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Defeat Britain's Terror War
Against the United States!

at the beginning of 1993, there have been hundreds of

casualties; thousands of Americans have been injured;
and the highest elected official of the land has been a target
of enemy fire.

The enemy is to be found not in Moscow, nor in Beijing,
nor even in Teheran. The United States is at war with its
historic adversary, the British crown. To be more precise,
the United States is at war with the House of Windsor and
the Windsor-led Club of the Isles.

As the weekly news magazine Executive Intelligence
Review documented last November, the Club of the Isles is a
150-year-old informal club representing the combined
financial, political, intelligence, and military resources of
the British, Dutch, and other European royal houses,
princely families, and their loyal servants. These oligarchs
remain committed today, as they were at the height of their
power in the 19th century, to the destruction of the sover-
eign nation-state and the imposition of a global dictatorship
under their boot.

The combined financial power of the Club is about $10
trillion, with most of the wealth concentrated in strategic
raw materials, offshore banking, insurance, petroleum,
and the illegal narcotics cartels. Companies under the
Club’s umbrella include Royal Dutch Shell, British
Petroleum, Lloyds of London, the Anglo-American
Corporation, DeBeers, the Hollinger Corporation, S.G.

Amen'ca is in a state of defacto war. Since this war began
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Warburg, N.M. Rothschild, and Imperial C~:2mical
Industries.

Many people foolishly believe that the sun set -~ ago
on the British Empire, and that the Queen of Eng z-d is
just a quaint tourist attraction. Nothing could be ~:—her
from the truth. For the past several decades, the c="zct0
“chairman of the board” of the Club of the Isles hes ===n
Queen Elizabeth II, and its ‘chief operations officer.” -zr
consort, Prince Philip Mountbatten. As a former officiz of
the World Wildlife Fund (WWF), Prince Philip also si:s on
top of the vast irregular warfare capability knour. zs the
international environmentalist movement.

This powerful London-centered apparatus thz: 2eclared
war on the United States immediately after the :naugura-
tion of President Clinton. The British knew that Ciinton was
cut from a different cloth than his pro-Britis~ credecessors,
Ronald Reagan and George Bush. Whate ¢- weaknesses
President Clinton may have, he came into te White House
with a healthy distrust of the British cligarchy. His
Georgetown University exposure to Dr. Carroll Quigley, a
leading historian of the 20th centurv degeneration of the
British elites, shaped this political outlook.

Since taking office, Clinton has broken with British-Club
of the Isles geopolitical policies on a number of fronts:
Northern Ireland, the Balkans. the Middle East peace
process, the International Monetary Fund's radical shock
therapy policies, and Britains design to break apart China
following the death of Deng Xiao-ping. Last July, when the
President travelled to Berlin to declare a “new strategic
partnership” with Germany 1o help rebuild Central Europe
and Russia after decades of communism, the British media
screamed: “Clinton has broken the Anglo-American special
relationship!”

At this moment, the world financial system is on the
brink of the biggest blowout in 600 years. The Club of the
Isles is painfully aware that under conditions of a global
financial crisis, they cannot count on Clinton to bail out
their bankrupt financial empire. Since the dav of his inau-




guration, they have been committed to the destruction of
the Clinton presidency.

The British attacks on the presidency have escalated in
three phases:

1. Beginning in December (=23 :=z London-based

or2 Carrington, and
z>isers, launched a
slander campaign agz:=31 == ::Zznt. “Troopergate,”
“Whit=.ziergate,” anc = ~ White House scan-
dals 7 the past sevez ~zz~ zz= ce traced back to the
Hollizgzer Corporz:::= = -.:= counts the London
Telecaph, the Jeruse=— P:s: znd the Chicago Sun-Times
armong its flagship mecems. H:linger was a creation of the
Worid War II Brits= Soeciz Operations Executive (SOE),
-he branch of Brizs~ :m:z_igence in charge of operations
wargeting North Americz.

Through its Wzs=:~zon-based Clinton-basher, Ambrose
Evans-Pritchard -~c Hollinger Corp. has established con-
trol over a vast ~<nwork of nominally American media out-
lets, including T%:c American Spectator, TV and radio per-
sonality Rus~ Limbaugh, the Reverend Jerry Falwell, Pat
Robertson. znd the Richard Mellon-Scaife newspapers. Ted
Turner’s CN\\ has also been a tool of the Club in jts Clinton-
bashing etforts.

Working with Evans-Pritchard is Lord William Rees-
Mogg, a member of the House of Lords who has at one
time or another been a top executive of most of Britain's
major propaganda organs, including the Financial Times.
British Broadcasting Corporation, and, currently, The Tines
of London. Rees-Mogg also copublished Strategic
Investment, a monthlyv newsletter that circulates widely
among American populists, and serves as an important pro-
paganda outlet for the Club of the Isles.

For months, Evans-Pritchard and Lord Rees-Mogg filled
the pages of the British press with optimistic forecasts of
the early demise of the Clinton presidency, under a cloud of
scandals and indictments from the Whitewater special
prosecutor.

2. When these dire forecasts failed to materialize, the
same Hollinger-centered apparatus began subtly agitating
for physical assaults on the President.

On May 11, 1994, Larry Nichols, a former employee of
the George Bush/Ollie North Contra gun-and-drug-traffick-
ing operation, appeared at a gathering of the Boulder
Patriots in Colorado, brandishing a gun and vowing to have
a “high noon showdown” with President Clinton. Nichols, a
former Arkansas state employee, had been fired by then-
Governor Clinton after he was caught using state resources
on behalf of the Contras. Nichols was tied to the Mena,
Arkansas gun-drug smuggling operations which were run
by North, on behalf of Vice President Bush.

Nichols was exposed as a fraud, and disappeared from
sight until he was picked up by Ambrose Evans-Pritchard at
the beginning of 1994. Following a series of puff pieces by
Evans-Pritchard in the Sunday Telegraph, Nichols was

picked up by Limbaugh, Falwell, Robertson, and others.

As the tempo of British-scripted slanders against the
President escalated, so did the pattern of violent attacks
against the President.

Since Nichols’s road show began in the spring of 1994,
there have been dozens of physical attacks and threats
agzinst the First Family and the White House. Last fall, the
White House was shot at on at least two occasions, a plane
crashed right underneath the Clinton’s living quarters in the
West Wing, and several attempts to break into the White
Howse grounds or stalk the President were foiled by Secret
Serice agents.

In response to this dangerous assault on the presidency,
Nz Federalist published a documentary report, “Why the
Br-ish Kill American Presidents,” reviewing the evidence
thzr ar least four American Presidents—Abraham Lincoln,
Jares Garfield, William McKinley, and John F. Kennedy—
were assassinated by the British when they challenged
Brizain's global imperial designs. The nationwide circula-
tion of that report hopefully contributed to a temporary
ahating of physical threats against the First Family. :

Strategy of Tension

From the outset of the Clinton administration, the
British have been running a classic “strategy of tension”
against the United States, aimed at sowing fear and chaos,
and, ultimately creating favorable conditions for the elimi-
nation of the Clinton presidency.

There is no “smoking gun” proving that the British were
responsible for the World Trade Center bombing of
February 1993, or the more recent tragic April 19, 1995
bombing of the federal building in Oklahoma City, which
killed 168 people. But circumstantial evidence places the
British at the top of the suspects’ list.

3. The Oklahoma City bombing marked a new escalation
in the “strategy of tension” against the Clinton presidency.
Leading up to the bombing, Evans-Pritchard, Rees-Mogg,
and their cohorts were “predicting” a “long hot summer” of
urban and rural violence, which they attributed in advance
to purported popular hatred of the President and his poli-
cies. Just as the race riots and New Left violence of the late
1960s created a climate in which Martin Luther King, Jr,
Robert E Kennedy, and even George Wallace could be tar-
geted for assassination in rapid succesion, it appears that
these Club of the Isles propagandists have in mind the same
kind of chaos and violence today.

The pages that follow contain vital information about
the recent Oklahoma bombing that you will not see on the
nightly news or read in the major daily newspapers. This is
an interim report. There are many unanswered questions.
But the seriousness of the situation does not allow for delay.
Britain’s terror war against the United States must be
defeated!

Leesburg, Virginia
June 10, 1995
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Oklahoma City Was

An Act of International Terrorism

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr

The following was written on May 18.

three authoritative sources, indicate, that the mass-mur-

derous blast which destroved the Oklahoma City
Federal building, on April 19, 1993, was not simply a large
“fertilizer bomb,” but a shaped charge designed and placed
with a degree of sophistication beyond the capability of any
of the suspects touted by the British major news media and
their “American cousins.” Those engineering studies of the
effects of the blast upon the building’s structure, indicate
that the agency which prepared and designed the shaped
charge and its placement were at a level above ordinary
Special Forces training, the level of militarv intelligence
specialists, or higher.

That report is consistent with this news service’s own
acquired expertise in investigating international terrorist inci-
dents, during the course of the 1970s and 1980s. Frequently,
the famous terrorist groups featured in the news media’s
reports were either nonexistent, or were only a screen behind
which professional intelligence agencies operated.

In our 1970s experience, that was the case in Wilfrid
Boese’s predicted role in the “Entebbe” hijacking. That was
also the case in the 1978 kidnap-assassination of Ttaly’s for-
mer Prime Minister, and Henry Kissinger adversary, Aldo
Moro. That has been the case in our continuing investiga-
tion of the Feb. 28, 1986 assassination of Sweden’s Prime
Minister Olof Palme, which worked conspicuously to the
benefit of the Iran-Contra international weapons-traffickers
of the 1985-86 period. That was the case, to the advantage
of the policies of the government of Britain's Prime Minister
Margaret Thatcher, in the Nov. 29, 1989 assassination of
Deustche Bank chief Alfred Herrhausen; in his case, and
that of the murder of Detlev Rohwedder (the head of the
Treuhand agency responsible for East German state indus-
tries in the newly reunified Germany), the news media
insisted, without a shred of evidence, that Herrhausen was
assassinated by a no-longer-existent Baader-Meinhof Gang.

In the present case, the Oklahoma mass-murder; it is not
this newsweekly’s function, to suggest either the complicit,
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V'rrually identical studies reported to this news service by

or innocence of any among the putative suspeczs istained
or sought for questioning; that, we leave to t= ~zlevant
authorites to discover. Our concern is that we una: s-me of
the damage wrought by another “usual list of sustected
perpetrators,” the leading, usually lving, popular =ews-
media of the U.S.A. and western Europe.

In virtually every case of international terrorism e
investigated during the 1970s and 1980s, large portions of
the international news-media played an indispensable part
in bringing about the relative political success of the crime.
The culpable complicity of that news media, todav. = the
Oklahoma case, as earlier; whether through follv = cuipa-
bility, is centered in spreading the myth that terrismis to
be explained away as “a sociological phenomenor.”

We ask the reader to attempt to look a1 :=¢ Oklahoma
bombing, for a moment, through the eves -r = _aw-enforce-
ment investigator.

Suppose you were such a detective. zru2 vour assignment
were to assist in the apprehensior 22 conviction of a
presently unknown perpetrator whe =z several bystanders
during his commission of atternpr=2 z~ed robbery of a con-
venience store. On the basis of triz: —rormation, what are you
seeking: a suspected killer. or 2 s25hect in an armed robbery?
Until evidence impels vou 1o orrsager a different construction
of the case, you will be tracicrz z-med-robbery suspects.

Similarly, in the Oklahomz case. what you would be inves-
tigating, is not a marter r ne ‘mvestigated as simply a “bomb-
ing.” It is a case in whicn 2zl of the principal leads indicate
that the bombing wes Zone in the course of execution of a
distinctly differert cuziitv of crime: an act of international ter-
rorism. The mos: ‘mportant clues you have been given so far,
are three. The drst is the scientific experts” information that
this was a sophisticated bombing, beyond the capabilities of
the kinds of ex-military found among the “militias.” The sec-
ond is the involvement of a top-ranking member of the
British oligarchy, Lord William Rees-Mogg, both in pre-
orchestrating the political environment in which the bomb-
ing occurred, and in a malicious attempt to exploit the mass-
murderous incident, against the President of the United
States, after the bombing had occurred. The third is massive




Onlookers come for a final look at the bombed-out Alfred P. Murrah
Federal Building in Oklahoma City, on May 22, the day before the
building was imploded by the authorities. =

documentation that the strata to which Lord Rees-Mogg has
pointed as his suggested list of suspects for the bombing.
have been, like Rush Limbaugh and Rev. Jerry Falwell, for
nearly two vears the open tools of the British establishment
in its attempt 1o destroy President Bill Clinton.

Those three pieces of evidence are unigue to this case, of
course; but, they represent a pattern of evidence which fits
only one known classification of crime: a case of interma-
tional terrorism.

0f What Is Lord Rees-Mogg Guilty?

The conduct of Lord William Rees-Mogg, both before
and after the Oklahoma terrorist bombing, expresses what
the Nineteenth Century would have regarded as a virtual
state of imminent general warfare between the British
monarchy and the President of the United States.

There is no real mystery as to the issues of this conflict;
as avowed British foreign-service agent Henry A. Kissinger
seems never to tire of explaining: The issues of the wartime
conflict between Prime Minister Winston Churchill and
President Franklin Roosevelt are the continuing source of
chronic, occasionally mortal, quarrels between London and
the United States since the U.S. War of Independence.
Those are the issues between Lord Rees-Mogg and
Kissinger, on the one side, today, and President Clinton and
his supporters, on the other side.

Today, as in every time of open quarrels between the United
States and Britain, since 1776, London relies largely upon its
base of anti-U.S.A. operations in nearby Canada, and those
U.S. citizens who walk in the footsteps of the British intelli-

gence services Tory assets
of 1776-83, and of the
treasonous “Hartford
Convention” of 1814.
Today, the broadest politi-
cal mass base of Britain's
organized anti-Clinton
collaborators inside the
U.SA, is located in a net-
work of British intelli-
gence operations
deployed under the cover
of the Mont Pelerin
Society and such Mont
Pelerin Society offshoots
as the Washington, D.C--
based Heritage Foun-
dation, the National Tax-
payer’s Union of Rees-
Mogg and James Dale
Davidson, and the
London-steered American
Spectator magazine. This
network, directed under

: the cover of Britain's Mont
Pelerin Society, is recognized as the radical “neo-conservatives”
assembled around Speaker of the House Newt(on) Gingrich’s
“Contract with America,” Presidential candidates Phil Gramm,
and would-be “kingmaker” George Bush’s current favorite can-
didate, California’s Pete Wilson. The relevant “neo-conserva-
tive” talk-show hosts, such as Rush Limbaugh, and their net-
work of native populists turned anti-Clinton fanatics, are the
street-level assets of the London-coordinated “neo-conserva-
tive” network.

The British public figures most visibly involved in direct-
ing the U.S. neo-conservatives and their populist fellow-
travellers against the U.S. Constitution, as well as the
Clinton Presidency, include Lord William Rees-Mogg;
Canada-based press baron Conrad Black’s Washington-
based correspondent Ambrose Evans-Pritchard; Sir
Peregrine Worsthorne, the politically ever-faithful son of the
British banker who ordered that his protégé Adolf Hitler be
brought to power in 1933 Germany; and the weekly
American Spectator rag. As EIR has documented these facts,
the common aims of these British controllers of the U.S.
“neo-conservative” ferment, are the destruction of the U.S.
Federal Constitution, the permanent destruction of the
United States as an agro-industrial nation-state, and the
revival of the pre-1865 British plan for dismemberment of
the United States itself into a divided pack of squabbling
petty tyrannies, perpetually at war with one another.

The reason for the mouth-foaming vehemence of
London’s bitter hatred against President Clinton is not far
to find. The reason is found in the presently accelerating,
and inevitable collapse of that worldwide, International
Monetary Fund (IMF)-centered monetary system on which
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the British financier oligarchy bases what are often called,
euphemistically, Britain’s “invisible earnings.”
Symptomatically, two of the British royal family’s financial-
ly key banking representatives, were put up for auction:
Barings and the London Warburg bank. Of more profound
significance for the British oligarchy at large, is the ongoing
liquidation of Lloyds of London. The entire global mone-
tary and financial system on which the British oligarchy’s
power depends, is doomed for early destruction, and this
thought has lately reached the mind’s eye of the leading
British oligarchs with startlingly painful brightness.

Ignore those Wall Street Yuppie nitwits who dream that
they can blow the “derivatives” bubble forever. The end of
the present global monetary and financial system is very
near. There are only two alternatives. Either leading govern-
ments, including that of the United States, act together to
put the bankrupt, present IMF system into financial-bank-
ruptcy reorganization, and create a new system of national
banking to replace it, or the whole shebang goes beyond a
mere general financial collapse, into the kind of chaos
which struck occupied Weimar Germany during the 1922-
23 interval. The London oligarchy would much prefer the
chaos, hoping that they might regain their global influence
and power in that state of chaos.

With former Prime Minister Thatcher’s lackey, George
Bush, or “weak-minded neo-conserwatives” such as Phil
Gramm and Pete Wilson, as President, the London oligarchy
would have little to fear from the virtually decapitated hulk of
these United States. President Clinton worries them; he
might be the U.S. President who finished the incompleted
work of President George Washington, and ended the British
financier oligarchy’s rule of the world forever.

Under these strategic circumstances, its former financial
power almost destroyed, the British oligarchy continues
financial warfare against the United States, as Clausewitz
might have put the point, “by other means.” Thus. we have
entered a period of escalating international terrorism on a
previously unknown scale and intensity. Whatever military-
intelligence-type capability is discovered to have been used
to bring about the Oklahoma bombing as such, we know in
what strategic interest this act of surrogate warfare was
conducted against the United States and its people.

In the meantime, do not be duped into buying a used-car
without the motor. Also, do not be duped by the popular
news-media or so-called “experts” of the TV talk-show and
“magazine” features. This act of terrorism was not a “socio-
logical phenomenon.” The only motivations which are rele-
vant, are not those of the poor dupes who might have been
used to conduct the act, but, rather, the motives of those
foreign power interests on whose behalf those con-
temptible “hit-men” were deployed.

Let the relevant law-enforcement and counterintelli-
gence teams track the accomplices in this bombing, and
bring them to justice. Let the rest of us not forget what
enemy of the United States has orchestrated and willfully
exploited strategically this virtual act of war against the
people and government of the United States.
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How British Propagandiss

he Oklahoma Cirv bombing of the Murrah Federal

Building on April 19, as an act of international terror-

ism, had a twofold political objective: the destabilization
and paralysis of the U.S. government; and the spread of
chaos, fear, and anti-federal government rage in the
American public. To achieve those ends, t< authors of the
crime needed to create the appropriate clir.z:e prior to the
atrocity, and to exploit reactions to the bomz:~z afterward.

While no evidence has vet linked intelliz==.ce agents of
the British royal House of Windsor or its ailzz= Club of the
Isles directly to the Oklahoma bombing. s:me leading
agents of the Club are thoroughly implicated == :=aping the
emironment before and after the explosion sc zs 10 maxi-
mize its political impact.

Bv no later than December 1994, one of the Tw: cading
British propagandists directing the assault on the LS. presi-
dency, had begun regularly featuring the rise of the populist
militias as a theme in his Clinton-bashing propaganzz The
second of the two, has been overseeing an effort to spreac anti-
U.S. government paranoia among American populists anc seif-
styled militiamen since no later than early March 1995.

These two figures, Lord William Rees-Mogg and Amorose
Evans-Pritchard, fraudulently built up the militias as a “maior”
political phenomenon. Then, following the April 19 amack,
they set up the militias to “take the fall” for a bombing that
they had neither the capability nor the motive to carrv our. The
British “journalists” were cheered on, throughour this episode,
by the Ant1 Defamation Leasue of Bnai Brith ADL . a US-
based spy agency with longsm:»:: tes w0 Lomaon as well as
several ADL offshoots ancd :: srziocs onading Morris
Dees’s Southern Povern Lz Cem:= (= Berlets Political
Research Associates o]f Ca—omioos Messachusetts, and the
Chicago-based Cult Aw: NZmATY CA\). The ADL and
CAN were deeply i;_ - f: ‘= <=z Waco, Texas fiasco of
Februaly -April 1953 —ecaers oormeved in the media as the

tngger for the Okizhn—z =~ hing—because they were

active in providing gorverr—er: zgencies with disinformation
aimed at provoking the corrrraton that eventually claimed
the lives of over 80 peorie ncluding law enforcement officers
and members of the Brarir. Davidian sect.

Militia ‘Patsies’

U.S. militarv intelligence sources have told EIR that
ever since Vietnam. it has been understood that any kind
of terrorist action that targets civilian populations is cer-
tain to have a backfire effect. Based on this, the Pentagon
sources are convinced that the Oklahoma bombing would
have served no useful purpose for any domestic group
attempting to protest against President Clinton or the fed-
eral government. These sources insisted that the authors

of the attack were out to harm the American people, as
well as the Clinton administration. They observed that




Shaped the Climate for the Okiahoma City Bombing

the so-called militias
possessed nieither the
technica. skills nor
the moow2 for carry-
ing ¢=: :he Okla-
homaz {:-v massacre.
T=2: 15 not to sa»
=5¢ grassroois
groozs deserve =
cozz= oill of menzz

-rile popuiis:s
zve, since o=
Cinton inau :
—anifested a sewzs
clindspot regz-ziz:
American his: Tl
the point of ~z-owr-
ing delusiozns Z:rectly contrary to historical fact. As a
result, thev nzve pathologically blacked out the potential
of Presider: C_nton’s strong opposition to British policv
on crucial inzzrmational fronts, while seizing on a series of
less centra 1ssues as pretexts for working themselves into
a lather azainst the White House and its current occu-
pant. Like ethnic populations profiled and manipulated
into internecine and self-destructive warfare by the
satraps of some ancient empire, they have been drawn

Ambrose Evans-Pritchard

into the City of London’s anti-
Clinton frenzy, often inviting
the leading anti-American for-
eign agents and American trai-
tors into their ranks. “Good
feelings” or “good intentions”
are no excuse for acting on the
basis of stupidity; and igno-
rance of history—at a moment
when the United States is in a
life-and-death struggle with its
enemy of 200 years, the oli-
garchy behind the British
Crown—paves the road to
treason.

The susceptibility of the populist militias to manipulation
= British agents and fellow-travelers, as well as Bush-league
“asteroid” American inteiligence networks often allied with
London, over the period since January 1993, has set the pop-
ulist militias up as the prime suspects in the Oklahoma
bombing. The image of thousands of “Lee Harvey Oswalds”
playing wargames in the American hinterlands in camou-
flage fatigues is perhaps sufficiently ludicrous to allow one to
assess this sophisticated British propaganda and terror cam-
paign. How London has played the militias for fools will be
the subject of a forthcoming EIR report; here, we focus on
the British propagandists themselves.

-172 W hiam Rees-Mogg

British and British-inspired propaganda to the pur-

pose of advertising a coming terrorist atrocity in
America, and then milking the Oklahoma City bombing
after it happened for maximum advantage to Britain’s
srategic aims of discrediting the United States government
and dismembering the nation-state.,

The Buildmp, October-April

October 1994: The Anti-Defamation League of B'nai
B'rith {ADL ! issues a 28 page Fact Finding Report, “Armed
and Dangerous: Militias Take Aim at the Federal
Government.” The report consists largely of state-by-state
profiles of milita groups, drawn from the ADLs vast army
of informants, private investigators, and law enforcement
“moles,” some of whom are suspected to have been infiltrat-
ed into the militias as agents provocateurs.

The report begins: “Bands of armed right-wing militants,
most calling themselves ‘militias,” are cropping up across
America... . . The aims of these militias, often bellicosely

What follows is a timeline of selected quotes from

stated, involve laying the groundwork for massive resis-
tance to the federal government and its law enforcement
agencies as well as opposition to gun control. In the view of
many such extremists, numbering in the thousands,
America’s government is the enemy, now widening its
authoritarian control and planning warfare against the citi-
zenry.. . .

“They are also obsessed with the role of government in
two recent events—the Branch Davidian confrontation in
Waco and the Randy Weaver siege in Idaho—which they
interpret as signs of impending tyranny. The answer, say
these extremists, is ultimately, necessarily, paramilitary
resistance.”

Dec. 4, 1994: Ambrose Evans-Pritchard writes in the
Sunday Telegraph “Patriot Games Turn Deadly: Hllegal U.S.
Militias Threaten Rule of Washington,” datelined Dallas,
Texas:

“Like other militias around the country, the TCM [Texas
Constitutional Militia] is growing at phenomenal speed. Tt
began earlier this year, holding its first ‘muster’ at the
Alamo on April 19. Seven months later, it already has 32
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counties under arms. . .

“The enemy is the federal government. It is accused of
trying to disarm the American people through gun-control
legislation. . . .

“Training is done by a team of former Green Berets and
Navy Seals. It includes survival techniques and urban and
rural guerilla warfare. . . .

“The main purpose of the movement, its members claim,
is deterrence. Every time the federal government oversteps
its authority, it will have to consider the possibility of armed
opposition. And if it tries another Waco, it will have a minor
war on its hands. . . A large number of [Texas] police offi-
cers, sheriffs and reserve guardsmen are secret members of
the militia. The army cannot be counted on either. Behind
the Texas Constitutional Militia there are lavers of paramili-
tary groups that tap into the US militarv complex. . .
Secretly there is much else besides. The most serious force
appears to be Big Star One, a division sized network in
north Texas, Oklahoma and New Mexico that includes serv-
ing officers of the U.S. military. . . .. Weaponry has been
leaking like a sieve from U.S. armories. The clandestine
division has conducted exercises in west Texas using mor-
tars and grenade launchers.

“Nobody knows the strength of the militias across the
country. The American press has been caught off guard, seri-
ously misjudging the dynamism and scale of the movement.

“In effect, the militias are the shock troops and enforce-
ment arm of the 1994 American Revolution. If the
Republicans betray their promise and fail to restore ‘consti-
tutional’ government, these people could take matters into
their own hands.”

Feb. 19, 1995; Ambrose Evans Pritchard writes in the
Sunday Telegraph,“West Driven Wild by ‘Meddling’
Congress,” datelined Challis, Idaho.

“If some Americans are to be believed, it is the most seri-
ous rebellion against Washington since the defeat of the
Confederacy in 1865. The hegemony of the U.S. federal gov-
ernment is being challenged in every western state from
Idaho to Arizona.

“The ‘War of the West,’ as it has already been called—has
been peaceful so far, but armed citizen militias are organiz-
ing spontaneously across the region. There have been dra-
matic skirmishes at county level. Nye County, Nevada has
warned federal agents that they face a $500 fine and a year in
the county jail if they violate the rights of any resident. . . .

“The state governments have been more cautious, but
they too are beginning to organise a coherent resistance.
The rallying point is the 10th Amendment, which stipulates
that all powers not specifically allocated to Washington are
reserved by the separate states. . . .

“The state to watch, however, is the rugged vastness of
Idaho. Slow to anger, the people have acquiesced quietlv
over the past 30 years as the East Coast elite imposed its
alien values. . . . But the actions of the U.S. authorities
over the past two years have finally set off a peasants’ revolt.
It is about freedom and the right to bear arms. . . . It is
also about the struggle to earn a living in a land targeted by
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the environmental movement—and its allies in the Clinton
administration. . .

“Samuel Sherrwood, head of the U.S. Militia Association
in Blackfoot, Idaho, claims that militia units have now been
formed in half of the state’s 44 counties. . . ‘We're ready to
look the federal government in the eve,” said Mr.
Sherrwood. ‘We want a bloodless reve.tion, but if the
bureaucrats won't listen we'll give them a -1l war to think
about.” ”

March 22, 1995: article in Rees-M - zg’s Strategic
Irmestment, “Behind the Lines—Waco2,” bv J::k Wheeler:

“The slaughter of dozens of women z- - children in
Waco by government stormtroopers under 1= :>mmand of
Field Marshal Reno mav pale in compariso~ -~ what has
been planned for late \iarch a nation\w\_- B%TF/FBI

ration of martial law throughout the Unlted Suates. All
leaves and vacations have been canceled for BATF TBI per-
sonnel, and for various State Police and Nationz: Guards
such as California’s. The Armyv’s infamous Joint Tasx Force
Six which did the training for Waco) has been wrzining
BATF jackbooters with Bradley Assault Vehicles at Ft. Bliss,
Texas. Government agents provocateurs are set to plant
fully automatic and heavy weapons, like rocket launchers,
on the oroperty of militia leaders. Every militia in the coun-
try—and there are dozens, many of which are well-armed
and wel-led by former or even active-duty officers—is on a
state ot Re«i ﬂen Should Reno be stupid enough to actual-

ly thereaf‘[er Ju_ra:rm sy bellow for nationwide gun con-
fiscation and evern marma .z Ihe Senate Armed Forces
Committee has been aiertas 2.2 4 suaswoning kev Defense
and Justice people behind ciine Hzoemlv. Reno's
Waco2 can be stopped in time. But 1zt 1 w2 piotied
first place should be a sobering lessor zs 71 . mat a horrify-
ing extent liberalism, the pohucal ph o=v ot the admin-
istration and the Democratic Partv =25 ~esm converted into
a close cousin of fascism.”

April 19, 1995: Article in Sirizo mestment, “Behind
the Lines—Waco Spared,” by Jzc« Whesler:

“At 10:30 in the morning. Fzzv March 24, an official
from the NRA [National R:f ¢+ 4sszciation] called to tell me:
‘All indications are the BATF FBI raid on the militias is still
on. The Rapid Response (<=7 at Ft. Bragg, for example, is
on a two-hour alert. The raids are scheduled to begin at
4:00 tomorrow marning. Two to three days earlier, the
March issue of 57 had armived to subscribers, and this col-
umn, entitled Waco2' and warning of the impending attack,
was soon posted ar several locations on the Internet. Word
quickly spread throughout talk radio; all day Friday, I did
radio inierviews around the country, in which I advised
milida leaders not to be home Saturday or Sunday morn-
ing. Just before five in the afternoon, with less than 12
hours to go, the NRA called again: ‘Bragg and other military
installations are off alert; with the element of surprise so
clearlyv lost, the raid has been called off, at least for now.’




Thanks, we were told, to the efforts of Strategic Investment
and others, a lot of bloodshed may have been averted. This
was a subterranean drama, not a word of which was print-
ed in the liberal mainstream press. To all SI readers who
plaved a ruie in preventing an entire score of government
atrocities. ~1ank you.”

After the Skiafioma Bembing

April 21, 1995: Aroce = e Lomioe: Guardian.

T Members of Parizme: “s2 resentful at the U.S.
Ac—yrsrration’s red e wzonime for Gerry Adams, the
S Fzin president = Westmzon last month, responded
=2 2= Oklahoma ez :izmzze oy claiming that it had
ez~ the Americans = Ef&.&-: .

A:cordlng to “mz uz-Z:an, one Tory MP, David
- _:shire, wrote 12 U % Ambassador William Crowe
:;»frnanding thar “zs : sr=sequence of your tragedy,” the
U S. governmeri: —r rethink its feting of apologists for
zerrorism in Norme— -eland.”

The same Brrzs- z.ation had been voiced following the
World Trade Czro= sombing of February 1993, when Daikv
Telegraph wri-=- Frank Johnson had gloated: “One good
thing migh: crome out of it. It might teach Mr, Clinton that
terrorism is wo :onger something which happens in other
countries. &7z about which it is therefore safe for American
Presiden:s z-:d presidential candidates to posture. . . . He
might give wp posturing about Northern Ireland.”

April 23, 1995: An article appears in the Sundq:
Telegwira, “Militias Prepare to Resist FBI Attack™ bv
Ambrose Evans-Pritchard and Hugh Davies.

“American militias are drawing up battle plans to protect
themselves from a nationwide crackdown by federal
authorities after one of their number was charged with
causing the Oklahoma bomb blast. . . .

“On a nightly intelligence report, broadcast 1o all militias
on short-wave radio, the commanders of the ‘Second
Continental Army” warned members to be prepared to
defend their leaders. ‘We are actively stockpiling rice, beans
and ammunition and we are preparing for the worst,” said
Ross Hullett, commander of the Oklahoma Citizens Militia.”

April 23, 1995: Sunday Telegraph article, “A Holy War,
Home Grown,” by Ambrose Evans-Pritchard:

“First they blamed the Muslims. A Who's Who of terror-
istn experts passed through the TV studios telling us that
the Oklahoma bomb had an unmistakable Islamic signa-
ture. No matter that it was made of fertilizer mixed with
diesei fuel, a bomb technique taught in every commando
handbock. Minds had been made up. . . . Then on
Thursdav atternoon the FBI officer in charge of the investi-
gation appeared in Oklahoma City and made the announce-
ment that stunned the world. . . . These were Americans.
The United States, it appeared, had a home-grown terrorist
movement, a Baader-Meinhof Gang of its own, and one so
depraved that it would blow up a federal building with an
infant day-care center on the second floor at 9:02 in the
morning. . . .

“This culture of paranoia can easily become a breeding
ground for all kinds of destructive pathologies. . . . The cit-
izens’ militias are public, but there are a large number of
clandestine groups operating in the background. Some
appear to have access to surplus equipment from National
Guard armories. . .

“The Anti-Defamation League estimates the numbers of
the militia at a few thousand nationwide. This is a gross
under-estimate. . . . It is probably fair to say that the num-
bers have reached 60,000 to 80,000 by now, with a larger
nerwork of sympathizers who have attended the odd meet-
ing. It could turn into a force of several hundred thousand
verv quickly, if provoked

“Talking to them, it is clear that many no longer accept
the legitmacy of the U.S. federal government. . . .

“Manyv militia leaders now believe that there was another
bomb inside the building, which they think must have been
olanted by the ‘Feds.” They are already talking about the
Oxlahoma bombing as the new ‘Reichstag Fire," a dastardly
phot 10 justify repression.”

April 30, 1995: An article runs in the Sunday Times of
London, “Warlords Come to America,” by Simon Sebag
Monzefiore:

"It is the great irony of the new world order that war-
lordism has come to America, the land of the victors of the
Cold War, as well as to the land of the vanquished. . . .
Clinton, the ‘anti-Christ’ Commander-in-Chief who avoided
‘Nam, is not going to beat the phenomenon by criticizing
shock jocks on talk radio. He must face up to the fact that
whatever the letter of the Constitution, there are now war-
lord armies loose in the Midwest. Dare he disarm them?”

April 30, 1995: An article in the Sunday Telegraph is
“The British Are Coming, Sayvs The Apple Pie Home
Guard,” by Ambrose Evans-Pritchard:

“Urban, suburban, rural and even Internet myths abound
in America. As the millennium nears, the pamphlets, whis-
pered rumors and e-mail theories will grow ever more pecu-
liar. But one consistent theme that has taken deep root in
parts of the U.S. militia movement, is of a British agenda—
aimed squarely at subverting the American way.

“So far;, nobody seems willing to blame the Queen outright
for the Oklahoma bombing; but the hand of the Royal
Family is seen at work everywhere. The agents of Her
Majesty, for example, are said to be driving down the value of
the dollar and creating chaos so that The New World Order
can be established in time for the deadline of the year 2,000.

“A crisis has to be manufactured. The U.N. secret police,
under the control of MI6, needs a pretext to seize power in
the United States. Then it can begin the task of rounding up
American patriots for detention in camps run by the
Federal Emergency Management Agency.

“President Clinton works for the British. So did

. President Bush, of course. . . .

“Cultural anthropologists say that this millennialist con-
cern with a New World Order is a symptom of a society
under extreme stress, perhaps one headed towards disinte-
gration. It is puzzling that the British should be considered
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the villains of the piece.

“Curious, but gratifying in a way, too. It is nice to know
that somebody still thinks we count.”

May 17, 1995: An article in Rees-Mogg’s Strategic
Investment is entitled, “Behind the Lines—Encrypt Now,”
by Jack Wheeler:

“Leftist ideologues permeating the media, the
Democratic Party and the Clinton administration—spear-
headed by Little Willie himself—wasted no time in taking
partisan political advantage of the terrorist bombing in

President of the United States in January 1993, the

country has been hit by an unprecedented “strategy of
tension.” The effect has been to keep the Office of the
Presidency in constant turmoil and to shatter the normal
fabric of life for Americans, especially through acts of
“blind terrorism.”

The pattern, as in the European and especially Italian
“strategy of tension” of the 1970s, involves devastating acts
of violence by political groups which may be labeled as
“extreme left” or “extreme right,” which kill and maim large
numbers of innocent civilians without warning and for no
logical motive. This is coupled with attempts on the lives of
leading political figures.

This pattern has been consistently accompanied by gloat-
ing coverage in the major British newspapers. Within days of
the World Trade Center bombing, British newspapers won-
dered aloud whether President Clinton had “learned his les-
son,” and would cease interfering in British policies in
Northern Ireland and in the Balkans. The same rhetoric
echoed within hours of the Oklahoma City bombing.

What follows is a timeline of events, beginning shortly
before Clinton’s election in Novemnber 1992,

Oct. 20, 1992: Garv Steven Foster, 41, a Chicago man on
anti-psychotic medication, is arrested for threaterninz
Clinton as the candidate campaigns in the cinv

Oct. 22, 1992: Edward Carroll, 43. of Nevada is incictac
for threatening Clinton. The former Marine had a historv of
mental problems,

Jan, 25, 1993: A gunman alleged to be the Pakistani Mir
Amal Kanzi kills two CIA agents and wounds three others
by shooting at cars waiting to enter the CIA headquarters
during morning rush hour. Kanzi escapes to Pakistan or
Afghanistan.

Feb. 25, 1993: Michael Bernard Shields, 28, a Virginia
Beach, Virginia gun dealer, is ordered to undergo psychiatric
evaluation for threatening to kill Clinton. Shields was initially
under suspicion for selling weapons to West Virginia white
supremacist William Pierce, author of The Turner Diaries.

Feb. 26, 1993: A truck bomb explodes in the basement
of one of the World Trade Center buildings. Four people are
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smce shortly before William Clinton was inaugurated

Oklahoma City. Thus, it is common now to hear the bomb-
ing referred to as ‘Clinton’s Reichstag.’

“The level of fear and alienation towards the federals felt
by so many Americans has caused them to suspect Clinton
somehow ordered the bombing himself. Bill Clinton is a cor-
rupt politician but he is not a monster. No he is merely seiz-
ing the opportum't\ using a horrible traz2dy to smear his
opponents as ‘extremists’ and expand feczral power. One
thing I urge you all tc do to protect yourseir ~om the coming
assault on every American’s privacy is to enc—wt your data.”

killed, and hundreds &= == red The plot has s:=sequently
been blamed on Islarmic == zwers of Egyptian Shei<> Omar
Abdul-Rahman, and a = ~tdl under way.

Feb. 28, 1993: One hunzm=C Bureau of Alcohol. Tzzacco,
and Firearms agents, supo-—zC v three helicopters. raid the
Waco, Texas headquarters -« 1=¢ Branch Davidian sect to
deliver warrants for possu:m: £~ violations. In the ensuing
45-minute gun battle, four ATF =zents are killed, as well as at
least three Branch Davidiars —wrading a two-year-old child.
The whole incident had bes= s== o bv false information fed
by the Cult Awareness N -x {CAN)-and the Anti-

Defamation League of Briz: B ADL).
February 1993: Larrj» = c.es of Biloxi, Mississippi
makes a threat in a letter <z 1 Clinton after listening

to the populist TV host Ruzs- Zo -
by the FBI in December 123 o
bought a pistol and a ticket 7> Wz~
April 19, 1993: The FBI ez = -
Waco compound with 1anks z-
catches fire there are no su—=

h. Peoples is arrested

it -ompound
< ¢z ine Branch

Davidian men wamen anz o-ozre- T senior Justice
Departmen: o7 0a ;:1"5.,',; _sn-zonfirmed Attorney
Genera: Jamet Rem oy =olmarT.

Juls 1993 e men s artested in Woodstock,
N Yoirw Tor reznemomir e President

Oct. 15. 1993: Jz—es Lee Buchanan, 41, a Kansas City,

Missoum manizo petient. is charged with threatening
Clzmine 271er 12iling police he intended to kill the President.

November 1993: Ralph Dulaney Mason, a self-
described member of the Branch Davidians, threatens the
President.

Dec. 13, 1993: David Craig Davis, 33, of Great Falls,
Montana is arrested for threatening to kill the President.

December 1993: The December edition of the American
Spectator, which has some British personnel overlapping the
Hollinger Corp.’s Telegraph PLC (such as Sir Peregrine
Worsthorne), launches the campaign of fomenting various
corruption and sexual misconduct media scandals against
the Clintons sometimes called “Whitewate=-zz:2.” The
American Spectator story dubbed “Troopergate” is -
the top news story on Ted Turner’s Cable Nzw.s Nztwork for




two days.

February 1994: Rollen
Frederick Stewart of Orange
County, California threatens
the life of the President.
Stewart 'a.k.a. “Rainbow
Man.” “Rockin’ Rollen”) had 2
recorc :=at included Zor
felonw :-unts for plzcizg
expucsrz devices in wvarwoes
pusi oaces. This procuc: @
e ok-drug-sex oo
Tr= —ade a name for Trset
= xriending Sporting =wers
wzz—ng a multi-cowores Wi
BT waving a SigT IiTmI :
Sinocal passage.

Feb. 21, 1994 Warmew
Tnomas sends z z=xc~ tmreat via computer to President
Clinton’s confidermm ~-maii address at the White House. He
will be arrestec sare —onths later:

Feb. 23, 199& R:-nald Gene Barbour, 45, is arrested at a
psychiatric hoscea m Orlando, Florida for threatening the life
of the Presicderr He 1s accused of stalking the President along
Clinton's Wastmimon jogging route. Barbour is armed at the
time, but remeer zzgs close enough to the President to shoot.

April 3. 1994: Michael Mower, 36, of Dayton, Ohio kills
his mother z-a himself at a motel where he is staying after
woundinz Tw0 law-enforcement agents investigating his
threzzs o tne President. Mower begain shooting after a
Seor= Serice agent and three deputies went to the motal at
2o Ao pm. a SWAT team will return and find Mower
and nuis mother dead. )

May 11, 1994: Larry Nichols of Little Rock, Arkansas is
videotaped at the Boulder Patriots meeting, which is part of
the Colorado militia, waving a large-caliber gun and threat-
ening to have a showdown at the “OK Corral™ in
Washington, D.C. with President Clinton. Nichols. who
worked in the Mena, Arkansas branch of the Contra drug-
and gun-running network run by Oliver North and Vice
President George Bush, had told Telegraph reporter
Ambrose Evans-Pritchard that he would “destrov” Clinton
for having him fired from his state job. Nichols's appear-
ance in Boulder is part of a nationwide tour, sponsored by
evangelist Jerry Falwell, and organized by Falwell and
Nichols's British publicist, Nick Ashton.

July 2, 1994: Ralph Dulaney Mason, 44, of Lake City,
Michigan is sentenced to five years in prison for threatening
President Clinton verbally and by mail.

July 19, 1994: The Secret Service charges Paul Walling,
46, a suburban Philadelphia man who opposes gun control,
with threatening President Clinton. He also was alleged to
nave wanted to kill Attorney General Janet Reno. When police
arrest Walling, they find he has acquired two dozen weapons.
All are loaded, and some have military rounds in them.

Aug. 30, 1994: Glenn Robert Armstrong, 26, of Uxbridge,
Massachusetts, is arraigned on charges of threatening to kill

fat

President Clinton, who is vacationing on Martha’s Vineyard.
He is arrested while waiting to board a ferry to Martha's
Vinevard after reportedly telling a ticket reservation clerk he
was “going to kill the President.” Armstrong will plead not
guilty in Barnstable District Court and be ordered to undergo
20 days of psychiatric evaluation.

Sept. 12, 1994: Frank Corder, piloting a stolen single-
prop Cessna aircraft, crashes onto the White House lawn,
skidding up to the press office which is underneath the liv-
ing quarters. He is killed in the crash.

Oct. 29, 1994: U.S. military veteran Francisco Duran
sprays the White House with semi-automatic, assault
weapon fire before being arrested by police. He will subse-
quently be convicted of attempting to kill the President
along with other lesser charges.

Dec. 12, 1994: Several high-powered rifle shots are fired
at the south windows of the White House from a distance
of several hundred yards. Police will later search overseas
for a suspect.

March 22, 1995: William Rees-Mogg’s newsletter
Strategic Investment prints a story claiming that President
Clinton and Attorney General Janet Reno are about to
launch a nationwide crackdown on militias, framing up
leaders on phony weapons charges. The move, the newslet-
ter claims, is preparatory to a declaration of martial law.

April 19, 1995: A shaped-charge truck bomb explodes at
the Murrah Federal Building in downtown Oklahoma City;
Oklahoma, killing 165 employees and citizens.

May 20, 1995: President Clinton, following a recom-
mendation of the Secret Service, permanently seals off the
two-block stretch of Pennsylvania Avenue in front of the
White House to cars, trucks, and buses.

May 23, 1995: Leland William Modjeski scales the
southeast White House fence carrying a handgun, setting
off several alarms as he walks toward the back of the White
House. He was wrestled to the ground by Secret Service
officer Scott Giambattista, who discovers a small-caliber
revolver. A second Secret Service agent fires, hitting the sus-
pect and Giambattista; neither is seriously hurt.
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LaRouche's British Enemies Are Behind

The Assauit on Glinton

n the early summer of 1978, Lyndon LaRouche was the

target of simultaneously released slanderous documents

issued by the Heritage Foundation and the Anti-
Defamation League of B'nai B'rith (ADL). Both writings
drew heavily upon previous slanders from such sources as
William F. Buckley’s National Review, CIA defector Philip
Agee’s Counterspy magazine, the New York Times, and the
Washington Post. The ADL smear sheet initiated the know-
ingly false charge that LaRouche and his associates were
anti-Semitic, while the Heritage Foundation “Institution
Analysis” emphasized equally scurrilous charges that
LaRouche was working for the East German state security
services and the KGB. In all other respects, the two docu-
ments were indistinguishable.

In response to the coordinated attacks, associates of
LaRouche, in preparation for possible legal action, began
an investigation into the ADL and Heritage Foundation. as
well as the Rockford College Institute, whose Washingion.
D.C. resident scholar, Francis Watson, had penned the
Heritage diatribe. That investigation revealed the guiding
hand of British intelligence and the British royal family
behind both slanders.

Today, the same institutions that united against Iyndon
LaRouche in 1978 are in the forefront of the assault against
the U.S. Presidency. Beyond the scandal-mongering against
the First Family, the Clintons have received numerous
death threats, and there have been serious attempts against
the President’s life, including four assaults on the White
House. Networks under the direction of the Heritage
Foundation and the Rockford Institute have been imple-
menting the non-stop smear campaign against Mr. and
Mrs. Clinton, while playing a pivotal role in the avowedlv
Jacobin “Conservative Revolution” to overturn the U.S.
Constitution and realize Britain’s 200-year dream of balka-
nizing and recolonizing the United States.

The ADL, too, has played a significant hand in the
assault on the Presidency, by overtly working to wreck the
Middle East peace process, while also playing an importan:
propaganda role in building up the so-called militas as the
“fall guys’ for the Oklahoma City bombing of April 19, 1995.
These circumstances make a review of EIR’s original 1978
investigation of these groups timely.

The Strategic Setting

The spring-summer 1978 attacks against LaRouche
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carpe at a turning point in world economa: z-d monetary
affairs. At conferences in Bremen and Z:nn, West
Germany, that year, leaders of the industriakzec -~orld took
up proposals for a new global economic o=z~ echoing
those first spelled out by Lyndon LaRouche m Mzch 1975
at a press conference in Bonn. After touring tme Middle
East and conferring with top officials of Arab greerzents,
as well as Israel, LaRouche had introduced & pwar -7 an
Imternational Development Bank to replace the dissizacitad
International Monetary Fund and World Bank. Lafirusmes
IDB would restore a gold-backed monetary svster—. zme cre-
ate a new credit-issuing fund to launch great in“asrucnre
PrORCTS On every continent.

LaRouche’s proposal not only promised 12 rme about
the greatest era of prosperity and peace = —werT fustory.
Bv including the Soviet Union and the Cmere 1 the new
IDB. the LaRouche plan would have pemceralw ended the
Cold War and Communism, sorme - wears sartier than the
L.S.SRs eventual collapse. The [D8 m—posal of 1975 fore-

shadowed LaRouche’s later wory, tegmming in 1977, to for--
mulate what became know= zs tne Strategic Defense
Initiative (SDI). LaRouc=zs 7 Middle East trip had
helped plant the seeds of = =comoeac solution to that long-
manipulated regionz. omfucr. now finally reflected in
aspects of the Clinton-Ramr-Arafat plan.

The LaRouche IDE rrmrree back in 1975 set off alarm
bells in Londor. z=iz Brmsh agent of influence Henry
Kissinger was Ziscen~med to quash LaRouche’s efforts to
win support o e min from Third World governments,
according o svewress accounts and evidence later
released vnzer tme U.S. Freedom of Information Act.
Kissingers —gpery was, however, only temporarily suc-
cessful [m=r=s m a new gold-backed monetary arrange-
ment Soress monz policy shapers in West Germany,
France amc I

The Bozso mponse was a wave of assassinations, In the
sorimg of 1977, while traveling in West Germany, LaRouche

was wazrned by both German and American security ser-
«+a0es that his name had appeared on a Baader-Meinhof Red
Armv Faction (RAF) hit list. By the summer of 1977, two
men on the list, banker Jiirgen Ponto, and industrialist
Hanns-Martin Schleyer, had been assassinated. The Second
Generation RAF, which was involved in the Ponto and
Schleyer killings, was a product of British intelligence
covert psychological warfare operations in West Germany,
centered in the British Occupation Zone, in particular, the



¢ amnedral of St. John the Divine, in 1978
confirmed that te Sl ssmbishment was the common source for both

Canon Edwar: “

the ADL and Her® 1 slanders of LaRouche.

Heidelberg Me=sa Panents Collective, a London Tavistock

Institute (B =rv psychological warfare) project.
Ear 7 2 maerest in the IDB concept still not

fully contamed new plans were hatched in London to deal

with “the LaRouche problem.” By this point in time

LaRouches IDB p <2l had been presented to senior offi-
cials in every government in the world, and in every ma
financial institution. One senior Swiss banker personally
admitted to LaRouche
tion to the pending g
national financial establishn
happen.

The City of London devised a disinformation campaign
so that an attack on LaRouche would not be linked 1
fight over the global monetary system, but could be atirib-
uted to his purported “anti-Semitic” or “pro-Soviet” views
Without that political “spin,” there was a credible da
that LaRouche’s elimination could accelerate the push 1
implement his plan. The British oligarchy wanted
LaRouche dead, but, they wanted his ideas buried along
with him. This linkage between advance propaganda
creating a climate conducive to the desired political
and major acts of international terrorism, including “deriv-
ative assassinations,” has direct bearing on London’s pre-
sent drive to eliminate President Clinton.

Terrorists struck again in spring 1978, kidnapping and
eventually murdering Italy’s Christian Democratic party
leader Aldo Moro. At the time of his murder, ostensibly by
Red Brigades terrorists, Moro was moving to create a stable
Italian government through the “historical compromise”

ent would never permit it t

~ Suall, then head of the ADUs Fact-Finding Division in New York Gity
1978, the year the ADL issued its lying report against LaRouche.

ith the Italian Communist Party which was opposed by
noth London and Moscow. Four vears later, in 1982, Moro's
idow publicly named Henry Kissinger as the man who
hreatened the life of the Italian leader shortly before his
nap-murder. A shaken Kissinger showed up within 24
urs of the Moro family allegations at a press conference
n Paris to blame the Italian charges against him on Lyndon
LaRouche!

When the Bremen and Bonn conferences went ahead in
the spring of 1978 with preliminary plans to break London’s
stranglehold over world finance, through the creation of a
European Monetary System, the seed-crystal for a new
global monetary arrangement, the action plan already
designed against LaRouche was set in motion.

Heritage Foundation and ADL

First, the Club of the Isles, the 150-year-old network that
draws together all of the leading royal and princely houses
of Europe under Windsor direction, held a series of plan-
ning meetings in Britain. The preliminary meeting took
place in December 1977, and involved Evelyn de
Rothschild, director of N.M. Rothschild and chairman of
The Economist (employer of Heritage Foundation director
Robert Moss); Lord Harlech (formerly Sir David Ormsby-
Gore) of the Cecil family, a longtime intimate of Henry
Kissinger and one-time British ambassador to the United
States; Liberal Party leader David Steel; and Conservative
Party Chairman William Whitelaw, among others.

A month before the Heritage and ADL slanders were
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released, a second meeting took place in Brighton, England
under the rubric of a group called “Aims for Industry,”
which purported to mobilize the intelligence services of the
West in a new “anti-communist” crusade to defend the free
market system—i.e., the Windsor-Club of the Isles appara-
tus. Attending the session, along with a number of
American corporate chairmen, were Club of the Isles repre-
sentatives from Imperial Chemical Industries, S.G.
Warburg, and other City of London banks. The meeting
was chaired by Admiral LeBailey, the former head of the
British Secret Intelligence Service (SIS).

This apparatus took over the Heritage Foundation,
beginning in 1975, transforming it from a hip-pocket think-
tank for Colorado beer magnate Joseph Coors into a
Washington outpost for the Torv apparatus surrounding
Margaret Thatcher. The wave of Torv infiltrators began with
Sir Julian Amery, a Balliol College, Oxford crony of Evelyn
de Rothschild, who joined the policy board that year. He
recruited Winston Churchill III; Robert Moss; Edwin
Fuelner, a Mont Pelerin Society member and graduate of
the London School of Economics; LSE self-professed
Fabian socialist Stuart Butler; and Oxford graduate Robert
L. Schuettinger, a close confidant of Mont Pelerin Society
patron Otto von Hapsburg.

The Rockford College Institute had already been gobbled
up by the Tories. Rockford’s board included Barbara
Schonfeld, who was the Minister of the Exchequer in
Margaret Thatchers “Shadow Cabinet.” Rockford was the
official American sister organization to the London Centre
for Policy Studies, headed by Sir Keith Joseph, official
speech writer for Thatcher, Mont Pelerin Society member;
and soon-to-be board member of Heritage's Policy Review
journal.

Released on June 30, 1978, the Heritage Foundation’s
24-page slander against Lyndon LaRouche, authored by
Francis M. Watson, Research Associate of Rockford College
Institute, was distributed to everv American Fortune 500
company, and every major Wall Street banking and broker-
age house. Watson embarked on a whirlwind tour of U.S.
major cities and then, on to London and Paris.

Henry Simon Bloch, a director of Warburg Pincus, the
American branch of S.G. Warburg, confided to one under-
cover investigator that he had received the Heritage docu-
ment, and had been told that “LaRouche will get the
Malcolm X treatment.” Bloch had been personally alerted
to the “LaRouche danger” by Arthur Ross, a onetime
British intelligence station chief in New York City, at the
time a business partner of Hollinger Corp. chairman
Conrad Black, and investment counsellor to Rothschild
family first cousin Sir James Goldsmith.

By early autumn, the Heritage Foundation-Rockford
document was in international circulation. At an October
1978 conference of the Mont Pelerin Society in Hong Kong,
Heritage Foundation director Ed Fuelner recruited the
entire apparatus of the Mont Pelerin Society, a radical oli-
garchist “free-market” economic think-tank, to conduct
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global intelligence and counter-operations against
LaRouche and his associates,

The Second Shoe Is Dropped

In July 1978, the Anti-Defamation Lezzue of B'nai Brith
i{ADL) released its own “Fact Findirz  -zport, branding
LaRouche an anti-Semite and a dangz-:s right-winger.
Although this was apparently an opp=:-z “spin” to the
“communist” flavor of the Heritage piecz i~ nterview with
Francis Watson in September 1978 proi_:=d the recom-
mendation that the caller contact the 2~ _ -0 get more
information on the LaRouche group.

The common source of the two docu—e~ s was con-
firmed by the Canon of the Episcopal Archiiw=ss of New
York and the chaplain of the Sovereigz W -zrv and
Hospitaler Order of St. John of Jerusale— 3. zhts of
Mzla, a chivalric order run by the Club of the ue< znd the
House of Windsor. In a Dec. 9. 1978 intervw#w. Canon
Edward West told two visitors 0 his cavernowxs asement
stucy at the Cathedral of St John the Divine thar z~e Beitsh
eltes would not get directly imohied in the == 2zainst
LzRouche. Rather, “we have oir Jeaish —emis = ~e Anti-
Dek_:'zatlon League deal with Mz LzRwc e 202 7is organi-
zason

Ingeed, while the Heritage repott was circulating inside
the ooard rooms of the Fortune 300, the ADL, always an
inzertace between the Citv of London Establishment and
the zzngster underworld, was seizing the “low road.” ADL

Nazonal Commission member Robert Morgenthau, the
Dismict Attorney of Manhattan; ADL National Commission
member Max Fisher, a onetime member of the Meyer
Lansav-allied Purple Gang, now a “respected” Detroit busi-
nessman: and ADL Honorary Vice Chairman Edgar
Brocman. heir to the Seagram whiskey fortune (a spawn
of 2 Prohibition era bootlegging operation known as the
anfran Gang), all put gutter-leve] assets into action,
LaRouche during a Midwest tour, in which

LaRo =7e had been scheduled to discuss the recent break-
throrzz=s a1 Bremen and Bonn with American business and
labor .czders. Among the gangs unieashed against
LaRowicre were the Communist Labor Party and the Jewish
Defense Lazgue.

After z ssries ed near-miss
Chlcam aludocbes

attacks in Detroit and
-1ssiomed an all-out effort to
s 1nat had placed him in its cross-

asure as the result of his naming
zens above suspicion” behind the
slander and pihfrsz@ mreats especially in such locations
as the bestse.ling exposé book Dope, Inc., released in
December 1572 that the Club of the Isles temporarily
backed off from their murderous plans. The lesson should
be carefullv noted by the professional security and law
enforcement officials responsible for the safety of the
President of the United States, and for the probe of the
Oklahoma Citv bombing.

)
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The British Royals Plot
To Balkanize the United States

building in Okkfw:mz 2 ne Washington Post pub-
lished a commemmz— imszriz the incident to the eventual
disintegration of mme " unes States. Written prior to the
bombing by Wiliem _ = currently affiliated with the
Conservative R=mims-a-irw=d Free Congress Foundation
in Washingtor amz r—z7v a close associate of Newt
Gingrich in the zmmgre=sse-nal Military Reform Caucus, the
piece foretold ¥ 1me “mevitable” dissolution of the United
States, compienz wrm = second, and far more bloody, Civil
War, causec = @ mrwsss of polarization triggered by the
growing pcueers r —e federal government and its liberal
policies.
An edivrs e Tm.edma the article, Wthh was run
under tme rendime ,derstandmg Oklahoma,” claimed

Fe\\ er than two wesg: zmer Ze bombing of the federal

Windsors Fifth Column in America

thar it reflected the extreme anti-government views held by

members of the militia movement and other “military
groups scartered around the country, some of whom advo-
cate aImed resistance to the federal government and all it
represents.”

The decision by the Post’s editors to run an article pre-
dicting the dissolution of the United States, as an analysis
of the pohucal implications of the Oklahoma bombing, pro-
vides further evidence that the incident wasn't the random
handiwork of some homegrown survivalist lunatics, but,
rather. was the opening salvo in a war to dismember the
United States, directed from the highest levels of the British
oligarchv.

While Lind descnbed hlS article as a “futuristic fantasy,”
the brutal fact is that the continued existence of the United

Windsor
Club of the Isles CONSERVATIVE
NEW AGEZ : REVOLUTION
WWF Royal Dutch Mont Pelerin Hollinger,
Shell Society Lord Rees-Mogg
Sir Peregrine Worsthorne
Ambrose Evans-Pritchard
ADL
Sierra | orid Global ) NTU The
Clb, =_mire  |— Business FHenndtZ?jzn ?:;‘:&r: ALEC Strategic American
FOE Socety Network ou Investment Spectator
“Green “21 “Nine “Sagebrush Southern confi;ence L::r::;:lj HI'.,
Scissors” Bioregions” Nations” Rebellion” Partisan on,
States Robertson
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States as a nation-state today stands in grave danger. Under
the guiding hand of the British oligarchy, which has never
abandoned its desire to undo the American Revolution and
bring its former colonies back under its boot, various anar-
chic forces have been unleashed to shatter the central insti-
tutions of U.S. government and society. Unless the British
are exposed and forced to back down, Oklahoma City will
be just the beginning of the breakdown of the “last, best
hope of mankind.”

The British goal of balkanizing the United States into a
morass of small, economically backward, and politically
impotent states, continuously embroiled in squabbles with
each other, was publicly expressed by the British monar-
chy’s Royal Consort Prince Philip during a visit to
Washington, D.C. in May 1990, where he attended an inter-
national conference on religion and ecology cosponsored by
the North American Congress on Religion and Ecology
(NACRE) and the World Wildlife Fund. The WWF is a
branch of the World Wide Fund for Nature, the leading
international oligarchical environmentalist organization
which, at the time, was headed bv Prince Philip. -

At a press conference at the National Press Club on May
18, 1990, Prince Philip issued a virtual declaration of war
against the United States as a sovereign nation-state.

The United States should be divided up into “biore-
gions,” the prince asserted, and ecologically oriented reli-
gious groups should lead the way. “The idea,” he explained,
“is that religious communities in a given bio-region, such as
the Mississippi River system, might combine together to
plan programs of environmental action based upon a com-
mon ecological situation.”

The Duke of Edinburgh then assaulted the Judeo-
Christian underpinnings of the United States and other
western countries. Praising the concept of “local” religions,
Philip blasted “what might be termed the ‘revealed’ reli-
gions” for having attempted “to draw people away from
what they have seen as the pagan worship of natural phe-
nomena. It is now apparent,” he went on, “that the ecologi-
cal pragmatism of the so-called pagan religions, such as
that of the American Indians, the Polynesians and the
Australian Aborigines, was a great deal more realistic in
terms of conservation ethics than the more intellectual
monotheistic philosophies of the revealed religions.”

Philip followed up this diatribe the next day, with a vitu-
perative attack on what the oligarchy despises most about
the United States: its foundational commitment to econom-
ic growth, predicated on advances in science and technolo-
gy and the development of the creative powers of its citi-
zens. Addressing an audience at the Washington Cathedral,
which had played host to the religion and ecology confer-
ence, Philip said:

“Over hundreds of thousands of years, human societies
had to learn to live within the limits of the natural resources
at their disposal. What we call ‘primitive’ societies are living
under those restraints to the present day; until, that is, the
children of the growth societies move in to exploit their
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resources for immediate gain anc to promise them the

fruits of their growth philosophy. . .

“The trouble is that the industrial z~d then the scientific
revolutions have not only changed -~ material environ-
ment, they have also changed k-—zan perceptions.

Knowledge and power and the sx;:::rmg success of
applied science and technology appez- - have influenced
western culture to believe that humani~ -.:s complete con-
ol of the planet. .

“So long as people perceive constazi* -ising material
standards of living and increasing popuizz: - as the criteria
o7 successful existence, so long as they iz = -
censequences of their self-indulgence, scwer. = =
v will be exploited to pander to this selfis- - - osophy.”

The Center Cannot Hold

In the five years since Philip’s remar«: :-=rations
aesizned to tear the United States apart hzw= =~ :ferated
widhy

While a number of key U.S. environme=-x - ~ziniza-

woos. such as the Sierra Club, have 1ndeed b =d to

o's admonition by puttmg the creation or ms at
m: 220 of their organizing agenda, many otb: Ehetoi\ 3
Qisparate, options for bringing about the diss - the
1L ~zzz2 States have been put into high gear by r 2=+ “rerat-
ji:. Mder British control.

o7 the least of these is the Conservative R= :u-=on of
_\—m. Gﬂg‘ﬂCh, et al., who are campaigning :° =z such
severs Imitations on the powers of the fede.*— =ment
that 7 would, practically speaking, cease 1o =+ S:me ele-

menis o- the Conservative Revolution. s=.- == _eswelyn
Raocamwell of the Ludwig von Mises Ins=~-z = Aubumn,
Alasema. have gone so far as to call for iz~ secession,
expiicity using the British-backed Confezemar 22 2 model.
Mezznwhile, proponents of political “-—="< “~eory,” such

as the University of Toronto’s Thomas - —=Dixon, confi-
dentlv predict that nation-states im:.-2:=z the United
States will soon begin to dlsmtegh ¢ mzer the pressure of
ethnic and religious rivalries, exces—= :mimigration, and
allezed overpopulation and resourcz ;’r:{:i«edon, while other
political and economic theorists =2z “he notion of a bor-
deriess world in which econor:: ~=zions, transcending
existing political borders, will stoemsede the nation-state.

Although these scenarios &z in their particulars, and
may seem, on the surface. 10 be znuthetical, they have two
crucial elements in commor: Trev all seek the dissolution
of the United States, and thev all have a common parent-
age, the British monarchy, which has carefully tailored vari-
ous balkanization stratagems to appeal to different seg-
ments of the U.S. population. Thus, transnational biore-
gions are sold to the radical ecology gaggle, and states’
rights to self-styled populists and conservatives—with both
converging on Britain's goal of dismantling the United
States.

It would be a dangerous mistake to view these scenarios




“Nine nations’ of North America

States as already in the throes of disintegration.
Garreau has since gone on to become the chief

spokesman for the Royal Dutch Shell-spon-
sored Global Business Network, a San
Francisco-based Fortune 500 environmental
organization.

Entitled The Nine Nations of North Amerzca
Garreau’s work claimed that the United States
not only did not, but could not, function as a
unified nation-state, It was far too diverse, eco-
nomically, ideologically, ethnically, etc., to do
s0.

Garreau argued that the United States,
Canada, and Mexico actually consisted of nine
different nations (see Map, p. 17), among
them, Ecotopia, including northern California,
Oregon, and Washington, along with far west-
ern Canada and Alaska; MexAmerica, encom-
passing the rest of California, parts of Arizona
and Texas, and a large chunk of Mexico; the
Empty Quarter, stretching across west-central
Canada, down through the western states
(which is where the militia movement has
recently taken root); Dixie; New England, etc.

The precise details of the map of the new
“nine nations” are of less significance than

1 Empty Qars- 4 New England T Dixie
2 Ecotooe 5 Bread Basket 8 Mexamerica
3 Quece: 6 Foundries g The Islands

as purw ~woeimenial. In addition to the Oxiahoma City

‘ - oniv look at the growth of various seces-
-=s within the country over the past few
:m the British oligarchy is deadiv serious

sionist i
years o =i

about ba sz~ =z the United States.

For exz— e mwvements advocating oumright secession
from the 1 -:-- exist in Hawaii and Alaska. while in
Sacramer:: : cmposed ballot referendum that would have

divided Cz:z:rm:a into three separate states was approved
by a State Assemblv committee in 1993, although it subse-
quently fai:zc = the State Senate. Its chief sponsor, former
Assemblyvrzn Stan Statham, has set up a “Three
Californias” rundation to pursue the idea further. In New
York, a pmprmﬂ 10 separate the state into two independent
entities is gathering force, while in the Midwest, 19 counties
in western Kansas are fighting to withdraw from the state
in a battle over school taxes.

The British have devised a number of options for balka-
nizing the United States, some of which are reviewed
below:

The Washington Pest's 'Nine Nations’

In 1981, Washington Post reporter Joel Garreau pub-
lished a widely publicized book which treated the United

Garreau’s principal theme, which was that the
United States was a political fiction which was
becoming increasingly impossible to sustain.
Not only was the country undergoing an
inevitable process of political fragmentation,
according to Garreau’s script, but the resulting “nine
nations” were doomed to a future history of constant
infighting.

“Forget the pious wisdom you've been handed about
North America,” Garreau urged at the outset of the book.
“Forget about the borders dividing the United States,
Canada, and Mexico, those pale barriers so thoroughly
porous to money, immigrants, and ideas. . . . Consider,
instead, the way North America really works. It is Nine
Nations. Each has its capital and its distinctive web of
power and influence. A few are allies, but many are adver-
saries. . . . These nations look different, feel different, and
sound different from each other, and few of their bound-
aries match the political lines drawn on current maps.”

The body of Garreau’s book consisted of profiles of each
of the nine nations (e.g., New England is impoverished but
civilized), with the aim of demonstrating that sectional dif-
ferences among them were so great, that they could never
function effectively as one country. “Each of these Nine
Nations has a different future,” wrote Garreau. For exam-
ple, “The two Pacific nations that divide California . . . are
openly antagonistic. They're as antithetical as sunshine and
rain. . San Francisco and Los Angeles are not just two
citles. They represent two value structures. Indeed, they are
capitals of two different nations—Los Angeles the capital of
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MexAmerica, and San Francisco that of Ecotopia. So
viewed, Sacramento becomes less the capital of anything
terribly important than it is merely a border town between
hostile forces.”

“The more self-assured each of these Nine Nations
becomes,” Garreau asserted, “the less willing it is to be dic-
tated to by outsiders who show no interest in sharing—or
even understanding—local values. This hinders a search for
continentwide answers to political questions. As resources
and opportunities are dispersed, each nation, at least theo-
retically, becomes increasingly capable of solving its own
problems at its own level. . . . Increased sophistication
may lead to the decline of marginal continental differences.
(The classic southern drawl is on the wane, for example.)
But it emphasizes the real, enduring, and basic economic
and social differences of each region, manifested in atti-
tudes toward everything from nuclear power to unions to
abortion” (emphasis added).

If that sounds familiar, it should; it could have been writ-
ten by Phil Gramm, Newt Gingrich, or any one of their
lunatic allies. v

Garreau’s Nine Nations was deemed to be out of the
mainstream of political thought when it first appeared. But
within little more than a decade, books purveying the
theme that the United States is breaking up, had begun to
flood the bookstores.

One of the most important of these broadsides against
the continued existence of the United States came from the
pen of George Kennan, the former State Department Soviet
hand who had long inhabited the higher reaches of the
Anglophile faction of the U.S. policymaking establishment.

Kennan's memoirs, Around the Cragged Hill, published
shortly after Bill Clinton’s election as President, heaped
venom on nearly every aspect of the United States, from its
“addiction” to automobiles, to the decline of the “servant
class.” But what Kennan hated most about his country was
its size.

“We are,” he wrote, “if territory and population be
looked at together; one of the great countries of the world—
a monster country, one might say, along with such others as
China, India, the recent Soviet Union, and Brazil. And there
is a real question as to whether ‘bigness’ in a body politic is
not an evil in itself, quite aside from the policies pursued in
its name. . . . Excessive size in a country results unavoid-
ably in a diminished sensitivity of its laws and regulations
to the particular needs, traditional, ethnic, cultural, linguis-
tic, and the like, of individual localities and communities.
The tendency, in great countries, is to take recourse to
sweeping solutions, applying across the board to all ele-
ments of the population. . . . Particularly is this true in the
United States” (emphasis added).

Kennan went on: “There is a further quality of greatness
of size in a country that deserves mention here. One might
define it as the hubris of inordinate size. It is a certain lack
of modesty in the national self-image of the great state—a
feeling that the nation’s role in the world must be equivalent
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to its physical size, with the consequent relative tendency to
overweening pretensions and ambitions.”

Quoting, approvingly, his former boss, Washington
diplomat Bill Bullitt's comment that mankind is a “skin dis-
ease of the Farth.” Kennan asserted that the United States
is not only too big and too powerful, it has too many peo-
ple, as well. “There is an optimal balance dependent on the
manner of man’s life. between the densit of human popu-
lation and the tolerances of nature. This belance, in the case
of the United States. would seem to me == have been sur-
passed when the American population rezched, at a very
maximum, 200 miliion people, and pert:zos a good deal
less.”

Kennan's “solution” 1o the problem poses 5v the “mon-
ster” United States was 10 shatter it into . constituent
republics, onto which would devolve most ¢ === functions
and powers currently held by the federal gover-—ent.

“It is under the influence of these views abci:: the disad-
vantages of ‘bigness’ tha: I have often diverted —wself, and
puzzled my friends, by wondering how it woulc »e if our
country, while retaining certain of the rudiments of a feder-
al government, were to be decentralized into something like
a dozen constituent republics. absorbing not onlv the pow-
ers of the existing states but a considerable part of those of
the present federal establishment.” Kennan wrote. “T could
conceive of something like nine of these republics—et us
sayv, New England; the Middle Atlantic states; the Middle
West: the Northwest (from Wisconsin to the Northwest, and
down the Pacific coast to central California); the Southwest
(including southern California and Hawaii); Texas (bv
itself); the Old South; Florida (perhaps including Puerto
Rico): and Alaska; plus three great self-governing urban
regions, those of New York, Chicago, and Los Angeles—a
total of twelve constituent entities. To these entities I would
accord a larger part of the present federal powers that one
might suspect—large enough, in fact, to make most people
gasp.

Kennan admitted that such an arrangement would
indeed result in “many new complexities and not a few inef-
ficiencies.” But, in a truly bizarre note. he claimed that this
would be all to the good. “[A] case might be made, I think,
for the thesis that nothing is more greaih to be feared, in the
realm of governmental theory, than the effort to create govern-
mental systems that are logical, uncomplicated, efficient, and
vast in scope. That is not the way people themselves are con-
structed; and a governmental svstem that strived too hard for
these apparent advantages would be bound to do violence to
people’s deepest needs” (emphasis added).

Kennan also acknowledged that his proposal was
designed to accelerate the centrifugal tendencies already at
work. “If sectional differences have indeed been weakened
by these forces [of modernism],” he wrote, “they might be
reinvigorated, stimulated, and encouraged by the sort of
decentralization I have suggested.”

Echoing Prince Philips May 1990 attack on economic
growth, Kennan demanded an end to economic develop-



ment in the United States, urging that it become a “static
society.”

“I react skeptically . . . to the ideal of economic growth
that preoccupies so intensivefy almost all thoughts on eco-
nomic problems in the Un:z=d States. . . . Why growth?
The assumption that withowos constant growth a national
economy could not be w=ic = was supposed to be—could
not, thar is. serve the purpeses of society that it was meant
to serve—seems to me 12 m¢ without substantiation. . . .
Would there not be sor-ezmi-iz diseased, something cancer-
ous, somthing open-end=- =~ unstable, about an economy
that had 10 be constarz o.1ng to be seen as adequate to
national needs?

“Of course, to the =1 2=: that population grows, the
economy has to grom. wm= - since there will obviously be
more mouths to fesc. —ie= :vodxes to clothe, more shelters
to be provided. Bur - zm- =k of no place in the Western
world or in other ~=zzcs where population ought to be

growing. If the pres=—.zme o¢ this planet as a suitable habi-
tat for civilizatice. 3 = memding imperative of our time,
and if populatice = = —self the greatest threat we face

to the intactmess =% mar -._wbnat, then why should we wish
to see further = w== -f == nature?

“And whar ™= 3l = wrong with a physically static
society?”

To goverr wrar wes = of federal institutions, Kennan
proposed se—rir . zr _re=ected Council of State. “The fed-
eral goverrerr m=go=s . . the presence at its side of a
pemmm_. il
the waprims of ‘i’k‘ ::N:. : sources of wisdom and experi-
ence tha: T = oresse ——renry of the country can provide. It
+he meeting of this need would
-z innovation of a wholly unusual

nature, gtz Jeva =¢ precedent in the national experi-
ence.”
Kennar. =xowz—ec mar the Council of State would be a

“permaner: o wTwrse members would be “persons of
high distincmor ™ Iis “:zsk would be confined to telling the
country, inciudng the polidcians what ought to be done in
the long-term misrests of American society.”

Kennans baok was a big hit in Britain, where it was
praised to the skies bv the London Financial Times, among
other media outiets.

Variants on Kennan's theme abound: Just one example is
Yale professor (and British subject) Paul Kennedy's latest
opus. Published in 1993, Preparing for the Twenty-First
Century declared that nation-states are rapidly becoming
“anachronistic.” Global changes, such as the growth of
international finance, multinational corporations, interna-
tional terrorism, and narcotics networks, et al., “call into
question the usefulness of the nation-state itself. The key
autonomous actor in political and international affairs for
the past few_centuries appears not just to be losing its con-

trol and integrity, but to be the wrong sort of unit to handle
the newer circumstances. For some problems, it is too large
to operate effectively; for others, it is too small. In conse- -
quence, there are pressures for a ‘relocation of authority’
both upward and downward, creating structures that might
respond better to today’s and tomorrow’ forces for change”
(emphasis in original).

Kennedy predicted that such supranational organiza-
tions as the United Nations and the International Monetary
Fund. along with emerging regional institutions, such as
the North American Free Trade Agreement, would increas-
inghv become the repositories of this “upward” “relocation
of authority,” while the “downward” trend would be repre-
sentad by such phenomena as individual American states,
“often frustrated by the lack of interest shown by the federal
government,” opening their own trade missions in foreign
COUnTTIEs.

This development, Kennedy acknowledged, “carries with
it the risk of national disintegration.”

The Spring 1993 issue of Foreign Affairs, the journal of
the Anglophile New York Council on Foreign Relations
{CFR. carried two articles that expanded on this particular
aspect of Preparing.

“California’s Foreign Policy,” authored by James
Goldsborough of the San Diego Union-Tribune, termed
California the world’s “eighth-largest nation,” and asserted
that the state is “so big, and its problems so immense, that
it needs its own foreign policy.” The decline in federal
largesse, especially the draconian reductions in defense
spending, left California no choice but to act ‘“like an inde-
pendent nation,” especially in the area of foreign policy and
international trade.

The accompanying article, “The Rise of the Region
State,” by Kenichi Ohmae, chairman of the offices of
McKinsey & Co. in Japan, carried the theme. Beginning
with the declaration that “the nation state has become an
unnatural, even dysfunctional unit for organizing human
activity and managing economic endeavor in a borderless
world,” the article insisted that “region states” are the wave
of the future. According to Ohmae, these region states may
develop within existing nations, such as northern Italy or
Catalonia, or may transcend existing political borders, as
with San Diego and Tijuana, or Hongkong and southern
China.

Ohmae declared flat out that the United States, “in eco-
nomic terms has never been a single nation.” Instead, he
claimed, in an echo of Garreau's Nine Nations, “it is a col-
lection of region states: northern and southern California,
the ‘power corridor’ along the East Coast between Boston
and Washington, the Northeast, the Midwest, the Sun Belt,
and so on.”

Ohmae maintained that national governments should
give free rein to region states in the realm of economic
affairs, including trade and investment, while retaining con-
trol only over “foreign policy, security and defense,” and
monetary policies.
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Foreign Affairs’ publication of the Ohmae
and Goldsborough articles reflects an intense

Prince Philip’s 21 ecoregions

involvement by the CFR in promoting the
notion that the nation-state is obsolete. In 1991,
the CFR conducted a project on “A Changing
World Order,” under the chairmanship of Elliot
Richardson, and with the participation of
Henry Kissinger, Sen. Daniel Patrick Moynihan
(D-N.Y.), and current U.S. Ambassador Thomas
Pickering, which explored “alternatives” to the
nation-state. Out of the project came a book by
Gidon Gotlieb, Nation Against State, which con-
tended that the nation-state as a political form
is incapable of addressing such crises as in for-
mer Yugoslavia, Northern Ireland, etc.

The Gotlieb book was dedicated to the
Arthur Ross Foundation of New York City, a
family fund that has always done the British
Crown’s bidding in America. Investment
banker and philanthropist Arthur Ross is a
longstanding business partner and close per-
sonal friend of Hollinger Corp.s Conrad Black;
Ross was the gatekeeper for Sir Jimmy
Goldsmith’s move into the American corporate
world; and, according to eyewitness accounts,
Ross served for years as a key British intelli-

gence figure in New York, receiving daily hand-

. A . 0. . Alaska Rainforest 12 ii
written instructions from British economic |/ asKa Rainfore Hawaii
warfare and propaganda czar Lord 2 American Souineast . 13 Hudson Bay/James Bay Wa:z-s~2d
Beaverbrook, that were delivered by British 3 Artic 14 Interior Highlands
consular officers 4 Atlantic Coast 15 Mississippi Basin
5 Boreal Forest 16 Pacific Coast
i ’ i 6 Central Appalachia 17 Pacific Northwest
Bio-Perversity. Another Bust-up Scenarie - Coorago 15 v Moo
Prince Philip’s beloved bioregions have 8 Great BasinHigh Desert 19 Sierra Nevada
become a “hot” item among American eco-nuts 9 Great Lakes 20 Southern Appalac~ &~ ~vzriands
since his 1990 declaration at the Washington 10 Great North American Prairie 21 Southwest Dese~s

NACRE conference. Just last year, the Sierra
Club, one of the largest and most politically
influential environmental organizations in the United
States, launched a massive project designed to carve up
Canada and the United States into 21 ecoregions (another
name for bioregions).

The Sierra Club’s Critical Ecoregions Program was
described at length in the March/April 1994 issue of the
organization’s magazine, Sierra. An introduction, headlined
“Beyond the Boundaries,” stated bluntly that the concept of
“ecoregions” is incompatible with the nation-state.
“Environmental problems are best addressed in the context
of broad geographic areas defined by natural features
rather than by political boundaries and borders,” it assert-
ed. The 21 ecoregions defined by the club’s program “won't
correspond to the common divisions—towns, counties,
states, provinces—comprehensible to bureaucrats and
politicians.”

The introduction further declared that the Sierra Club
“has wholeheartedly embraced ecoregionalism as a con-
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text for our work during the coming decades, and has
devoted significant energy to recastirz the maps of the
United States and Canada in this new light. . . . We are
moving beyond political boundaries. back to our ecologi-
cal roots.”

The Sierra Club has established task forces for each of
the 21 ecoregions (these include the Sierra Nevada, Alaska
Rainforest, the Atlantic Coast. etc.: see Map, p. 20), which
are busily working up various initiatives to concretely
define each ecoregion. Each task force has adopted an
action agenda, which generally includes implementing laws
or regulations that would set aside for “conservation pur-
poses” huge tracts of land or water in its respective ecore-
gion.

For example, the agenda for the Pacific Coast ecoregion,
which extends from Baja California up through British
Columbia, calls for establishing “new wilderness areas in
places such as Northern California’s King Range and new



marine sanctuaries at Santa Monica Bav and in
Washington's San Juer Isiznds " whie aiso Sanning oil and
gas leasing along the <mvire Pacinic Coest,

The agendz 7-r e Colorado Plateau area aemands shift-
ing the rezaos =conomy “away from resource expioitation
[i.e., mim—z + sustainable development:” emacting new
“~rotect 5 million roadless acres = Utah” and
pressirz 3or “BLM [Bureau of Land Manager—e:. wilder-
ness zm=z T Colorado and New Mexico;” as wet zs reform-
Services
- prevent the wholesale slaughter ~¢ Zwestock
preczi-rs’ —in other words, give free rein t¢ convotes and
wolvas 32 Zestroy cattle and sheep herds.

Az —mese examples show, the real objective of e Sierra
Clue s ( ~tcal Ecoregions Program is to slam the orakes on
ecornomic development in huge chunks of :ne United
Stazes—as per Prince Philip’s diatribe against srowth—
while at the same time furthering the British peot 10 balka-
nize the country.

The New Confederacy

Advocates of balkanizing the United States are not con-
fined to the environmentalist fringe. An egually perfervid
commitment 1c oreaking up the nation can be found
among the excere ani-big-government crowd represented
by Gingrich. Sez. Phil Gramm (R-Tex.:. and their fellow
Conservative R=wo-monists. It should be pointed out here
that, despiiz s-per=cizl appearances, the radical environ-
mentalists 7zv2 5t in common with the radical right-
wingers—.-Tess Gingrich’s support for the Endangered
Species Act tor =mzmiwe. Also, early this vear, the National

Taxpavers Urioe == -rganization founded and directed bv
James Dale Dzvicson business partner of Lord William
Rees-Mogg. = manv traditional conservatives bv

sponsoring a ot Tr=ss conference with the Sierra Club
and Friends of -=e Ez-th to release a study, “Green
Scissors,” which cz_w=z “or the shutdown of every dirigist,
high-technologv progz— still run by the federal govern-
ment. A few months .2:zr the Heritage Foundation, the
chief Washington. D.C  z«ztpost for the Club of the Isles’
Mont Pelerin Socierv. rzezsed its own blueprint for the
take-down of the federz. zovernment, which was nearly
identical to a simuitzreousiv released study by the
International Resource Instnute, a leading ecologist think-
tank.

One of the clearest cases in point of the “green and
brown alliance” to bust up the United States, is the
Rockford Institute. Located in Illinois, Rockford has func-
tioned as one of the major bases for the Mont Pelerin
Society’s operations in the United States—as well as for the
notion that the United States can no longer exist in its pre-
sent form.

The February 1993 issue of Chironicles, a monthly maga-
zine published under Rockford’s banner, trumpeted this
conclusion via a feature article by its editor, Thomas
Fleming. Fleming has subsequently earned high praise

from Ambrose Evans-Pritchard of the Sunday Telegraph,
who has emerged as one of the British oligarchy’s main pro-
paganda mouthpieces deployed against President Clinton
(see article, p. 6).

Entitled “A League of Our Own,” the article focused on
the Lega Lombarda (Lombard League) and related political
movements in Italy, whose main goal was to dismember
Italv into several independent regions.

Praising the League, Fleming called for the establish-
ment of a similar political movement in the United States.
“There are only two alternatives for this continental empire
that has never been a real nation: either we find the means to
decentralize decision-making and restore authority to the
old institutions of family and town and country (and even
state), or else we lapse into a multifaceted civil war of
blacks against Hispanics against whites against blacks
against Jews” (emphasis added).

“The revolution,” Fleming continued, “cannot be made
overnight, and the first step would be the creation of a
movement devoted to the long-range goals of political devo-
lution, privatization (ours is not a free enterprise system),
protection of the national interest in matters of immigra-
tion, trade, and foreign policy, and the reassertion of our
old cultural identities as a European . . . and Christian
nation. . . . ;

“If there is no movement or party willing to embrace a
Leghist [Lombard League] program,” Fleming concluded,
“then one needs to be formed, and if that is impossible, my
advice is to stockpile ammunition and invest in bullet-proof
doors and shutters.”

Fleming’s advocacy of a political party dedicated to the
dissolution of the Union was nothing new. Previously, he
had been a founder of the Southern Partisan, a magazine
openly committed to the values of the ante-bellum South
and the Confederacy.

The Rockford Institute is just one of many bastions of
the Conservative Revolution which openly advocates
“states’ rights” or other “conservative” methods of dismem-
bering the United States. Llewellyn Rockwell, president of
the Ludwig von Mises Institute and a member of the
Rockford Institute’s Main Street Committee, openly espous-
es the revival of the Confederacy. In the June 1992 issue of
The Free Market, the von Mises Institute’s newsletter,
Rockwell penned a column entitled “Secede?” in which he
made the case for secession.

“When a famous conservative told me ten vears ago that
‘the U.S. is too big,’ and only ‘breaking it up into 35 different
countries’ would preserve a free and decent society, I was
shocked. Today, leaving aside the exact number of successor
states, I'wonder if he wasn't right.”

Charging that the U.S. “central government gets more
tyrannical and expensive by the day,” Rockwell answered
his rhetorical question, “Is it time to think about bidding it
adieu?” in the affirmative: “As long as the states are held
under the federal thumb,” he argued, “they will never be
able to experiment with free markets. . . . Is secession the
only hope for restoring freedom of all sorts? Perhaps, if we
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are not content indefinitely to be a ‘tractable people.” ”
The same issue of The Free Market contained a front-
page article praising the Confederate Constitution.

The ‘Lebanonization’ Recipe

Another British-authored scenario for the dismember-
ment of the United States is the “Lebanonization” option, in
which the country disintegrates under the pressures of
exploding non-white, non-western immigration.

That is the theme of Alien Nation, a new book by former
British subject Peter Brimelow. Brimelow’s “Lebanon-
ization” thesis is predicated on the view, not only racist but
simply untrue, that the United States “melting pot” cannot,
under any circumstances, absorb the wave of mostly Third
World immigrants which has come into the United States
as a result of the 1965 rewrite of American immigration
laws, because, unlike previous waves of immigrants, they
share nothing in common with the cultural, racial, and
social traditions of their adopted country.

Hailed by the leaders of the Conservative Revolution, as
well as by the the major anti-immigration organizations,
such as the outright nativist Federation for American
Immigration Reform (FAIR), Brimelow’s Alien Nation gleeful-
ly forecasts that the United States will fracture unless it tries
to recapture its traditional British WASP cultural and demo-
graphic profile by terminating the hordes of Third World
immigrants pouring over its borders, legally and illegally.

The United States is in the grip of an “ethnic revolution,”
Brimelow asserts, the consequences of which could be the
“snuffing out of the American nation—like a candle in a
gale.” The explosion of Third World immigration and the
growth of minority enclaves is driving white Americans
from whole states and regions, and creating “communities
as different from one another as any in the civilized world.
They will verge on being separate nations.”

Brimelow predicts that the very existence of these differ-
ent communities will call into question the need for the
U.S. government, by raising the “classic problem of federal-
ism: Why should any one of them submit in a larger politi-
cal unit to the majority when it shares nothing with that
majority? Particularly if the community is being visibly
taxed for others’ benefit.

“All large political units will have difficulty containing
these contradictions,” he adds. “This will begin locally
(Staten Island trying to leave New York City), proceed to the
state level (the northern counties trying to leave California) .
. . and eventually could appear nationally (the Pacific
Northwest going off with an independent British Columbia
and Alberta?).”

It is important to note here that, Brimelow’s contentions
notwithstanding, America has indeed functioned as a melt-
ing pot, and quite successfully for the most part. Therefore,
for the “Lebanonization” scenario envisioned by Alien
Nation to become “live,” would require the deliberate stir-
ring up of ethnic and racial tensions. That, of course, is
something at which the British are past masters; and the
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massive publicity accorded Brimelow’s book signals that
the British are preparing to trigger Lebanon-style ethnic
strife within the United States. In fact, Alien Nation’s racial
fearmongering is itself designed to help ighite the ethnic
and cultural polarization the book predicts.

That is reinforced by Brimelow’s pedigree: In addition to
the fact that he was a British, then Canadian, subject before
emigrating to the United States, Brimelow actively partici-
pates in the international networks behind both the
Conservative Revolution, as well as the British-directed
attacks on President Clinton.

A rabid free trader who favors across-:rz-board privat-
zation and virtual elimination of government involvement
in the economic and social life of its citize=s Brimelow is
part of the Mont Pelerin Society apparz-us in North
America, enjoying strong backing from =z Vancouver-
based Fraser Institute. an offshoot of the M-~ Pelerin’s
Atlas Foundation.

Brimelow’s primary backer, however, is the «=zding pub-
licist for the international oligarchy’s Club - -he Isles:
Conrad Black, chief of the Hollinger Corp. EIR -zs docu-
mented that Black is one of the masterminds of == vicious
slander campaign against President Clinton w*:ch the
British have mounted to destroyv his administratior

Not only is Black cited in all of Brimelow’s boods and
articles as an avid supporter. Black has been identfi=d as a
leading financial angel for the English-only movement,
which was founded in the United States and Canadz o fuel
religious, ethnic, and racial tensions. Through the Canada-
based Northern Foundation, which lists Brimelow as its
honorary chairman, the British-born “economis:” main-
tains close working ties to a North America-wide sming of
anti-immigrant racist groups. Alien Nation follows up on a
theme Brimelow developed in his 1986 book. 5= Patriot
Garme, which called for the integration of Canzda and the
United States under an “English only” loose confederation.

At the same time that he serves as the scion of a string of
rabidly racist and secessionist causes. Conrad Black also
enjoys the status of charter membership in Prince Philip’s
1001 Nature Trust, the funding and policv-shaping arm of
the WWE. If anyone personifies the convergence of the eco-
logical-New Age with the Conservative Revolution, it is
Conrad Black.

Black’s frontman Brimelow, who is referred to as “the red-
neck in the nice suit,” is a fully integrated figure in the British
financial establishment. A transplant to Canada who now
lives in New York City, Brimelow graduated from the
University of Sussex (an offshoot of the London Tavistock
Institute) and received an MBA from Stanford University; he
worked for a prominent Canadian securities brokerage house
and has been an editor at the Financial Post (a joint venture
of Hollinger and the Financial Times), Macleans magazine,
Barrons, Fortune, and Forbes, where he is currently a senior
editor under Mont Pelerin affiliated Malcolm Forbes, Jr.

Not surprisingly, Brimelow’s U.S. networks include the
Hoover Institution as well as the Rockford Institute;
Brimelow has attended several of the latter’s functions, and



Prince Philip 2 ™ %=onal Press Club in Washington on May 18, 1990
preached that e _me=d States should be carved up into “bioregions”
where “refigoes communities” might combine together to plan programs
of environmenta 0N

wrote 2o zrucle for the June 1993 “Bosnia, U.S.A." cover
ston Rockford's Chronicles which previewed Alien
Nar Another contributor to the cover story was Garrett
Hardin, the infamous “lifeboat ethics” advocate and a

board member of FAIR. His article called on Americans to
become “rational” about immigration by disowning the
“appalling advice of Emma Lazarus” in her poem (“Give us

ed. yvour poor, your huddled masses . . .") inscribed
hase of the Statue of Liberty.

Brimelow has ties to various nativist, anti-immigrant
groups. both in Canada and the United States, among them,
“U.S. English ” One of that organizations leading officials, Dr.
John Tarson. was embroiled in controversy in 1989 when a
memo he wrote in 1986, predicting that apartheid would

become inevitable in California by 2030 if non-white immi-

gration continued. was leaked to the press. A past president
of Zero Population Growth, Tanton was one of the founders
of FAIR (with which Brimelow is also affiliated). In the
1980s, FAIR received £370,000 from the pro-eugenics
Pioneer Fund, which has financed research purporting to
prove a positive link between race and criminality, and race
and intelligence (i.e., blacks are crooks and stupid to boot).
Since the publication of Alien Nation, Brimelow has won

praise from the Sunday Telegraph's chief Clinton-basher,
Ambrose Evans-Pritchard, and, more recently, from GOP
Presidential candidate Pat Buchanan, another admirer of
the Confederacy.

Closely linked to Brimelow’s Lebanonization prescrip-

tion, is the increasingly influential “chaos” school of politi-
cal science, whose leading practitioner, Thomas F. Homer-
Dixon, operates out of the University of Toronto.

The chaos theory garnered wide currency when the Arlantic
Monthly devoted its February 1994 cover story to it under the
title, “The Coming Anarchy.” Written by Robert Kaplan, the
storv detailed a world falling inexorably into chaos: “Nations
break up under the tidal flow of refugees from environmental
and social disaster. As borders crumble, another type of bound-
ary is erected—a wall of disease. Wars are fought over scarce
resources, especially water, and war itself becomes continuous
with crime, as armed bands of stateless marauders clash with
the private security forces of the elites.”

Although devoted primarily to the devolving situation in
the Third World, the article warned that the United States
would also be adversely affected by these trends. Garreau’s
The Nine Nations of North America “is more relevant now
than when it was published, in 1981,” Kaplan commented
in the Atlantic Monthly.

“Indeed, it is not clear that the United States will survive
the next century in exactly its present form,” he wrote.
“Because America is a multi-ethnic society, the nation-state
has always been more fragile here than it is in more homo-
geneous societies like Germany and Japan. . . . Patriotism’
will become increasingly regional as people in Alberta and
Montana discover that they have far more in common with
each other than they do with Ottawa or Washington, and
Spanish-speakers in the Southwest discover a greater com-
monality with Mexico City.”

Under the rubric of “Environmental Scarcities, State
Capacity and Civil Violence,” the “chaos theory” has
become the focus of an ambitious project run jointly by the
American Academy of Arts and Sciences and the Peace and
Conflict Studies Program at the University of Toronto. The
project, directed by Homer-Dixon, has received financial
support from the Rockefeller Foundation and the Pew
Charitable Trusts.

It would be wrong to presume that the United States is—
as the Brimelows, Garreaus, and Prince Philips of the world
propagandize—on the verge of bustup, chaos, and devolu-
tion. However, their written words serve as a testimonial to
their commitment to hasten the day when the British
Crown’s 220-year dream of recolonialize the United States
becomes a reality.

In the short-term, this drive to throw the United States
into racial, ethnic, religious, and regional chaos is very real.
The Oklahoma City bombing can only be understood in the
context of these secessionist rumblings from the Club of the
Isles and the House of Windsor. So long as the British stir
up such propaganda with the aim of instigating violent
gang warfare against the federal government and the U.S.
Constitution—whether it be in the form of radical ecolo-
gists or would-be Conservative Revolutionists-in-patriots*-
clothing—the security of the United States will be jeopar-
dized, the danger of new incidents of international terror-
ism on U.S. soil will continue, and the threat level against
President Clinton will remain grave.
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