Old Man, a

Midwestern oil magnate, elects a
president in 1912 who promises him a
Federal Banking System, nationwide
prohibition and control of the 5tate
Department. Later, an English Lord offers
the Old Man a fifty percent interest in
Middle Eastern oil if he will put the U. 5.
into World War | on the side of Britain,
which he obligingly does. Twenty years
later the Old Man'’s oil empite, now in the
hands of his descendants, is feuding with
Huey Long. Negotiations are opened with
Harry, a White House aide, and Dex, a

Stalinist, to get rid of the Senator. A few
years later the Communists’ nominee for
Army Chief of Staff is opposed by Harry,
who is warned by the Publisher that the
only way to start World War II, which they
both want, is to persuade Russia to
abandon Spain to Franco. The Kremlin
refuctantly agrees to go along, provided
GCeneral Marshall is appointed Chief of
Staff. Later Harry is appalled by the
Russian-German Nonagression Pact and is
even more appalled when the Publisher
explains that Henry Wallace should Be
Democratic  vice-presidential candidate
and Wendell Willkie Republican
presidential nominee in 1940. By the end
of the following vear, the unholy team of
FDR, Stalin, Litvinov, Comintern Spy
Sorge and the U.S. Chief of Staff
persuaded Japan to “pull off” Pearl
Harbor. With victory in Waorld War 1l in
sight, Dex plans to immobilize Harry with
a dose of poison to keep him away from
the peace negotiations, and Russia
indicates it has great things in store for the
Chief of Staff.

PART TWO, ACT |

Scene 6: An unidentified hotel room in
Washington, Spring 1944. Dex is present
with two men, Leon and Paul.

DEX. Leon, | just don't like it. It's too

smart.
PAUL. Don’t be so wastefully redundant.

A dramatized rendering of the
secret history of the United
States (1912 —1960)

Did you ever know Leon to dream up
anything that wasn’t too smart? If there’s
an easy way to do something, Leon won't
touch it.

LEON. Your problem, Paul, is going to be
your access to the man,

P. And you think that you will have better
access to Truman than we have to Douglas
or Wallace?

D. Please stick to the point, Paul, 1've told
you Wallace is out. Even if we wanted
him, we couldn’t force it.

L. Also it so happens many of us don't
want him.

P. 1thought you had confined your venom
to Douglas.

l. My dear Paul, | have no venom for
anyone, That is not my understanding of
the democratic process. | am perfectly
friendly with Bili Douglas. | just do not
think he has the proper qualities to be the
next Vice President,

P. Yeah. | know how friendly you are with
him. Any time he could do you an injury,
he would,

L. That’s very unfair to him, 1'd advise you
not to make wild, unsupported statements
that border on scandal.

P. Since when was it scandalous to want to
take a poke at you?

D. Cut it out, will you! We're getting
nowhere. I'm going to ask Boris if he has
any feelings about those two.

L. | don’t think under any circumstances
we should talk to Stepanov, or any other
Russian, if there are other Russians you
two talk to.

P. What are you so damn sensitive about?
L. 1think we should always, all of us, be in
a position to say that we three advised
Sidney on the basis of our own best
judgment. We certainly wouldn’t want to
admit that we discussed the matter with a
member of the official Soviet staff in this
country, particularly one who is supposed
to be a chauffeur or something. That
would be pure folly.

P. What are you afraid of, the Un-
American Activities Committee? Can’t you
lie?
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L. My dear Paul, | have made it my
business all my political life to conduct
myself so that 1 never have to lie. As | have
said, there is absolutely nothing for which
we could be criticized, anywhere, any
time, before any forum, in our attempt to
reconcile the viewpoints of three, shall we

say “liberal,” American groups and
interests.

P. Don't be such an ass. If you're not a CP
member, it’s oniy because the Party told
you not to join, for tactical reasons or
something. Maybe so you'd never have to
lie. Apyway who or what are yvour three
interests?

L. | could also define them as three
interpretations of one interest, three
operators in different fields of the same
endeavor. You, Paul, are the conscience
of Sidney Hillman and men who think like
him in the labor movement. Dex has
masterly access to the powers of the
Administration. I, in my humble way, can
now and then deliver a little Senatorial
support o talk to a financier or two. That
is the threefold aspect | was talking about.
That is why we should establish a meeting
of the minds, a true consensus, among us.
The problem of Communist Party
membership and smalltime strategy with
which you seem to want to concern
yourselves is undeserving of both my time
and effort. | really know nothing about
such things.

D. You'd be such an ideal witness before
some anticommunist Congressional
Committee it's a shame no one has ever
called you.

P. That's why they haven't.

L. There has never been any reason to. |
know nothing about any matter that would
interest such a committee. For instance
this little meeting of ours could interest no
one, But if Dex were foolish enough to talk
with Captain Stepanov, that conversation
would be of great interest. Legitimate
interest too, unfortunately.

D. Trying to stick to the subject, what
bothers me mostly about your friend



Truman, Leon, is his background, at least
his background before you latched onto
him. There isn't cone thin streak of
liberalism in his whole career that | can
see. He won't, s¢ to speak, have the
“natural instinct” to do any of the things
we're going to want him to do. We'll have
to depend on contact and guidance every
step of the way.

L. And you think you wouldn’t have to
guide Bill Douglas?

D. Here and there, of course, but | think in
bis case it would mostly be refining what
he’ll mostly want to do anyway.

L. | think that is a far less satisfactory
situation than one involving a man who
wants guidance and has been used to
accepting it from his political superiors all
his life.

P. That may be just the trouble, Leon.
When he’s President, he won't have any
political superiors. Will he be as willing to
accept guidance then?

L. {a little stiffly, because this is the rub}
He hasn’t any political superior as Senator,
at least no one but Roosevelt, and he
shows a genuine understanding of the
democratic process.

P. For Christsake, do you have to talk to us
that way?

D. Leave Leon with his jargon. 1t keeps
him in practice. Seriously though, that's
just the point that worries me. How do we
know if Douglas’s liberalism is anything
more than a maneuver to get left-wing
suppert for the nomination and that
afterwards he won't do a Mussolini and
turn against us?

L. To my mind this danger is precisely why
access is more valuable and certain in the
long run.

P. But there’s nothing certain about access
either. Lots of men turn on the people that
made them.

L. Yes, but that's the last thing Truman is
likely to do. Anybody who, when he was a
Senator, would openly go visit his old boss
Pendergast in a federal prisen isn’t the
kind of man who is going to turn against
his friends.

D. That is surely a point in his favor.

L. A point against Douglas is his ambition.
P. | suppose you mean he would be willing
to climb ever higher over the piled-up
corpses of his former friends?

L. (stiffly) I am simply advocating that we
advise Sidney to approve of Truman.

P. Nuts! (suddenly faughing) You know
what we should really tell Sidney to do?
(pausing for effect) Nominate her! That'd
make a wonderful ticket.

L. {(coldly] Your humor is totally
misplaced, to say nothing of being in
wretched taste.

D. (tiredly} Damn it all. Stop it!

P. {grudgingly] All right. What do you
want me to do?

L. As 1 think | indicated, I'm sure a
message will be sent from the White
House to the Democratic Convention
suggesting that the question of the Vice
Presidency be cleared with Sidney.

P. \s she going to arrange that?

L. {glaring at him) | know nothing about
personalities. They do not interest me. As |
said, a message will be sent. As a result, a
display of Sidney’s approval just before
balloting is what is needed. Not sooner,
because that might give time to organize
undercover opposition and perhaps, even,
get some sort of confusing or even
contradictory message from the White
House. S¢ | suggest, Paul, that on the
morning of the first ballot for Vice
President Sidney conspicuousky has
breakfast with Truman at his Chicago
Hotel. Afterwards Sidney can talk
informally with various convention
leaders.

P. Should | be there?

L. That will depend on Sidney's wishes, of
course. | shouid advise against it. You are
somewhat identified with certain rather
extreme aspects of democracy and social
progress. A little more extreme than is
generaly popular. | think the further you
stay in the background the better.

P. Are you afraid of losing your precious
monopoly contact?

D. Paul, that is a silly way to talk.

P, Oh, all right, all right. But now
presumably at this breakfast Sidney will
want to hear something in the way of
assurances about future performances.
What's your man willing to promise? I've
got to tell Sidney that in advance.

L. Clearly Truman will agree that Sidney's
people will be retained in all the Federal
jobs they now hold and future vacancies
will be filled with the same proportion of
Sidney’s friends. Truman understands this
thing from what you might call the
Missouri point of view. He's used to the
deals between the St. Louis machine and
the Kansas City machine and he has the
professional’s understanding that the life
of every political movement is the jobs it
has to offer to its true-believing
supporters. What we might call the friends
of democracy or world peace or whatever
name we choose to cal all the interrelated
aspects of the little movement in which we
cooperate together, he sees simply as the
friends of Sidney Hillman without
inquiring too closely into the reasons why
Sidney happens to be its temporary
spokesman. That is something of an
oversimplification, but is admirable for
our purposes and has the double
advantage of keeping quite out of
Truman's mind the rather delicate
question of Russian participation — or
perhaps Russian sympathy would be a

better way to phrase it. _
D. And you think ail we should ask him to

promise is our share of jobs?

L. My dear Dex, what more would you
want a man to promise you? What is
government but office holders? What is
control of government but control of the
actions of men who hold government
office? What is the use of asking him now
to take wverbal positions about future
contingencies that may never arrive? In
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my experience simplicity is the keynote to
political success. Let us not burden
Truman with irrelevant complications.

P. Then we should exact no promise about
postwar treatment of the Soviet Union?
L. It would be fatal to try. Why ask for
what we will get anyway, continuance of
the Soviet policies of the Roosevelt
Administration. Sidney can merely explain
that he has no interest in Soviet affairs as
such, but since social progress depends on
the maintenance of world peace he knows
of no better guarantee of peace than a
strict adherence to the foreign policy of
Roosevelt. Truman will be glad to promise
that, and with the proper proportion of our
own friends in proper positions vou will
have everything you want without having
stired up the hornet’s nest that the
nomination of a man like Douglas would
certainly provoke.

P. Dex, our wily friend may have a point,
D. He may, but there are a few other items
we should fuss and fidget over for a
second before Leon walks away with his
bright idea. First, how about money?
Control of jobs is fine, but unless we have
a finger in the spending of the
Covernment’s money we c¢an be
outmaneuvered.

L. This isn't just a show of professionalism

from the Assistant Secretary of the
Treasury?
D. No, indeed it is not. Ever since

Roosevelt transferred the Bureau of the
Budget away from Treasury and put it
directly under the White House, I've felt a
distinct loss of control. Of course, no one
can stop Congress appropriating money
for offensive war weapons and spy hunts
and all the other things the fascist forces
want to do, but if you control the Bureau
of the Budget at least you can prevent an
executive department from asking for
funds for such purposes, and often that’s
half the battle. At worst, it's a great help.
L. You want him to agree that we can
name the Budget Director?

D. Well, | think we might be granted the
right to discuss the man he names.

P. It's a career job, isn't i? He won’t
bounce Smith the week Roosevelt dies,
L. Of course he won't, but | think Dex is
right in principle. We have an important
problem here. Sidney could properly ask
for a voice in naming Smith’s successor if
and when that problem comes up. | dont
see any objections to that. What are your
other worries, Dext?

D. well, I've got more than you’ll take the
time to hear, but there’'s one
overwhelming one. China. What will
Truman agree to do out there?

L. Isn't continuing Roosevelt's policies
encugh?

D. Leon, you know very well that one of
our big problems has been to prevent
Roosevelt’s polictes in China being carried
out. | don't think | need spell out the
details. If you know them, fine. If you
don’t, just take my word for it. Stalin has
toid Reosevelt to his face, and told

Continued On Next Page



The Game And The Candile

Hopkins at least twice that he has no
desire to overthrow Chiang. Both men
being naive literalists, they can't
understand why there are so many
difficulties in getting supplies to Chiang
and why Stilwell is brazenly unwilling to
make good use — from their point of view
— of what they've sent him. Now that’s a
situation that's bound to end in an
explosion sooner or later and is likely to be
ugly for us. Very ugly. So we're entitied to
some sort of understanding of the new
President’s position on China.

L. | don’t think you should speak that
adamantly. We are discussing the
nomination of a Vice President.

P. For God’s sake don’t be so prissy.

L. Please! (to Dex) We can’t openly and
formally take a position contrary to
Roosevelt’s. Couldn’t we argue that with
the end of the war we've got to establish a
lasting peace in China and that the best
means of accomplishing it would be
through a coalition? Something like that?
P. It might work if we could be sure of
having a civil war still raging in China by
the end of the war. China isn't in my
backyard, but 1 ran into Owen the other
night at some party and he was really
down at the mouth. He said ever since
Hopkins began checking up on what
stilwell was deing, our boys in Chungking

hadn’t been abie to divert enough to the
Communists to be worth the bother. That
goddamn Harry! Life is hard enough
without having your supposed friends stab
you regularly in the back.

D. You can’t blame Harry too much fer
that, Paul. Naturally he doesn’t know
guite what's invoived, and all he can see is
that Stilwell is no great help against Japan.
P. But damn it all, | do blame him. What
does he think a war is? A Yale-Harvard
football game that you have to win for
dear old alma mater? Can't he get it
through his head that we can't afford to
come out of the war with American big
business in command of the whole Pacific
and the whole coast of Asia? He ought to
know that it’s hell of a lot more important
now to get arms to the Communist troops
than it is to bother fighting the Japs on the
mainland. The Japs are all washed up.
Even the Army brass admits that privately.
So why the hell cant he give Vinegar Joe
the credit for knowing what he’s doing and
not fly into a pious fury about something
he doesn’t know anything about?

L. You seem in a fairly pious fury yourself.

D. He always gets mad at Harry, whatever
happens. What he really means, though, is
that he's mad at me because he’s sure if he
had my job he could handle Harry a lot
better than | do.

P. By God with her help | think | couid. No
one could do worse! (to Lean] Anyway,

Owen told me the Chinese Communists
now are hacked way up in the northwest.

The Japs are protecting them so as to stand
in well with Russia, and letting a few

supplies trickle through. What really
worries Owen is what's going to happen
when the Japs get so low in supplies they
can‘t spare any, a time that can’t be far
away. It's a mess and something has to be
done about it fast.

L. Frankly, | don't see anything can be
done about it right now. Certainly to ask
Truman to take some position on the
matter would be madness. It would merely
draw his attention to the problem. I'm sure
it can be worked out better by the
professionals in the lower echelons as the
situation develops.

P. That's not much comfort!

L. K may not be, but | ask you to think just
what sort of declaration you would ask
Douglas to make on the matter. Could he
say anything of any more use to us than
having Truman say nothing at al? After
all, isn’t it better for us to have an ignorant
Vice President that says nothing than a
bushy-tailed President who may say one
thing now and another when he moves
into the White House?

{To Be Continued)

Renegade Continuved From Page 5

man reach the Supreme Court, Dean
will surface with some new innuendo
that will earn them a few more years in
jail. And then, of course, whenever he
needs a few extra dollars, he can al-
ways run to Palevsky with various
pieces of slander that he has been
squirreling away for the lean years. For
example, in his new bestseller Blind
Ambition, he gratuitously throws in a
couple of sentences about Ron Ziegler
which flatly accuse the former presi-
dential press secretary of being a fre-
quent customer of Xaviera Hollander,
the Dutch-jewish madam of Manhat-
tan. He could and probably will tell
much more about the pornographic
movie, in drag, of Tricia Nixon’s mar-
riage to Edward Cox, which hesaw in a
White House cellar during his tour of
duty and seemed to think was quite
the thing.

A person who makes a business out
of incriminating others has to spend a
good deal of time searching out new
victims. Despite their present love af-
fair with Dean, the Rolling Stone staff
and Simon and Schuster. his publish-

er, should feel a little uncomfortable.
He who squeais once, squeals twice —
and thrice — and forever. His current
employers and associates may well
wonder who is more likely to be the
informer’s future victims than those
for whom he now tails.

Inevitably, Dean’s status as a snitch
artist will dip as he is forced to con-
centrate on lower types of celebrities.
In the years to come not too many
higher-ups will take Dean into their
confidence, or tell him jokes, or give
him sensitive assignments, In fact,
Dean may soon be reduced to making
a living by bugging the rooms of poli-
ticians’ mistresses or playing the pansy
to entrap millionaire homosexuals —
or maybe he will set up his present or
next wife as a call girl and blackmail
the paying customers.

loseph Alsop once called Dean a
“hottom-dwelling slug.” As he relates
in his new book, Dean had to look up
slug in the dictionary, where it was
defined as “any of various slimy, elon-
gated . . . gastropods related to the
terrestrial spail.” Alsop added that
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“slugs live in mud, under rocks.”

Dean, however, is now a particular-
ly highly paid slug, living hoggishly
high in an expensive home near Bev-
erly Hills with the money rolling in
from Rolling Stone and his bestseller,
which excretes the same foul-
mouthed style and four-letter Wash-
ingtonese as the Nixon tapes. Bantam
Books has also been kind enough to
give him a sizable advance for a novel
The Nomination about the first black
woman named to the Supreme Court,
His wife is also raking in money from
“MQ,” her own special effort to cash
in on Watergate. Ghosted by a Time
magazine hack named Hays Gorey,
the book includes the standard chap-
ters on premarital sex, rote marriages
and divorces, suicide attempts, ner-
vous breakdowns and other existential
milestones of a nice Southern Califor-
nia girl who was the daughter of a
Ziegfield Follies’ chorine and a dia-
mond cutter. Here is a typical para-
graph from “MQ:”

| loved Walter Cronkite. He was so easy ta
talk to, such a genuine person, delightful and



easy to be with. He put me totally at ease. He
even invited us to go sailing with him and his
wife off Martha's Vineyard during the
surpmer.

Mo also loved Mr. and Mrs. Barry
Goldwater, Jr., who are among her
husband’s best friends. In fact, after
obtaining an audience with Goldwa-
ter, Sr., Dean was advised by the Sen-
ator to go after Nixon all the way.

Dean and his lawyer Charles Shaf-
fer, who rides to the hounds with the
Fairfax County set, only made one
slight slip. Dean was just a little too
pushy in demanding immunity while

he was doing his White House pals in.
“Hanging John” Sirica unexpectedly
gave him a one to four year sentence,
so he actually had to spend some time
in & quaint twenty-seven man jail in
the Washington banlieu. But Shaffer

started throwing his political weight
around and Sirica let Dean out after a
couple of months.

Dean, at a distance, is a nice-look-

ing, blond, Majority type. But closer
up his weak face and weasel expres-
sion, the looseness around the mouth
and the professional squealer’s innate
optical shiftiness quickly destroy the
first impression. If he had been a De-
maocrat and turned in Jack Kennedy for
planning the assassination of foreign
leaders or Lyndon Johnson for order-
ing the FBI to bug and harass his poli-
tical rivals, he would have gotten no-
where. Even if he had been along on
the: Chappaquiddick cockout, few
would have listened to him.

The money in informing, as Dean
well knows, lies in incriminating Ma-
jority conservatives, particularly the
young, clean-cut types, The scalp of a
Haldeman is worth a small fortune.
Dean proves he is very hep in the ra-
cial department by his use of the ap-
proved racial slurs. For example, he
happily reports in his book that his
lawyer called Haldeman and Ethrlich-
man “German shepherds” and boasts

that jews were solidly behind him in
his duel with Nixon.

There is very little future in minority
renegadism. But a clever Majority
member, who slips the secrets of a
Majority administration on to minority
prosecutors like Silbert and Glanzer,
to minority Senate investigators like
Sam Dash, to minority judges like Sir-
ica, and to minority newspapers like
the Washington Post, knows the world
is his oyster.

We have named Dean the Majority
renegade of anno Domini 1976. In the
year 2000, however, he will probably
not even be in the running for the title
of Renegade of the Century. No mat-

ter how mightily he may strive in the
interim, he will almost certainly never
be able to top the record of such arch-
proditors as Franklin Roosevelt, Alger
Hiss and the new champion looming
on the horizon of racial betrayal —
Jimmy the Toath.

Propaganda Continued From Page 6

say. All we want is to get them off our
backs. But don't get too friendly.
Remember how ofter a Majority member
has been drawn into partpership with a
minority member, has seen the relationship
prosper for awhile and then been betrayed
when the chips are down. However much
they may like you, their natural lovalty is to
their own kind. 50 is yours,

4. Bear in mind that your aim is to convert
other Majority members to your point of
view. This is not achieved by being known
as the most tireless propagandist in the
neighborhood! Avoid ranting, and above all
avoid coming out with an obviously
prepared spiel. Such an approach
manufactures enemies, especially if your
views seem far out, which is just what they
will seem to those who have long been
exposed to unremitting media propaganda.
If you find vyour hearers have been
zombiefied in this way, do not openly
express your views. Merely express doubts.
These will fester like splinters. {Just consider
how doubts are implanted in your children’s
minds by teachers.)

To take an example, your interlocutor
may bring up the subject of muggings by
hlacks, expressing the liberal view that they
are caused by social deprivation. Do not
reply that the muggings are encouraged by
the permissiveness of the law and that the
law is manipulated by our enemies. Express
concern for thase who have been mugged,
mentioning specific cases. If you are told
that the real people to btame are the whites
who flee to the suburbs, you know you are
dealing with a fanatic. Now is the time to
remember an important engagement and

slink regretfully away. More likely, if you -
are talking to a Majority member living in a
city, the reaction will be less extreme, and
you can follow up your first remark with
another to the effect that U.5. blacks are a
great deal better off than most other people
in the world, who don't go about mugging
people for a living. As long as you keep
referring to specific cases, you are likely to
win on points.

5. Propaganda experts lay great emphasis on
repeating slogans until they are firmly
imbedded in the mass mind. The rule,
however, is primarily applicable to speech-
making and the writing of pamphlets. in
conversation, repetition is more likely to be
counter-productive. Many people,
especially stupid people, imagine that they
have .answered an objection by merely
repeating their former argument. If you
then restate your original objection, bang
goes your chance of influencing your
interlocutor. However rude his restatement
may seem, let him get away with it. He wilt
think he has won the argument. But as long
as you do not withdraw your objection, it
will remain in his mind and may affect his
future thinking. Either he will have to
construct a counter-objection which
appears to deal with it, or he will
unwittingly modify his argument in the light
of it. Either way, you gain. If, however, he is
so dense that he remains quite unaffected
by your objection, there are always the
bystanders. Many a kibitzer has been won
over by someone who appears to have lost
the argument.

6. Do not allow yourself to be drawn into
any sort of political discussion when drink is
flowing freely. You may lower your guard
and say more than is wise, while your
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arguments at best will only make a fuzzy
impression. It’s more prudent to be amiable
in such circumstances. It will stand you in
good stead later on.

7. If you think about it, you will be able to
guess in advance which subjects are most
likely to be discussed. Prepare yourself by
reading and taking notes. But only interject
what s appropriate at each conversational
opportunity. Don't give your hearers mental
indigestion by going on about the real views
of Jefferson and Linceln on the repatriation
of Negroes to Africa, the origins of both
world wars, the Katyn Forest massacre, the
legend of the Six Million, and the
shortcomings of Albert Einstein, all at the
same time.

8. Remember that conversation is not by
argument alcne. Opinions are only one
aspect of a personality. 5o make yourself as
integrated a person as possible. This kind
of integration, having the courage of your
convictions and living as you think you
ought to live, is the only one we should
really favor. By this | am not advocating a
Norman Vincent Peale approach. If we had
not buift up resistance to slick, hypnotic
salesmen, we should all have been ruined
long ago. The best salesman is the softsell
artist with a good product that he really
understands.

I am, however, advocating that you
should make the best of your life, however
great your misfortunes. If your hearer is
sympathetic, tell him about these
misfortunes — once. And listen to his
complaints as well. But try also to show that
you have the capacity to rise above your
situation. Other peapte will respond to this.

Don’t despise more ancient and time-
tested methods of persuasion. If you are a

Continued On Next Page
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woman and your male interfocutor is
reasonably attractive, there is no harm in
letting him krnow that you are aware of this.
Conversely, if you are a man, and your
interlocutor is a woman, emphasize her
intelligence.

9, Abave all, get the feel of the group of
people you are with. There is something to
be learned even from the methods of our
enernies, although our psychology s
different. Anyone who has seen the
Oberammergau passion play {never
televised in the 1.5} will remember how
the inciters move among the crowd, starting
the cry for crucifixion in low voices, lacking
with appreciation at those who take up the
cry and treating them as leaders, then
moving on before they can be identified.
within a short time, the crowd has been
worked into a fury. No wander attempts
have been made to abolish the
Oberammergau play. It comes too near the

bone, as any witness of a real riot can
testify,

This technigue, incidentally, may permit
vou to indoctrinate a group within a
reasonably short time, not because of your
superior intelligence, but simply because
those who know what they are daing can
quickly prevail over those who do not.

10. A wholly different situation may arise
when vyou are traveling. Tripc offer
countless opportunities for guick
conversions or for destabilizing opposition
propagandists. Conversations with strangers
are very much a part of modern life. if your
intertocutor responds to your leads, suggest
that he might like to read some intelligent
Majority-oriented publication. Then chtain
his address and send it to him. It won't cost
you much, and it may make afl the
difference to the person concerned. There
are literally millions of people ready to read
our material, if only they knew about it.
If vou run into a minority propagandist,
let him have it hot and strong, first having

made sure that your address is not in
evidence on vour baggage and that he
cannot check your name with a hatel clerk.
This will do you a lot of pood
psychologically, and will have a very
discancerting effect on him. If he is an
unpleasant type, as he may well be, you
should display strang personal hostility.
This is an important part of the destabilizing
technigue. The opposition can afford to use
this technique in ordinary social
circumstances because they can injure you
publicly if you respond in kind. Only while
traveling can you safely demoralize the
opposition  with large doses of
psvchological hostility.

11. Lastly, if cornered, don't back down. If
you have said anything quotable, there is no
way in which you can reinstate yourself in
the eyes of the enemy. Any attempt to
appeal to his magnanimity {something quite
nonexistent} witl merely be taken for what it
is — a sign of weakness.

Morgan Continued From Page 7

that Franz Boas is “the father of
American anthropology?”

Compared to  the major
contributions of Lewis Morgan, the
only concrete accomplishment of
Franz Boas that has ever been
suggested, apart from the highly
intangible quality of “being a genius,”
is that he “championed the cause of
human rights” and was a “careful field
worker.” The facts are that Boas’
flairless writing and literary
stylelessness contain no real ideas at
all. In short, he has nothing to say. But
paradoxically these very faults have
insulated him all these years from
serious criticism. It is precisely the
vapidity of his writing which protects
him. Even his apologists ~ and he has
many more apologists than advocates
— admit this. The critic, as he digs
into Boas, is not devastated by some
powerful literary or ideclogical
cannon whose exploding missile
annihilates everything in its way. The
Boas defense strategy is quite
different. The critic is put to sleep.
Papa Franz's writings anesthetize as
they dogmatize. His dull quality acts
as a wall or fortress around his ideas,
or non-ideas. Once he breaches the
fort, the critic is embarrassed to find
that there is nothing at all inside.

Leslie A. White, former chairman of
the Anthropology Dept. of the
University of Michigan, has recently
given us the most courageous
published attack on Boas, although as

in all his academic papers he never
really takes off his gloves. Here is what
the lone reviewer says of White's The
Social Organization of Ethnological
Theory: “Nothing at all has been
gained by trumpeting that Boas and
most of his early disciples were Jewish
.. . White explicitly states that he will
probably be labeled as being anti-
Semitic for reading sociological
significance into the Judaic affiliations
of prominent anthropologists . . . . As
sure as God made little green apples,
White is going to be misunderstood on
this point.”

White anticipates the charge
against him in a footnote: “1 have
discovered upon more than one
occasion that merely to mention that
a scholar is a Jew is to expose one’s
self to the suspicion i— or accusation
— of anti-Semitism.” White evokes
our gratitude and respect by not
particularly bending over backward to
repudiate this charge, saying that he
had brought up the subject of jews
“upon more than one occasion.”
White unfortunately knows the
politics of his own field too well, as he
demonstrates by paying too much
respect to Emile Durkheim, another
sacred Semitic cow in academic
anthropology. Also it should be
mentioned that White now has his
career behind him, a career indeed
built partially on conventional
liberalism. Only now does he “risk” a
poke at Boas. Earlier he had even
written a work acclaiming him. But
the little good White has done at the
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end of his life, picked up and carried
on by serious Majority scholars, will
compensate for the harm he did
during most of his iife. By this simple
gesture he has carried a flicker of the
old spirit forth into the new age.

It is not enough to warrant our
respect, says White in his Social
Organization of Ethnological Theory,
that Boas was a ‘“powerful,
charismatic teacher.” Boas indeed
seems not to have been an attractive
ot charismatic person at all, but a
petty academic politician. Those
coming under his spell were all
minority types and women. He had
little effect on Majority males, who in
order to survive in academia have
always toed the political line. The
primary consideration for White, and
the one that would warrant the
interest of intelligent students of
society, is whether or not Boas
actually ever wrote anything worth the
paper it was printed on. We saw how
Lewis Morgan figured in the history of
ideas by virtue of what he thought and
wrote, even if some of his work was
open to a socialist interpretation.
Boas, on the other hand, must be
evaluated entirely on his stand on
“human rights,” that is to say, on
nothing that cannot also be ascribed
to millions of trite sentimentalists. The
net effect of the Boas “influence” has

therefore been negative, It has
retarded and inhibited the
development of American

anthropology.
White is careful to list the mass of



unrelated and undigested facts that
Boas has given us, and to mention that
Boas consistently, or rather
inconsistently, repudiated theory and
generalizations. Boas challenged the
evolutional view of society as
“abstract,” when actually he was
jealous of the reputation of Lewis
Henry Morgan. Boas prided himself in
sticking to the bare facts. “It is no
wonder,” says White, “that Konrad
Preuss, while acknowledging the
unique amplitude of Boas’ work,
wondered what it all meant.” From
here on out, however, the lay reader
may have trouble discerning what a
professional anthropologist would
easily recognize — that is, White's
total rejection of Boas’ work as
worthless. For instance, an ethnologist
doing extensive work among a tribe or
people should have some idea what
the social organization of that group
is. That Boas had no such idea is a
professionally unforgivable failure.
Noting that Boas did most of his field
work among the Kwakiutl, a
Northwest Coast tribe, White says;

If the Kwakiutl did have clans, were they
exogamous or not? In 1890, Boas believed
that the clans were excgamous. A year later
he reported: “"The gentes are not
exogamous.” Within a few years, however,
he decided that the clans were exogamous.

Were the Kwakiutl patrilineal or
matrilineal? Boas had trouble here, also. In a
report on his investigations in 1888, he says
that a child follows his father's gens “as a rule
.. . but he may also acquire his mother’s
gens.” A year or so later Boas decided that
the Kwakiutl were in a transitional stage
“from maternal to paternal institutions. . . “
Finally Boas concludes, “"The social

organization of the Kwakiut! is very difficult
te understand.”

The list of “facts” presented by
Boas, which were subsequently shown
to be totally erroneous, goes on and
on. Yet the remarkable thing is that
Boas bases his claim for a professional
reputation on  careful field
observation. He does so to the extent
of claiming to be the first American
field worker — when Lewis Henry
Morgan had preceded him in this
sphere by decades.

white, after pointing out that a
major portion of Boas’ writings was
admittedly written by two Indians
“under Boas” direction,” goes on to
say:

Boas’ historical reconstructions are
inferences, guesses, and unsupported
assertions — his own or those of his
informants. They range from the probable
through the possible to the preposterous.
Almost none is verifiable except {with the
help of a ] very general assumption. . .

Boas penchant for positive and dogmatic
utterance may have helped his disciples to
believe that he insisted upon ‘absolutely
established fact’” and ‘strict prooi.” Phrases
such as ‘can not be explained in any other
way,” ‘only one explanation of this fact is
possible,” ‘these facts that cannot be
disputed,’ ‘But | insist. . " are not uncommon
in his writings.

It should always be kept in mind
that, like the anthropologist he most
admires, Lewis Henry Morgan, White
gives vent to opinions, even if only on
rare occasions, that would suggest
socialist feanings. Scholarly
conventions have been given in
Moscow in honor of Lewis Morgan,
and White has attended them almost
as a guest of hanor, But recent history
has dramatically shown that socialism
and racism are not inevitable
adversaries. On the other hand,
capitalism has probably done its best,
in the name of cheap labor, to
undermine the white work force.
white cannot automatically be
dismissed as a pro-minority liberal just
because he is a socialist. Even if we
think little of socialism as an
economic system, the vital issue of
the day is that of race. On this point
White has gone out on a limb — our
limb — as he continues his assauit on
Boas:

The Mind of Primitive Man [Boas' reputed
master work] is largely concerned with the
subject of race and its relation to mental
ability and to cultural development. It also
contains an attack upon, and a rejection of,
theories of cultural evolution. Anthropology
and Modern Life consists of essays on various
aspects of modern Western society and
culture: race, nationalism, eugenics,
criminclogy, education, etc. It ignores
completely one of the most fundamental and
important factors in madern culture, namely,
the industrial and fuel revolution and its
impact upon social, political, and economic
institutions. , .

Boas' distinctions between race,
nationality, language, and cuiture were
designed to oppose the racist doctrines of
GCobineau and Houston Stewart
Chamberlain, and of later writers such as
Madison Crant {The Passing of the Creat
Race, 1916,) and Llothrop Stoddard (The
Rising Tide of Color, 1920), and no doubt
they had a salutary effect in certain guarters.
But we may well question the value of his
contribution to the problems of race conflict.

Boas, who was “of lewish extraction” . . .
had been intensely concerned with anti-
Semitism since his “formative years.” He

19

wrote voluminously on racial problems, as
did some of his prominent students. As |
have argued elsewhere (1947), however, he
never got to the heart of the matter. Much of
his argument was based upon anthropometry
and anatomy, which were largely irrelevant
because race prejudice and conflict do not
arise from lack of knowledge of facts of this
sort. In addition to citing anatomicat
evidence, Boas postulated a psychclogical
basis of race prejudice: “The prejudice is
founded essentially on the tendency of the
human mind to merge the individual in the
class to which he beiongs, and to ascribe to
him all the characteristics of his class.”
(Boas, 1945, pp. 77-8}. Boas did "not wish to
deny that the economic conflict may be a
contributing cause. . . . It would, however,
be an error to seek in these sources the
fundamental cause of the antagonism; for
the econemic conflict .. .. presupposes the
social recognition of the classes” {ibid.. p.
79). What then is the remedy? The “only
fundamental remedy . . . . . is the recognition
that the Negroes have the right to be treated
as individuals, not as members of a ciass”
(ibid). This is undoubtedly true, but it is alsc
a tautclogy. “Strong minds” might “free
themselves from race prejudice. . .” but "the
weak-minded will not follow their example”
(ibid, p. 60). Education, Boas reasons,
cannot “overcome the general human
tendency of forming groups that in the mind
of the outsider are held together by his
emotional attitude toward them’ (ibid., p.
79). What, then, can eradicate the conilict
between races? Boas’ answer was
miscegenation:

[White quotes Boas here at greater length:}
“Intermixture will decrease the contrast
between the extreme racial forms, and in the
course of time, this will lead to a lessening of
the consciousness of race distinction, (f
conditions were ever such that it could be
doubtiul whether a person were of Negro
descent or not, the consciousness of race
would necessarily be much weakened. In a
race of octoroons, living among Whites, the
color questions would probably disappear
(ibid., p. 8Q) . . .. It would seem therefore, to
be in the interest of society to permit rather
than to restrain marriages between white
men and Negro women. . _ (ibid, p. 80).
Thus it would seem that man being what he
is, the Negro problem will not disappear in
America until Negro blood has been so much
diluted that it will no longer be recognized.”

Boas’ own contribution to American
anthropology, White thinks, was
negligible.

But White does give us a clue ta the
source of Boas’ reputation by giving us
a fook at the “social structure” of the
Boas clique:

Let us have another look at the Boas school,
the small, compact group of scholars that
were gathered about the leader. The earliest
were principally foreign-born or the children
of immigrants. Goldenweiser was born in
Kiev; Radin in Lodz: Lowie in Vienna, and
Sapir in Pomerania. Kroeber's father was
borr in Cologne, and his mother was
Arnerican-born, of German antecedents. All
were fluent in the German language. Like
Boas, most were of Jewish ancestry.



Boston: After the election we wrote a
letter to a supporter in Boston asking why
the irish keep voting for Irish pro-busers
like Kennedy and Congressman Thomas
“Tip” O'Neill, The reply was edifying: | get
sick and tired of pecple outside our state
throwing the Kennedys and the O'Neills in
the face of the poor Irish in
Massachusetts. 1 have been trying to
explain the situation until | am biue in the
face. Here | go again. First of ail,
Kennedy's ancestors came to this country
in the 1830s; O'Neill’s in the 1840s. Both
are assimilated one hundred percent into
the Yankee population. Beth like to avoid
any contact with my kind of Irish and beth
would rather be called Yankees, as O'Neill
has said on one TV program. His words
were to the effect that his ancestors had
come here so long ago you could consider
him a Yankee. The Kennedys always were
accepted by the Yankees because of their
money and power. You say the Irish
population is qualified to assimilate with
the host population. It sounds good, but
it doesn’t work out that way. Ninety-five
percent of the lrish (poor} population
would like to unite with the English people
in this country, but the latter won't have
us, and once the Kennedys and O'Neills
are accepted by the English, they don't
want us either.

The South Boston Irish that you hear
about, who used to make up 80% of the
population of that area, are now onfy
20%. The only other group of Irish left in
Boston is in the Hyde Park-West Roxbury
areas. [n South Boston in the November
election, Kennedy lost two to one. In
Hyde Park and West Roxbury it was a fifty-
fifty tie. Most Boston Irish voted for
George Wallace in the previous two
elections. The Yankees and the jews were
the biggest contributors to both the
. Kennedy and O'Neill campaigns. Like the
Yankees, the Irish have no political clout
left. The population ratings in
Massachusetts now are Canadians first,
Italians second, with the Irish either third
or fourth. In Boston the Irish now rank
about fifth in population.

My kind of Irish on the political scene
are people that Kennedy and O'Neill turn
their backs on. Namely, Boston City
Councillor “Dapper” O'Neill, Louise Day
Hicks, State Senator Bulger, all one
hundred percent anti-busing to this very
day. But their jobs don't have encugh
power.

| voted the Republican ticket all the
way, as did a lot of my friends. If we Irish
say to a Jew or an ltalian or a Yankee, we
are not going to vote for the likes of
Kennedy they say we are traitors. What's
the use of explaining.

When Kennedy ran for senator in 1970,
every single Irish club in the state of
Massachusetts came out against him
except one. That one had eighteen

members and guess who they were? Irish
like Kennedy and O'Neill — completely
Yankee, rich professionals. If Kennedy and
O'Neill depended on the poor iIrish vote,
they would never get anywhere. But all the
rest of the population go for them by high
percentages.

Both Kennedy and O'Neill asked the
people of Massachusetts to vote for
Carter, who did not appear before the
people of Boston, but went with Kennedy
and O'Neill to a motel in East Boston.
When he appeared later on the 11 p.m. TV
news, Carter said down in Georgia most of
the people call my mother a nigger lover
and they call me a nigger lover. He
insufted the majority of the people of
Ceorgia. Come January, President Carter
will boost the number of minorities in the
federal government. Meanwhile, you poor
English and we poor Irish wilt just keep
moving further down the ladder. And we
don't have much further to go because
we’re practically at the bottom.

Denver: Here in his own words, one of
them misspelled, is the city librarian’s
justification for banning The Busing
Coverup, a Howard Allen book, from the
Denver Public Library: £arlier this year you
[a local anti-busing advocate] made a
written complaint to the Denver Public
Library with regard to the book The Busing
Coverup by Edward P. Langerton. We had
read gift copies of the book and had

‘rejected it but as a result of your written

complaint we agreed to reconsider the
book. Our method of reconsidering it was
to give it to two staff members not
connected in any way with the department
that had originally rejected it, and to ask
these two additional staff members to read
the bock and evaluate it for the library.
We have now received written reviews
from both of those stafif members. This is
what they say:

Reviewer %1 Racist overtones pervade the
text of The Busing Coverup, by Edward P.
Langerton. In this work, the author views
Blacks as inferior beings, separated
intellectually from their white counterparts
by ‘an unbridgeable chasm’ and prone to
violent rebellion against the law. He implies
that unemployment, poverty, crime, broken
homes, illegitimate births, and other social
evils are indicative of Blacks as a whole, and
somehow unique to them. | feel that his book
would be inappropriate on the shelf of any
public library.

Reviewer #2: The author has done a good job
of editing out from all he read, any positive
aspects of busing. He especially seems to
have delighted in quoting Black parents out-
of-context, There have been many successful
intergrations [sic] of schools but you would
never know it by this book. Racists will love
it.

in view of the fact that everyone at
Denver Public Library who has reviewed

this book has recommended against
adding it to our collection, we feel that the
only proper thing to do is to adhere to cur
original decision not to accept it.

Mitteleurgpa: (from a wandering
Instaurationist} Che Guevara once said of
Switzerland that it was “the brains of the
monster.” That is just what | feel about
Vienna, Two nights back we met a Mr.
Marx at a party given by a foreign
diplomat. He was all for Britain settling
down as a third-rate nation and welcoming
in as many as possible of the coloreds who
want to come. | pointed out that Pakistani
and Indian doctors, for example, were
much more needed at home, and that
Britons might do well to retain more of
their own doctors, rather than drive them
to emigrate. He was most upset and went
on and on about how these people had a
tight to earn more money in England.
Meanwhile, | was tafking to a well-known
English actress and was delighted to find
her more human than | had expected.
However, | touched her on the raw when |
said that the uninformed, like myself,
imagined that any pretty representative of
the British Majority who wanted to get on
in films presumably had to pass the casting
couch test with some degenerate or other.
She denied this so forcibly that | quickly
changed the subject — to the way in
which Shakespeare is now presented. She
said that as there were so few Elizabethan
plays, the directors were forced to try new
angles. | pointed out that at least 1,500
plays survived from that time and that
many of them, although never acted, were
of high quality. She had never even heard
of Fletcher. | then asked if she had any
children and she went off into a lot of
nonsense about being one’s own person
and independent. | recited:

From fairest creatures we desire increase,
That thereby beauty's t0se might never die. ..

Oh,” she said, “how beautiful! Who
wrote that?” She was genuinely surprised
to find that it was Shakespeare, though she
acts in any number of his plays. She is a
big girl, and at one point surprised me by
saying that she wasn’t bothered by the new
vioclence in the world because she didn't
think she would be attacked any more
than me. | gently pointed out that | had a

"black belt myself. (For some time she

acted in a very amusing and violent British
TV series throwing men around.) Having,
in effect, tried to express a physical
superiority over me, she then backed
down and became dovelike, All she needs
is a good spanking followed by some
energetic improvisation. So | shall give her
a copy of Fletcher's “The Custom of the
Country,” probably the most full-blooded
bawdy play in the language. Altogether, a
successful evening. As for Mr. Marx, | felt
almost benign towards him. He summed it
all up so well and really locked the part.




Whoever walks a mile full of false sympathy
walks to the funeral of the whole human race — D. H. Lawrence.
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In keeping with fnstauration’s policy
of anenymity, communicants will only
be identified by the first three digits of
their zip code.

O Thank you for publishing the article
"Vasov” and bringing this tragedy to the
attention of the American people. We may
some day pay for this despicable betrayal. | am
tamiliar with this subject to the minutest
details, and some few survivals of this tragedy
still live in my area. For your information, the
Saint Vladimir's cemetery in Cassville, N. J.,
has a chapel in memory of these martyrs, and
there is another one at Saint Genevieve-des-
Bois, some ftwenty miles from Pans,
commemorating the 32,000 soldiers and 3,009
officers who perished at Linz {Austria), many of
them by suicide, cutting their veins with razors
in the lavatories. Fven Soviet military writers
state that Vlasov people were fighting as tigers
to the end. All this is quite unknown or
forgotten in the U.S.A. Some 30,000 volumes of
deceit and hali-deceit published about World
War 11 are still being read and believed.
However, the Russian people shall never forget
Ylasov.

087

O In reference to Philip Johnson, mentioned in
the article “The Death of American
Architecture:” Johnson built an art museum in
Corpus Christi on the bay front with the load
and unloading door facing the sait water and
opening directly into the storage area, which
has no humidity or air conditioning control.
The building was designed to exhibit "modern
art,” but to get some of the stufi into the
building they have to almast tear down the
front entrance because the doors are too
narrow. Altogether the “carved marshmallow”
(Johnson's phraseology) is a solid concrete
eche chamber incapable of adequate
soundproofing. i vou call such a building
architecture even by innuendo, you're nutty,
too. Incidentally, the back door is so low that
an extremely high tide can flood the lower

floor
783

O Your paper is not bad at all, and | must say
that the subjects you deal with and the general
tone of the publication are rather {positively)
unusual among all the journals and reviews |
receive from America.

{3 Being around a number of Majority racists
has left me with many impressions, few of them
overwhelmingly positive. 1 must say that 1 am
delighted that you are pretty normal . . .
Anyway, many Majority supporters have a
cranky, negativistic outlook on life, always
thinking and saying gloomy things. As bleak as
the racial-political outlook is people of our
sentiment must keep their personalities
detached from the negative forces in the world.

482

0O | teet compelled to sing TM’s virtues. All the
people 've met in the movement are sedate,
calm and wholesome. They maintain an
uplooking, positive outlook. None s
overbearing or raucous. The Maharishi has
done plenty to get thousands of youth oif of
drugs. He's got them meditating, living low-key
lives, and ofi to work or studies. He’'s never
demonstrated himself to be a fake. He's not
chasing white women or drinking liquor or
personally hoarding any money like that
damned Maharaj i, that greedy, fake
“enlightened” sixteen-year-old swindler.
Maharishi Mahesh Yogi, on the ather hand, has
praised the LS. space program, admitted that
America, Germany, England and Switrerland
are more progressive, productive and creative
than india.

162

[0 Don't let Ametican taxpayers’ money be
used to shore up the rotten edifice of the “New
Britain.” There is no decent Englishman who
does not in his heart of hearts want it to
collapse — and collapse it will. So why throw
good money into a bankrupt company? In due
course we intend to rise like a Phoenix from the
ashes, but the longer the collapse is delayed,
the more difficult our task will be. Qur enemies
are desperately trying to gain time so that the
colored immigrants can outbreed us and, given
the facts of demography (which teaches the
significance of replacing potential young
Britons with immigrants at the breeding age),
every year that passes is a gain for them.

English subscriber

O Your articie on the origin of the song Dixie
awakened memories of another explanation
that appeared in Mencken's American Mercury
years ago. Dixie was a slave owner. Not having
enough work to keep the slaves busy, he sold
them. The darkies, unhappy in their new
condition of servitude, composed a typical
Negro chant, some of the words of which ran,
Ol man Dixie was a fine ol man, an’ 1 wish |
was back on Dixie's land.”

[= In regard to sexuality and the Right, 1 should
fike to add that Chaucer and Shakespeare are
two of the bawdiest writers in the language.
Coming down to the twentieth century, ! think
it is undeniable that there have been plenty of
sexually minded rightwing writers (D. H.
Lawrence, Yeats in his oid age, Pound
sometimes, Roy Campbell), and they very
definitely associated liberalism with
emasculation of the Majaority male. | should
add that a French expert recently suggested
that the evidence shows a very much reduced
degree of sexual activity among newly married
couples compared with fifty years ago. This is
borne out by a friend who was formetly on the
staff at Kinsey's sex institute at Bloomington,
Indiana. He says that study has shown that
young people of liberal opinions whe live
together indulge in very little sex, partly
hecause of not eating properly, partly because
of drugs and above all, because the tension
between the sexes has been removed by
confusion of the male and female roles.

3 All the Birch Society members § have talked
to are very much aware that minorities are
behind most of our problems. One Birch
official went so far as to tell me that Robert
Welch knew it also, but felt that it would be
much easier to recruit peaple if they felt they
were joining a nonfascist organization. She
feels Birchers are more effective stressing the
“Conspiracy” rather than the racial aspecis.
562

[ In answer to the writer who asks, is fungus
superior because it kills a tree? Well, the tree is
dead and the fungus is not. The fungus may be
around to attack other plants. The tree which
has been destroyed is El Finito. The writer
sourds like a born-again Christian, in that he
has not learned the meaning of the word
survive. Any modern philosophy that does not
stress survival is meaningless to my way of

thinking.
77

O Incidentally, this summer ¥ was giving a
good deal of thought to the Jungian concept of
the racial consciousness. Thus, | was pleased to
see an article concerning Jung in Instauration.
A racial consciousness is evident in the religion
which a race espouses. | believe there is a racial
subconscious at work in religious propbecy, for
prophecy embodies the most ethereal reaches

French subscriber ,
079 of the mind. w25
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0 i received a very literate letter from a
member of the British National Party who
speaks of Instayration in the most glowing
terms. They really do seem to have some brain
power there. My own view is that they will gain
ground as the system breaks down, and | think
most people in their heart of hearts want it to
break down, however unpleasant this may be
for them. Multiracial living is so bloody awful
that all — whites, blacks, Asians, aborigines —
are at one on this. Soon, | expect the British
government will ban the new parties and then
we can expect some Northern lrish-type
activity, with plenty of bombs and slayings.
Most of the British army is tied up in Northern
Ireland, which has a population of 1,250,000,
How, then, will they be able to control a
population of 50,000,000 or so, especially if the
Scottish Nationalists cut up rough as well? | tell
you, happy days are here again. My own
forecast is that Germany in the 19205 will be
considered a picnic by comparison.

British subscriber

O It is unbelievable how much propaganda has
been fed the American people — and it will
never stop until people understand how to
“read” the news. | beleave that treason long
ago lost its “t” and reason refers to the rare
birds of the world. | appreciate the Came and
the Candie, but the story could have started in
the 1600s.

334

—. | am a poor debater and tend to get nervous
in class discussions. As a consequence, | feel
like a traitor to our cause because | know what's
going on, but | rarefy voice our arguments in
public.

550

O You seem to have little of the iflusions that
plague and hamper your many less worthy
competitors, and neither do many of your
readers. What little misconceptions you do
entertain, you seem quite ready to abandon
once the correct conception has been
explained to you. With such an open frame of
mind, and the interest and perception to
comprehend the truth once vevealed, you seem
destined to eventual success, whereas your
competitors — if they may be euphemisticaliy
elevated to that position — are destined to
stagnate and wither and die. Keep that open
frame of mind — without losing your good
critical judgment, and you will continue to be
successful, whatever your ohjectives, which |
presumne to be the eventual edification oi the
clouded Western mind and at the instauration
of its culture. But | am highly disappointed at
the absence of any real diagnosis of our
predicament and any really sensible
suggestions as to what to do about it. This is
probably not any fault of yours as editor, but is
no doubt due to the fact that such insight into
the cause and cure is not within the powers of
most of your readers and contributors. Each
issue of Instauration ends abruptly, in midair as
it were, with the {ingering thought in the mind:
well, what do we do about itt

912

U | sometimes wonder if those who insist that
the Russians are the real anti-Semites are not
part of a KGB operation. It would not seem
unnatural for the Soviets to try and get a
foothold in Western racist circles, especially in

the U. S,
222

U1 Until 1 had read The Dispossessed Majority §
thought | was the only one that had come to
the conclusion that the European American was
the victim of a new game plan to shuffle by
sleight of hand the black's cards to the top of
the deck and in the process bury the European
American at the bottom of the economic deck.
We have the black who asks that he may enter a
white school because of the better teachers and
curriculum. As soon as the number of blacks
reaches any size, then he must have black
teachers to identify with. Then he must have a
black studies program so he may have black
pride. Then after he changes the white schoot
to a black school no one learns anything.
150

O An outrageous siluation. Freedom to print
books, but not io distribute them, is not
Freedom of the Press.

™

3 While | appreciate your keeping up with
non-American news which informs your
readership of the common racial struggle that
continues throughout the Western wordd, | can
only regard your report on the minuscule
National Party of the United Kingdom as ill
advised. The National Froat's chairman, whom
you so clumsily refer to as “a man named
Tyndall,” may have his faults, but on no
occasion has he ever suggested that the
National Front adopt Mosley-style uniforms!
Nor to my knowledge has Mr. Tyndall ever
proclaimed himsel  “dictator of the
organization,” but was elected democratically
and publically to every post he has held within
the National Front. By contrast, the National
Party's leadership left the National Front for the
simpie reason that it had been found guilty, in a
High Court action, of attempting to usurp the
National Front's constitution . . . . As for the
National Party “already receiving more votes
than the National Frent,” evidence would be
helpful. British local and parliamentary
elections are something | follow with an eagle’s
eye and, as vet, 1 haven't noted a single
election in which the National Party received
anything more than a derisive vote, somewhere
within the 1% to 3% category.

192

O 1 enjoy the Safety Valve and Stirrings very
much. | can't help but pity those who can‘t
think of anything but bitter diatribes against
Christianity, much as 1 pity those Christians
who are upset at the slightest mention of
Darwin. Some people just can't see beyond
their own viewpoints.

675

0 You may be interested to know The
Dispossessed Majority has been read by factory
workers and farmers. The workers, although
they were at times upset with what the book
reported about their favorite Democratic
saints, were in the main responsive. We
distributed fifteen copies.

776

1 1 do wish that you would be a litle more
charitable to people jike Patrick Buchanan.
Thank God for such as he. He reaches infinitely
more readers than you do.

870

O Instauration says everything so well. “The
Boundaries of Loyalty” was an exact
explanation of why | no longer vote.

679

{3 Let me congratulate vou on the first
anniversary of Instavration, and may you
celebrate fifty more. | hope by that time it will
no longer be necessary to enlighten our people,
but instead to relate worthy items to a new free
nation of Nordics.

190

[] Re the article on that raping business at Yale,
the minute any of us start justifying or excusing
black rapists, we would be better off throwing
ourselves over a cliff, for we would be no
longer worthy to walk the face of the earth,
When we refuse to protect with our lives the
honor and safety of our women, the death knell
of the Majority will be sounded. And | would
like to make this point clear to the entire world,
especially to the Third World. As far as | am
concerned, whoever violates the sanctity of our
women will pay for it with his life. And if |
thought otherwise, how long would it be before
my people were gone from the face of the

earthl
119

(1 Congratulations on having seen [nstauration
safely through its first year. |1 have enclosed a
check to insure that the months ahead will be
brightened by twelve more doses of sanity.
368

[ A specter is haunting the racial equalitarians
— the specter of the genes. All of the power of
the schools and the mass media have entered
into a grand alliance to exorcise it.

554

1 According to the constitution of East
Germany, every cifizen is free o leave. Now
this is just so much paper. However, | wonder if
vyou have heard of this strange new
development - according to West German
sources, no less than 200,000 East Germans are
said to have applied for visas to leave and settle
in West Germany permanently. Naturally, by so
doing, they incur endless harassing and
chicanery, Iif the figure is anywhere near true, it
certainly is an amazing one, considering that
the entire population of East Germany is 18
million. Insisting on your “constitutional
rights” in East Germany is as much an act of
desperation as of open defiance. It all started
when one such visa was originally granted.
German subscriber

7 Watch out for minority postal workers
ditching your shipments. Both tribes are
gunning for a tattletale gray America. They
have a universal espionage system that
outranks any officially existing. If every adult in
the U. 5. who is unalterably opposed to law-
enforced integration were 1o be given a
registration number, to conceal his nominal
identity, and were to mail his decision on the
issue to a National Registry, the whole
politically devisable trick to manipulate the
electorate would evaporate in thin and
considerably fresher ais. The truth is, in the
face of a manifestly illegal Supreme Court
decision, the Depressed Majority are afraid to
stand up and be counted.

606

O 1 must say Instauration (November 1978),
just received, was chock fuil of all sorts of
interesting things. It was a smali cultural
efflorescence by its own right. The type and
lavout was nearly flawless this time.

619



[ Morale on the rocks these trying days.
Nevertheless, my vibrant spirit (hoooo!) will
come to the fore, though being a homebody
{giving my ali) makes it more difficult. Quality
of food, prices devastating; who's getting the
good stuffl Deptived nations! And 20-cent
oranges! Whatever happened? Nation a

shambles; Mon Dieu, what next?
038

(] Books may be a wonderful way to influence
opinion, but it is also a very slow way. There is
no doubt the money and the clout to turn this
country in the way it is going has been supplied
by the English Americans. They have always
ruled this country and contrel 806% of the
money. Look at afl the foundation money that
goes to the Negroes and Hispanics and
dissenters. Don't these people realize that they
owe more and should do more for the Nordic
whites? The English who started this country
and made it what it is must be rolling over in
their graves to see what is going on with their
descendants. Majority intellectuals have to
write and talk to their own people and get them
to stand on their own two feet again. There are
millions of ethnics like myself who will stand
with them. I'm with poor whites all the time
and sooner or later something is going to break
because we are sick and tired of big shots
shoving nonwhites down our throats.

902

O Much as | admire the qualities of the
Puritans {and Elmer Pendell, in his Sex Versus
Civilization demonstrates that they are very
much the result of a most ruthless natural
selection), | feel that the Virginian tradition is
of more significance for civilization — and
selective factors were operative there, too. |
agree with Mencken when he says that the
destruction of the Old South was the tragedy of
American civilization. The one thing | will say
for the Puritans, apart from my admiration for
their toughness and invenfiveness, is that they
didn’t need anyone else. They could survive
alone, while the Southern tradition needed
slaves, just as the Norman tradition in England
needed the lower classes.

Austrian Subscriber

O 1 kmow in our ancient faith any kind of
thinking was our religion, hence politics is our
religion, too. | once urged our people to
abandon the type of politics Hitler imported
from Haly, to everyone's detriment, and to stay
with the form of politics entirely created out of
our own inheritance. Without the rebirth of our
ancient Norse faith, we will not succeed. It is
the core of everything. We have enormously
higher ideals than any of our opponents, as you
may recognize in the Baldur Edda. It was
always my contention that it is of no use to try
to save the Notdic race from extinction by
genocide or racial admixture, unless the folk
(the word race is a foreign word) has one or
more countries entirely to itself, has its own
religion, laws and schools, and can make its
decisions without interference.

959

O Here is the loot for another year of
{nstauration. The publication is ducky; the title
is a caution.

815

O Much better than John Dean as
Instauration’s Majority Renegade of the Year
would have been Gerald R. Ford. Who can
match his record? He presided in passive
fashion over owur continuing domestic
dispossession. He gave Kissinger a free hand to
sahotage our best interests abroad. And he was
the dampener of vestigial Majority ardot par
excellence - jettisoning Earl Butz for indulging
in a private (and witless) racial joke;
reprimanding General Brown {again] for
speaking home truths about Zionist clout;
wresting his party’s nomination from a man
wha at least symbolized an assertion of
Majority will; and, finafly, serving with his
zomboid ubiquity as a constant, depressing
reminder that too much of the racial product is
in urgent need of factory recail.

However, in one crucial respect, Ford did his
own people no harm at all. A {ackluster
caretaker incapable of generating any motal ot
spiritzal authority, he did not at any point
touch the deeper layers of the Majority psyche,
S0 my vote goes to someone who | believe did
as much damage to our collective psyche as
any one of us. For her performances in The
Crass Menagerie and Mr. Snopes Goes to
Washington, | nominate “Miss” Lillian Carter. |
realize it is bad form to criticize a president’s
mother (unless she’s an illiberal patrician like
Sarah Roosevelt), but since Mrs. Carter insists
on playing to the hilt the public role of racial
renegade, this member of the captive audience
feels entitled to review the show in
straightforward language. Mrs. Caster is the
mediacrats’ Discovery of 1976: a white
Southern demidowager wha, at a deferential
downbeat from a network anchorman, will
compose an uncituous shapsody on her
Negrophile martyrdom in  Plains. These
pontifical rhapsodies by the nation’s first
mother, beamed with Holy Communion
reverence into Majority homes, are insidiously
effective in  furthering our  spiritual
lobotomization.

&40

[ The other day | went in to take a shower and
the water was already running in one of the
stalls. Out stepped one of the Egyptian Negroes
who occupy the third floor of this Studentheim,
fully clothed in flannel pajamas, slippers and
turban. And he wasn't even wet! "Somebody
ought to show the sons-of-bitches how to use
the John” is a phrase | have heard more than
once here in reference to our fellow students
from North Africa and indonesiz. The
Hausmeisterin, a rather comely bionde
hardworking forty-five-year-old East Prussian
refugee, often dissolves into tears about the
situation. The other, and far larger group of
students, is composed of Poles, Russians and
Rumanians, mostly of German background or
who have been able to convince the German
govemment that they are of German
background. They all think it was a good thing
Germany lost the war; even the ones who
survived atrocities in Upper Silesia at the hands
of Red Army Mongolians. Last week our class
attended a Sitzung of the town council in the
sala of the new Rathaus. The talk was of
nothing but money. it was the complete
triumph of the middle class and the consumer
saciety. Also there was not one Nordic among
them.

American Student in Germany

O In reading your Safety Valve column we
must conclude the column very aptly named
indeed . These segments of letters to you, in the
main, appear to be readers of above average
intellect, who recognize the disintegration of
our society and who even project the lower
status of animal existence the future holds fer
them. In our reading these — we shali calf them
protests, warnings, concerns — we discern a
desire to do something about their fate. We
“feel” a guest for someone to point out the
way, to suggest courses of action, to lead. The
new thinking people want someone with a
pasitive program which they can accept now!
The Dispossessed Majority gives them the facts
and acquaints them with the who, how and
why, but after providing all of this knowledge
and literally awakening these potential leaders,
these people are left casting around,
floundering, looking for the direction to go,
thinking that something should be done, but
what! We think your instauration can be —
should be — the tocsin that projects a positive
program of what to do, how to do it, who to do
it with -~ now. Instauration takes ifs readers
and gives them a forum to squawk and bitch.
But then at this point they need direction. They
— these potential feaders, most of them — drift
back to apathy, their frustrations appeased,
without leadership. These readers must be
guided into a positive program of action, else
your great effart is aborted. We must put the
race issue in a context that will be accepted and
this can he done by showing that our
profoundly wise founding fathers and their
forefathers were not only all (everyone to a
man) white; indeed, these great men whom we,
the dispossessed Majority revere as a whole, as
our bicentennial shows, were not only race-
minded  geniuses, they were  white
supremacists. Our history proves this to be fact.
So long as we kept our lifestyle racist, we
prospered. But when we were betrayed and
fooled inta overruling the wisdom of our
founding fathers’ racism, we began our moral
decline. And i we white people, the
dispossessed Majority, wish a return to
morality, to freedom, liberty and individual
independence, we must retum to the wisdom
of our founding fathers and segregate (later
repatriate).

902

[ Russian anti-Semitism is probably more than
just opportunism; it is hate, pent up for a
thousand years. During the 20s through the 60s
the Russians cynically used the jews to help
sabotage America, but this did not make the
Reds love their Fifth Column. Trotsky was more
than enough. The ultimate conflict will be
between the Russians and the colored hordes
for the grand prize, which is the decadent
West.

28

T} Too many Instauration articles sound like
some of my college texts.
195

0 We are, dear editor, like the meteors of a
troubled heaven . . . of one nature and heart,
suffering the shock of incident disease, but our
soul and rank shall be formulated.

804



FRANCIS
GALTON

The First Eugenicist

What little Homo americanus knows of the social and
behavioral sciences is based largely upon the works of Karl
Marx and Sigmund Freud, the two learned Elders whose
massive tomes, largely unread, are carefully and
religiously filtered down to college students by the
abridgement and bowdlerizations of a band of true-
believing apostles. Thanks to the promotional needlings of
Madison Avenue print merchants such works as Marcuse’s
Eros and Civilization and Norman Brown’s Life Against
Death are almost as common among university literati as
roach clips and venereal disease. The basic thesis of both
books upholds the classic Marxist-Freudian line — first
copulate, then share the wealth!

Sir Francis Galton, who is to Freud and Marx as T. S.
Eliot is to Allen Ginsberg, has had no claque of fanatics to
toot his far more intelligent horn. Frozen in the deep
Siberian silence in which CBS, NBC and ABC enshroud
“dangerous thinkers,” Galton rernains number one on the
most unwanted list of contemporary social science.
Accordingly, it is no surprise that ordinary (and so many
are ordinary) college students and faculty members have
simply no idea who Galton was or what he did. Upon the
mere mention of his name the rare academicians who are
dimly aware of his existence are likely to fly into a typical
liberal pet, as they whine and whinny about “racism and
elitism.” Such gross ignorance is all the more remarkable
in view of the evaluation given his work by a pair of very
respected historians of the behavioral sciences. J. C. Flugel
and D. ]. West in A Hundred Years of Psychology (p. 111)
state that never in the history of psychology “do we meet
an investigator so brilliant, so versatile, so wide in his
interests and abilities, so little bound by prejudice or
preconception. Compared to him, all others . . . are apt to
appear a little ponderous and pedantic, a little blindered
in their outlook.”

E. G. Boring in his classic A History of Experimental
Psychology (p. 487) credits Galton with founding “the
psychology of the individual differences in human
capacities,” adding that Wilhelm Wundt (another great
thinker who has become a MIA in the media’s war against
the hereditarian school) “wanted to improve psychology;
Galton the human race.”

They have made a pariah
out of the man who may
have had the highest 1Q

of all time

Early Life

Born in 1822, Galton could trace part of his family back
to pre-Norman times. His grandfather was a successful
Quaker banker who anticipated the trichromatic theory of
color vision. Galton’s father, also a banker, married the
daughter of Erasmus Darwin, thereby making Francis and
Charles Darwin cousins. At age four the toddling Galton
wrote his sister, ”I can read any English book. | can say all
the Latin substantives and adjectives and active verbs
beside fifty-two lines of Latin poetry. | can cast up any
sum in addition and multiply by 2, 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 10. | can
also say the pence table. | read French a little and | know
the clock.” In view of all this precocity, Lewis Termin
estimated Galton’s |IQ to be 200!

Young Galton was unhappy with his early education
because it consisted primarily of Latin, Greek and the
study of religion, and put little importance on science and
mathematics. Never an ivory tower intellectual, Galton
from childhood on was an avid tinkerer and inventor.
Among other things he built a working model of a flying
machine and a steam-powered rotary engine, developed a
semaphore system, a teletype and stereoscopic and
weather maps, and was the first to categorize fingerprints.

Parental influence led to his studying medicine, which
he had little use for. Only after a wearing struggle did he
persuade his father to allow him to take a mathematics
degree at Cambridge. In 1844, when his father died,
Galton received a tidy inheritance, which relieved him of
the tiresome necessity of becoming a doctor and earning
his own keep.

Inspired by his cousin’s adventuresome voyage on The
Beagle, Galton traveled to Egypt, Sudan, Syria and the
Holy Land, where he tried unsuccessfully to raft down the
Jordan river. In the course of his travels in the Near East he
developed a life-long admiration for Islam as a practical
code of human behavior. In 1850 he led an expedition to
southwest Africa, which may soon become the sovereign
state of Namibia, where he not only made precise
geographic observations, but put down a local rebellion
and literally forced a system of law and order upon the
natives,

Continued On Page 18



BRITISH RACIAL POLICY IN AFRICA

Until the defeat of Europe in World War I, British racial
policy in Africa had always been one of strict Apartheid,
first officially instituted in South Africa by Sir Rufus
Donkin in 1820, and extended several decades later by
Lord Lugard and his policy of Parallel Racial Development.
As recently as twenty years ago it was not permitted for a
black man to enter a white hotel in British Africa. But ever
since then the British have been calling the South Africans
names for carrying on their own tradition — although in
fact Apartheid in South Africa is being rapidly eroded.

it was largely because the white inhabitants of Kenya
and Northern Rhodesia could not conceive how abruptly
and completely British policy had reversed itself that they
were gulled into surrendering their territories to blacks.

Majority Rule in Rhodesia

As for what Britain wishes for Africa, we have the
statement of Lord Home, onetime Secretary of State for
Commonwealth Relations, who said: “What is the goal of
British policy in Central Africa? It is partnership, social,
economic and political, between African and European. It
is @ high and honourable aim because if the bridge can be
built which transcends race and colour and religion, we
shall have healed Nature's great divisions between men.”

This was a perfectly clear and definite statement,
expressing a political idealism of a most un-Conservative
nature, and expounding a philosophy which can be related
in practice neither to this world no any other. But it was
good enough for the future Prime Minister of Creat
Britain.

But even some years before this a diligent investigator of
the occult might have noted that Lord Milverton, a former
Governor of Nigeria, writing in Optima, stated that both
the Central African Federation (Southern Rhodesia,
Northern Rhodesia and Nyasaland) and South Africa were
seeking racial harmony, albeit along different roads, but
that the British policy of racial integration had to be
accepted on Christian and statesmanship grounds. “We
believe,” he wrote, “that the Native, at a future date,
however remote, will be the equal of the Furopean, and
that race prejudice will disappear so that intermarriage will
be practicable and will convey no stigma.”

This, for the first time, was official British policy straight
from a lordly horse’s mouth. It was no longer nebulous but
naked and crystal-clear, revealed in all its pristine
splendour. It envisaged a glorious millennium when we
would all be able to admire the nice muddy colour of our
new Christian skins and the statesmanlike texture of our
new frizzy hair. Is it any wonder Western politicians are so
inspired and so inspiring, when they have their gaze fixed
on such elevating prospects?

It must be admitted, however, that even Lord Milverton,
as an afterthought, did make a rather important
reservation, one which was soon to be amply vindicated.
He said that however obnoxious a policy it might be,
“Apartheid, unlike integration, would not mortgage the
future irretrievably if things went wrong.” And in fact, on
20 June, 1964, in a letter to the London Times, he praised
Apartheid without any reservations whatever, saying that
as Africa was “strewn with the wreck of multiracial
dreams, surely there is everything to be said for separate
development.”

Such second thoughts must come as something of a
surprise to those who would place a sinister interpretation
upon Western policies, not believing that our leaders can
possibly be as simple-minded as they appear to be. But up
to the Milverton level at least, we can see now that it is
indeed simple-mindedness that prevails. And this is all the
more disturbing as it is always better to be ruled by knaves
than by dolts,

The above was taken from a new book (unpublished, of
course) Can the White Man Survive by Anthony jacob, a
South African civil engineer.



First Anniversary Festschrift

The following, which is more than a letter and practically arr article in its own right, arrived “over the transom” after
Instauration’s first birthday. We are printing this anniversary card almost in its entirety — it amounts to a one-man
Festschrift — not only for its cache of interesting information, but to demonstrate that |nstauration has attracted some
bright young readers in its brief and lonely existence as a media orphan. When we acquire 25,000 such readers, we will
be well on our way to recivilizing these poor, floundering, barbarized United States.

Instauration is now so wholly in accord with my thinking
that my fulsome praise of it would border on a type of
ideological narcissism. | can say of it what Baudelaire said
of his first reading of Poe: “Here, for the first time, | read
sentences, entire paragraphs, which were word for word
identical with those which | had hitherto read only in
dreams.” The quote, lifted out of the confusion of my
wretched memory, is necessarily only a rough paraphrase,
but it conveys some notion of the sometimes uncanny
sense of deja vu that | have had upon reading your journal.

Like so many topics, hereditarian thought seems to have
a tripartite division, considering as it does racial, group,
and individual differences. Majority conservatives can
readily and gladly accept hereditarian hypotheses that are
restricted to individuals and groups, particularly socio-
economic strata or classes. Racialism, however, is damned
as another form of collectivism, as indeed it is. Bourgeois
“Aryans” in late nineteenth century Germany and France,
for example, feared along with the Jews the rabble-rousing
potential of what Bebel called “the socialism of fools.”
Majority conservatives who will admit that class
antagonism is real and defend a system of what would
today be called “institutional racism” as a means of
resolving it are rare indeed. Offhand, | can recall only two
works that openly defend such a solution to class struggle:
Fitzhugh's Sociology for the South, published before 1860,
and Josey's Race and National Solidarity, published
sometime around 1925. Grant and Stoddard are less willing
to face the reality of class struggle; they are more ready, if
| again recall correctly, to attribute such tensions to
“agitation.” Earnest Sevier Cox, whose White America |
have read only just this year, does more squarely confront
this problem, and, like Woltmann, he places preservation
of the race above preservation of any economic system.

What upper-class Majority conservatives, Buckleyites
and Birchites alike, do not vet realize is the fact that mere
avoidance of “attitudinal racism,” formalistic eschewal of
the language used by an Archie Bunker or an Earl Butz,
will not win for them any plenary indulgence from the
Marxists. They are “guilty of participation in institutional
racism” whether they will it or not.

In considering the “resistances” offered by Majority
conservatives and liberals alike to what a periodical like
Instauration might have to tell them, we must also
consider irrational factors. The ambitious Majority
conservative, a man not as financially affluent as he might
like to be, naturally does not want to assume attitudes, or
entertain thoughts even remotely associated with such
attitudes, that are considered to be characteristic of lower-
class “bigots.” His insecurity about his status claims leads
him to overreact, if anything, against ideas that are not

salonfaehig. Similarly, the Majority liberal in the academy
may also have irrational underpinnings to his adamant,
frenetic, angered, half-frightened excoriation and
rejection of a Shockley or a Jensen. The Majority
“intellectual,” a man who fetishizes abstract “intellect,”
carries within him in many instances, | suspect, a guilty
realization that he really,”deep down inside, really does
not believe that black people are intellectually all that
commonly received dogma touts them as being. We do
not have to seize on the Freudian concept of “reaction
formation” to explain their excessive recoil from racialist
heresy; we need only say with Shakespeare that we think
they do protest too much.

We do not have the means with which to mount a
frontal assault against these “resistances,” but | believe
that a grain or two of fact in the right place or time can
become a catalyst facilitating their decomposition.

Occasionally an article in your magazine stirs old
memories to life, The piece on Sheldon led me to recall my
last year in high school when we were assigned to write a
“research paper” in “Social Studies.” | reported on the
theories of Kretschmer and Sheldon, and collided with the
ire of the teacher — a man pvknic-endomorphic in
physique, ultra-liberal in ideology, ophidian in ethic —
who actually sent me off to the principal’s office where. |
was harassed and hectored for over an hour anent the
dangers of “generalizing about groups.” My paper did not
concern race, which is not the central concern of
Kretschmer or Sheldon either. However, my outraged
preceptor sniffed out a foul menace to “democracy” in the
“generalizations” my paper concerned. All this outrage
bubbled up in spite of the fact that | clearly stated in the
paper that it reported theories only. | suspect that they
sensed a fact that Margaret Mead also divined. In a
lengthy footnote to her Male and Female, she warns that
somatotypes could be correlated with racial groups to
vield up a “new racism.” This little anecdote gains
significance in light of the fact that my high school was a
small rural institution, one hundred per cent white by
sheer chance, and that the year was 1961. The grand witch
hunt began a good, long time ago, and | am amazed that
any students emerge from our public schools with any
independence of mind on these topics.

However, my resistance, my Great Refusal, my thought-
crime began much earlier. In the fifth grade | still recall
the teacher's incessant babble about the United Nations,
the evils of “prejudice,” the worthiessness of the United
States because it committed the horrendous offence of
“stealing” the Panama Canal from Colombia. This was a
small town school and even back then they were harping
and carping on all the hackneyed, guilt-mongering themes
they still cherish today. If these clowns and commissars of

Continued On Page 19



MEDIA SHIFTINGS

Thomas B. Morgan is Jewish, highly intellectual, ex-
press secretary of New York’s ex-Mayor Lindsay, editor of
the semi-scatological Village Voice, second husband of
Mary Rockefeller Strawbridge, Nelson’s younger daughter,
and, most recently, the new owner of the Nation, the sorry
old liberal hate sheet that no intelligent Majarity member
reads, but every library subscribes to.

Some months age Martin Peretz, jewish, highly
intellectual, onetime teacher of social studies at Harvard,
and husband of a Singer sewing machine heiress,
purchased control of the New Republic, another sorry old
liberal hate sheet that no one but true-blue pinkeos read,
vet every library subscribes to.

What is the purpose of these less than coincidental
financial forays into supercilious journalism? One guess is
that since the liberal heritage of both magazines tended to
favor detente and a certain ambivalence toward Zionist
racism, those who do our thinking for us have decided
such old-fashioned sentiments must be eradicated if the
nation is to be prepared for a crusade to save Israel. As the
Washington Post and New York Times have done so
neatly, liberalism must be changed from a peaceful
ideology of international collaboration and arbitration
into a Zionist war ideology of conguest and mass
dispossession. The classical liberal view of the self-
determination of peoples still holds water in the Times
editorial columns, but somehow the antithetical view
applies to Arabs.

All of which is only a repetition of what happened in the
late 1930s when the pacifist, anti-interventionist, anti-
merchant-of-death aspects of liberalism had to be
expunged in order to prepare liberals for war against
Hitler. At that time Frieda Kirchwey, editor of the Nation,
raised high the bloody shirt and urged her readership of
bespectacled college professors and minority eggheads to
start killing as many Cermans as possible. Since Peretz
took over the New Republic there has been a similar shift
toward warmongering, one which is now bound to be
duplicated by the Nation, once Morgan starts sharpening
his editorial dagger.

With the capture of the Nation and the New Republic by
Zionists there remains only a handful of influential
magazines in the U. S. that are not under direct Jewish
financial or editorial control.

An updated rundown
of the minority
hold on the printed

and spoken word

Katharine Meyer Graham controls Newsweek and
Edward Koster is its editor, Henry Grunwald is managing
editor of Time and Andrew Heiskell, the chairman of the
board of Time, Inc., the parent company, is married to a
Sulzberger. Marvin Stone is editor of U. §. News and
World Report, which means Jews are at the helm
of all three leading weekly newsmagazines. The editorial
staff of Fortune, ancther Time, Inc., publication, is
littered with minority names and the editor-in-chief is
Daniel Seligman. Walter Annenberg is publisher of TV
Guide, which supposedly has the largest circulation of any
weekly magazine. Rolling Stone is under the financial
cotrol of Max Palevsky and the editor is Jann Wenner.
William Shawn is editor of the New Yorker, whose
publisher is Peter Fleischmann, a 50% Jew. As part of a
slippery $305 million deal engineered by Goldman Sachs,
Samuel Newhouse has just added Parade and eight
Michigan dailies to his publishing empire, which already
includes Vogue and Mademoiselle.

Meanwhile, not much is new on the television front.
Goldenson still runs ABC and Paley still controls CBS with
an iron hand, after recently dumping his latest Majority
man Friday, Arthur Taylor, {Paley had previously betrayed
a more enduring and faithful servant, onetime CBS
president, Frank Stanton, who had been promised but
never given the board chairmanship.) It will be interesting
to see who emerges as the de facto boss of CBS after the
75-year-old Paley dies or is incapacitated. As for NBC,
whose parent company, RCA, has been under Majority
control since Robert Sarnoff of the Sarnoff dynasty
stepped down a few vyears ago, Anthony Conrad, his
successor, was forced to resign after leaked income tax
returns showed he had paid little or nothing to the
government for several vears. (Needless to say, the
Sarnoffs’ income tax returns were never leaked.) Present
board chairman of RCA is Edgar Griffiths, a Majority
member, and the head of NBC is Julian Goodman, a
Southern Baptist from Kentucky. However, NBC-TV is
managed by Herbert Schlosser and, as is the case with the
two other networks, the news department is controlled by
Richard Wald, a Jew. Million-dellar Barbara Walters is the
first minorityite and the first woman to become an
anchorman on network nightly news, though minority
types abound on special news programs and interview
shows.

Continued On Page 20



Behind an almost unknown
Red Army victory stood an

American tank designer

KHALKIN-GOL

On August 22, 1939, an event occurred in a little-
known, untraveled and out-of-the-way place in the world
that changed the history of the globe. Had its lessons been
learned, had the specialists in the field possessed the
necessary inteiligence to grasp its significance, the
political map of the planet would be entirely different. It
was the day of Khalkin-Gol.

To understand this battle at the Khalkin-Gol river in
Mongolia, the observer must flash back to the United
States in the spring of 1919, when a mechanic in New
Jersey named Walter Christie appeared with a
revolutionary tank design, of vastly increased mobility,
recognized at the time by the young Army officer, George
S. Patton, as the world’'s best tank. Nevertheless,
QOrdnance Corps representatives reviewed the Christie tank
and rejected it as being “too difficult to maneuver,” a fact
which threatened Christie with bankruptcy and the loss to
the wealthy Patton of the loans he had made to Christie’s
company. However, certain shrewd foreign eyes were
aware of the epochal nature of Christie’s invention. In
1920 agents of the newly created Soviet Union saved
Christie from bankruptcy by buying his tank.

The Christie tank became the backbone of the Soviet
Red Army in the 1930s. Meanwhile, appropriations for
tank development in the Ametican Army had been voted
down by Congress, as its members had talked about “the
economic impossibility of building enough tanks to
constitute a mechanical army.” It was thus obvious that
political and military figures in the U. S. saw little future in
the tank. In 1939 the Soviet engineers had produced an
advanced development of the original Christie tank and
the Kremlin had trained and fielded the world’s largest
army for its deployment in future battles. The significance
of its continued development and deployment was not
understood clearly by the military and political leaders of
other nations. Neither was the potential capacity by the
Soviets to produce 102,000 of them during World War 1|,
The dire import of Soviet tank preparations and
manufacturing capacity was either unknown,
misunderstood, or ignored in precisely the two countries
where it was most important to know and understand such
things — japan and Cermany. It was not realized that the
tractor factories established by the Communist

Marshal Zhukov

dictatorship in Russia had a dual purpose: (1) to make the
collective-farm system possible (and thus keep the
Communists in absolute control of the Russian peasantry);
and (2) to be readily convertible to the production of
tanks, which would repel foreign invaders.

Different Tactics

In 1939 Japan was politically dominated by the Japanese
Army, the senior service, a distinctly less technically
inclined armed force than the Japanese Navy. The Army
bore deeply within its innermost soul certain profound
medieval convictions, proved, its officers believed, since
time immemorial in the crucible of battle. The undying
spirit of Yamato Damashii, Bushido, the Way of the
Warrior, the Code of the Samurai, the Spirit of Old Japan
— who could withstand this nation of superhuman,
inspired fighters? The Supreme emphasis in the Japanese
Army was on the spiritual aspect of human combat. Valor,
&lan, dedication — these were the mystic keys to victory,
and the warrior lived like the cherry blossom, a short-but-
sweet existence and a glorious death. In 1905 had not the
swordsmen and riflemen of the Samurai swept the land
and sea of the Russians? Of course, attention would be
paid to modern equipment and tactics, but Spirit would-
always be the deciding factor. Few Japanese seemed to
realize that in the 1930s they had been fighting tankless
Chinese land armies.

The Communists, the new ruling class of the former
Russian Empire, took a fundamentally different view of
what made for success in war. Although a vigorous, if not
too successful, propaganda campaign was conducted to
instifl revolutionary fervor in drafted recruits, the Party's
primary emphasis was on modernizing the Russian Army,
above all with masses of continuously developed and
improved tanks of the newest design. Communist military
incentive would be instilled by the commissar system,
NKVD battalions, and “obstacle” regiments to discourage
undesirable retreats. Aircraft development with the
primary purpose of tank support was pressed. For artillery
backup of armored vehicular formations, the Communists
had at their disposal the formidable Russian artillery
tradition.

Continued On Page 20



Germ Warfare

We keep bringing up Solzhenitsyn in
Instauration, not so much because he is a
literary beacon in these Darkening Ages,
or because he has become the conscience
of the unconscionable West, but because
ke is an inexhaustible source of news — in
particular the kind of news that Soviet
propagandists and the liberal-minority
vellow press have managed to hide or play
down over the past half-century.

Instauration readers are already familiar
with Soizhenitsyn’s revelations that most
of the Communist death camps in the
1930s were run by Russian minority
members and that the man in charge of
building the Belomor Canal, which cost
180,000 lives, was a Turkish-born Jewish
multimillionaire named Frenkel.

Solzhenitsyn

In his latest book to be published in
English Lenin in Zurich, Solzhenitsyn
allocates a great deal of space to another
Jewish millionaire, Israel Lazarevich
Helphand, alias Parvus, a Red founding
father, who was a financier and director of
the abortive 1905 Russian revolution.
Afterward, Parvus continued to contribute
heavily to Communist causes, as well as to
Lenin‘s private purse, and was the chief
organizer of the German-sponsored sealed
train that carried Lenin to Russia after the
February 1917 (Kerensky) revolution.
Once the Bolsheviks had butchered Czar
Nicholas and family, Parvus turned against
Lenin — not for the butchery, which
pleased him, but for what he detected as a
surge of Bolshevik “militarism.”
Purchasing a villa in the Zurich suburbs,
where he threw parties featuring pre-
Hefnerian group gropes, Parvus started
meddiing in the politics of the Weimar

Republic by bribing some of its highest
officials. Switzerland eventually expelled
him, whereupon he buiit himself a lavish
home on an island in a German lake. In
1924 the Bolshevik Maecenas expired in
luxury’s lap, just after Cermany had gone
through the hel} of a stampeding infiation.

In addition to Parvus, Soizhenitsyn
delves into the personal files of other early
Lenin boosters. Surrounded by such
notables as Zinoviev {Apfelbaum],
Riazanov (Goldendakh), Sokelnikov
(Brilliant}, Martov (Tsederbaum}, Hanecki
(Fuerstenberg), Bronski (Warsawski) and
Radek (Socbelsohn), Vladimir Ilich
nevertheless chose a non-Jewish wife. Like
Marx’s Jenny von Westphalen, Nadya
Krupskaya was the daughter of a court
official and her marriage to Lenin was
formalized in church. Having sweated and
slaved away her best years for her male
chauvinist master, she dutifutly accepted
his never-ending affair with Inessa
Armand. a twice-divorced French woman
from a theatrical family, whom Lenin,
stealing a march on Wayne Hayes,
appointed Chairman of the Moscow
Province Economic Council after the
October revolution. In the menage a trois
life style of the most decadent Grand
Dukes, Madame Armand frequently lived
with Lenin and Nadya under the same
roof.

The portrait of Lenin sketched by
Solzhenitsyn’s ink-tipped scalpel is that of
a political adman and sloganeer insensate
to any touch of humanity. He had no
scruples, no taste, no pity and no limit to
his Mongol fury and  his  Khazar
contumacy. He would have betrayed his
best friend, if he had had one. He was, in
short, everything Hitler was supposed to
have been, if we aflow for the different
racial predilections.

Sending Lenin and his Bolshevik
camorristi to Russia in 1917 was about the
foulest trick ever played on any country
since Ulysses dreamed up the Wooden
Horse. It hastened Russia’s military
collapse, as the German general staff had
expected, but it let loose a virus which has
spread to the earth’s four corners and has
piled up many more millions of corpses
than the Black Death.

it may be that Lenin’s sealed train wifl
go down in history as man’s first and most
scrofulous use of germ warfare.

Art Patron

The scene: a nice middle-tlass public
school in a nice afl-white town in Florida.
The principal, newly appointed, whose
last job was in one of those not so nice
MNorthern schools, and three teachers are
talking to a black man with beard and too
tight pants displaying some Tijuana-type,
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aboriginal, painted-on-black-velvet
(supposedly by him) art. A young mother
enters and asks permission to pick up her
child for a dental appointment. She hears
the principai ask which of these
“magrificent paintings” should the school
buy to hang in the lobby. The teachers ooh
and ah and choose, while the principal
locks benignly on. His eye shifts to the
waiting mother. She turns and looks at the
paintings, then at the Negro, then back at
the principal, who quickly moves his eyes
away. The mother takes her chiid’s hand
and walks out. The next time she comes to
schoo! she sees not one but three of the
“magnificent paintings” prominently
displayed in the lobby. But when she
happens to encounter the principal again,
his eyes again refuse to meet hers for more
than a second. He knew and she knew that
the school had never bought one picture
from local white artists, although the
school was actually located in a town
noted for its annual art shows.

Hitler In Focus

Instead of writing just another piece of
biographical polemics, historian John
Toland in his new book Adolff Hitler has
decided to have a go at some of the facts.
He managed to obtain interviews with
more than 150 people who in one way or
another had been associated with Der
Fuehrer and who would never have talked
to the William Shirer type of hatchet
biographer.

Three doctors who had examined Hitler
and were quite familiar with his health
record totally denied the testimony of a
“Russian” doctor that the German leader
had only one testicle. This charge, and the
way it was publicized throughout the
world, was perhaps counterproductive in
the sense that a man who makes such
tasteless enemies cannot be all bad.
Toland also laid to rest the contradictory
charges that simultanecusly accused
Hitler of being impotent and of carrying
on a weird procession of sexual
perversions. The author found that Hitler
had had one healthy love affair with a
Bavarian girl, Mitzi Reiter, long before he
set eyes on Eva Braun.

The young Hitler was not the bestial
fanatic his diabolizing detractors have
made him out to be. He was popular with
his schoolmates, played cowboys and
Indians and sang in the village choir. He
was never a starving artist, though his
rejection by the Jewish-dominated Vienna
Art Academy may have been one of the
key factors in his lifelong anti-Semitism.
He was a good soldier and his greatest
weakness, at least in his army days, was an
obsession with food. All in all, Hitler, at



least in his private life, conducted himself
as well as or better than most of his critics.

Hitler, so inordinately talented in his
rise to power against overwhelming odds,
was inordinately dumb in declaring war
against the U. S. in 1941. But this fatal
lapse by no means justifies the publication
of thousands of volumes and hundreds of
thousands of newspaper and magazine
articles which try to prove that a man who
kept almost the whole world at bay for five
years was a mad monster, a sort of souped-
up Jack The Ripper.

Economic lconoclasm

The first generation of the men who
really founded the profession of
economics was not bad. Walrus was
about the worst, or rather his writings had
the greatest potential for being twisted
into utter nonsense. But Marshall, Pareto,
Clarke, Wicksell and Bohm-Bawerk were
all good scholars. They knew the classics
in the days when language did not mean
Fortran and Cobol. And they all had at
least a tacit knowledge of the “Smithian”
theory of economic order. The only
significant defect in their literature is the
exaggerated role of prices as coordinating
devices. But this lapse did not really
undermine their thinking. Their
commentary on the “function of price”
was in the manner of a Shakespearean
“aside.”

By the 1920s the universities were all
establishing chairs in economics. Many
well-intentioned men were attracted to
the “science,” but they did not write very
much. The type and amount of economic
learning they were receiving was quite
satisfactory for school teachers, and that is
all they wanted to be. The people with
higher professorial ambitions, however,
were different. They were the “expanders
of the frontiers,” and in doing their thing
they abandoned all previously conquered
territory, forgetting everything but the
frontier they were determined to expand.
By the 1930s and 1940s when all the grand
old men had retired, everything of
enduring significance (such as the division
of labor) had been put aside. A few with
scholarly affectations did write some
pieces on the history of economic
thought. But they made no effort at all to
understand what the older writers had
been saying.

To illustrate the decline in economic
thinking, it would have been impossible
for Keynes to have convinced economists
in, say, 1910 that the cause of
unemployment was overly high wages and
interest rates. Economists at that time had
at least some understanding of the division

of labor and they attributed
unemployment to “social
disorganization.” By the 1930s

“economics” and “price theory” theory”
were being used interchangeably and the
profession had forgotten about

“organization.” Men who did not like
Keynes' remedy for unemployment said
things as foolish as Keynes. They predicted
that if interest rates fell prices would not
fall as fast as wages, so “real wages” would
take a beating.

In the 1960s a new theory of
unemployment captured the imagination
of the profession, Though formulated
mathematically, its substance is not
difficult to grasp. People who are
unemployed look for jobs. But in the
model a “job” is conceputalized as a
“commodity.” If “searching costs” are
high the effect on the demand for this
commodity will have the same effect as
high prices. This theory is still fashionable.
The “research” consists largely of finding
the determinants of searching costs, which
are exactly the same things Marshall called
“obstacles to organization.”

A decade or two ago Jack Gurley
“discovered” two different types of
money, “inside” and “outside” money.
The latter represents bank credit currency
(demand deposits) for which there is no
corresponding debt “inside” the system.
Now Gurley has observed that the laws
regulating the variation of these two types
of money differ. But no economist sees
these distinctions as equivocal All they
see are curves and equations.

Almost every “conceptual refinement”
of the past fifty years has been a “frontier
expansion” of the type illustrated above.
From “implicit costs” to “sunk costs,” the
entire body of economic doctrine is a heap
of artifices. Cut from different planes of
abstraction, the inconsistencies escape
the economists.

Marshall, Pareto and some others had
“tacit knowledge” or common sense.
What we read in economics should be
submitted to the discipline of this
common sense. But since the 1930s this
discipline has been ignored by economists
who now view their tasks as analogous to

Vilfredo Pareto
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that of a physicist trying to explain
magnetism. There is no “common sense”
explanation of magnetism. At any rate, my
physics teacher had none, only some
mathematical explanation. | wished |
could understand how magnetism worked
in the same way that | understand how an
internal combustion engine worked.

Let’s imagine some intelligent beings
from outer space — or maybe even from
Harvard — studying lawn mowers. They
observe that lawnmowers run only on
sunny days. If an advocate of the “sunny
day theory” was told that a lawnmower
had been seen in operation on a rainy day,
he would probably reply that the theory
was still good because it worked most of
the time. This would only be excusable if
the “sunny day theory” was the best
anyone could come up with. In the case of
magnetism we cannot really “see” the
forces at work. So we construct various
hypotheses to try to explain them. But in
the case of the lawnmower we can strip it
down and see how the various parts move.
In economics we are the parts.

To abuse the analogy further, we are
looking at a lawnmower, a social
economy, that we understand fairly well.
But we have been listening to these men
from outer space, while not fully
appreciating the fact that economists do
not know what they are talking about.
They plan in and move around in various
planes of abstraction. Each plane
intersects a bit of reality. But we must not
let this impress us, or fool us.



Reds vs. Zion

Rumania is the only Communist country
that maintains normal diptomatic relations

with fsrael. Recently the chief Rabbi of
Rumania, Moses Rosen, said it is time to
end what he called the “cold war”
between Jewish organizations and the
Soviet Union. He affirmed that in
Rumania, which had permitted 350,000
Jews to emigrate to the Promised Land
since World War 1, it was still possible to
live as a Jew and “to express open
sympathy for Israel.”

As Rabbi Rosen would have to

Moribund Capital

We think it dangerous and strange that
our nation’s capital should be our
"blackest” city, the city where the Negro
share of the population is now about 75%.
We think it dangerous because when the
big racial riots of the future take place, as
they surely will, black mobs will only have
to go a few blocks to destroy the vitals of
our government. We think it strange that,
in the city where our legislators have made
busing the law and practice of the land,
the school system has become so
overwhelmingly black that not one single
Congressman [(with the exception of two
radical black members of the House) sends
his or her children to a public school.
{Amy Carter has little to worry about since
a covey of Secret Service agents will
protect her from being shaken down in the
restroom.)

It was Washington that in 1975 set a new
record for American cities. The nation's
capital was the first city where illegitimate
births accounted for more than 50% of all
births. The actual score was 4,988
illegitimate te 4,758 legitimate.
Nationwide 13% of all children were born

realistically admit, the Rumanian model
does not seem to carry much weight in the
Soviet Union. Matters between Tel Aviv
and Moscow have reached such a sorry
pass that Senator Javits recently felt
compelled to write a strong letter of
complaint to Soviet Ambassador Anatoliy
Dobrynin, who did not bother to answer
him. Javits demanded to know if the anti-
Zionist campaign in Russia had the full
backing of the Politburo.

Since Pravda and lzvestia have been
attacking Zionism for years, the answer
would appear to be in the affirmative,
More striking proof has recently been

out of wedlock in 1974, compared to a
47 1% rate for illegitimate black births.
The white illegitimate rate for the same
year was 6.5%.

Baltimore is expected to be the next city
to achieve Washington's newly won
distinction. In 1975, blacks accounted for
64% of all out-of-wedlock births. But as
the white proportion of the Baitimore
population is higher than in Washington,
the city’s overall illegitimate birthrate was
onkby 43.3%.

Along with these disturbing notices
came news that the marriage rate in
Washington is declining as the illegitimate
birthrate rises. It is not too difficult to
imagine how these figures will atfect
future generations of Washingtonians. The
pill stops the more capable people, both
white and Negro, from bhaving chiidren,
while the sexual primitivism, the welfare
handouts and the lower Negro G
encourage more births among the less
capable. The new demographic
watchword seems to be the worst shall be
most and the best shall be Jeast.

Teenage mothers accounted for 46% of

furnished by an influential Communist
party lecturer named Valery Yemelyanov,
a professor at the Saviet [nstitute of
Foreign L.anugages. In a recent newspaper
interview widely published in Russia,
Yemelyanov charged that 80% of the
economy of the non-Communist world is
concentrated in Zionist hands; 95% of all
propaganda in the capitalist world is
Zionist-controlled (99% in the U. 5.}
According to Yemelyanov the worid
Zionist organization “works in a strictly
secret framework” that includes “all the
presidents and parliaments of the
developed capitalist countries.”

alt the illegitimate babies in Washington,
among which were 200 fifteen-year-olds
and 115 mothers under fifteen. Four
mothers were twelve years old. in some
Washington high schools there are so
many unwed mothers that classroom
nurseries have been organized to tend for
their children.

The ill wind, however, is not all ill.
when Washington becomes completely
black and when Washington crime,
already intolerable, becomes impossible,
the nation’s capital will have to move.
Leaving behind the imitation Greek and
Roman temples and the totally uninspiring
crate like buildings constructed since the
New Deal, a shining new capital could be
founded in the Rockies, one with a truly

new and significant architecture, using the

wealth of beautiful and interesting new
materials at the disposal of late twentieth
century man. Not the cold, impotent,
tasteless style of the “modern architects,”
but a warm, flaring, harmonious American
esthetic that will provide the nation and
the world with a new dose of the presently
hibernating Majority genius.

Toppling Statues

We can well understand a Negro judge
brought up in somewhat proletarian
circumstances, giving a stiff sentence to a
confessed stock manipulator — and that is
exactly what happened when Judge
Constance B. Motley, a Negress [ong
active in the Civil Rights movement,
handed Sidney Stein of Miami Beach a
ten-year prison term and a $25,000 fine.

) s fin iy 5
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We can also understand that, after the
U. 5. Court of Appeals ordered a new
sentence for Stein, Judge Edward Weinfeld
reduced the penalty to a seven-year
suspended sentence.

We can also understand why Federal
District Judge Herbert Fogel refused to talk
to a federal grand jury about fraudulently
obtaining for his uncie, Matthew
Weinstein, a lease for a building to house
government agencies.

We can also understand why Walter
Woeikers and Charles Neiswender were
arrested on a jury bribing charge in the
trial of Maryland governor Martin Mandet.
Weickers offered $10,000 to one juror to
guarantee a verdict of not guilty. While
Weikers was held in jail, his employer,
Robert Fradkin, owner of a furniture store,
announced that his employee was absent
from work, “because he said he was flying
to Israel to see his brother who was sick.”

Yes, we understand these things
because it is human nature to stick it to
the stranger and help the kith and kin.

But what we don't understand is why the
statues of Justice, wearing her blindfold,
that stand before so many of the nation's
court houses don't topple over.

The Gayly News

The Cay Alliance of Princeton was
founded in 1972, Its original membership
was about twenty. Today, pay dances at
Old Nassau attract approximately 200
people, and at the Graduate College beer
joint fairy twosomes flit across the dance
floor cheek to cheek. Princeton, once the
poshest U. 5. wuniversity and now a
minority herpetorium, recognizes the Gay
Alliance and treats it like any other
undergraduate organization. In the latest
student government balloting, Douglas
Brown ‘79, a gigglingly obnoxious pansy,
was eilected to the University Council.

Speaking of the third sex, an analysis of
last vyear's presidential election would
probably indicate that the porn again
Playboy pundit, Jimmy Carter, gathered in
as high a percentage of gay votes as black
votes and it is safe to say he got 100% of
the peroxide Afro wvote. Carter's
organization must have known what it was
doing when it placed two full-page ads in
the Los Angeles Advocate, as limp-wristed
a sheet as exists anywhere. Son Chip
played up to the fag electorate by
participating in the way gay “Great
Tricycle Race,” after which he trailed
along with the boys to a lisping bar. Later
Chip broadcast his father’s support of the
”Gay Rights” bill intraduced in Congress
by Bella Abzug.

Before quitting this sordid topic, we
might remind our readers that last year the
black mayor of Los Angeles and the Jewish
governor of Pennsylvania officially
proclaimed “Cay Pride Week” in their
respective bailiwicks.

Heliogabalus, Oscar Wilde and ). Edgar
Hoover were born too soon.

Revising The Jewish
Census

According to Dr. H. S, Linfield,
Executive Secretary of the Jewish
Statistical Bureau, from whose shabby
little office on lower Broadway most
jewish census figures emanate, the world
lewish population declined from
14,334,195 in 1975 to 14,308,345 in 1976,
These were the numbers reported in the
1976 and newly published 1977 World
Almanac, respectively. The U. S. Jewish
population held firm at 5,800,000

In the religious section of the 1977

World Almanac some badly needed
statistical cleaning up has been
accomplished. As opposed to the
6,215,000 members of U. S Jewish

congregations listed in the 1976 World
Almanac — an absurd figure which
indicated there were more religious Jews
than Jews as such — only 3,200,000
members are listed in the 1977 World
Almanac., The United Synagogue of
America still had 1,500,000 members, but
the Union of American Hebrew
Congregation membership increased by
100,000 — from 1,100,000 to 1,200,000.
The Union of Orthodox Jewish
Congregation of America suffered a
numerical holocaust. In one vyear its
membership was reduced from 3,000,000
to 1,000,000, a two-thirds decline.

Now that religious Jews are playing their
numbers games more credibly, we have
the right to ask, if there are only 1,000,000
Crthodox Jews in the U. S., why do so
many American food products continue to
bear the kosher “U”" or “K,” either of which
signifies that the food has been prepared
according to the dietary dictates of a
minuscule religious denomination that
represents less than one-half of one
percent of the American population.

The net result of this totally needless
and uncalled for service raises the cost of
the finished product at the retail counter.
The Majority housewife has to foot most
of the bill for a corps of obtrusive rabbis in
their profitable and self-serving efforts to
force primitive tribal foed handling
processes on a large segment of the
American public.

lllegal Strikes

The “right” of labor unions to strike
against the public, to close down
hospitals, schools, subways, police and
fire stations, is a questionable one. When
this “right” is still exercised after laws are
specifically passed against it, it becomes
even mote questionable.

One of the great excuses for continuing
busing is that it is the law of the land. But
when public service employees go out on
illegal strikes and break the law of the
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land, the leftwing powers that be support
the strike to a man and little is heard about
the legal ramifications. The rigmarole is
not new,

In 1959 Wisconsin passed the first
legislation calling for compulsory
collective bargaining for all {abor disputes
invalving the public sector. Since then
many other states and localities have
enacted similar laws. But such legislation
has resulted in more rather than fewer
illegal strikes. In fact, the average number
of such strikes is greater in states with

compulsory bargaining than in states
without it.

what does this portend? Simply that
when some of the most powerful

organizations in America, the National
Education Association, the AFL-CIQ, the
American Civil Liberties Union, among
others, unabashedly lend their support to
law-breaking, they are destroying the
props of their own existence. Whoever
heard of a liberal-minority coalition in a
state of nature?

Race And Mental
lilness

Every once in a while facts about racial
differences escape from the dark safety
vault of censorship into the light of day,
despite all the efforts of all the multitude
of self-appointed inguisitors to keep them
burglar-proof, leak-proof and airtight.

in the Encyclopedia of Mental Health
(Franklin Watts, 1963), under the heading
"Mental Disorders in the United States,”
there is a summary of admissions to
mental hospitals in New York State in the
period 1949-51. On a per capita basis
twice as many Negroes had mental
diseases as whites. The Negro general
paresis {syphilis of the cerebral cortex) rate
was 13.6 times that of whites; the
alcoholic rate 2.7 to 1; senile brain
diseases 1.36 to 1; schizophrenia 2.28 to 1.
On the other hand, whites were almost
twice as likely as MNegroes to have
involutional psychoses (melancholia);
four times as likely to have manic-
depressive psychoses; three times as likely
to have psychoneuroses,

The Irish, as expected, ran away with
the honors for alcoholism, having a rate
more than three times higher than that of
other white groups. They also had a higher
mental illness rate. Conversely, ltalian-
Americans had a relatively low mental
illness rate and an even lower rate of
alcoholic psychoses. Jews had a higher
than average rate of functional mental
diseases and a lower than average rate of
organic mental diseases.

Unfortupately, as is always the case
with modern American statistics, there
were no figures to permit comparing the
mental health of Americans of Northern
European descent with that of other white
and colored population groups.



The Action So Far: The Old Man, a

Midwestern oil magnate, elects a
president in 1912 who promises him a
federal Banking System, nationwide
prohibition and control of the State
Department. Later, an English Lord offers
the Old Man a fifty percent interest in
Middle Eastern oil if he will put the U, 5.
into World War | on the side of Britain,
which he ocbligingly does. Twenty years
later the Old Man's oil empire, now in the
hands of his descendants, is feuding with
Huey Long. Negotiations are opened with
Harry, a White House aide, and Dex, a
Stalinist, to get rid of the Senator. A few
years later the Communists’ nominee for
Army Chief of Staff is opposed by Harry,
who is warned by the Publisher that the
only way to start World War H, which they
both want, is to persuade Russia to
abandon Spain to Franco. The Kremlin
reluctantly agrees to go along, provided
General Marshall is appointed Chief of
Staff. Later Harry is appalled by the
Russian-German Non-Aggression Pact and
is even more appalled when the Publisher
explains that Henry Wallace should be
Democratic vice-presidential candidate
and Wendell Willkie Republican
presidential nominee in 1940. By the end
of the following year, the unholy team of
FDR, Stalin, Litvinov, Comintern Spy
Sorge and the U. S Chief of Staff
persuaded Japan to “pull off” Pearl
Harbor. With victary in World War |1l in
sight, Dex plans to immobilize Harry with
a dose of poison to keep him away from
the peace negotiations, and to keep him
from exercising too much influence on the
choice of the Democratic vice-presidential
candidate in the 1944 election.

PART TWO, ACT 1

Scene 7: Harry's White House office, early
November, 1944. Harry is angrily talking
to Dex.

HARRY. Everything | can learn from
Chicago indicates that this is a monstrous
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double cross. (interrupting Dex’s attempt
to speak) | know. You're going to tell me
it's just what | should expect from the
friends of the Soviet Government, that I've
had adequate experience to know by now
that this is standard practice, that by now |
should be objective about it.

DEX. Harry, you can’t say we double-
crossed you. We didn't promise to support
you. We like you and all that but we didn't
make any promises. And we thought
maybe you feit your health was becoming
a more serious handicap.

H. My health is just what it's always
been. I've had a nasty spell since New Year
but I'm fine again now.

D. Anyway, | didn't think Roosevelt was
willing to have you as Vice President.

H. You know perfectly well that
Roosevelt just stood completely aside. He
felt he couldn’t afford to get involved with
one faction or another.

D. That's right. A free convention.

H. A free convention that he turped
over to Sydney Hillman. | should have
thought you would at least have talked to
me about the man you people were going
to back.

D. Well, maybe we should have, but |
was afraid since they didn't seem to want
to name you. . .

H. Does that mean that you shouldn’t
talk to me about the man you did want to
name? After all the cooperation I've given
you over the years?

D. No, you're right, Harry, we should
have. We were just embarrassed, | guess,
because they didn't want to name you.

H. Any particular reason?

D. No. | guess they were afraid it
wouldn’t strengthen the ticket.

H. (angrily] | told you that all Rogsevelt
did was stand aside. (calming down a
little) All right, it's done. | hear you're
backing Harry Truman.

D. Yes, we are.

H. What deal have you talked kim into?

D. No deal, Harry. We just think he
would make a good President.

H. You do? And voure supposed to
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represent the most progressive social force
in American politics? 5o you turn up with
the worst, most notorious, machine-run,
political hack in the Senate as your
candidate for the postwar world.

D, Truman isn’t all that bad.

H. You're not going to argue that he
wasn't the obedient tool of Pendergast?
{Dex remains silent.) And Pendergast’s
machine was as corrupt as they come. So
the very thing we're trying to root out of
democratic politics you people want to
drag back in. What's the theory, that you,
too, can get along faster by becoming a
corrupt political machine yourselves and
making deals with other corrupt political
machines? That's a new and interesting
avenue to socialism.

D. Socialism is the goal, but we have to
consider the problems of practical politics
as we push along, To tell the truth, Harry, |
personally would have preferred Bill
Douglas, but | think Sidney has been, or
anyway will be, persuaded otherwise.

H. This sounds like Leon. It could only
be Leon.

D, It was.

H. (after a pause} But you yourseff don’t
like it too much?

D. No.

H. Well, Fm glad you have some
political honor left. Douglas at any rate is
a rman of liberal politicai principles, not a
party hack.

D, That seems to weigh heavily with
you.

H. Of course it does. It's going back to
the very thing we've been trying to get the
Democratic Party away from, those
corrupt city machines that were nothing
but the sewer stratum of capitalist political
domination. (reflecting a minute} You
know, | think | can stilf get the President to
telegraph the Convention that he thinks
well of Douglas. That might turn the
Convention, even with Hillman’s approval
of Truman.

D. Hardly, Harry, after his “Clear it with
Sydney” order.

H. In his message, Roosevelt would



probably have to mention Truman or it
would make a mess of everything. (He
thinks a moment.) Maybe there’s a way.
{writing) How would this do as a telegram
from Roosevelt? ‘1 should be delighted to
accept . . . and so forth . . . either of my
good friends Bill Douglas or Henry
Truman.” Evervbody knows Truman's
name isn’'t Henry so they'll know the
President doesn't really want him?

D. 1 think youre wasting your time,
Harry.

H. How?

D. It's much too subtle. There won't be
one delegate in a thousand that catches it.
They'll think if they evern notice it at all,
either that the President is getting kind of
senile or his own stenographers are like
everybody else’s.

H. Well, I'm still going to send it. It’s al|
{ can do.

PART TWO, ACT i

Scene 1: A nondescript military office in
Malta early in 1945. A large map of Europe
hangs on the wall. The Chief of Staff and
Harry are present with a third man in the
uniform of a Major General. They call him
Bugs.

BUGS. {angrily} I'm not going to put up
with it, that’s all. | just haven't the time to
waste.

HARRY. Relax, Bugs. Let's see if we
can’t find a way out of the wrangle.

B. There’s no wrangle. It's
insubordination if you like, but no
wrangle. The British just don’t like to
admit that lke is the Supreme
Commander. That's all. Al we want you to
do is tell the British to obey orders.

H. I'll be glad to do that, but first I'd Jike
to know a little more about the problem.

B. You really don’t have to worry about
it. It's just a military affair.

H. (mad) You mean I'm supposed to
settle a problem that no one will explain to
me?

CHIEF OF STAFF. Don't get apoplectic,

Harry!
H. when the President hears about
some mess and tells me to settle it, ']l be

goddamned if | don't take aim at a Major
General who thinks he can keep me in the
dark.

C. He has a point, Bugs.

8. | didn’'t mean not to fill you in, sir. It's
just that I'm so damn teed off at the
British.

H. Probably because if they had not
raised hell with vou, you wouldn’t have to
be explaining everything to a mere
civilian?

B. Well, that's a factor, too.

H. (mildly} Fair enough. Now what’s it
all about?

B. (a bit sheepish) | think the Chief of
Staff should tell you. He's less disturbed
about it than | am,

C. No, it's Eisenhower’s baby and you're
his deputy. You explain it.

B. You mean youre not going to back
lke?

C. {coldly} Am | accountable to him or
you for my actions?

B. Sorry, General. | spoke out of turn.

C. | believe you did.

B. (to Harry, after a pause) The
disagreement is about the mechanics of
accepting German surrender. The British
want German troops to be able to
surrender to any Allied unit they choose.

H. And what does Eisenhower want?

B. He is ordering that allied forces can
only accept the surrender of German units
that fought against them, not units that
fought somebody else.

H. He doesn’t want the British to accept
the surrender of German units that fought
against Americans?

B. He doesn’t care about that. What he
doesn’t want is British or American
commanders accepting the surrender of
troops that have been fighting against the
Russians.

H. | see. | take it he doesn’t mind the
Russians accepting the surrender of troops
that fought against us and the British?

B. Technically that would be ruled out,
too. But everyone knows not much of that
will happen. The pressures are the other
way around.

H. All right, why does Eisenhower think
it would be desirable to change the normal
and historical system of surrender? What's
his objection to it?

8. He just thinks his way would be
better.

H.Oh, well, if that's his only reason, we'll
follow the British system. Anything else?

C. {laughing) Bugs, it's quite apparent
your acquaintance with Harry has been
somewhat limited and superficial. You see
how far you get when vou try fobbing him
off as though he were a Sepator. From now
on when he asks you a question, just
answer it. Leave the art of persiflage to the
civilians. (to Harry) Harry, Eisenhower has
some good reasons for his system, which
Bugs will now be glad to give you, Won't
you, Bugs?

B. Gladly, Ceneral. {to Harry) Each
army knows the conduct of the units that
fought against it and should be entitled to
punish the commanders who violated the
rules of warfare.

H. No question about that. But what has
that to do with who surrenders to whom?
No one is going to refuse to turn over a
German prisoner charged with a crime to
whoever wants him.

B. Eisenhower feels it would be harder
to keep track of the culprits under the
British system.

H. That's absurd, Isn't every Allied
officer prepared to keep a record of the
units which surrender to him?

B. Of course.

H. Is there anything to prevent laying
hands on anyone in half an hour if the
Russians file a charge?
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B. He thinks the Russians wiil feel we
won't give them all the people they ask
for.

H. Well, that's easily settled and should
be settled topside anyway. We'll exchange
notes with Stalin about that when we get
to Yalta.

C. Harry, your reasoning is sound, but
| happen to know that the Russians are so
concerned about it that they'll probably
bring up the issue themseives at Yalta if
Eisenhower's plan isn’t accepted.

H. They care that much?

C. From what | gather they need a lot of
prisoners of war for reconstruction.
Remember what Hitler has done to Russia.
They know if the Germans can surrender
to the British and us, theyll do it every
time.

H. That's not really a question of
surrender, George. That's a guestion of
custody.

B. They have another argument.
They've lost so many men they're afraid
they wen’t be able to keep their women as
pregnant as they want them tc be. So
that's another job for the German
prisoners. (He faughs Joudly, but Harry
and the Chief of Staff don't join in.)

H. Any other reason, any better reason,
Eisenhower finds persuasive?

B. The Russians are afraid the Germans
will surrender to the West while they’re
still fighting against the Russians in the
East. If that happens, most of Germany
and maybe Czechoslovakia and perhaps
even part of Poland might be occupied by
us instead of the Red Army. So if we stick
to the British plan, and if the Russians are
right, we’'d have to work out the logistics
of a far deeper penetration into eastern
Cermany than Eisenhower bargained for.
And that would affect the timing,
direction and weight of our offensive.

H. It was agreed at Teheran that we'd’
establish the boundaries of our three
respective zones — British, American and
Russian. Have they been worked out yet?
(not waiting for an answer) At any rate,
what has surrender got to do with
preliminary or final occupation zones? The
idea is to get the fighting over with as soon
as possible and then move armies,
prisoners and what have you in
accordance with the wishes the three
powers. |t seems to me the British position
makes sense and Eisenhower's doesn’t. |
take it that he hasn't thought too much
about the consequences, one way or the
other, and is willing to go along with the
Russians because they're making 50 much
noise about it?

B. Thats one element, but
problem’s also tied up with
demarcation of the zones.

H. Haven't the boundaries been agreed
on?

B. Not exactly. _

H. Goddamn it, no wonder the British
are mad. (rying to keep calm) Bugs, I'm
not exactly the well-educated college man
who believes that the New York Times tells
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him everything he needs to know. I've
been doing a lot of scrounging for
President Roosevelt in a  pretty
complicated war where a certain amount
of side issues keep bobbing up. Like now.
When you say “not exactly” about zcone
boundaries, you'd like me to think that
mavybe a few square miles this way or that
have still not been settled. Right?

B. (embarrassed) No, not exactly.

H. ”Not exactly” seem to be your two
favorite words. They probably mean that
Eisenhower has gore ahead and agreed, or
anyway agreed to agree, on zone
boundaries that are not in accord with the
Teheran proposals. Right?

B. Not exactly.

H. For Christ's sake will you stop
repeating yourself! All right, exactly what
has Eisenhower agreed to?

B. Well, he’s gone along with a Russian
zone boundary running a little west of
Berlin. it seemed a better line,
geographically.

H. A little west. How little is littie?
Potsdam?

B. More than that. (suddenly giving up)
The line runs roughly from Hamburg to
Kassel and then to the tip of
Czechoslovakia.

H. (going up and tracing the line on the
wall map) Yes, that is a little west of
Berlin,

B. Qh, Eisenhower hasn’'t given up
Berlin. We and the British will have joint
rights there with the Russians, and each of
us will have a sector of the city.

H. How nice. And how are we to get
there?

B. There’ll be sort of corridors.

H. How do “sort of corridors” differ
from corridors?

B. well, well have air and ground
transit rights.

H. Will we control the roads and
railroads we're to use?
B. No.

H. The Russians will let us go to Berlin
whenever we want to — unless they don’t
feel like letting the trains run. |s that it?
{Bugs doesn’t answer.) And they agree not
to shoot our planes down if they stay on
course? (Bugs still keeps quiet. Harry turns
back to the map and studies it again
briefly.) How about Czechosiovakia and
Denmark?

B. (appearing to be surprised) But
they’re not to be in any zones. They're not
Cerman territory.

H. Oddly enough, I'm aware of that.
But they do happen, at the moment, to be
occupied by Cerman troops.

B. (brightly, as though he had just
realized what Harry is driving at) | see
what you mean, sir. The German troops in
both countries, | believe, are units that
formerly were fighting the Russians.

H. So under Eisenhower’s agreement it
will be Russtan troops that occupy both of
them?

B. Technically, vyes. But theyll
withdraw just as soon as a local civilian
government can be established.

H. They've assured Eisenhower of that?
(Bugs nods.) Crossed their hearts and
hoped to die? (He suddenly changes to an
informal tone.) Tell me, Bugs, has tke still
got that pretty English Wren driver, what's
her name, Kay Summersby?

B. {relieved at the pleasant turn in the
conversation) Why, vyes,

H. I'm surprised Zhukov hasn't sent
him a pretty Russian driver. She’d be more
of an expert on continental matters than
an English girl, wouldnt you think?
Perhaps she wouldn’t be tempted to keep
to the left all the time.

C. Bugs, you can leave now. | want to
talk to Harry alone.

8. Certainly, sir. (He leaves.)

H. What a goddamn fool!

C. Wha? Bugs or lke?

H. (irritably) Oh neither, | suppose. But
goddamn it, there’s one thing | wish hadn’t
happened. You probably know Dex
jammed through a pet project of his and
gave the Russians our money plates,
together with the paper and ink to print
doilar occupation currency?

C. Yes, | know.

H. well, there it is. Now any time the
Russians want to hand an American
general a million dollars or so, they can do
it. No cost. No fuss. No accounting. Best
of all, no trace.

C. Are you implying that anyone in
particular might have received some of
those Russian dollars? Anyone we might
know?

H. Offhand, no. But the fact remains
that there will be millions of doliars
floating around. And how in hell is a poor
West Pointer ever going to have another
chance to lay his hands on that kind of

money! Sometimes vyou ask yourself
questions like that when you're alone at
night.

C. | don't.

H. | guess | shauldn’t either. Let’s just
skip it. But the whole goddamn thing is
such a half-baked way of doing things.
with all the yak-yaking on how we mustn’t
drive the Russians into a separate peace,
the way we’re acting the English might get
some ideas of their own. And damned if |
would blame them, particularly after the
holy hell this surrender thing will cause. |
haven’t worked with the Russians for four
years without learning all the ugly
accusations theyre going to make when
we repudiate Eisenhower’s scheme. You
were right. 1ke's a nothing. The political
foresight of a four-year-old. Does he still
play yo-yo or something in his spare time?

C. | would doubt it. Being chauffeured
around by his Wren, | think, keeps him
fairly busy.

H. Churchill will go wild. The Russians
on the North Sea and holding Denmark
and the Kiel canal! The British will wonder
why they bothered to win the war. They
couldn’t be worse off if they had lost it.

C. Isn’t that a slight exaggeration?

H. Maybe, maybe. But stifl it was stupid
of Eisenhower. Roosevelt has been so keen
on getting everyone to agree on everything
and getting the UN organized and
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functioning. This will tear everything
apart. And the stupidest thing about it is
that, if Eisenhower had just stuck to the
Teheran agreements, the Russians would
have sulked around a week or two for the
record and then everybody would have
been happy. And there’s no use taking
refuge behind Eisenhower's lack of
authority to breach the Teheran accords.
They'li just look at you with fishy eyes and
say that commanding generals don’t make
agreements they're not authorized to
make. They'll then want to know about
the secret fascists who have induced the
American government to retreat from the
sacrosanct position it authorized General
Eisenhawer to take in its name?! How do
you answer them? The Russians would
shoot one of their generals to prove he had
signed something without authorization
and that would be that. Should we shoot
lke?

C. It might be a good idea. Trouble is it's
the only thing | can think of that would
arouse the combined opposition of both
the Washington Post and the Chicago
Tribune. Perhaps we'd better not. But
seriously, Harry, do you think you have to
repudiate the agreement?

H. | don’t see we have any choice. How
on earth could we get the British to accept
it? For us, | don’t care too much. Except |
think it will prolong the war a bit. The
Beslin arrangement sounds like a mess but
none of it matters too much to us. We're
not smack up against the continent of
Europe the way the British are. | know
Roosevelt feels that way about it, and it
seems to me to make sense. But the British
are understandably much more sensitive
about such a situation. Having to
contemplate future Russian naval power in
the North Sea will kind of sour their
cuticok on kfe. If nothing else, it could
quickly become a factor in thetr domestic
politics.

C. Why do we have to care what the
British think? If Eisenhower’s agreement
doesn’t bother us, why not let it stand?

H. Do you think that's a good way to
start off postwar relations with aur closest
ally?

C. Well, we have to keep on good terms
with the Russians too. When the dust
settles, Russia is going to be a lot more
powerful than England in both Europe and
Asia. | think the wisest policy for us is to
do whatever it takes to get along with
Stalin.

H. Suppose what they want affects our
national security?

C. Qur strength and our geography will
take care of anything the Russians could
possibly do.

H. You don't think England’s friendship
is essential to us?

C. | dorn't see what good England can do
the United States.

H. That is exactly the
position.

C. Not at all. I'm only saying that
Russia’s friendship is of more use to us
than England’s.

H. Why?

isolationist



C. Because Russia is so much more
powerful.

H. Powerful enough to win a war against
us?

C. Not that.

H. Not powerful enough to hurt us. But
powerful encugh to help us. Help us how?

C. In working for world peace — and in
expanding world trade.

H. And England is no use to us in these
things?

C. Of course, Harry. | didn’tsay . . .

H. Look, George. There are two ways of
looking at this. There is the old-fashioned
perspective of military power. You just
assume that socner or later anybody may
be your enemy and you make sure you
don’t get into a position where anybody
can beat you. Right? The other way is
Rooseveit’s way — trying to set up a world
where we're not always afraid someone is
going to make war on us. It doesn’t make
much sense to try to mix these two ways
up. !f we ought to do this or that for Russia
because she’s so damn powerful, then we
ought to arm ourselves to the teeth and
arrange and finagle with other allies so she
15’ quite so powerful. That would be the
old-fashioned way. But it we're going to
try to work for a peaceful international
community, we have to assume that
something the English are sensitive about
is just as important as something the
Russians are sensitive about. If we
proposed Anglo-American occupation of
Poland and East Prussia, would vou expect
the Russians to like if? We know we're not
going to make war against them, and even
if they believed us. they still would be
unwilling to have us in East Prussia. So
why doesn't it also work the other way
around?

C. {a little irritated) It doesn’t for a very
good and simple reason. The Russians are
powerful enough to be able to do
something about the things they want. The
British aren’t. All they can do is talk to you
and Roosevelt.

H. | see. So our side has really been
playing the power game, while feeble
intellects like mine and Roosevelt’s
operate under the delusion that something
different and better is going on.

C. You'll have to make your own
interpretation of events. All | know is that
the Russians are able to act and the British
are only able to talk.

H. If we get tough, just what sort of
things are the Russians prepared to do?

C. They'tl probably refuse to join the
United Nations.

H. Caw't the British also refuse to join?

C. Well, it's not the same.

H. George is that really it? Isn't what the
Russians are able to do, as you call it, a
little more personal?

C. What do you mean by that?

H. Haven't they put personal pressure
on you?

C. How could they?

H. I'll leave that to you, but | wonder if |
need remind you Aubrey Williams used to

he one of my subordinates and I've known
Dex for vears.

C. That has nothing to do with anything.

H. I'm sure it doesn’t.

C. Harry, let's get back to the point.
What are you going to do about the
Eisenhower plan?

H. Suggest to the President that we have
a private tatk with Stalin to explain the
impossibility of what ke has agreed to.

C. It won’t work. 1t'll stifl be a hopeless
mess. | would certainly urge Eisenhower to
resign the Supreme Command if you don’t
back him. And I'm sure he would. The bad
publicity wifl make Churchiil and Stalin
furious and the whole Yalta conference
will probably break down. With both the
Japanese war and the UN hanging fire, you
just won't be able to swing it, Harry.
Roosevelt won't let you upset so many
applecarts.

H. if I dont, the British wiil. {after a
pause) 'l tell you what I'm going to do,
Ceorge, and youre going to help me,
whether you like it or not. It will prolong
the fighting, but the conference is the vital
thing now. {He goes over to the map.) 1'll
accept alli of Eisenhower's agreement,
about surrender, zones, Berlin,
occupation of Czechoslovakia, the whole
damn nonsense, except this. {He puts his
finger on a spot on the Elbe.) From here
the line has got to run to Lubeck. This
whole North Sea coast and the Danish
border goes in the British zone. And the
German commander in BDenmark gets
orders to surrender only to British troops,
not even to  Americans. Il save
Eiserthower the embarrassment by taking
the responsibility for getting the British to
accept the plan with these changes. it's up
to vou and Eisenhower to get the Russians
to play ball. 1 don't know how you're
going to do it, but you're going to. If you
don’t and if the Russians start wrangling
about it at Yalta, there’s going to be
trouble. And trouble can come from two
directions.

C. Don't you think. . .

H. V've given up thinking. I'm fresh out
of it. Except | do have an afterthought. If
you feel your job of trying to persuade the
Russians is too hard, perhaps | could cable
Dex to fly over and try his hand at it.

C. You don't need to do that.

H. Come to think of it, | have a second
afterthought. One Eisenhower is enough.
| want General Stilwell out of the picture
as of right now. When Japan surrenders. |
dom’t want to discover that Stilwell has
agreed that the Russians can occupy
Peking and Shanghai.

Scene 2: A cabin on the USS Quincy at
anchor at Algiers some weeks later. Harry
is present with a man wearing the stripes
of a Vice Admiral.

ADMIRAL. But Harry, | just cant put
you ashore, {t's preposterous. You're part
of the President’s party. | can’t just dump
you on the beach at Algiers and let you
hitch-hike home any old which way.
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HARRY. Why can’t you. The President
gave me permission to leave.

A. Of course, technically you can go.
But | mean it would be a terrible mistake,
wouldn't it? Wouldn't it announce a
breach between you and the President
after all these years. Cool off, Harry,
please.

H. I'm perfectly cool. | told the
President that my ulcers wouid be more
comfortable if 1 flew home. That's all.

A, That's absurd. The Quincy is going to
loaf on home and you can get all the rest
you need.

H. Sorry.

A. If it were your damn health, why
didn’t you ask Stalin for a direct flight
from Yaka?

H. | didn‘t feel like taking a plane then.

A. You mean you and Roosevelt
quarreled after you leftt Where? At
Alexandria?

H. we didn't quarrel.

A. Not much.

H. Stop trying to pump me, Tommy. |
just want to go home. Alone. Yours is a
nice ship, but | just dont like her
anymaore.

A. Did they agree to something at Yalta
that upset you?

H. 1 said, no.

A. You mustn't let the President get on
your nerves. He's not well. I've noticed
that. He's fussier than he used to be.
Sometimes I'm not sure he quite
remembers what he’s done or said. He
must have had several little strokes, I'd
say. You've got to make allowances,
Harry,

H. He's healthy enough. He’s able to
listen to Ceorge tell him stories all day,
day after day, and remember the whole
pack of lies.

A. So that's the rub. What was the great
General trying to sell?

H. Mostly Joe Stilwell. He and 1 had
both agreed Stilwell had to be replaced or
the Japs would never have been beaten on
the mainland of China. But now,
suddenly, it was all my doing. | was
interfering in purely military matters.
Unilateral actions without  proper
consultation with our loyal ally, who, of
course, was not and is not our “ally’’ in the
Far East and isn't and wasn’t even a co-
belligerent on the front where Stilwell was
supposed to be fighting. And you know
something, Tommy. | think Stalin said
something against me to Roosevelt.

A. Roosevelt certainly wouldn't Fisten
to the head of a foreign state talking about
the Assistant President.

H. | wouldn’t know. | wouldn’'t have
thought so once, but now I'm not so
certain, Anyway, I'm pretty sure they're
down on me,

A, They?

H. | don't think you understand,
Tommy. If | tried to explain, you'd
probably think | was crazy. Paranoia,
delusions of conspiratorial persectuion!
just put me ashore like | asked, will you?

I've got to rest a bit and do some thinking,

(To Be Continued)



Galton Continued From Page 5

It was at this time that Galton was struck
by the profound differences, both physical
and mental, between Africans and
Europeans. One of the most intriguing
differences was the steatopygia {excessive
fat deposits on female buttocks) of the
Hottentots, which he had some difficulty
in measuring, as he revealed in the
following letter:

The sub-interpreter was martied to a
charming person, not only a Hottentot in
figure, but in that respect, a Venus among
Hottentots. | was perfectly aghast at her
deveiopment and made inquiries upon that
delicate point as far as § dared among my
missionary friends . . . . | profess to be a
scientific man and was exceedingly anxious
to obtain accurate measurements of her
shape; but there was a difficulty in doing
this. 1 did not know a ward of Hattentot, and
could therefore never have explained the
lady what the object of my foot-rule could
be; and | really dared not ask my worthy
missionary host to interpret forme . . . . The
object of my admiration stood under a tree,
and was turning herself about to all points of
the compass, as ladies who wish to be
admired usuaily do. Of a sudden, my eyes
fell upon my sextant; the bright thought
struck me, and | took a series of observations
upan her figure in every direction, up and
down, crossways, diagonally and so  forth,
and | registered them carefully on an
outline drawing for fear of any mistake; this
being done, | boldly pulled out my measuring
tape, and measured the distance from where
| was to the place she stood. and having thus
obtained both base and angles, { worked out
the results by trigonometry and logarithms.

Calton’s work in southwest Africa
earned him the prestigious Cold Medal of
the Roval Geographical Society. Later, as
an officer of the society, he attempted to
mediate between Sir Richard Burton and J.
H. Speke in their famous altercation over
the source of the Nile. Though poles apart
in temperament, Galton admired Burton
and obtained a pension for Lady Burton
upon her husband’s demise. In his winter
vears, Calton looked back with fond
amusement on his attempt to introduce
atheist Burton to Bishop Wilberforce, the
pious anti-Darwinist.

In 1853 Galton married Louisa Butler,
daughter of Reverend George Butler, a
distinguished academician. The marriage,
based more upon social considerations
than romance, proved highly successful
from the standpoint of the enduring
affection it generated between the
partners. But it was also a tragic and ironic
failure. It produced no offspring to receive
and transmit the extraordinary genes of a
man who placed such importance on
heredity.

The Influence of Darwin

Predictably, Darwin’s Origin of Species
had a profound effect upon his brilliant
relation. Calton wrote in his diary:

[Tihe publication . . . marked an epoch in
my own mental development, as it did in
human thought generally. Its effect was to
demolish a multitude of dogmatic barriers by
a single stroke and to arouse a spirit of
rebellion against all ancient authorities
whose  positive and  unauthenticated
statements were contradicted by modern
science.

with Darwin’s epochal work as his
Bible, Galton turned his computer mind to
asystematic study of human variatian, the
first fruits of whick were published in 1865
in an articie in MacMillan's Magazine.
Four vears later he offered a complete
roundup of his ideas on the inherited basis
of differing human capabilities in his
greatest effort Hereditary Genius. Darwin
responded by writing, “1 do not think |
ever in all my life read anything more
interesting and original ”

Extrernely impressed by the Belgian
scientist Quetelet’s demonstration that
various physical measurements (such as
chest expansion) were distributed among
human beings in accordance with
Gaussian or normal curves, Galton felt
that mental ability or intelligence would
have a similar distribution. But how was
he to measure inteiligence? At the time no
one had ever heard of such a thing as |Q.
Examining the grades obtained by
Cambridge University students on a
mathematics examination, he found that
the more the grade diverged from the
mean the less its frequency. Differences in
mental ability therefore seemed to foilow
a Gaussian pattern,

Galton next decided that life itself can
be considered as a kind of “living test.”
Consequently, men's reputations and
achivements should follow a similar
distribution, with only a very few human
beings reaching the highest levels of
eminence. After examining and grading
the lives of scores of great men, Galton
went on to discover the source of this
greatness by showing that eminent men
tend to come from eminent parents, who
tend to have eminent children in a far
greater degree than predicted by chance.
In Hereditary Genius Galton proved this to
be true for English judges, ministers,
military commanders and statesmen.

Galton’s emphasis on the hereditary
nature of intelligence caused controversy
even in his day. Critics said that eminence
could just as easily be environmental in
origin. In the unique, open-minded spirit
of Western science, Galton tested the
environmental hypothesis by looking at
the institution of papal nepotism. Popes
had long had the habit of adopting a
young relative and giving him all the
material and environmental benefits of an
exalted upbringing. Despite this
advantage, Calton found that such
individuals failed to achieve a level of
success equal to that of the true sons of
eminent men. In answer to nitpickers who
contended he had stacked the deck by
only selecting those superachievers whose
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circumstances of birth would fit his own
theories, Galton demonstrated that
inheritance played just as decisive a role in
producing the eminent men chosen hy
philosopher Auguste Comte to serve as
eponyms for his calendar.

Calton, however, did not totally favor
nature over nurture. He drew attention to
the importance of environmental factors,
particularly maternal influences, in
developing scientific aptitude. He based
this conclusion on the answers given by
scientists in response to another of his
inventions, the psychological question-
naire.

Racial Evaluation

The most controversial part of
Hereditary Genius was the chapter on the
“Relative Worth of Races.” By using the
ratio of eminent men to the total
population as an index of the eminence of
the race itself, Galton felt it was possible
to grade populations as well as
individuals. Astonished by the high
number of eminent men in Periclean
Athens, Calton argued that the average
intelligence of Athenian citizens was
superior to that of Victorian Englishmen.
The paucity of black men of genius
induced Galton to claim that blacks had a
lower average intelligence than whites.
Allowing for a certain amount of overlap,
he calculated that 90% of the blacks
would fall below the mean white
intelligence. Here it might be noted that
Audrey Shuey's Testing of Negro
Intelligence summarizes the results of
hundreds of 1Q tests, which consistently
demonstrate that about 85% of American
blacks (many of whom are of partial white
ancestry} fall below the white average.

In Natural Inheritance (1889) Galton
studied the mechanisms of what he
described as latent and patent inheritance,
thereby anticipating the current
distinctions of phenotype and genotype.
His interest in “particles of inheritance”
brought him close to anticipating the
modern concept of continuity of the germ
plasm. In a series of ingenious experiments
involving blood transfusions he
discredited the theories of pangenesis and
of the inheritance of acquired
characteristics. On the other hand, his
attempts to breed various physical traits in
a variety of peas did not seem to agree
with Mendel's discrete, segregated forms
of inheritance. It took another great
scientist, R. A. Fisher, to combine the two,
showing that Galton’s results are correct
for multiple gene traits (such as height and
intelligence) while Mendel’s view holds for
simple traits {such as eye color and blood

group).
Twin Studies
Calton’s Inquiries inte Human Faculty

(1883) was a brilliant collection of
psychological studies of mental imagery,



the gregarious and slavish instincts, and
the efficacy of prayer. The book also
contained a short treatise on composite
photography, in which the author touched
cn the method of signal to noise extraction
utilized in modern radar systems. But by
far the most significant and innovative
section of the work was devoted to the
study of twins.

Twins are of two types — identical or
monozygotic (MZ) and fraternal or
dizygotic (DZ). The former derive from a
single ovum fertilized by a single sperm;
the latter from two separate ova fertilized
by two separate sperm. Since the former
are genetically identical, Galton reasoned
that whatever differences they have must
be due to environment, while DZ twins
differ both genetically and
environmentally. By comparing the
differences between the two types of twins
Galton was sure he could assess the
relative effects of birth and upbringing.
After completing this trail-blazing
research he wrote, “[Tlhere is no escape
from the conclusion that nature prevails
enormously over nurture. 7 Arthur
Jensen’s summary of recent twin and other
kinship studies indicates that 80% of the
variability in 1Q test scores can be
attributed to genetic sources. Once again,
Galton was right on the money.

Galton also sought a means of directly
measuring intefligence. His hypothesis,
simply stated, was that smart brains work
faster than ordinary brains. This being the
case, reaction time would prove to be a
measure of inteiligence. Unfortunately,
his work in this area proved to be a failure.
Only recently have experimental
psychologists devised sophisticated
techniques to separate decision-making
time from simple reflex time. It turns out

that the decision-making time is
significantly related to 1Q. Arthur Jensen,
for example, has recently found significant
racial differences in favor of whites in this
area.

Inquiries into Human Faculty also
contains Galton’s investigations into free
association and the unconscious. When he
decided that much of the matenial he was
uncovering was highly unpleasant, he did
not pursue it further. Sigmund Freud never
once referred to Calton's research which
previewed some of the chief Freudian
theories and which first appeared in the
English periodical Brain (July 1678} Freud
did, however, refer explicitly to articles by
Hughlings lackson in the January and
October 1878 issues of Brain. Did the
Grand Old Shaman rush in where Calton
found it too distasteful to tread?

One of Galton's greatest contributions
to social science came in December 1888.
In a paper of only ten pages he invented
the correlation coefficient which has
provided psychology with one of its most
powerful mathematical tools. In one
sense, this all-important innovation can be
said to have made social science possible.
As Karl Pearson pointed out, Galton's
paper triggered a small-scale revolution in
scientific methodology by introducing the
cancept of partial causation.

The Final Years

Galton devoted the last years of his life
to eugenics. He hoped to encourage the
reproduction of the more capable
elements of soctety and to discourage the
reproduction of the less capable. He
wanted to replace the crue! selection of
nature by a humane and human selection

praocess. For those unworthy of
repreduction he proposed “a refuge and
celibate monastery.” The worthy

repraducer should be encouraged to
greater efforts of procreation by financial
and other rewards. Instead of listening,
the worid now practices a population
program that can only be described as
reverse Galtonism.
in 1909 Caiton felt the touch of Edward
ViF's sword and became Sir Francis Calton.
A vyear later he received a far more
important distinction, the Copley Medal
of the Roval Society, which at the time
had only been awarded to four other
Englishmen. in January 1911, Galton died,
leaving most of his estate to endow a chair
of eugenics at the University of London.
Calton’s work was ably carried on by
Karl Pearson in England. In America,
Madison Grant founded the Galton
Society, whose members included Henry
Fairfield Osborn and E. L. Thorndike —
the latter perhaps the greatest
psychologist America has ever produced.
When World War |l erupted, a lead curtain
was dropped on eugenics and the study of
racial differences. Only recently — ard
ever so slightly — has the curtain been
lifted. Of those most responsible for
stifling the advance of racial studies
Calton said next to nothing in his books,
and his biographers have said less. Even
john Baker in his excellent work Race
states that Galton’s meager references to
the Jews was complimentary. To the Swiss
botanist de Candolle, however, Calton
wrote in 1884, “It strikes me that the Jews
are specialized for a parasitical existence
upon other nations, and that there is need
of evidence that they are capable of
fulfilling the varied duties of a civilized
nature by themselves.”

| HUMAN IMPORTS I

Let us suppose 2 wise spothsayer in 1875 was given the oppurtunity of seeing Amencan
immigration statistics for 1975 He wouid then have been able to make the following comparisans:

Immigrants Admitted ta the U, 5.

Pevcend of Total Admissiors From

Morth America
Canada
Mexico
Wes Indies
Crher

South America

Europe
Austria
GCermany
Creece
taly
Portugal
USSR,
United Kingdom
Orther

Asia
China and Taiwan
Hong Kong
India
Korea
Phillippmes
Other

1675 1975
e 1¥o
iR 239
3 12

B 173

<= U5 25
1 6.3
&3 4 1.8
ig 6.8
na 1
= 05 2.5
16 29
2 24
35 1.2
e 12
132 45
T3 3.4
72 24
na. 3.2
< 03 17
na. 7.3
na 8.1
1 b7

Solely on \he tasis of the above information our soothsaver could have easily predicted the
changes this country has undergone in the past century Weltare. centralized government, runaway
cnme, lost wins, ghettoes, judicral absolutism, tribalism. Where did they all come rom? Out of the
blue? They came across the blue Pacific and the blue Atlantic and the blue Caribbean in packages
kngwn as genes — the genes that for thousands ef years have generated a simalar scenarig in their

places ol origin

The country started out with certain specific genetic packages 1t iv a cule of econarmics that when
2 <ountry's imparts change, the economy changes A similar bul more genera! rute states that when a
country's human imports change. everything <hanges.

19

Anniversary continued From Page 7

thought had not pushed their “liberalism”
down our throats in such an authoritarian
way, 1 might never have turned out the
way | did. 1t is another little irony that the
motalistic overreaction of Majority liberals
publicized other practitioners of thought-
crime. Within a few vyears after the
attempted brainwashing in grades five and
six, | discovered Ralph Lord Roy's Apostles
of Discord, Carey McWilliams' A Mask for
Privilege and “John Roy Carlson’s” Under
Cover. | then could see that most of the
heretics were what we were told they
were, i.e. cross-burning Yahoos and snake
oil hucksters like G. L. K. Smith, Winrod,
Pelley, etc. However, there were a few
others who were hard to explain away,
individuals who quite obviously were
intelligent and well educated, people like
Lawrence Dennis, Tyler Kent, John O.
Beaty, Ezra Pound.

Someone somewhere should organize a
Committee for Affirmative Action Victims.

Continued On Next Page



Anniversary Continued from Page 7

As it is now, the irnmiseration of Majority
males is more likely to {ead them into the
ranks of the left than it is to make them
Face-conscious.

I believe that the Majority bourgeoisie,
represented by the Reaganites and the
Bucklevites, could stop Affirmative Action
if it wished to do so. However, this section
of the ruling class received a very bad
fright back in the sixties when blacks
rioted, burned and looted. Fearful that
blacks might be led en masse into the
Communist ranks, they determined that
the militant black leadership could be best
handled by being co-opted into the

system. The purpose of Affirmative
Action, from the standpoint of both
conservative and liberal capitalists, is the
establishment of a new stratum of bought-
off black leadership. Since this class of
capitalists, administraters and managers

believes that all vaiues are only prices, the
illusion is cherished in ruling-class circles
that the purchased loyalty of the non
white leadership can be a genuine layalty.
Nevertheless, a time may came when they
will realize that all these years they have
only rented the loyaity of the American
black community. not owned it. Embroil
the U. §. in a conflict with the Arab world,
the Soviet Union, or China, and the true
situation will be piain for all to see. The
enemy will make Sambo a better offer and

he will gladly take it even if it involves
relocation.

The rather irregularly published
Berkeley journal of Sociology had an
article in the 1974-5 issue entitled "Were
Marx and Engels White Racists?” The
author, who | believe was a black man,
alleged that Marx and Engels looked to
“the Prolet-Aryans” rather than all
mankind as the source of economic and
technical development. As not too many
know, Ludwig Woltmann made the
transition from Marxism to “Aryanism” for
the simple reason that, like Marx and
Engels, he realized that even a socialist
had to offer up an explanation for the fact
that Europe alone emerged from feudalism
and Asiatic despotism to develop liberal

capitalism. | have long censidered
Woltmann's case to be particularly
interesting because 1 suspect that it

demonstrates that many Majority leftists
reject hereditarian thought largely
because, and only as long as, they see in it
nothing more than cunning apologetics for
capitalism.

While | do not accept most of the leftist
propaganda concemning the operations of
the C.I.A. and the T B.I., it has always
seemed to me to be almost too
coincidental that Martin Luther King was
shot and killed only a few days after he
delivered a speech which honored W.E.B.

DuBois and recommended Marx as being
worthy of study. | suspect that the F.B.1.
and the rest of the internal security
apparatus was genuinely fearful that the
reverend would turn openly Red and take
his followers with him. In my opinion,
which may well be mistaken, the takeover
of black leadership by a Marxist ideology
is inevitable. When Third World peaples
both in the former colonies and in the U,
S. become openly and vociferously
Marxist, then the Majority conservatives

may be ready to attend to what
Instauration and similar journals have to
tefl them.

I will close by saying two very

heartening things have happened this year
— the inception of Instauration and the
publication of Arthur Butz's book. | have
read the latter and find it to be the only
plausible revision of the genocide claims
that | have seen. Butz’s unravelling of the
case of the stench over Auschwitz reminds
me of the ratiocinative feats of Vidocg, C.
Auguste Dupin, and Sherlock Holmes.
But, take note that the comparisons are all
belletristic. Butz's book is highly
plausible, but | still have an open mind
about the question. | am convinced that
the figure of six miliion dead is a gross
exaggeration. (The only fault | can find
with Butz's book is the fact that he uses in
one place that insufferable pleonasm “the
true facts.”)

Media Continued From Page 8

The principal Jewish influence in the
networks, however, is not in news but in
prime time programming, where the
overwhefming number of situation
comedies and blood and mayhem epics
are written, directed or produced by Jews.
Norman Lear, the son of a rabbi, is the
most successful TV producer yet cast up
by the electronic maw of New York and
Hollywood. His All in the Family has an
Irish actor with a Bronx accent playing a
bigoted Wasp. His Maude has a
hyperthyroid lewish actress portraying a
rich, raceless liberal. His Mary Hartman,
Mary Hartman celebrates such events as
homosexual marriages and has as one of
its foils a dumb blond country songstress
who serves as a sort of female Archie
Bunker — alt this garnished by an ever-
thickening layer of pornography.

On the newspaper scene the New York

Times and the Washington Post still set the
tone and party line for the rest of the
American media. There have, however,
been a few depletions in the Jewish media
stockpile. Walter Annenberg sold the
Philadelphia Inquirer to a Majority
newspaper chain a few years ago. Dorothy
Schiff has just sold her rabidly Zionist New
York Post to an Australian publisher who
specializes in sex scandals. The
Washington Star, an evening paper being
reinvigorated by a Majority Texan, has
made some progress in chipping away at
the D. €. news monopoly of the
Washington Post. The Maijority-owned
Gannett chain has now bought its fifty-
third daily newspaper, the Nashville
Banner. Cannett owns more newspapers
than any other press combine, but its total
daily circulation is only 2,250,000 and its
influence amounts to very little.

In discussing the minority envelopment
of the national media, it is always wise to
remember that even if the Majority did
regain financial control of the key
newspapers, the weekly newsmagazines
and the TV networks, it would do little
good. Weli-heeled Jewish organizations
like the superracist B'nai B'rith and |ewish
business interests (particularly the
department store Midases) would see to it
that the Jewish news tilt kept on tilting.

The pure fact of the matter is that in
contemporary America there are financial
and social penalties for discussing the
Jewish situation objectively. And there are
financial and social rewards for giving
tews the benefit of the doubt in every
news story. As long as this situation exists,
it makes [ittle difference to what race or
religion media moguls happen to belong.

Khalkin-Gol continued From Page 9

In 1812 Russian artillery had been
technically equal {if not in deployment) to
Napoleon's, which was the best in Europe.
Much earlier, had not Russian engineers
designed the Tuwrkish guns that had
battered down the walls of Constantinople
in 1453? Had not artilery been the weapon

used by the Russians to get rid of the
tormerly invincibie Mongol cavalry that
had once dominated their country! Not
only did the Soviet tanks become larger,
faster, and with heavier armor than those
of any other nation — they soon mounted
guns of bigger caliber. Paratroops were
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introduced as early as the 1920s. And,
generally ignored by the world's press, an
effective, incessant practice to bring the
newly coordinated ground forces to
tactical perfection was conducted and
pressed by the Communist Party, which
had uniquely blended its political role
with the military.

Continued On Next Page



Undeclared War

By May 1939 the Japanese Army had
spent a year of probing the Soviet
Mongolian border from its bases in the
newly established Japanese puppet state
of Manchukuo, formerly Chinese
Manchuria. The attacks bepan first at
patrol level, then moved to platoon and
company strength, their victims being
primarily small border units of the Soviet
Mongolian People’s Democratic Republic,
a picturesque name devised for part of
Red-dominated central Asia. Presently the
lapanese forces crossed the Mongolian
border in regimental numbers. Field
Marshal Vassily Bllicher (real name
unknown}, later liquidated in a Stalinist
purge, appeared with some Soviet
armored groups and, in small skirmishes
that were highly humiliating to the
lapanese, hurled them back over the Amur
River at Chang-ku-feng. Thirsting for
revenge, the Japanese gradually moved up
heavier forces.

In june 1939 General C. K. Zhukov was
dispatched to Mongolia by the Kremlin.
tnformation had been received that a
major Japanese military force, the entire
6th Army, had entered Soviet Mongolia,
routed Mongolian forces and taken up
positions east of the Khalkin-Gol river.
After reporting to Moscow that local
forces were inadequate to handle the
Japanese, Zhukov calied for three Soviet
motorized infantry divisions with tank
units, an armored division, massive
artillery reinforcements and carefully
selected squadrons of Russian airmen were
requested. Meanwhile, Soviet
reconnaissance, conducted under cover of
areial dogfights from june 22 to July 1,
1939, revealed the startling presence of a
major |apanese military force in Soviet
Mongolia, whose mission appeared to be
the seizure of a bridgehead west of the
Khalkin-Gol to provide a springboard for
the conquest of Mongolia. So sure were
the Japanese of imminent victory that
foreign correspondents and military
attaches of foreign embassies were invited
to view the projected rout of the newly
arrived Russtans. On July 3, 1939, the
Japanese, in an initial aggressive move,
attacked and routed a Mongolian cavalry
division, which retreated behind the Bain-
Tsagan mountains.

The Soviets, using every known trick of
detection and camouflage, then moved
stealthily into place an awesome series of
armored and motorized infantry divisions,
as well as another Maongolian cavalry
divisien, and deployed fresh aircraft
reinforcements. And the Japanese! How
men cling to outworn ideas! On the
morrow the invincible Samurai would
advance with a great cry, “A-a-a-arach!”
and sweep the stodgy whites from the
field.

Annihilation

On the slopes of Bain-Tsagan the
japanese concentrated 10,000 shock
troops, 100 guns and 60 antitank pieces. It
was on this day. July 3, that an artillery
barrage of a magnitude never experienced
by a Japanese army drenched the
Nipponese advance troops who had
crossed the river and occupied the
mountain. After two days of massive
saturation, some half-crazed survivors
bolted back over the river, having never
once seen the enemy on foot. They spoke
wildly of being surrounded by “ghastly”
numbers of huge tanks, of being gunned
down and blasted by low-flying aircraft
supporting the tremendous tank attacks
and artillery barrages.

Ten thousand men, almaost the entire
force, had been annihilated. The frenzied
japanese counterattacks had merely
accelerated the carnage. The Commander
of the japanese 6th Army, Kamatsubara,
thought at this critical moment that the
worst had finished. It had not; arriving
from the Soviet Trans-Baikal Military
District came two more Russian motorized
infantry divisions, another tank brigade,
two artillery regiments and ‘“other
formations ” More bomber and fighter
wings arrived, vet the Japanese, unaware
of these movements, were now certain it
was over; the Soviets gave no indication of
planning another offensive. This was, of
course, precisely when the intensive
preparation for the destruction of the
remainder of the japanese 6th Army was
instituted. On  August 20, 1939, the
general officers of the 6th Army, confident
that the six-week Jull in Soviet activity
would continue, waited for
reinforcements. Some had even taken
leave to various Manchurian cities. At
dawn, on an early Sunday morning, a
month after the Bain-Tsagan
extermination of the forward elements of

the Japanese, the Khalkin-Gol area
erupted in a deafening roar of massed
artillery, grinding tanks, and aerial
bombing. Heavy Soviet armored
formations, their existence undreamed of
by the Japanese, struck with lightning-like
rapidity around their flanks and
surrounded them. The hand-picked
Japanese regiments fought with maniacal
fury, but their antitank guns scarcely
knocked the paint off the heavy steel sides

of the Christie-descended Russian tanks. It
was all over by August 22, The japanese
bth Army died to a man — something on
the order of 12,000 men, as the Tokyo
government admitted, although other
estimates put the toll much higher. Two
days after Khalkin-Gol, although it was a
splendid victory for Communist Russia,
Stalin, who feared above all the possibility
of a two-front war, signed the 1939
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Ribbentrop Non-Aggression Treaty with
Nazi Cermany. The Japanese, he felt, he
could handie. The Germans and the
japanese were a different proposition.

Fallout

The significance of the Khalkin-Gol
encirclement of the Imperial Japanese 6th
Army was either unknown to, or ignored
by, the peneral staffs of Germany, France,
Great Britain, and the United States. Two
vears later, the Germans, with one-fourth
the population of the Soviet Union and
but six years of military preparation,
attacked the heavily armed Soviet
colossus on a 1500-mile front. The British
and American general staffs predicted that
the Germans would congquer Russia in six
weeks, even though it would take longer
than that for the German Army to move
across the Soviet Union without fighting
anybody. Thus the real wonder and marvel
of the Russo-German War of 1941-45 was
not the Russian resistance, but that the
Germans were able to break into Russia at
all.

As for the Japanese political and
military leadership, its lack of reasoning
power continued. At the moment when all
Asian-based Soviet armor was necessarily
being drained into European Russia to
prevent the imminent collapse of the
Kremlin's armies in the West, the Japanese
struck. At the conquercrs of the 6th Army?
No — they thought this was too dangerous
~— they had enough of Walt Christie's
tank. They decided, on the basis of
Khalkin-Gol, te hurl their forces at the
United States, a power three times
stronger industrially than the Soviet
Union, potentially capable of not merely
destroying a Japanese army but Japan
itself.

What may the nonprofessional cbserver
of politico-military matters deduce from
Khalkin-Gol? First and foremost it is
evident that military efficiency is
indivisible from politics. The difference
between the Russian Army of 1905 and
that of 1939 was the Communist Party,
which ruthlessly built the heavy industry
that would supply the tanks and trained
the army that would use them. Had it not
been for this political factor, the Russian
military command would have advanced
into battle with the same preconceived
notions reflected by the French, British,
Japanese, and Americans. The signal from
Khalkin-Gol to Cermany was caution in
view of the preparations carried ¢n by the
Communists in a country with four times
larger population than Cermany and
incomparably more resources. The signal
to Japan was that only a close |iaison with
GCermany and an extreme national effort
could achieve the defeat of the Soviet
giant. Neither was received.



CARTER’S QUOTA CABINET

with all the pre-election, anti-Washington hoopla, we
might have expected the portrait gallery of the Carter
cabinet to contain mostly new and unrecognizable faces.
Instead, at least half of the new gang is the old gang —
that same old sorry gang of pettifoggers, bureaucrats,
minorityites and liberal Midases that have dominated
Demaocratic party politics since time remembered. Cyrus
Vance, the Secretary of State, is a hillbilly Shylock from
West by Cod Virginia, who moved to one of Wall Street’s
toniest law firms and married a W. |. Sloane furniture
heiress. Mrs. Vance is currently the do-gooding president
of the New York Urban League. Her husband helped put us
in the Vietnamese war while serving as an obedient flunky
of the Kennedy and Johnson administrations. With such a
record can he be expected to keep us out of a Middle
tastern war? The answer is a flat no.

The triune presences which will carry the burden of U.
S. foreign policy and national security will be Carter,
Vance and Zbigniew Brezezinski, born in Warsaw, Poland,
educated in Canada, married to the grandniece of Eduard
Benes, who sold out Czechoslovakia to the Communists in
1948, Zbiggy, as heavily accented as Kissinger, is an ardent
pro-Zionist, a decalcifying detenter, a member of the
NAACP, and seems to care nothing for his own ethnic
group, preferring the exclusive company of doctrinaire
Jews and the august Rockefeller fellows who crowd the
councils of the Council on Foreign Relations. 1t would be
interesting to know more, much more, about Zbigey's
Polish connections. Does he come from a long or short
line of Communist, anti-Communist or anti-Semitic Poles?
Fveryone in Poland these days is one or more of the three.

Carter's Secretary of the Treasury is Werner Michael
Biumenthal, a crony of Cyrus Vance, and another of the
hundreds of thousands, possibly millions, of German fews
who arrived in the U. S. with their families intact.
Blumenthal, whose-father was a Jewish suit and pants man
in Berlin, lived for six years under Hitler, compared to
Kissinger’s five, not leaving for the Promised Land until
1939 via Japan, Hitlet's anti-Comintern partner, where his
Exodus was slowed for seven years by a lifestyle known as
internment. He arrived in the U. S. in 1946, say his PR
men, with the obligatory $20 in his pocket {it used to be a
nickel). Praised by the media as being “socially aware,”
Blumenthal wangled a Ph.D. in economics out of
Princeton. In 1972 he made it to the financial summit by
becoming head of Bendix Caorporation — ancther of the
new batch of corporation magnates who know nothing
about production and everything about stock deals,
acquisitions, labor relations and “getting along with
government.” Blumenthal, who started out as a strong
supporter of Henry Jackson before he switched to Carter, is
against weapon sales to the Middle East, Israel, of course,
excepted. Said to have been baptized a Presbyterian, he
will work closely with Charles Schultze, who was baptized
a Roman Catholic. Schultze is head of the President’s
Council of Economic Advisors and a former Senior Fellow
of the Brookings Institute, an eggheaded propaganda
factory. He is married to Rita Irene Hertzog.

Harold Brown, Secretary of Defense, is a Jewish whiz kid
who at thirty-three headed the University of California’s
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory in Livermore, California,
where they design the best H-bombs and bottle the best
white wine in the country. later he gravitated to
Washington, heiped ensnarl us in Vietnam, and was made
Secretary of the Air Force. At the appropriate time he
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transmuted himself into a peacenik and withdrew to the
palmetto and stucco steppes of Pasadena, operating as
president of the California Institute of Technology from
1969 to the moment Carter tapped him for the second
highest cabinet post. Brown, married to a non-Jew, is
about as grating a minority member as they come, having
recently let himself be used as a test case for clubbusting
for Jews who wanted in the private California Club. Not
even the most self-denying Wasp would try to worm
himself into an all-Jewish club, of which there are scores
throughout the U. S. Perhaps the ultimate form of tyranny
— and pridelessness — is a reliance on legal maneuvers to
force yourself on the company of people who don’t like
your company. It's a psychological quirk unique to Jewry
and might reasonably be described as social rape.

Griffin Bell, new Southerner and new General designate,
was a federal judge who distinguished himself for many
pro-black decisions on integration cases. No matter how
bad he is or haw miserable his performance in office, he is
bound to be an improvement over his predecessor, the
troglodytic ex-Stalinist Edward Levi. Since Bell supported
G. Harrold Carswell, Nixon’s abortive choice for the
Supreme Court and another conservative of the Billy James
Hargis stripe, a hyena howl of protest arose from the ivory
towers of liberaidom. Even his long record of racial
backsliding was not enough to allay dark suspicions. And
whereas Harold Brown forces his way into restricted Wasp
clubs, his cabinet buddy Bell was compelled to resign his
memberships in such ciubs in order to get his job.

Patricia Roberts Harris, Secretary of HUD, is a
professional Negress who belongs to just about every
“gimme” group in existence. She holds the Decorated
Order of Qaken Trees, bestowed upon her by the comic
opera government of Luxembourg, where she served as U.
S. Ambassador at the behest of Lyndon Johnson. About
her only qualification for her new job was her race.

One of the most dubious appointments is that of
Theodote Chaikin Sorensen, former JFK factotum, to head
the CIA. Sorensen’s mother is the classic model of the
Russian-Jewish intellectual’s anti-Western animus. Her
son’s activities in the Camelot years of U. S. history, during
which he played an infamous and ignominious part in the
Bay of Pigs mess, should disqualify him from any
participation in intelligence opetations now and forever
more. But failure seems to be the surest springboard to
high office in an age of total mediocrity.

Thankfully, he was the one Carter nominee that didn’t
make it.

Juanita Kreps, Secretary of Commerce, is a nice girl from
Appalachia, who went wrong when she went to the big

university, namely Duke, where she married an academic
slicker named Clifton Holland Kreps, Jr. Kreps, an old
Federal Reserve hand, is presently professor of banking at
the University of North Carolina and a real estate wheeler
dealer on the side.

Meanwhile, Majority members may derive some small
consolation from the knowledge that the remaining
Departments are run by Americans of Western Furopean
descent and that many of the most important Departments
and Agencies (State, Defense, FBI, CIA) are still largely
staffed by unhyphenated Americans., We trust this
Majority lower-echelon preponderance will continue to
have a braking effect on the racial frenzies and
transoceanic loyalties of the minority cabinet heads.



Atlanta: The Qak Leat Committee is
initiating a systematic dues collection
program. The money wili be held in trust
and used to buy equipment such as
addressograph machines and typewriters.
This kind of equipment can be obtained
quite cheaply at public auctions, if one
has ready cash to pay for it. The
government — state, local and federal —
is always auctioning off perfectly good
equipment so as to justify greater
bureaucratic budgets.

Los Angeles: A Jletter sent by an
Instaurationist to the head of the ABC
television network: Reference is made to
the TV movie entitled Nightmare in
Badham County shown on Friday night,
November 5, 1976, at 7:00 p.m. This two-
hour film is one in a long series of blatant
anti-Wasp ABC epics which tend to vilify
and slander our ethnic group. Worse, the
film is not only anti-Wasp, but it also
holds the Southland in contempt. There
has been evidence for many decades of an
intellectual conspiracy against Southern
Majority members by assorted Northern
minority racists. Southerners are
stereotyped as (1) brutal redneck sheriffs;
{2) corrupt and venal judges and officials;
(3) ignorant, loutish, whiskey-swigging
oafs; (4) white rapists of Negro women
(when in fact FB{ reports show that two-
thirds of all rapes are now committed by
Negroes). | never seem to see any films
portraying Negro crime in the inner cities,
white minority terrorist activities and the
biatant racism of the Unassimilable
Minorities. | believe that the American
Broadcasting Company, under FCC
regulations, has a public duty to furnish
equal time for presentation of the Majority
ethnic heritage and to cease and desist
from this concerted and calculated attack
upon our race,

Wall Street: According to one of the
more intelligent Wall Street dope sheets,
Israel is hoping for even closer relations
with the U. 5. under the Carter regime. But
the new President, Wall Street thinks, may
have some surprises in store for the Zionist
state. George Ball, a Majority member of
Lehman Bros., has demanded that the
Israefis retire from their occupied
territories. Meanwhile, Arabs have built
up enotmous bank balances in New York

financial institutions. A sudden
withdrawal or even the threat of a
withdrawal might close several of

America’s largest banks and create a
greater financial crisis than another oil
embargo. The upshot is that a period of
appeasement of Arabs is on the horizon.
(Note: We have printed this to show a
current Wall Street view of the Mideastern

situation. The Stock  Exchange,
apparently, seems to be discounting the
tremendous power of Zionism, something
which Instauration never does.)

Yukon: A government-sponsored
training manual for new staff members of
the Yellowknife Correctional institute in
Canada’s remote and frigid Yukaon
contains the following:

Having nothing that is his, neither glorious
past nor culture nor religion or country, he
[the Indian] feels insecurity and seeks all the
passibie means of evasion; dreams, drink
the ready pleasures of the flesh, simple and
unromantic, without perversity nor
abnormality, for the sole brutalizing and
deceiving pileasure of sex naturally
accomplished.

The publication treats the fauits of the
Indians to a “weakness of will” which
causes excess fear, makes him an easy
prey to temptation and accents his
inconsistency and timidity. The average

Indian, it adds, was born with an
inferiority complex and a deceitfui
mentality.

The manual will now probably be

withdrawn and shredded since the news is
out. in Canada, as in the United States,
only those of Northern European descent,
can be on the receiving end of racial
attacks. Instant media reflexes deep-six all
criticism of minorities, however justified,
while the critics are crucified and, even
worse, Nazified.

Vienna, Austria: {t is dangercus to
appear too rightwing in Austria. [t seems
that the majority of students at the
universities and much of the staff are
conservative in tendency, but they are
terrified of being attacked in the leftist
press. Since lectures are all open to the
public, the Socialist and Communist
parties send nonstudents in to write down
the words of any person they suspect of
being openly against them. Nevertheless,
photographs of Communist atrocities were
recently exhibited at the Molker Bastei,
opposite the Vienna University, showing
people shot by the East GCerman
Volkspolizei.

Washington, DC: The following came in
after a small ad for The Dispossessed
Majority appeared in the Washington Star,
Oct. 5, 7976. The original orthography and
grammar have been preserved in their
entirety: This sound a little extreme the
part about media ignoring this book and
advertisement being difficult to place.
However, if it is true and | assume it to be |
say wonderful. Those of who are liberal
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apparently have more control than 1 had
thought. In time, we will also not aliow
you to advertise in newspapers like the
one | cut this one out of. You ignorant
southern dirt farmers go right back into
your shack by the side of the dirt road and
eat your grits and corn bread honey child.
We who are liberal are controlling this
country and we don’t want southern white
filth deciding anything. The
communication was signed PEACE AND
LOVE.

Midwest: In the final exam of an
introductory course in scciology in a
medium-size state college, students were
given as the first question:

Write a critique of Robertson’s “Fusion and
Mosaic Falacy” and “The Nationat Premise
If you are not in accord with Robertson's
solutions to the racial problems, then please
fully elucidate your cure.

It's nice to know that Instauration’s
articles are being studied in a college
social science course. Several instructors
and professors have xeroxed parts of
Instauration and passed them out to
students as required reading. But this is
the first time, as far as we know, that the
magazine has furnished the material for a
guestion on an examinatton.

The Dispossessed Majarity,
incidentally, has now been read by at least
3,600 teachers and professors and has
either been sold or given to some 600
college libraries. One college president
sent it as a gift to thirty other college
presidents, and scores of professors have
spoken about the book in class and
recommended it for further study.

A few eminent professors with a
national or international reputation
contribute to Instauration from time to
time, and more and more contributions
are coming in from young teachers and
professors, nearly all of them Ph.D's or
from graduate students only a year or so
away from their Ph.O's.

1t is our educated guess that
Instauration, half of whose readers are
under thirty years of age, has a greater
proportion of young readers than any
other publication ot its type in the
country.

NOW AVAILABLE —
Postpaid
Back Issues Of
INSTAURATION
from Dec. 1975 to
present (excepting
Aug., Sept,, Dec. issues)
Order these collector's
items now
$1.00 each
6 or more, 75¢ each
S




A Salvo of Tactical and Strategic Pointers for
Getting the Majority Off Its Knees

VENTILATIONS

The author of The Dispossessed
Majority firms up and expands some of
his key ideas.

Letting his mind range freely over the Slough of De-
spond known as current history, Robertson first replies to
readers of The Dispossessed Majority who have taken him to
task for his pronouncements on religion and the Soviet
Union. He clarifies his attitude toward Christianity by throw-
ing some light on the little discussed but important cause-
and-effect relationship between race and religion. He amp-
lities his prognosis of increasing anti-Semitism and
nationalism in Russia by a wealth of new evidence both from
within and without the Soviet Union.

After a blow-by-blow description of the attempted sup-
pression of The Dispossessed Majority by a conspiracy of
silence, Robertson writes intelligently and bitingly of Water-
gate and the fall of Nixon, which he defines as the high tide of
media absolutism and as a liberal-minority purge of the
ideological bankrupts who call themselves moderate con-
servatives. He comments at length on the nauseating
apotheosis of Henry Kissinger, who has a special flare for
coming out second best in negotiations with Russia and who
won the Nobel peace prize for his slick betrayal of South
Vietnam

To raise the morale and race consciousness of Majority
college students, whose apathy is one of the chief causes of
America's drift into mindlessness, the author outlines in four
separate essays how they can participate actively and pro-
ductively in this stage of the racial confrontation. He takes
particular pains to spell out the limitations of what can be
accomplished now and warns of the frustrations that come
from believing that great changes are just arcund the corner.

A prediction by a Dutch reader of The Dispossessed
Majority that America will soon be engulfed in a race war
provokes a wide-ranging response from the author, who
comments at length on the proposition that the discovery of
America drained European nations of the energies they
needed to repulse aggressors from the East. He also ex-
amines the suggestion that the U.S. should trade its black
population for South Africa's 3,500,000 whites.

Ventilations contains a stimulating evaluation of the
half-forgotten dictator, Kemal Ataturk, who snatched Turkey
from total dissolution after World War |. A blond, blue-eyed
Macedonian, Ataturk was willing to surrender huge slices of
Turkish territory to achieve his goal of racial consolidation.

Robertson compares him to other strong men, including his
Turkish successors, who were less anxicus to put race above
real estate.

Women must play avital role in the revival of the Majority
or there will be no revival. Some conservatives hope to keep
women in their place. Some liberals want to turn them into
men. In one of his most perceptive essays, Robertson points
out that the status of women, due to technological advances,
has been irrevocably altered and that they should be encour-
aged to use their newly acquired freedom to become full-
time partners with men in the salvation of their race.

The penultimate essay in Ventilations is an idealistic
leapfrog into the future. In answer to those who felt The
Dispossessed Majority contained too much carping criti-
cism, but not enough solutions, Robertson projects a 21st-
century America of separated and insulated population
groups, where the Unassimilable Minorities live apart in ob-
ligatory self-sufficiency and where a resuscitated Majority is
once again in control of its culture and its political and
economic destiny.

Morality as a tool for gulling the citizenry is nothing new
in politics. But in contemporary America it has become a
mania that defies all criticism. The antidote, according to the
final essay in Ventllations, is not to attack liberals and minor-
ity racists for their perversion of morality, but to accent the
morality of the Majority's cause. Majority members should
abandon the illusion they are a superior people fallen on evil
times. The fact is they have become a persecuted race and
should defend themselves by every means in their power.
Most important, Robertson presents a host of reasons why
Majority members should stop being too proud to turn clas-
sical moral arguments against discrimination and persecu-
tion to their own profit.

Ventilations by Wilmot Robertson, 115 pages, $2.95,
25c postage.



Whoever walks a mile full of false sympathy
walks to the funeral of the whole human race — D. H. Lawrence
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The Safety Valve 578

In keeping with tnstauration’s polficy
of anonymity, communicants will anly
be identified by the first three digits of
their zip code.

[ Reprinting of my intemperate remarks in last
issue may itk your sober communicants who
like to discuss the future of the race and the
fate of the galaxy, the ineffable verities of
philosophy and other dignified matters. They
are prohably planning to live forever. | erred in
mentioning that camp as Auschwitz. It was, of
course, Maidanek. They also opened wup
Auschwitz to commie-teftist liberal scrutiny,
but early the next year. Maidanek was the first
and the exploitation was far more Communist
than Zionist for some time. Colonel
Goleniewski, who claims to be the Romanoy
Prince Aleksei, goes the six million story
somewhat better. He says the Nazis not only
polished off six mitlion Jews, but also 30 million
Christians. Would be interested to see someone
survey his monthly Double Fagle, out since
January 1975, and fiercely believed in by many
of the Right.

801

O This letter is to suggest as strongly as
possible that you review Sociobiofogy, the New
Synthesis by Edward O. Wilson {Harvard
University Press). Among other things this book
supplies the new morality (Chapter One: “The
Morality of the Gene”) that true conservatives
so desperately need. When committees of
eastern, liberal graduate students write letters
to the New York Review of Books warning
about this book’s implications you know it has
to be good.

902

0 Why not provide more documentation and
bibliographies so beginners can pursue the
topics addressed by the various articles in
instauration?

941

O More power to you and the instauration of

the West.
618

1 rm still hoping against hope (whatever that
means) that we'll have at least a change of pace
with Carter.

212

O Forget about reason and intellect, what we
need is fear and panic!

.1 In Irvin D, Yalom’s The Theory and Practice
of Group Psychotherapy (New York Basic
Books, 1970, p. 345) we find that Kurt Lewin, a
tefugee from Germany and founder of
cognitive psychology, developed the T-group
and group dynamics for the express purpase of
reeducating Hitler youths and the changing of
anti-Semitic attitudes. Given the fact that
psychiatry and soft or humanistic psychology
are virtually minority jungles, might not a
reasonable observer be led to conclude Lewin’s
example typifies a2 central tendency toward
thought controlf (The present wuse of
“humanism” must make irving Babbitt twirl in
his grave!) In fact on page 346 we see that the
first large-scale application of encounter group
training was for indoctrinating bureaucrats
charged with enforcing the 1946 Connecticut
“Fair Employment Practices Act.” Need ! say

moret
212

[J Your last issue of Instauration is brilliant as
usual, all that parts that | have read so far, but a
iriend remarked hesitantly as he turned the
pages, “I hope this isn't all just anti-Semitic.”
To which | replied that it probably was, and

understandably so.
312

] Enclosed is a $6 check for a yearly student's
subscription to {nstauration. If students were
charged $36, ! would send $36. But V'l send
what you request, even though I don’t believe

in fiscal favoritism towards college student;.
770

O 1 don't expose mysel to the fies and malice
broadcast by TV, the N. Y. Times or the news
weeklies. One can only endure so much. In the
case of the Washington Post and the New Age
type of publications, ! find they read and very
often personally reply to my objections to
distortions and omissions. But “Far Right”
pubiications never give any evidence
whatsoever that they take any cognizance of
rebutials, yueries or objections in whatever
form. So why bother with such closed minds
and hearts? “Let the dead bury the dead.” |
suspect that the blatant malice that saturates
all “Right” pubfications comes from an inability

to confront serious problems.
200

{1 Kissinger and his successor want majority
rule for South Africa and Rhodesia. What about
majority rule for ust

T t have, of course, greatly enjoyed and
agreed with your publication. Even the letters
are interesting, with worthy ideas and
tantalizing bits of information. The only sore
spots that stand out are those of the
correspondent  who proposed  interracial
marriage between Northern Europeans and
Mediterranid Italians to form an alliance
against the blacks. (A Pyrrhic victory to say the
least, for there would then be little worth
saving. Also, | seem to recall that the Nordic
Dotians, among others, interhred with
Mediterranids, and are now an extinct people
as the result.) There was also the Southern
writer who objected to the article which
proposed that part of the South be ceded for
the creation of a separate black nation by
stating that Southerners would never part with
any of their beloved Seuthland. If they do not,
the time will soon come when none of it will he
theirs, The white South is already in eclipse.
Carter won the South with only 45% of white
Southern votes. My only objection to the plan
to cede part of the South for the creation of a
separate black country was the section of the
South, Florida and the Gulf Coast, chosen for
this purpose. The creation of a hostile state
with a long contiguous border and an exploding
poepulation is frought with potential problems
enough, but to bless it with a long coastline, or
any coastline which would allow the
introduction of assistance and influence from a
foreign power, is strategically unsound in the
greatest degree. The black nation must be
carved out of the South, so the South that
remains will remain white, but it must be
landlocked. This would save considerable
trouble, not to mention considerable Northern
European blocd and genes, in the future.
330

O Yes, | think there is no doubt that the
gravestone daubings with swastikas are done by
the Zionists, as mentioned in a recent issue of
Instauration, | pass the Jewish cemetery, a large
one, on the way to work every morning. Not
one of the gravestones has ever been defaced
or upended, even during the Nazi era.
Austrian subscriber

[0 NASA has fallen on hard times. Part of this is
due to indisctiminate hiring when the agency
was started. Past and present austerity kicks
have tended to drive out the better employees
and leave the dregs. Majority members had
better forget about space and study sociology
and African history if they want to get ahead.
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O 1 admit the force and dedication of the
Puritan soul. In my master's house there are
many mansions. What is more, | quite see the
good in Cromwell. My magnetic needle points
uncertainly in the same direction. | just love
him at Dunbar, surrounded by greatly superior
forces, when the fanatic Presbyterian preachers
impelled the Scotch forces to come down upon
his camp. He said, “The Lord has delivered
them into my hands!” There is something very
Germanic about his Ironsides, which reminds
me of the Saxon spearmen in Scott's ballad
about Flodden Field:

The stubborn spearmen still made good

Their dark, impenetrable wood,

Each stepping where his comrade stood,

The moment that he fell.
On the other hand, | can never forgive
Cromwell for letting in the Jews again in return
for their financial aid.

English subscriber

[0 William F. Buckley is the greatest Field
Marshal we have in “our movement” today. |
personally thought God was a joke by the time |
was fourteen years old, yet when Mr. Buckley
insists: “The Lord of Hosts is with us yet,”
especially with Bach as the chief polemicist, 1
could put my arm arpund this eloquent man
forever.

804

O Fm teaching a class in Geopolitics at a
neatby college. The kids seem to Lke to hear
about Karl Haushofer, Sir Halford Mackinder,
Admiral Mahan and strategic concepts.

2€W07

{10 Some time in the period 1931-33, | believe,
Winston Churchill was in the U. S. He suffered
injuries on upper Fifth Avenue when struck by a
taxi, while confused by the direction of the
tratfic, which is the reverse in England.
Churchill was visiting Bernard Baruch at his
fwin brownstone residence between 87th and
88th Streets. | would encounter Mr. Baruch
occasionally in the late afternoon returning
from his office. At that time Winston Churchill
had Chartwell for sale, as he was short of funds.
He had not held public office for some time.
When Churchill returned to England, Chartwell
was no longer for sale and he began his
campaign against Germany. At that time,
before Roosevelt revalued the dollar, Baruch
had been informed of what was coming- It is
said that he contracted for the output of Alaska
Juneau gold mines at the going rate for gold at
$20 plus, shipped it abroad and shipped it back
when Roosevelt set the price at $30 plus.
100

0 1 believe we will see a Western European
alliance in a few years on a model similar to the
Romnan Empire. It appears the New World will
in the end have to be saved by the Old.

326

O South Africa does not have to go under if it
realizes that al! if needs ts a homb and the will
to use it. Russia would never risk a nuclear
attack.

410

O Congratulations on your magazine's first
anniversary. It was no mean feat keeping such a
project afioat — especially without lifelines
from the sinister rightwing H. L. Huntish
moneybags of liberal-minority mythology. Your
subscribers are deeply indebted to you, very
probably more than they can know.

&40

O Simon Wiesenthal has called East Germany's
offer of $1 million as compensation to U, S.
Jews who suffered under Nazi rule “ridiculously
small.” It is, compared to the %10 billion
already poured out by West Germany to Jews
worldwide. But it's ridiculously large compared
to the zero compensation received by
American soldiers who died in Waorld Waz 11
battling the enemies of the Jews.

n

O In a mercenary world Christianity like
everything else is a drag, delusion, divider and
a fast buck operation masterminded by frauds
weakening our own will to resist, or should | say
spuricus characters preaching a slippery line to
the gullible? Pap is pap whatever the frosting. Is
it back to the forest for a refresher course in
instinctual survivail ,
03

0 1 am abjectly ashamed of my long
negligence of your heroic efforts to blaze the
trail and | hope you do not think 1 did not
appreciate the fantastic style and
accomplishments of the classics you have
produced. 1 still think The Dispossessed
Majority zanks with Toynbee's History as one of
the two great literary achievements of the 20th
siécle. | promise you | shall one day sit down
and try to write something up your ailey,
though | tremble at the realization of your
greater €clat.

941

1 The white voters of California have just
efected an old, nondescript Japanese to
represent them in the Senate. | wonder if the
Japanese people — after long association with
us — would ever become so perverted that they
would consider electing an American as the
Emperor of japan. )
91

[0 Downtown Los Angeles is turring into
another Tijuana. Chinatown is filled with the
thoughts of Chairman Mao, as well as his junk

merchandise.
9242

O 1 have recently been reading Martin Jay's
The Dialectical Imagination, an interesting
account of the Frankfurt School for Social
Research (Fromm, Marcuse, etc.). Jay admits
that the undertaking was almost wholly jewish
and considers some of the implications of this
fact.

455

2 1| now have received all the 1976 issues of
Instauration and | found the january issue on
the “Ninth Crusade,” by whoever the author,
clearly explains the problems some of us in the
military today face in trying to fathom an
explanation for our policy behavior overseas. |
can bear witness to the situation here in
Turkey, where a package embargo has been in
eifect since September 1975. Hopefuily all this
will change when a new defense treaty is
established between our govemment and the
Turkish Republic. All of this harassment is due
solely to the arms embarge imposed after the
Greeks and Turks went to war on Cyprus.

APO, New York

O I recently joined the Citizens Council. |
believe this organization is the Majority's best
bet in the fight against the liberals and the

minotity racists.
198

[0 Re the Viasov article, your author has
certainly come up with some bitter truths
concerning the Allied treatment of Viasov and
his men, | would, however, like to take issue
with his flat assertion that "the Slavs, according
to Heinrich Himmler . . . were doomed to
extinction by the Herrenvolk.” This is one
better than the Six Million Myth. German
occupation policy in Russia was certainly beset
by many difficulties, not the least of which was
to draw a line somewhere between apparent
friends and hidden foes in an area where a
mishmash of nationalities rub elbows. One may
have some lingering doubts if the German High
Command could ever realistically have
accepted Vlasov's offer that he could raise
“several million troops from the Russian
population.” Even if he had, there still would
have been the well-nigh insurmountable
problem of arming and equipping them at a
time when Germany was scraping the bottom
of her supply barrel. As for the other part of
your zuthor's statement that, according to Nazi
ideology, the Slavs were “subhuman,” the very
simple fact is that the Red Army (in plain terms:
the Russians) did collectively behave like
Upper Paleolithic subhumans when they
invaded the eastern part of Germany. In so
doing they merely imitated what their own
great-grandfathers did in the Napeleonic wars,
when a Russian army entered East Prussia as the
supposed “allies” of the Prussian king. It seems
indefibly etched into the Slav mind that
another nation's females are one of the
legitimate prizes of war. One may argue
whether it was 90, 80 or anly 70% of the Red
soldiers who acquired a criminal record in
1945, but for these “subbuman” is just the
word.

German subscriber

L] The leading anti-Zionist in the House of
Representatives is Larry McDonald of Georgia,
a Bircher.

ik

O 1 can quite see that anti-Communism in
America is less of an issue than mirority
racialism and certainly the issue of Capitalism
versus Commupnism is by no means the basic
one, as Chinese and Russian antagonism shows.
Mevertheless, if minority racialism is the
overriding menace to America intemally,
Communism is cerainly the worst extemat
threat, and in Southern Africa Communism is
the worst external menace and vies with
fiberalism in being the main internal threat. |
don't know of any local liberals who are in the
vanguard of anti-Communism. . . . Whenevera
Communist agitator is arrested here the
newspapers come out with front-page color
photographs of his suffering wife and children.
However, American’s overriding preoccupation
with internal matters does help explain why she
did nothing to stem the neo-colonialist
Communist takeover of former Portuguese
colonies, just as American minority racialism
explains why no aid must be given to anti-
Communist Rhodesia, whereas unlimited aid
must be given to ksrael.

South African subscriber

O The new Race Act has been introduced in
the United Kingdom, dropping the need for
proof of intent to stir up hatred. The Jews said
one of the prime fargets is Harwood's Did Six
Million Really Die? Maybe Butz's book now
could be prosecuted, We will have to wait and
ee,

English subscriber



O 161 recall correctly, Wilhelm Marr coined the
term “anti-Semitism” some thirty years after
Marx and Engels wrote Die Heilige Familie.
(This is in reference to the otherwise very
excellent piece on Bruno Bauer in the
November issue of /nstauration.)

551

O Recently a statute of limitations was
introduced in Austria, which prevents more
anti-Nazi cases being brought after a period of
thirty years. So Simon Wiesenthal is turning his
attention to Germany.

Bavarian Subscriber

O Something very banal, s commonplace as
almost to constitute a general opinion, is to
attdbute “evil”’ to the Jews. Any public
criticism of their behavior constantly leads the
listeners to believe that “evil” is being blamed
on them, after which the speaker gets bogged
down in a hopeless display of stupidity and
ignorance. it occurs to me that it is quite
impossible for the L. S. Nordic to understand
what is being done to him. From the 1930s on,
the land has been seized by a terrifying force —
in a grip of steel — a force neither good nor evil
but quite beyond both, and more powerful and
dominating than any other. There can be no
comprehension of it, and even the best
informed know liftle about it. Our own kind
can be tumed on us like vipers if an attempt is
made to enlighten them.

21

[ 1 was particularly interested in the article on
Rasputin. It confirms what | long suspected.
The holy man with the big appetite and the
sexval equipment to match was obviously
capable of no more than merely animal
cunning in working the suckers, but 1 had
somehow missed the significant detail that his
introduction to the Imperial Court was
managed by Yahveh's pestilential pets. That
makes everything clear.

720

] Please do what you can to get The Hoax of
the Twentieth Century into the hands of
historians. If we can expose the Six Million
fraud, we will be well on our way to victory.

76

] How about mare articles slanted toward the
younger generation — those fifteen to thirty

years of agel
i

{1 Let me say that the longer one reads in the
“patriotic’ field, the more amusing quirks of
reasoning are discovered. And we certainly can

use some amusement occasionally,
325

O About the six million. That such a hoax
might have been perpetrated and maintained
all these years and that so many of our policies
have been influenced, if not determined, by it
— even the possibility is 50 staggering that the
real facts would seem to be the paramount
issue, and yet you seem more concerned with
the literary style of the exposes. Nevertheless,
camry on. You certainly have presented some

provocative ideas.
327

O In the review of A Plague on Both Your
Houses, Instauration got its facts about Luce
Publishers wrong. Robert B. Luce was indeed
what you said he was, but he sold his firm to
Robert van Roijen, a staunch conservative in
the best sense of the term. luce soid the
company because he couldn't do that job and
be an editor of the New Republic at the same
time. There is ne connection of any sort
between tuce and Luce Publishers except the

name.
il

O The fact is that The Dispossessed Majority is
a great deal better written than Mein Kampf. 1
really think it is the most important political
book so far written during this century. The
author has summed it all up in relation to the
most  powerful country — actually or
potentially — in the world. What is more, his
carefully thought-out terminclogy is
influencing others, too. | see in this issue of
Britain First that they are making great play
with “minority racism,” etc. That one is a
winner. | am coming to realize that, in essence,
The Dispossessed Majority is what | was always
intending fo write, but never got around to, and
whats more, it is written without the
editorializing which would have marred mine.
Of coune, there is room for a similar book
about the British, though 1 doubt if | could beat
that single footnote in The Dispossessed
Majority that sums up the Jewish control of
Britain. There is, however, one book which
might be written, and which | might write, It is
a book addressed to the rest of the world, the
nonwhite world. 1 am thinking of arguing a case
for the racial integsity of nonwhite population
groups, combined with respect for local
cultural traditions and the intention of
developing along paths locally thought to be
most desirable, without interference from the
international moneylenders and the enemies of
differentiation. The ultimate aim would be to
encourage the bealthiest elements in each
country to take control and accentuate their
ethnic identity. Populations would be moved
and shifted about, only where absolutely
necessary. We need a blueprint for a new world
order.

English subscriber

O The business of 1Q passes by some of the
more important issues of human achievement,
even if we assume (as so many IQ fanatics do)
that industrial society is the goal of life.
Personality is at least as important. A high 1Q
can be a liability in many kinds of careers.
Many people who can manipulate abstractions
lose the ability to cope with reality. Of course a
fot of people of IQs of less than 70 can cope
with neither reality nor abstractions. For the
religious persen the rational brain has grown

too large for the primitive brain stem.
0

O Once you admit it is meaningful to engage
liberals in a dialogue, you have lost half the
battle. Liberals should be dismissed as (a)
dishonest or (k) neurotic, and subjected to
ridicule instead of analysis. Just talk about alk
the great things we are going to do after the
liberats and minorities destroy the government,

the economy and themselves.
849

O Any group, religious, racial or fraternal, tha.
is powerful enough to brazenly deiend the
thief's right to retain his loot, while decrying
the victim's screams of protest as maligning the
perpetrator, is not about to settle for “a bigger
slice of the cake” as Mr. Goldwater so
euphemistically terms the demands of the
Panamanian Communists for the return of the
canal. On the contrary, such a group will
continue to arrogantly demand the whole loaf.

B64

O The book Roots should take its rightful place
amaong the great fairy tales of the world, and be
placed on the top shelf in a dark comner
between Rufus, the Talking Monkey and
Raymond, the Singing Fish. For his ancestral
tribe, author Haley should have chasen one
other than the Mandinkas (Mandingos) of
Western Sudan, who themselves owned
thousands of black slaves and drove athers
from the Niger to the coast to be sold to the
kings of Dahomey, Congolese middlemen, and
Egba (Ebo) slave merchants of Old Calabar.
Haley should have chosen one of the Fang
tribes south of Benin. When they captured a
prisorter during a raid they did not sell him into
slavery. They ate him. Without the permission
and cooperation of the African chiefs no white
man would have been able to obtain slaves on
the African coast. The African tribes never had
a written language, therefore, they were
illiterate. They had no calendar, therefore did
not record the years. When slaves were shipped
they were not listed on 2 manifest by name —
merely so many slaves taken aboard. The slaves
did not know the name of the ship, and upon
arrival in America did not know in which port
they disembarked. Slave owners did not
maintain records listing African names, but
merely the names of the slaves given to them
by their owners. Slaves were sold as “a male
slave, about 22,” or, “Hannah, a slave of about
15 years.” When a slave died he was buried and
the grave marker listed his first name and date
of death. Slaves did not know when they were
born, except, perhaps, the season of the year.
Therefore, without written records, a
genealogical investigation is impossible. Mr.
Haley has accomplished the impossible!

24

{J Recently I have been involved as a student
in the genetic debate in Australian universities.
I therefore appreciate your moral courage in
supporting the most unpopular idea of our
times: the biclogical basis of culture. it is my
view that until Western mankind recognizes
itself as being subject to the laws of nature and
bases its actions on a biological rationale, it
will be doomed to the present pathetic rate of
progress with the permanent threat of reversion
through miscegenation hanging over its head. |
am also writing to fet you know that a small
{but pure) school of thought which accepts the
science of genetics as relevant to mankind has
been established bere in Australia by a group of
young people. We view the situation today as
merely the prelude to the ultimate crisis for
Western man: the struggie for racial survival.
Although conventional political rules would
declare my small group nonstarters in the race
to win influence nationally for these ideas, it is
my belief that through contingency planning
almost anything is possible given severe
economic and/or social crises,

Australian subscriber



How the small feed on the great

PARASITES OF CULTURE

Mit euch, Herr Doktor, zu spazieren,
Ist ehrenvoll and bringt Gewinn.

Julius Frauenstaedt [1813-1879]

It was not a great event in the history of diplomacy and
promotion. The Frankfurt newspapers of july 24, 1846, did
not bother to report, nor was any other attention given to,
Julius Frauenstaedt’s first visit to Arthur Schopenhauer.
Without special fanfare the bedraggeled house tutor
showed up at the modest doorstep of the reclusive
philosopher. Frauenstaedt had arrived in Germany with a
wealthy Russian family, but for all purposes he was what
might be described as an intellectual drifter, an occasiona!
journalist, an irregular university student and an habitue
of literary salons. Germany of that period was rich in such
types.

Frauenstaedt, of Jewish ancestry, came from Bojanomo,
Russia, to study phiiosophy and theology in Berlin. He was
following a scent -~ the scent of fame. Although
Schopenhauer was almost unknown in Berlin,
Frauenstaedt read his masterwork The World as Will and
idea in preparation for his own psychological work on
religion. A chapter praising Schopenhauer as a “deeply
penetrating genius” was published in the Young Hegelian
leftist journal Hallische fahrbuechern. Pining for even the
slightest mention, Schopenhauer was highly gratified.

After he had visited Schopenhauer several times and
exchanged many letters with him, Frauenstaedt became
for all practical purposes a fulltime, professionaj disciple.
Pouring through the journals and books in the Berlin
library, Julius diligently searched out every mention of the
Master, who eagerly awaited any word that signalled his
rising fame. Insatiable, he drove Frauenstaedt harder and
harder. For his one-man clipping service and his
journalistic eulogies, Julius was rewarded with the titles of
“trumpet” and apostolus activus, militans, strenudus,
acerrimus. Nevertheless, when the disciple once arrived at
the Master's door unannounced, Schopenhauer personally
informed him that he was not at “everyone’s disposal” at
all times of the day and night. The rootless Frauenstaedt
swallowed his pride and went on with the work. in the
end, Schopenhauer made him his literary executor, a job
which included editing his complete works.

The greatest contribution of Frauenstaedt to Western
philosophy consisted of letting people know about
Schopenhauer when the regular academic channels were
closed to him. To this end he wrote a number of widely
read articles and pamphlets. Also, at a critical moment in
the philosopher’s career, when his works had failed to
cover the publisher’s costs, the disciple served as
middleman to find another publisher for a third edition of
The World as Will and Idea.

Schopenhauer was cne of those odd writers who
considers every sentence perfect just the way he wrote it.
Never tiring of driving this point home to Julius, he
thundered, "My curse on anyone who in future editions of

Goethe’s Faust

///ﬁ-’/ﬁ"ﬁ/ .

il

Schapenhauer with his poodle.

my works consciously alters the slightest thing, be it a
paragraph or even a word, syllable, a letter, a punctuation
mark!”

Upon the Master’s death, Frauenstaedt immediately
published a collection of Schopenhauer excerpts, which
were rather meaningless, trite and out of context. The
book, however, was quite salable and provided Julius
with a neat profit. As for the Complete Works, less than
fifteen years after Frauenstaedt had brought out the first
edition, an investigation by several scholars found, with
the help of manuscripts and handwritten pages preserved
in the Berlin library, “innumerable omissions and
defacements: additions from the hand of the Master are
left out; when included they are presented in a mutilated,
incorrect form and out of context.”

Kuno Fischer, one of the great Schopenhauerian
scholars, added:

Frauenstaedt carried on a business that was for himseif comfortable
and lucrative, but for Schopenhauer readers was useless, worthless
and counterproductive . . . . This was the Fravenstaedt so praised as
apostolus activus, who knew far better how to exploit the work of the
Master than to edit it! Blinded by his flattery and busybody servility,”
Schopenhauer had far overestimated the service that he had rendered
in promoting his work.

Continued On Page 16



New high in pro-Semitism and anti-Waspery

N.Y. TIMESMAN WRITES
THE ULTIMATE RACIST TRACT

Some months ago, as Instauration has already
mentioned, Penthouse magazine, an international
pornographic monthly, edited by an Italian and published
in London and New York, ran two interesting articles by a
Manchester Guardian correspondent, stating that the 1967
Arab-lsraeli war was a joint Israeli-C{A operation and that
the U.5.5. Liberty was sunk because its electronic gear had
discovered the Israelis were pressing their victories beyond
boundaries previously agreed upon by President Lyndon
Johnson. TFhis was an astonishing revelation for any
publication, even a pornographic one, and nothing was
more certain that amends would have to be offered — and
swiftly.

They were. Penthouse (November 1976) came out with
the wildest piece of pro-Jewish propaganda since the
Babylonian Talmud. Written by John Leonard, novelist,
former editor of the New York Times Book Review and
presently described as the Times' “chief cultural
correspondent,” the article was a locking glass version of
Julius Streicher’s Der Stuermer. Streicher, before his death
by hanging at Nuremberg, used to write that everything
Aryan was good and everything Jewish was bad. Leonard
writes that everything jewish is just fine and everything
not Jewish is not fine at all.

Leonard kicks off his snow job by asserting that Jews had
nothing to do with eighteenth and nineteenth century
America and therefore could wash their hands of our
“witches, Indians, and slaves, the unannealed wound of
our Civil War.” There follows an assault on most of the
leading Majority writers of the twentieth century for
writing or harboring anti-Semitic attitudes. Among the
guilty are Dreiser, Pound, Thomas Wolfe, e. e. cummings,
Sherwood Anderson, Eliot, Hemingway and Fitzgerald. "It
shouldn’t have happened,” writes Leonard in language
that smacks of the jargon of his favorite race. The author
then turns his attention te education, particularly higher
education, most particularly Harvard, where he dropped
out after a two-year stint. He assails the Harvard quota
system of the 1950s, which, he charged, prevented the
wndergraduate body from being three-quarters Jewish. The
blame is put on Angio-5axons who seem to have
controlled things from Groton and other “private spas.”

Leonard admits that Jewish students in Harvard were not
better read than the Wasp “preppies,” but they were
“better” because they “were more passionate.” He quotes
Norman Podhoretz to the effect that “Judaism remained
the only culture besides the Greek which believed in
learning for its own sake and which honored the sage more
than it did the plutocrat” — a somewhat incongruous
observation considering that Jews have produced more
plutocrats per capita than any other race and that Harvard,
which has nurtured myriads of Jewish students, was
founded by Puritans, who were also noted for their [ove of

learning. M the Jews are so education prone, why in their
interminable history have they never had any great
universities of their own? And why have they chosen
above all other universities the one founded by “witch
hunters?”

According to Leonard the modern world is Jewish. Here
he is on firmer ground. He eulogizes Marx, freud, Einstein,
Kafka and Schoenberg, and even goes so far as to say that
the very idea of a “future” is “greco-judaic.” Omitted from
Leonard’s roster are such dimmer lights as Meyer Lansky,
Bernard Cornfeld, Abbie Hoffman, Jerry Rubin, Abe
Fortas, Leopold and Loeb and the Rosenbergs. Also, the
entire crew of Bolshevik manhandlers in Russia is passed
by in silence.

Leonard hands us the old canard that the Jews invented
monotheism, and doesn’t even have the courtesy to
mention poor old Amenhotep |V, who tried to make his
country worship one god 500 years before the first Jew
existed. Non sequiturs then follow non sequiturs until we
hear that the Holocaust was in essence a barbaric Aryan
revolt against the concept of one god. The Enlightenment,
which included such luminaries as Voltaire and Thomas
lefferson, and which paved the way for the refease of
European Jews from their museumiess, theaterless and
universityless ghettos, is dismissed as worthless because it
“led to Buchenwald.”

Next comes a digression on blacks, whose predicament
is blamed not on Jews, but on non-lews. The Jews are
superior to us because of genetics. The blacks, it turns out,
are inferior to us because of environment, the non-Jewish
environment imposed upon them by the cruel Anglo-
Saxons.

Leonard explains that he now lives in New York, “where
maost, if not all of my best friends are Jewish.” He does not
say that Jlews are aiso the chief providers of his daily New
York Times bread. To deal with anti-Semitism, he suggests,
we should not use the guilt argument of Auschwitz or the
high culture argument of Einstein, but the love argument.
He says Jews really love America, but non-jews have not
returned this love. He is adamant that this love must be
requited.

The gist of Leonard’s tale is they are smarter, even
though this means accepting the very arguments about
inherited racial differences that Jews have done their best
to suppress. That Jewish smartness might be traced to the
world’s most supercharged racism rather than to innate
intelligence never seems to enter his mind.

Leonard’s article is an ethnic tour de force which, if
written on behalf of Wasps or the white race in general,
could not have been published in the national media and
would have forever banned the author from making a
living in the writing profession.

Continued On Page 18



Folk singing means or at least ought to mean the singing
of songs which have their origin and development within a
specific ethnic group. This being so, the average Majority
member might expect to hear folk songs, whether in the
form of records, radio, TV or live performances, somehow
tied to his own ethnic past.

Some of the “folk tunes” we listen to do have some
traditional underpinnings. However, once our love of
music is aroused, once we hear what we think is “our
music,” it often, all too often, happens that our ears are
pierced with heavy outpourings of political and racist
propaganda — propaganda that turns out to be not for us,
but against us. Unfortunately, the more naive among us,
especially the unsuspecting high school student or college
undergraduate, swallow some or all of this set-to-music
ideclogy without a second thought,

A complete analysis of the cultural impact of “folk
singing” is well beyond the scope of the present article.
Here we wilt iimit ourselves to a brief examination of folk
singing as a spurious art form — a medium in which
minority professionals try to control the thought patterns
of young Majority members. For this purpose, it is
sufficient to shed some light on the most highly publicized
and highly paid troubador of the folk-singing avant-garde
— Bob Dylan.

Name Change

Bob Dylan, whose name at birth was Zimmerman, was
the son of a Jewish store owner who operated in Duluth,
Minnesota. Young Zimmerman became a skilled guitar
picker by emulating the style and techniques of some half-
forgotten American musicians, notably Woody Guthrie.
Dropping out of college, Zimmerman came to New York
and, after visiting the dying Guthrie, wrote lyrics to the
latter's music. Then launching himself into a career as a
“folk singer,” Zimmerman changed his name to Dylan
after the late Welsh poet Dylan Thomas. This is a common
ploy of those who wish to hide their racial identity and
also pretend to be “folksy.” Aside from stealing his name,
Bob Dylan has nothing else in common with Dylan
Thomas, except that they both have figured in the high
esteem of Jimmy Carter.

Surprisingly apolitical, Dylan’s first album was an
extraordinary experience. The Minnesota minnesinger
couldn't sing! He was unable to keep his voice in tune with

FOLK SINGING. ..

WHOSE FOLK?

Some words about Bob Dylan,
Jimmy Carter’s court crooner

his own guitar. His lack of singing ability was balanced,
however, by some fair guitar work. This was especially
evident in songs like “Baby, Let Me Follow You Down,”
where Dylan handled his instrument very professionally.

Another piece, “Talkin’ New York,” described Dylan’s
experiences as a newcomer to Fun City. In lyrics backed up
by guitar and harmonica, he complains he has trouble
getting hired as a “folk singer” because he “sounds like a
hillbilly.”" As a critic said, “He was tryin’ so hard to sound
like a hick, man!”

Dylan’s second album “The Freewheelin® Bob Dylan”
was by no means apoliticai. The liberal-minority line is
intermixed with some innocuous little ditties which can
best be classified as caterwauling. One song “Bob Dylan’s
Dream” is a pleasant lament for the innocence of youth.
But soon he is trying to pass himself off as a Southern
country singer who is deeply disturbed because James
Meredith was not admitted to Ole Miss in 1962;

Cametothe door . . . couldn't get in
Adl because of the color of his skin
What do you think about that my frien”?

We all know how the folks in Mississippi felt about that.
Federal troops surrounded the admissions building. And
Bob Dylan never sang a word about General Walker’s
being carried away to an insane asylum for opposing the
armed occupation of the university.

“The Freewheelin” Bob Dylan” album was heavy in
propaganda against the “Masters of War.” Not a bad idea,
really, except that Dylan doesn’t even give us a hint that
the “Masters of War” are overrepresented by his own folks.

There were other little semi-subliminal messages in the
album for the casual Majority Listener.

I was out there paintin’ on the ol” wood shed
when a can of black paint, it fell on my head
I went down to scrub and rub,

but [ had to sit in the back of the tub.

The same song also reveals something about Dylan’s
personal hygiene:

Sometimes | might get drunk

Walk tike a duck and smell like a skunk

It don't hurt me none, it don't hurt my pride
‘Cause | got my little lady right by my side.
She’s a humdinger . . . afolk singer.

Continued On Page 18



A CRITICISM OF THE
SPECIAL THEORY OF RELATIVITY

L. Essen, the author of rhf's_ article, which has been reprinted from the Austrian publicatton Wissen im Werden, is a Fellow of the Roval Society,
Britain’s equivalent of the Institut de France. Dr. Essen, perhaps the world’s foremost critic of Ernsteinian relativity, is the author of “The Special
Theory of Relativity — a critical analysis,” Oxford Science Kesearch Papers 5, Clarendon Press, Oxdord, 1971 and “Einstemn’s Specral Theory of

Relativity,” Proceedings of the Royal Institution, p. 141, vol. 45, 1972,

The general acceptance and continued teaching of the
special theory of relativity is, in my view, hindering the
progress of physical science by discouraging the search for
a more rational theory. There is no great difficulty in
exposing the faults in the theory but great difficulty in
persuading scientists even to consider the possibility that
it might be wrong. They have accepted the theory without
completely understanding it and are reluctant to think
about it any further. A frequent comment, made even by
eminent scientists, is “l do not understand it myself but
the experts must be right.”

This attitude is encouraged by three myths which are
widely disseminated. These are that the theory is accepted
by all reputable scientists, is too profound for ordinary
minds to comprehend, and has been confirmed by many
experiments. A careful study of the literature shows that
there have been numerous critics, that any difficulty in
understanding it arises from its ambiguities and mistakes
rather than its profundity, and that no experiment, of the
kind needed to check the relativity aspect of the theory,
has ever been attempted.

{1}t is intended here only to give a brief summary of the
major errors in Einstein’s paper. Many critics have drawn
attention to the contradictions in the theory but, as far as |
arn aware, no one else has noted the specific errors which
lead to these contradictions. They occur in the course of
thought-experiments involving the comparison of the rates
of moving clocks. . . .

One of the predictions in Einstein’s paper is that the
time “marked” by a moving clock is slow by1/2{v/c):"
seconds per second when “viewed in the stationary
system;” but the practical implications of the prediction
were never realised. There is only one way of “viewing”
the time of a distant clock, whether it is moving or not,
and that is by receiving and counting the time pulses
transmitted from it. At the receiving station there are two
dials, one recording the number of pulses from the distant
clock and the other the number from the local clock. The
prediction states that fewer pulses are received from the
distant clock than from the local clock. Since the clocks
are identical by definition it follows that fewer pulses are
received than are transmitted and the question arises,
what happens to the missing pulses? They cannot be
following behind in space because the effect is the same
whether the clocks are moving towards or away from each
other, since it is proportional to the square of the velocity.
There is no known explanation of the missing puises but it
is inherent in the prediction. Being unaware of this
relativitists assume that all the transmitted pulses are
received and naturally arrive at paradoxical results.
Einstein himself, in a later paper, states that it is absurd to

think that pulses can be lost, but does not ot course draw
the corollary that the prediction is absurd.

One of the initial postulates is that uniform velocity is
purely relative and in Einstein’s prediction either of the
clocks can therefore be taken as the one at rest. 1f the
clocks are labelled A and B the full prediction can be
expressed as follows:

B, measured at A, [oses time compared with A.

A, measured at B, loses time compared with B.

The result is not logically impossible although the loss of
pulses cannot be understood. Einstein then describes a
thought experiment, in which one clock makes a round
trip from the other, and obtains the result: B loses time
compared with A.

Although, in order to make the round trip, B must be
accelerated, any effects of the acceleration are ignored,
only uniform motion being taken into account. The
reciprocal result, A loses time compared with B, is equally
true although it is not given by Einstein.

The complete result is clearly impossible and constitutes
the notorious “clock paradox.” Einstein does not give any
reasoning and it appears from the paper that he simply
omits the phrase “measured at A.” Many writers have
subsequently obtained the same result with the aid of
elaborate thought-experiments. |n most cases the result is
a consequence of assuming the predicted time contraction
and also that all the transmitted pulses arrive; and the
experiment merely conceals the fact that two
contradictory assumptions have been made . In some cases
the authors sense that something is wrong and imply in
vague terms that the result must really be due to the
acceleration, in spite of the fact that its effect has been
ignored. Einstein also admitted that the result contradicts
the initial postulates and, in a most extraordinary paper,
he attributes it to gravitational effects, by the help of
another thought experiment, in which he makes further
"experimental” mistakes.

A careful and objective analysis of Einstein’s paper of
1905 shows that the so-called theory consists of a number
of assumptions, some of which are made implicitly. The
contraction of time, proposed earlier by Lorentz, is first
assumed to be a consequence of using new units of
measurement. |t is then assumed to be an apparent effect
of uniform relative velocity, then, after the clock paradox
result, to be a real effect of uniform motion, and finally to
be due to acceleration or gravitation. Fach new
assumption contradicts and replaces the previous one but
the theory is presented as though they follow logically one
from the other.

The Lorentz transformations remain intact and it is
these which scientists use when they think they are using
the theory of relativity.



An old hand hints at a deadly parallel

SOVIET MILITARY INDOCTRINATION

| saw it before and now | am seeing it again, | first saw it
at La Coupole on the Boulevard Montparnasse where we
drank demis after demis, Pernods after Pernods and fines
after fines until the saucers piled up to the sky. The time
was the mid 30s and my drinking companions were French
college students. None of them tock any exercise beyond
walking to the Sorbonne, to our cafe rendezvous or to
some extremely rare assignation. Their tongues were busy,
their thoughts about love and life flowed wittily from their
shallow spirits and their pasty faces reflected the physical
stagnation of their bodies.

I had just returned from Germany where | had also had
some drinking companions, German students who
occasionally joined me in the Loewenbrau Garten for a
Mass of what was then the world’s second most delicious
beer. My friends didn’t stay late; they didnt talk much;
and their cheeks glowed not from alcohol, but from
exercise. At the time they were spending twelve hours a
day getting into shape to join the Luftwaffe. One of their
toughest exercises was getting over a ten-foot wall with a
snarling German Shepherd at their heels.
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Cornparing my two sets of friends, | felt no compunction
in telling the French students that they had better be on
the qui vive. Unless they got off their expansive behinds,
they were going to be in for a rough time in the coming
war. They laughed. Everybody knew that the French army
was far better than the German army. Why the French
forces had a hugh officer corps, both active and reserve,
while the German army was just beginning to rearm and
had no trained reserves at all. Vive le traite de Versailles!

Today, some forty vears later, | look around at
American college students, pub-crawling, bed-hopping,
drug-shooting, gullet-cramming, while Soviet vouth
concentrate on their studies and their military service,
unbolloxed by drugs, rock-and-roll, porn and anti-white

racism as they get physically and psychologically ready
for the nuclear war which Soviet military bosses seem to
expect and often seem to desire.

For a clearer picture of what is going on over there,
peruse some quotations from Military Pedagogy, an
official Soviet military text recently translated by the U.S.
Air Force.

The high value orientations and moral purity of Soviet youth
generate in them legitimate revulsion and contempt for such horrid
phenomena as the lack of one’s own convictions, servility, time-
serving, and cowardice.

So-called Americanized or avant-garde jazz, with its sharp rhythms,
catchy and effective instrumentation, and hypnotic repetition of the
same melodic subjects, bas been converted into a sort of aesthetic
narcotic which has the function of diverting the masses from the
pressing problems of life and destroying faith in noble ideals. This jazz
not only blunts, but alsa injects the bacilli of disorderly conduct and
individualistic, vulgar brutality.

Young peopie are full of valor and boldness, of the desire to achieve
and make self-sacrifices. Difficulties and dangers attract rather than
frighten youth, and summon them to heroic deeds.

[Clommanders and politicat workers should correctly conduct the
sex education of soldiers, tharoughly explain the moral and sociai
aspect of love as a tremendous, bright, and joyous feeling which
ennobles a man and reflects his true character, and shouid develop in
their servicemen a serious regard of women and family life.

[Tlhe process of military training should be constructed on a strictly
scientific basis. This means that the content, forms and methods used
to train army and navy personnel should be based on the latest
achievements of science and technology with consideration for the
revolutionary transformations that have transpired in military affairs.

In a nuclear missile war, irritants of incomparably greater force than
in previous wars will act upon the psyche, and hence their negative
influence on a soldier's behavior and activities will be manifested to a
much greater degree. In order to reduce as much as possible the
negative influence of a combat situation on servicemen, the psyche of
the soldiers would be adapted in peacetime to the stimuli which they
will encaunter in battle, and to this end training should be made as
close as possible to actual combat.

The incufcation in Soviet people of ardent patriotism, a sense of
pride in their Homeland and their nation, high vigilance and constant
readiness to defend the great achievements of socialism play an
important role in fulfilling the tasks of forming the new man.

Man is a part of nature and from birth he receives a definite
biclogical make-up and inherits a specific type of nervous system and
natural rudiments. The reproduction of a biological similarity to the
parents in the progeny is commonly called heredity. The natural
qualities of man and heredity play an important role in his
development,

In the indoctrination of soidiers it is also important to take into
account the fact that certain inherited human traits {the biological
components) have a certain effect on the formation of moral-combat
traits. For instance, the traits of temperament which rest on the
inherited basis of some given type of nervous system have a
significant effect on the manifestation of moral-combat traits,
imparting a certain emotional coloring to them.

Continued On Page 19



The Cultural Catacombs

Ethnic Revisionism

Arthur  Koestler's latest book The
Thirteenth Tribe (Random House, 1976,
$8.95) has as its subtitle, “The Khazar
Empire and Its Heritage.” Although the
history of the Khazar Jews has never been
told in such detail before, the story is not
new. jewish encyclopedias contain
articles on the Khazars (or Chazars) and
John Beaty wrote at length about them in
The lron Curtain Over America (Noontide
Press, $3.00), which came out in 1951.

The primary importance of The
Thirteenth Tribe is that it is the first time
this significant but somewhat murky phase
of jewish history has been probed by a
bestselling author with all the proper
liberal and minority credentials. Such an
author can get the media reviews and
supercharged sales promotion that a
Majority historian, dealing with the same
subject, could not hope to obtain.

Koestier, of Jewish ancestry, was born in
Budapest in 1905 and is the author of some
twenty volumes, including Darkness at
Noon. In his variegated career he has been
everything from a lemonade vendor in
Haifa to a onetime member of the German
Communist party. Now, in his December
years, he has written what will probably be
considered his most controversial book.
Certainly his reasons for playing the
iconoclast are best known to himself.

The “Rise and Fall of the Khazars” forms
Part One of The Thirteenth Tribe.
According to the author, the Khazars were
“a people of Turkish stock,” who erupted
from the steppes of Asia about the fifth
century A.D. They settled in the area
between the Caspian and Black Seas north
of the Caucasus and established an empire
which reached the peak of its influence
from the seventh to the tenth centuries.

About A.D. 740, Kagan (king) Bulan
crossexamined Christian, Jewish and
Muslim missionaries and chose Judaism as
the Khazar state religion. His decision was
apparently politically motivated; he
wished to maintain Khazarsia's
independent position between Christian
Byzantium and the islamic Arab empire,
the major powers of the day.

In 965 the Khazars were militarily
crushed by the Varangian Russians under
Prince Svyatoslav of Kiev. No longer an
empire, Khazaria persisted as a rump state
until the thirteenth century, when it was
finally erased from the map of
southeastern FEurope by the westward
advance of the Mongols.

in Part Two, “The Heritage,” Koestier
examines the fate of the Khazar Jews who
survived the collapse of their state,
retained their identity as adherents of
Judaism and over a period of centuries
migrated westward into what is today

western Russia, Poiand and other
countries of Eastern Europe. There they
formed the Eastern (Ashkepazi) Jewish
community, which Koestler describes as
“the principal source of the existing Jewish
communities in Europe, the United States
and Israel.” The author goes on to say, I
have compiled the historical evidence
which indicates that the bulk of Eastern
fewry — and hence of world Jewry — is of
Khazar-Turkish, rather than Semitic,
origin.”

The population figures given in The
Thirteenth Tribe show that the
Ashkenazim today outnumber the Jews of
partly Semitic Mediterranean origin, the
Sephardim, roughly twenty-two to one.

In his rather involved final chapter,
Koestler wrestles one last round with the
confusing guestion of Jewish raciality. He
maintains that the jews of today are a
hybridized people made up of various
racial elements acquired during their wide
migrations, shaped and molded by an
exclusivist religious culture in a ghetto
milieu that was partly self-imposed.
Although Hebrews are not a race in
anthropological terms “there exist certain
hereditary traits which characterize a
certain type of contemporary Jew.” And
these traits attest to “the dominant role
played by the thirteenth tribe in the
biological history of the Jews.” In other
words, what is racially typical about many
Jews is the Khazar-Turkish component of
their ancestry. (As a case in point, Koestler
gives directions, aided by illustrations, for
drawing the familiar Khazar Jewish nose!)

The Thirteenth Tribe should have ended
with the conclusion of the Khazar story
and the study of Jewish raciality. But
Koestler couldn‘t resist a final appendix,
“Some Implications — Israel and the
Diaspora,” apparently intended to defuse
the charge that his book gquestions the
tight of the state of lsrael to exist. Time
alone will determine whether he is correct
in asserting, “The problem of the Khazar
infusion however fascinating, is
irrelevant to modern Israel.”

The Thirteenth Tribe is loaded with
onerous implications that far outweigh the
work’s importance as an historical
account. What effect, for example, will
the knowledge of fewry’s mixed Khazar-
Turkish derivation have upon those Jews
— and those Christians — who have been
instructed that the 20th century Israelis
are the direct descendants of the ancient
Hebrews of the Promised Land? Koestler’s
evidence demonstrates that most of those
who are regarded as the heirs of the People
of the Book are, in fact, “genetically . . .
more closely related to the Hun . . . than
to the seed of Abraham, lsaac and Jacob.”
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Rebound

According to the latest guesstimates,
10,000 years ago the earth's population
was 10 million. In those days everyone
was a hunter, and everyone belonged to
one of the races to which man still
belongs.

Thinking over what has happened in
these 10,000 years, we can find a few
reasons for optimism. k's hard to believe
that no matter how much we retrogress
— and our rate of retrogression is
accelerating every day — we could go
back further than the hunting phase of
our existence, which lasted so many
hundreds of thousands, if rot millions, of
years. Certainly some of our posterity,
even at a level of Stone Age savagery,
would retain shreds of memories of an
agricultural and industrial society.

i men could make the leap from the
hunting band to the highly developed
civilization of Egypt and Sumeria in 5,000
years, who is to say that we, their
descendants, could not do it again in an
even shorter time, since we would be
prompted by a few Merlins who had
managed to memorize vital specifics of a
former golden or iron age.

As Carleton Caon says in his book The
Hunting Peoples, 10,000 years is only 400
generations, “only a tick or two ago on a
cosmic clock.” With a few billion vears
still to go, man, even demoted to the
rank of a spear-throwing, flint-chipping
hunter, has a lot of time to make a fresh
stat up the ladder of cultural and
technological evolution. And there will
be the manpower to do it, for even if 99%
of the human race was destroyed in
nuclear wars, epidernics or famines, there
would still be many more people around
than there were 10,000 years ago.

So let H-bombs, germ warfare and the
proliferation of the unfittest do their
worst. What has been done once in ten
millennia can be redone. A return to
harbarism does not have to be a
permanent reverse, at least for one race
of humans. As we have proved over and
over again, we are the kind of rubber bali
that bounces higher than it falis.

Hyman Rickover

Elsewhere in this issue we have written
about Bob Dylan, one of the select few
whom Jimmy Carter has gone out of his
way to praise. Here we will meet another
Carter favorite, Hyman Rickover, who
supplied the title for the president’s
autobiography Why Not The Best and who
has heen credited by Carter with having
influenced him more than any other living
American.

Rickover, the son of Abraham and Rose
Rickover, was barn in 1900 and graduated
from the Naval Academy in 1922. He is
married to the former Ruth B. Masters and
has one son. In 1946 Rickover was



assigned to the Navy’s atomic submarine
project and eventually became a vice
admiral in charge of naval nuclear
submarine development.

1t is fair to say that Rickover like
Einstein, Bohr, Meitner, Oppenheimer,
Bethe, Szilard, Telier, von Neumann, and
scores of other jewish nuclear scientists
seems to have been obsessed by the big
bomb. If anyone doubts racial
predilections in science, let him count the
number of Jews in the field of nuclear
weapons and the number of scientists of
Northern Furopean descent in space
exploration.

According to Elmo Zumwalt, onetime
Chief of Naval Operations, Rickover is the
most powerful politician in the service, so
powerful he can even defy the Secretary of
the Navy. To prove his point Zumwalt
relates how Rickover got his cronies in
Congress to keep him at the helm of the
Navy's Division of Nuclear Propulsion
beyond the mandatory retirement age of
62. Indeed Rickover is still on active duty
at the age of 76. Zumwalt also charges that
Rickover has sabotaged plans for
“modernizing the Navy” and says he runs
his department like a “totalitarian mini-
state,” violating Navy regulations left and
right, while being extremely harsh to the
underlings who viclate his own rules.
Zumwalt also alleges that Rickover once
blackmailed a high-ranking naval officer
and ruined the career of another, all as
part of a “system of spying and
intimidation.”

By quoting Zumwalt we do not mean to
imply that he himself is a paragon of
virtue. While boss of the Navy, he handled
Negro mutinies with such craven
permissiveness that Navy discipline may
never recover. We are not unhappy that
Zumwalt, who has recommended
dominion status for Israel and who is
married to a half-French, half-Russian
woman he met in Shanghai in 1945, was
beaten last November by Harry Byrd in the
Virginia senatorial race.

Stephen Foster

The weakness of the Anglo-Saxan is
compassion, a compassion seldom shared
by other races, a compassion which has
become a cancer because it has severed all
connectiocn with kindness, What does
kindness mean? It originally meant
concern for one’s kind. Nevertheless, we
wouid do well to remember that the
poiscnous “compassion” of today has its
roots in something more positive — the
sentimentality of the Victorians, which
was the counterpart to their healthy
violence.

Of all Americans in the nineteenth
century, Stephen Foster was procbably the
most successfully sentimental. Some of his
songs, it is true, were pure molasses, -such
as “Old Dog Tray,” “Beautiful Dreamer”
and “Poor Drooping Maiden.” But so

many others had an authentic appeal to
the heart and are widely remembered
more than a century later. Can we say the
same for Tin Pan Alley songs of fifty years
ago?

There is every reason why Stephen
Foster's name should be denigrated in
today’s media. He was a Northerner who
celebrated the virtues of the QOld South,
that Periclean slave society which has now
been shown by computer testing of the
evidence to have been less of a hel} for
blacks than previously supposed.

It should be recalled, however, that it
was not Negroes who rejected Foster's
ballads and spirituals. Paul Robeson and
others were happy to sing them until
dissuaded by white minorityites. There are
still mitlions of blacks who recall these
songs with aifection. It is a classic case of
cultural diffusion.

Stephen Foster

Ask yourself what harm did Foster ever
do to the blacks the next time you hear his
songs being derided as calculated racial
insults? If ever a man came near to being a
lay saint, it was he. He made a miserable
pittance out of all his song writing while
his New York publishers made a killing.

The nearest thing to a passable
symbiosis between blacks and whites was
achieved in the hierarchical society of the
antebellum South, though even Jefferson
and Lincoln knew that whites and biacks
could not live together permanently on
any basis of equality or inequality. All the
rmore reason to spare a thought for the
man who did so much to memeorialize in
music one of history’s most interesting and
colorful civilizations. If we feel like
singing “My Old Kentucky Home” or “Old
Black Joe”, let us do so without self-
consciousness or fear. Such ballads will
live long after the last of the Broadway and
Hollywood songsmiths have taken up their
final abode in that noisy, screechy,
decibel-ridden circle of hell reserved for
plagiarists and tune pirates.

Whoda Thunk 12

Those who have been wondering about
William F. Buckley and his intellectual
sidekick Ernest van den Haag need wonder
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no more. In the November election these
two gentlemen publicly endorsed Allard K.
Lowenstein in a New York congressional
race.

lowenstein is the prototypical,
agitpropping minority politica. It was he
whao did more to destroy American morale
during the Vietnam war than any other
single congressman. It is an accepted fact
that Lowenstein, a cne-term member of
the House of Representatives (1368-1970),
led the “dump Johnson” movement that
forced LBi out of the 1968 presidential
contest.

Lowenstein is a labor minion, a Zionist
blank-checker, a McGovernite, a minority
racist, a Mumphrey-Hawkins booster, a
liturgical liberal, a big spender (except for
the Pentagon), a softy on crime, a
hardshell gun controller, a frothing pro-
buser, ad infinitum. Yet this is the primate
that Buckley and van den Haag actively
supported against moderate Republican
John W. Wydler.

we ali know how Buckley has become
an Israel firster and the life of Marion
javits” plastic cocktail parties. But we
shouldn’t have been so easily fooled by
the dark, sallow, four-eyed, thickly
accented New York University social
science professor, who once ran for office
in New York on the Conservative party
ticket and who has come out against
Brown and busing. Van den Haag, we
should have recalled, wrote The Jewish
Mystique, which let on that the Jews are
today’s master race. Whether he himself is
a master racer, the author has tactfully or
demurely refused to reveal.

Fortunately, Lowenstein was defeated
by Republican Wvydler, who was
apparently not cerebrai encugh for
Buckley and van den Haag. For them
intellect is thicker than blood. As shown
by their endorsement of Lowenstein,
nothing is more dangerous to the Majority
cause than fair-weather eggheaded
conservatives.

it seems that the only part of Western
culture to which Billy Buckley remains
adamantly loyal is music. He, himself,
plays the harpsichord and worships Bach,
as the musical introduction (Brandenburg
Concerto) to “Firing Line” proves. In spite
of everything we may say against Buckley
now, we will never cease praising him for
his magnificent diatribe against a young
black student union member who tried to
remove Bach, “that old dead punk” as he
called him, from the musical curriculum
of a Los Angeles high scheol.

We can’'t remember Buckley's exact
words, but he said something to this
effect: “To call the greatest genius who
ever lived an “old dead punk,” the least of
those cantatas have done more to elevate
the human spirit than all the black student
unions, born and unborn, is not so much
contemptible as pitiable.”

> >



Invfsible Men

The Census Bureau has now admitted
that 3.4 million whites, or 1.9% of the
white population, and 1.9 million blacks,
or 7.7% of the black population, were not
included in the last (1970) natiohwide
head count.

How did the error creep in? The Census
Bureau ascribed it to “high mobility” and
the unconventional living habits of
millions of blacks and whites (Puerto
Ricans and Mexicans are classified as
whites} the typical megalopolis.

Blacks are frothing at the mouth about
the undercount because of the $56 billion
in federal aid to state and local
governments in 1976 (up from $7 billion in
1960). Some 70% of this money is
distributed according to a formula in
which race is often a decisive factor. To
obtain a bigger slice of the loot, black
organizations and a black-sponsored bill
in Congress want a compensatory
undercount figure to be added to all
estimates used for apportioning the
massive financial handouts.

For example, the Census Bureau
estimates an 18.5% undercount for black
males aged 25 to 34 years. The Urban
League accordingly demands that the
baack share of federal grants in this
category be increased by 18.5%.

Jacob Siegel {who else?), the Census
Bureau’s chief population statistician, says
that he will have undercount estimates for
states and “rough” estimates for large
metropolitan areas by 1982. Meanwhile,
Vincent Barabba (who else?), Director of
the Census Bureau, says he will try to
reduce the undercount in the coming 1980
Census by advance consultation with
special minority committees, By using
teams, he said, the reluctance of
individual census takers to enter inner city
areas may be lessened,

However, David Kaplan (who else?), the
Census Bureau’s Assistant Director for
Demographic Censuses, admits that by
“concentrating so much on a minority you
may lose your ability to county the other
95%."

Dehumanization

Three weeks after the event, the nation's
television networks blasted forth with
news about “racial troubles” in Camp
Pendelton, a Marine base in Southern
California. Although eight Negroes had
broken up a beer party of six white
Marines with clubs and screwdrivers,
hospitalizing five (two with punctured
lungs), the affair was presented as a kind
of black Entebbe raid against the Klan,
despite the revelation that the victims
were not Klan members and the

“authentic” Klansmen were meeting in a
different room, When we say authentic we
are being facetious, because there is no
longer any such thing as the Klan as such
— just a few Klan splinter groups dispersed
across the country, some gaining
members, some losing members, some
fighting among themselves.

The way the black foray was handled on
TV was a prime example of the media’s
highly developed art of dehumanization.
After the attack, the whites were never
interviewed, neither were their parents,
neither were their doctors. Since nothing
human about the victims was allowed to
percolate through the media’s electronic
curtain, they came across as faceless non-
persons. People care very little about
things — or humans — they know very
little about. Shakespeare allowed Shylock
to wonder aloud:

Hath not a Jew eyes? hath not a Jew hands,
organs, dimensions, senses, affections,
passions? fed with the same food, hurt with
the same weapons . . . [f you prick us, do we
not bleed? if you tickle us, do we not laugh?
if you poison us, do we not die? and if you
wrong us, shall we not revenge?

The media are not so generous to their
enemies. When the New York Times
decrees, Stalin becomes Uncle Joe. But
there is never an Uncle Adolf or an Uncle
Francisco. Mao and Fidel and Colda and
Moishe are embossed with all kinds of
homey touches. But who has ever read
one single human interest story about
Ceneral Pinochet?

tn these days only nonwhites, Jews and
liberals have “organs, dimensions, senses,
affections, passions.” The reporter who
has only ink in his veins finds only sawdust
in the wveins of the average Majority
member. To dehumanize is to robotize,
and who gives a damn about robots?

Alta California

Professor Arthur Corwin of the Political
Science Department of the University of
Connecticut has spent a great deal of time
on the subject of Mexican immigration,
He believes that the Spanish-speaking
elements in the U.5. now total 15 million,
of whom 10 million can be described as
“newly arrived.” Categorizing the Mexican
immigrants as the marching troops for
Chicano racism, Corwin sees four political
“models” emerging:

The Crystal City Mode!, exemplified by
Crystal City, Texas, where the raza unida
movement has formed its own independent
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political party, seized complete control of
the city and county government, and driven
off a large part of the old Angio community;

The Laredo Model, in which the long-time,
generally “Americanized” Spanish-speaking
community has acted as buffer and
intermediary for the new arrivals and kept
them in line through lukewarm advocacy of
their interests;

The Big City Maodel, in which the
immigrants have become ethnic political
blocs embraced and exploited by big city
bosses (notably Mavyor Daley in Chicagol
who encourage their cultural distinctiveness
as a means of controlling their votes; and
finalky,

The Quebec Model, which Corwin admits
is as yet hypothetical but which he foresees
as a powerful separatist movement along our
Southwestern border.

Affirmative
Pettifoggery

Negro columnist Carl T. Rowan, ever
the blow-hard racist, has lately devoted
much doublethink rhetoric to attacks on
what he calls “the reverse discrimination
craze.” He is outraged that a few white
Americans - stirred to action when lesser-
qualified minority members have been
given preference in job and educational
opportunities — are taking advantage of
the present equalitarian dispensation to
seek the same sorts of legal redress which
have proven so rewarding for Negroes. No
white, Roman thunders in one jeremiad,
"wants to pay for the sins of his grand-
pa . . . in the name of compensatory
justice.”

We would remind Rowan that all too
many Majority members are eager to pay
for Grandpa’s “sins” — provided it is with
the material, social, and intellectual
capital of other Majority members. One
sterling example is Harvard president
Derek Bok, an ardent defender of his
university’s policy of giving preferential
treatment to "minority persons.” At about
the same time Bok was trying to justify this
practice on NBC's Meet the Press, a
"spokesperson” for President Carter’s
transition team, a Barbara Blum,
announced that women and minority
members were being judged by a different
standard than white men for top jobs in
the new administration “because they
simply haven't had the opportunity to
prove themselves that a standard white
male has.”

Such powerful allies notwithstanding,
Rowan has good reason to be concerned,
for in a number of recent legal decisions,
the courts have succumbed to the “craze.”
In & case that involved hiring quotas, the
New Jersey Supreme Court ruled that
blacks cannot be given job preference
over whites because of past
discrimination. In a school admissions
case, the California Supreme Court struck
down a program at the University of



California’s-Davis Medical School that
gives preference to nonwhites.

1t will be remembered that the Supreme
Court skirted the reverse discrimination
issue in an eariier school case. The
plaintiff, a Sephardic Jew named Marco
DeFunis, charged that he had been turned
down by the University of Washington
Law School while other minority members
with lower grades and test scores were
admitted. When the DeFunis suit finally
reached reached the high court in April,
1974, the court refused to hear the case on
the ground that the question was moot
since DeFunis was in school and near
graduation. From the Majority viewpoint,
however, the litigation was also moot
because it was brought about by a member
of one minority protesting favoritism to a
member of another minority. It may have
been an honest attempt to put affirmative
action in a constitutional perspective. [t
could also be construed as a warning from
Jewish organizations to Majority
employers and administrators not to let
Jews suffer for the affirmative action
program Jews have supported so strongly.

Last June the court ruled that the Civil
Rights Acts of 1866 and 1964 protect
whites as well as nonwhites against racial
discrimination. But it was a carefully
circumscribed decision in  which the
author of the majority opinion, Negro
justice Thurgood Marshall, said that the
court was not considering the legality of
affirmative action programs. (Marshall, of
course, owes his position on the court to
the “affirmative action” of the late
President johnson.}) But even if they
somehow evade the California school
case, the justices will be hard put to dodge
the reverse discrimination issue much
longer.

As a footnote we might mention a
curious case pending in the U.S. District
Court for Western Missouri. One Ronald
C. Barding, formerly a professor of
sociology at Lincoln University — a
virtually all-Negro college — filed suit
against school officials charging that
Lincoln’s  policies “deny  equal
employment opportunities to Caucasian
citizens because of their race.” Barding
seeks reinstatement in his position and
$300,000 in damages.

There is something shameful and
demeaning about Majority members
having to seek court action to protect
themselves from discrimination in their
own country. This has always been the
standard role of minorities. The point is,
however, that a sense of oppression injects
a minority frame of mind into the largest
as well as the smallest population groups.

The Immigration
Bomb
Contrary to popular beliefs, the

majority of illegal aliens [in the U.S.] are
not engaged in low-paying agricultural

jobs. In the nation’s capital, a baker was
earning $1,400 a month, and a
construction foreman on the Metro
System approximately $400 per week with
overtime; in Maine, a salesman earning
$30,000 was apprehended as were two
other illegal aliens on a job in New York
painting the Statue of Liberty at $9.71 per
hour.

Testifying before the House
Subcommittee on {mmigration,
Citizenship and International Law,
Leonard F. Chapman, the Commissioner of
Immigration and Naturalization, stated on
February 4, 1975, “| am confident that
with additional resources and the passage
of effective legislation, the Iimmigration
Service can quickly make available at least
one million desirable jobs for Americans
and legal resident aliens. 1 believe that
without such legislation the problem of
iliegal immigration is insoluble

The Border Patrol . . . is so critically
understaffed that it was able to respond to
only one-third of the electronic sensor
alarms set off by illegal aliens last year.

As more and more permanent residents
obtain citizenship and become eligible to
bring in their immediate families on a
quota-free basis, these latter immigrants,
upan nationalization, become eligible to
bring in their immediate relatives, and so
on without end.

In a case history from the files of INS,
fourteen aliens gained legal entry into the
U.S. through the birth of a child to an
iliegal alien couple.

Professional marriage brokers, operating
with the efficiency of real estate or
employment agencies, arrange marriages
between aliens and Americans for a set
fee.

[Cne] woman had married six alien
husbands; each of her two daughters had
married three alien husbands and her
common-law husband had married two
alien wives. In addition to effecting the
illegal entry of 14 aliens into the United
States, this one enterprise was able to
collect welfare under the names of the
woman'’s six husbands, under each of the
daughters’ three husbands, and a separate
check to the woman under the “Apid To
Dependent Children” program for the two
daughters. For a grand sweep of the
welfare circuit, along with these 13
welfare checks, the woman was assigned a
free Public Housing apartment which she
subiet, pocketing the rent.

On the 21st of April, 1975, nine
organizations representing alien interests
were joined by the American Civil
Liberties Urion in a press conference
denouncing the District Director of the
5an Francisco office of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service. . . Since a
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large percentage of the illegal aliens
apprehended were members of the
“minorities,” the Director's actions were
labeled as “racist.”

[On] January, 1974, the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit District ruled
that “resident aliens of the United States
have the right to apply for and hold federal
jobs.” This ruling means that the severai
million permanent resident aliens in the
United States have the same rights as
American citizens to the approximately
three million federal jobs.

There is no requirement under federal
law (Social Security Act of 1935, as
amended) that an individual be a U.S.
citizen or even a legally resident alien in
order to receive public assistance.

The legality of this entitlement was
again reaffirmed by the December, 1974,
decision of a superior court judge in
Caiifornia, who ruled that aliens may
receive welfare in the State without
proving that they are in this country
legally.

The above paragraphs were taken from Give
Us Your Poor {The Immigration Bomb) by
lames Farrell ($6.95, Fulton-Hall, 595
Buckingham Way, San Francisco, CA 94732).

Tower Of Babel

As a result of 1975 amendments to the
Voting Rights Act, voter information,
vater registration forms and ballots must
be printed not only in English, but in the
language of every foreign group that
constitutes more than five percent of the
population of any particular area,

tn April of 1976 the Justice Department
ruled that 513 localities must now hold
elections in mere than one language.

This means that in cities such as San
Francisco, election literature now must be
printed in Chinese, Spanish and Tagalog
(Filipino). It is also being printed in
English.

L g

Brueghel’s Babel



The Action So Far: The Old Man, a

Midwestern oil magnate, elects a
president in 1912 who promises him a
Federal Banking S$ystem, nationwide
prohibition and control of the State
Department. Later, an English Lord offers
the Old Man a fifty percent interest in
Middle Eastern oil if he will put the U. S.
into World War | on the side of Britain,
which he obligingly does. Twenty vears
later the Old Man'’s oil empire, now in the
hands of his descendants, is feuding with
Huey Long. Negotiations are opened with
Harry, a White House aide, and Dex, a
Stalinist, to get rid of the Senator. A few
yvears later the Communists’ nominee for
Army Chief of Staff is opposed by Harry,
who is warned by the Publisher that the
only way to start World War 11, which they
both want, is to persuade Russia to
abandon Spain to Franco. The Kremlin
reluctantly agrees to go along, provided
Ceneral Marshall is appointed Chief of
Staff, Later Harry is appailed by the
Russian-German Non-Aggression Pact and
is even more appalled when the Publisher
explains that Henry Wallace should be
Democratic  vice-presidential candidate
and Wendell Willkie Republican
presidential nominee in 1940. By the end
of the following year, the unholy team of
FDR, Stalin, Litvinov, Comintern Spy
Sorge and the U. S. Chief of Staif
managed to get the U.S into war by
provoking the Pearl Harbor attack. A few
years later, with victory in World War Il in
sight, Dex and his clique work to give
Europe to the Russians and China to the
Chinese Communists, while Harry, the
muddle-headed socialist, puts up a
confused and disoriented resistance,
thereby incurring the wrath of the
moribund Roosevelt,

PART TWO, ACT Il

Scene 3: The office of the Chief of Staff,
who is present, along with Dex and a third
man, addressed as Phil. The last-named
appears to be connected with the State
Department. It is summer, 1945.

and

THE CANDLE

A dramatized rendering of the
secret history of the United
States (1912 —1960)

Dex. It is a problem, Ceneral.

PHIL. There was an interdepartmental
meeting today that was very trying. The
Army was represented by some Major who
seemed primarily interested in sleeping
through the entire meeting, and the Navy
representative’s behavior was inexcusable,
Vulgar and very exhausting, he boasted
about intercepted Japanese peace offers
and actually taunted Owen with the fact
that the Russians had not transmitted
them to us. | had to exercise the greatest
seff-restraint to keep from giving him a
clear piece of my mind. It was disturbing
on both counts — that he should advertise
to the world his knowledge of the Japanese
messages and that he should so brazenly
suggest some connection ketween Owen
and the Russian government.

CHIEF OF STAFF. It was a good thing he
didn’'t suggest that you had a similar
connection.

F. Indeed it was. | should have had to
put him in his place peremptorily.

C. You should be used to such calumny.

P. State Department work inevitably
invites that sort of thing. We tend to get
hardened to it. But in this flagrant case |
hope you can do something.

C. | can't reprimand the Navy man. That
would be up to Forrestal.

P. No. | don’t mean that. I'm referring to
the increasingly widespread knowledge
that the fapanese are desperately trying to
make peace. It is very demoralizing — and
goes very far towards upsetting all our
plans for the postwar peaceful
reconstruction of eastern Asia.

€. What do you want me to do? Tell the
japanese to stop transmitting peace offers
through Russia? Or should | deny to the
press that we have intercepted them?

0. It’s a real problem for Phil, General.

C. 1 admit I'm worried, too. But | too
have several problems. | don't see what |
can do about his.

P. | can tell you what you can dol
Instead of sending somnoient Majors to
interdepartmental meetings and letting
the damn Navy dominate them, you could
come to them vourself,
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D. He might be right. Just at this critical
moment.

P. You have no idea how critical. At
today’'s meeting that insufferable Dooman
had a draft memo that almost got
approved and sent to Truman. Considering
our new President’s total inexperience, the
fat would have really been in the fire.

C. What was in the memo?

P. It was an exact copy of the Japanese
surrender terms. Dooman wanted the
President to make a public announcement
of the terms and then agree that they fitted
our definition of unconditional surrender,
which they did, of course, except for the
titular retention of the Emperor. If the
memo had gone through and Truman had
broadcast its contents, the Japanese would
have surrendered by five o'clock this
afternoon!

C. How did you manage to stop it?

P. All we were able to do was get it
postponed. The wretched thing s still
hanging over our heads. Owen, Elmer and
t were the only ones opposed to it, so the
best we could do was to delay it. We
claimed the Army wasn't adequately
represented at the meeting.

C. Sleeping Majors seern to serve some
useful purpose.

D. But General there's no point in just
winning a day or so’s postponement. The
thing will come back and the issue has to
be faced.

C. And you see the issue exactly how?

D. How do we prevent Japan from
surrendering before the Russians can move
their armies into Manchuria and North
China?

P. {wincing) Dex, what a fearful way to
express a solemn duty towards a brave ally
and the solemn purpose of laying the
foundations for the peaceful democratic
development of eastern Asia. I've noticed
vour taste lately for brutally exaggerated
words. it may be good style on 14th Street
and possibly among the Montparnasse
avant-garde, but it is totally out of place in
American politics. Totally.

D. 1t comes from a deeper knowledge of
the dynamics of our times than is held by



rich young Ivy League sguirts who have
just discovered that you rise faster in
public life if you go along with Moscow.
(continuing after Phil tries to object) Stop
wasting the Ceneral's time. You asked me
to bring you to see him about the lap
surrender. So far you've requested him to
be present at interdepartmental meetings
to help hold the line against those who
want a quick acceptance of Jap surrender
terms. Anything else you want?

P. Well, is he poing to come?

C. [I'll attend the next meeting
personally, if you et me know when it's
scheduled.

P. Fine. Now there is just one more item
| want to discuss though | don’t know too
much about it and | could be wrong. But !
think it is important. But not knowing too
much abeut it, | might say things that
sound silly. Then again. . .

D. Stop floundering.

P. I'm alluding to the Manhattan
Project. That's the atomic bomb, isn't it?

C. (guardedl!y) Possibly. What about it?

P. Well, we hear by the grapevine that
it's ail set.

C. (still guarded) Well? Suppose it is.

P. | just thought, if we scheduied one or
two of those to be dropped on Japan in,
say, a month, everybody, even the Nawvy,
would want to wait this long to see how
the awesome gadget would work. Morbid
curiosity, you know.

C. We could hardly announce that in six
weeks we were going to drop an atomic
bomb.

P. | realize that, but knowledge of it
would leak around if it was once decided
to go ahead with it. And | think this would
make it easier for Truman, once properly
persuaded, to delay accepting lapanese
surrender, even if he wasn’t entirely
conscious of the real motivation for his
act. And if you could get the Navy in it
somehow, if you could use a carrier-based
bomber to drop it, then vou would enlist
the admirals’ professional curiosity on the
side of delay. Don't you think | have a
point?

D. A minute ago you were accusing me
of being too brutal. Yes, | guess you have a
point.

C. (thoughtfully) There is another
favorable aspect to the idea. We've made
so many statements, right up to Yalta, that
anly an all-out land offensive with Russian
support couid make japan surrender. The
problem of backing away from these
statements was left to the future. But now
they've just about caught up to us. The
atom bomb might be the answer. What we
stated was right until we had the bomb,
which will now make invasion
unnecessary. Yes, you have a point. A
rather good one.

P. I'm so glad. | was afraid with my
technical ignorance | might be hoping for
the impossible.

D. You have one slight problem left.
How are you going to persuade Truman to
authorize dropping the bomb?

C. Does he know about the intercepted
japanese peace offers?

P. Not from State he doesn’t. | don't
know what that nosy bastard Forrestai may
have told him.

D. {to the Chief of Staff} Check it with
Forrestai. If he hasn't said anything vet,
you can tell Truman it's a way to save
American flives by forestalling the
otherwise inevitable invasion. If Forrestal
has talked, you can tell Truman the peace
offers are probably a trap to weaken our
determination for total victory. If they
were sincere, you could add that the
Russians would have transmitted them.
Then revert to the life-saving advantage of
the bomb, etc.

C. You don't seem to have a high
opinion of Truman’s intelligence.

D. I understand he believes what people
like Leon tell him. Why shouldn’t he
believe what you tell him? (as he and Phil
turn to go ) By the way, I'm sure you,
together with all the rest of top-layer
Washington will be at the binge at the
Soviet Embassy tomorrow. Have you met
the new Ambassador yet?

C. No.

D Gromyko's quite a character, I'm
told. A real sunny disposition. More so
than Cumansky.

C. (sharply) Don’t mention that name to
me!

D. Sorry, 1 didn’t know you held grudges
forever. Anyway, the Ambassador s
looking forward to having a quiet word
with you, before everyone drowns in the
vocka.

Scene 4: The Soviet Embassy in
Washington the next day. A niche
containing a bust of Lenin is piled high
with glasses, bits of sandwiches and other
cocktail party paraphernalia. The Chief of
Staff and Gromyko are talking as liveried
servants pass by with travs of vodka,

GCROMYKO, Ah, Colonel, (The Chief of
Statf starts angrily) Come, come, we are
here in sight of the public and your press
photographers. You must maintain the
look of a happy and victorious general
discussing the fruits of victory with the
ambassador of his country’s loyal ally. As |
was saying, my dear Colonel, | am pleased
to show so distinguished a guest our
magnificent painting of the storming of
the Winter Palace. It is possible Qumansky

and even Litvinov have already showed it

to you, no? {gestures off stage) But it is
always stirring to see those democratic
masses surging forward victoriously
despite the murderous guns of the corrupt
hirelings of Czarism.

CHIEF OF STAFF. | always understood
that it was Kerensky who overthrew the
Czar and that the Soviet government only
arranged for his murder after he had
become a private citizen. S50 those troops
up there on the palace wall can't be
Czarist troops, can they? They must be the
Republican troops of Kerensky, no? Of
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course, as a mere Colonel, | may not be
too well informed.

G. You are feeling quite the strong man
tonight, eh Colonel? Do not let the victory
of our joint arms go to your head. As for
that {pointing at the painting) history
records the working out in political affairs
of the principles of Marxism-Leninism,
which prove that the Soviet government
was the historically inevitable force that
rescued Russia from the corrupt despotism
of the Czar, as it will in time rescue the
world from the corrupt despotism of the
capitalist imperialists. Since that is the
important truth, it is only proper that the
artist picture it in accordance with the
objective reality of the historical process.
The details do not matter. But | did not ask
you here to admire our art. This is a place
where by being conspicuously together no
one will bother us and no one wili concern
himself with what we are talking about.
Clearly we will be discussing our recent
joint victory against Cermany and our
forthcoming joint victory against japan.

C. Had it occured to you that | might
not care to discuss anything with you, Mr.
Ambassador, anything that is, outside the
routine formalities — or if you prefer,
subjects like the storming of the Winter
Palace?

G. No, Colonel, it had not. You may
mention it, but it still does not. | wish to
have a discussion with you. That appears
to me to be enough.

C. Had it occurred to you that | might
now be strong enough to break from
your . . . your power over me? In the flood
of victory suppose | turned on you and
admitted publicly that 1 had once been
trapped by vou, but now | knew the
terrible danger to America of the Soviet
Empire and | was going to do all in my
power to destroy that danger?

G. {calmly) No, that had not occurred to
me.

C. {a little irritated) You don’t think !
would be a dangerous enemy of the Soviet
Empire if | turned against it and told all
that 1 know about its ambitions and its
ramified power in this country?

G. Indeed vyes, if the circumstances
were so charmingly romantic as you
pretend. The ambitious but
unsophisticated Colonel who was taken in
by wicked and designing men. It might
work except for one thing. Pearl Harbor, |
do not find myself believing that even the
American people would look kindly at a
Chief of Statf who arranged with a foreign
power for the destruction of their battle
fleet.

C. Oumansky tricked me!

G. You would perhaps enjoy publicly
explaining how? No, Colonel, if it were
only your silly little letter now so many
years old, we would perhaps fear you. But
after Pearl? Russia need never worry about
you, Colonel. Perhaps we owe more to
Oumansky than we had thought,

C. That sniveliing shyster.

G. Perhaps. But now we must turn to the

Continued On Next Page
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business that | have brought you here for.
{fowering his voice a little) Moscow is
most upset. Not that they are at al!
irritated at you. They realize your position
has at times been impossible. And they
appreciate vour attitude in postponing an
end to hostilities with japan. That is
helpful, but it does not remedy the
fundamentals of the difficulty. No one
expected such an overwhelming victory in
eastern Asia. It is unexpected and it is
almost terrifying in the long range.
Something drastic must be done to correct
this unforeseen development.

C. How does all this involve mel

. Forgive me, Colonel. | was almost
talking to wmyself. 1 want you to
comprehend the background. Our plans
were that we should be the decisive power
factor in eastern Asia at the conclusion of
the war, but it has not turned out so. [t
seems you and Chiang hold all the high
cards.

C. So?

G. So the only remedy, as Stalin now
sees if, is for you to require the Japanese
when they surrender simply to abandon
their arms where they are and just go
home. In some places, of course, Chiang
wilf get the weapons, but in other places
they will fail into the hands of our people.
And, of course, in Java and Sumatra it is
impossible to foresee just which native
faction will get most of them, but in any
case we will have a few months to
organize something that might prevent the
Dutch from returning. Of course, as we
agreed at Yalta, Japan will surrender
Manchuria to us. But you must allow us to
occupy North Korea down to the 36th
parallel. That, you remember, was the
effective Russian boundary before the war
of 1905. We like to recover what the Czar
lost. Perhaps you can accomplish our
objective by special orders to your field
commanders.

C. And you think | can incorporate your
desires in the Japanese surrender?

G. You must, Colonel. It s not a matter
of cheice. It is an iron necessity. Consider
what will happen if the Japanese surrender
either to you or Chiang? We are nowhere.
Our Communist forces are holed up
northwest of Peking and we cannot reach
them even from Manchuria, since all the
roads and railroads will be in Chiang's
hands. If the Japanese in Java and Sumatra
are ailowed to stay till you or the Dutch or
the Australians arrive, we will have no
chance of getting a foothold there. The
same is true in Malaya. Years and years of
hope and work will be shattered in a week.
The advance of people’s democracy in
Asia will be set back perhaps for a century.
Itis a grim moment. We must be prepared
for the most desperate steps. We are
prepared for the most desperate steps.

C. (sensing a direct threat) What steps?
You can destroy me, but it certainly won't
help your position in this country. It will
ruin it.

C. That may be. But it may also be that
we will hardly need this position, if we
lose everything in Asia. The truth s,
Colonel, neither of us can afford to retreat
from our arrangement. Since neither can
go back, both must go forward. Both wilf
go forward.

C. Suppose | am tired of our earlier

varrangement, the buillying. . .

G. (eagerly) We can improve it. | am
sure. We can offer you money.

C. (interrupting) What would | do with
money? How could | spend it? How could |
explain where | got it?

C. We could. . . .

C. There is only one thing you could do
for me, only one.

C. (eagerly) Let me hear it.

C. You can kill Constantine Oumansky.
when | read of his death, in this
hemisphere — | am not interested in
Moscow date lines — | will continue
caoperating with you. Not before. | think |
am worth more to you alive than
Qumansky will cost you dead. And we will

have no more Colonels and no more
bullying and insults. 1f | prove to be worth
one dead ambassador, | might at a later
time prove to be worth two dead
ambassadors. 1f you get my point.

C. But why would you want us to kill an
eminent man like QOumansky, an
ambassador!

C. Surely killing prominent men is not so
extraordinary as all that in the Soviet
Unicn.

G. You didn't answer my question. Why
Oumansky?

C. We have a little score to settle over
Pear| Harbor.

G. | would not dare suggest it to
Moscow. They would never believe the
request came from you. Remember, | am
somewhat new in the higher ranks of the
Soviet service. They would think |
invented the idea to get rid of a man so
much my senior, particularly since we are
not toe friendly. I¥ you went to Moscow
and asked Stalin personally to have
Oumansky killed, there would be no
guestion, | am sure. But | cannot mention
it.

. Suppose there were some way
Moscow could be sure the reguest came
from me, not you?

C. | could perhaps then forward it.

C. He is in Mexico now?

G. Yes, | believe sc.

C. You can tell Moscow that | said that if
he is killed in Mexico | will supply an
American bomber to fly his body back to
Moscow. That will prove that it comes
from me.

C. I do not know. | am new at this post.
Very new.

C. Well, vou'd better get old at your
post — and fast. Because what | said
stands. No Qumansky, nc cooperation.
And in the meantime all East Asia is
slipping through your fingers.

{To Be Continued)

ParaSitOIOgYCominued From Page 5

few significant events, historical or
even cosmic, are jsolated. Frauenstaedt
had become a prominent example of
cultural parasitology before he moved in
on Schopenhauer. He had earlier attended
the classes of Friedrich 5chelling and,
without Schelling’s permission, had
printed and sold his own notes of the
Berlin philosopher’s lectures. Schelling,
who was already an august academic
dignitary surrounded by his own circle of
sycophants and flatterers, registered shock
and disgust at the house tutor's wheeling
and dealing, calling it “rotten, beggardly
bookselling [buchmacherei].”

Georg Brandes [(1842-1927)

Nietzsche called him a “culture

missionary.” There is no question that a
breakthrough in Nietzsche’s philosophical
career was made when Georg Brandes
(Georg Morris Cohen) gave a series of
lectures on Nietzsche in Denmark. But
Walter Raleigh, professor of English
{iterature at Oxford, had his own ideas of
the “Danish’” literary critic:

There is nothing to Brandes: he's just a
Continental Jew Culture-monger. He does
not know what poetry is. Keen about his saw-
dusty creed, namely rationalism, progress,
enlightenment — all perfectly abstract.”

Yet Brandes was known everywhere.
When he came to New York in 1914,
police had to use force to disperse a crowd
of culture buffs trying to crash the Comedy
Theatre where he was lecturing on
Shakespeare. 1t was he, not the struggling,
unknown writers of the day, like
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Nietzsche, Strindberg, tbsen, Kierkegaard
and Dostoyevsky, who hogged the
limelight. In retrospect it is obvious that,
while Brandes did mention the existence
ot these authors, he selected from their
works only the fragments which, though
now considered among the poorest of
their writings, fitted his own ideclogical
bias. By the way he treated these geniuses,
one wonders whether he was trying to
advance their careers or bury them. It was
Brandes who promoted the outrageous
idea that the 19th century, with the
exception of the glorified Heinrich Heine,
was barren of all culture whatever.

All Brandes’ critical efforts were built on
the fragile assumptions of European
fiberalism. Réné Wellek in his History of
Modern Criticism declares that the central
topic of Brandes’ work is the conservative
reaction against the enlightenment of the



18th century, and the overcoming of that
reaction. German Romanticism was his
literary enemy number one. Wellek
characterizes Brandes’ literary dogma as
follows:

Literature is judged by asking whether it
“puts problems to debate,” whether it
contributes to progress, to political
liberalization, to religious free thought and
to sympathy for modern science and its
deterministic and evelutionary doctrines. . .
The straight march of progress is assumed at
every point. For instance, speaking of Scott,
Brandes deplores that “seen from the
pinnacie of our time” Scott had not yet
achieved “the liberation of personality from
tradition.” His reputation has declined quite
justly because he “remained untouched by
the evolution of the whole of modern
science.” . . . Brandes conceived of criticism
as exhortation and propaganda. “Criticism
moves mountains: mountains which are
calied belief in authority, prejudice, and
dead traditions.” He always asks one
question: did the writer contribute to the
victory of liberalism. agnosticism, and the
scientific outlook? Was he “progressive”?

Of Dostoyevsky Brandes
Nietzsche:

wrote to

He was a great poet, but a repulsive fellow,
completely Christian in his feelings and a