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bly of its own weight of corruption not long after our retreat; with that development, the last
shred of pretext substituted for purpose evaporated even from illusory perceptions.

Although the U.S. military was given no conspicuous part in the Carter administration’s
support for the Khomeini insurrection, the case reflects the same variety of utopian'policy of
practice, and in a more degenerated form than characterized the last years of the war in
Vietnam. Acting on the Aspen Institute-concocted “Bernard Lewis Plan,” a Kissinger-
sponsored atrocity, the Carter administration connived to bring Khomeini to power, set up the
conditions for Khomeini’s taking of U.S. hostages, and so destroyed a long-standing U.S. ally.
The whispered pretext for that particular abomination was an assault against the southern
flank of the Soviet Union, intending ‘‘Islamic fundamentalism”’ to spill over as an insurrection-
ary influence into those Asian regions of the Soviet Union. Now, the Soviet Union has
hegemony over the continuing process of internal unravelling of Iran, and the U.S. military is
threatened with being given the task of shooting its way into the Arabistan region of an Iran
which was formerly a solid ally of the United States.
 Such are the kinds of consequences which follow as military and related functions of our
statecraft are given the substitute of a hand-to-mouth assignment of distinct missions in place

of operations conducted in necessary action to advance an unchanging direction of national
purpose.

1966-1967: The Turning Point, Sharply Downward

The virtual end of a traditionalist republican policy occurred during 1966-1967. The key
development was the submission of a report on NASA prepared by the psychological-warfare
arm of the British Secret Intelligence Service, the London Tavistock Institute, the Rapaport
Report.

This Tavistock proposal lamented the discerned fact that the achievements of such post-
Sputnik programs as NASA were cultivating in the general population a deplorable admiration
for scientific achievements, thus threatening to increase significantly the influence of rationality
over the behavior of the electorate. Therefore, it was urged that NASA begin to be taken down,
dropping those elements of acrospace and related research and development not indispensable
to fulfill the objective of a manned landing on the surface of the Moon.

That proposal was accepted in practice by the Johnson administration.* A shock of
unemployment, like that of an economic depression, struck the research and development
sector of acrospace and related research. Since then, the United States has made little progress
in basic technology, and our industrial and human scientific and related high-technology
capabilities have collapsed at an accelerating rate. Where today are many of those specific
industrial capabilities which were indispensable to the successful Moon landing?

The purpose behind British intelligence’s successful proposal to begin destroying the
United States’ technology from the inside were, as early registered, the promotion of the
destruction of the U.S. industrial economy, a policy for transforming the United States into a
““Clockwork Orange” nightmare, called by many the new “technetronic post-industrial age.”

Beginning Autumn 1969, a network of supranational financier interests, including the
Aspen Institute of British Petroleum’s Robert O. Anderson, created as if out of nothing a mass-
based, international rabble of “environmentalists.” With aid of “positive law”-corrupted
Federal judges and the sly provisions of the Environmental Protection Act, the first major
target of the marijuana-reeking environmentalist pack-mobilizations was the nuclear-energy
industry. ;

Today, 15 years after the Tavistock report, leading political and news media institutions
of the United States shamelessly promote policies public opinion would have rightly abhorred
as abominations through the middle of the 1960s.
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The most shameful example of the impact of this corrup\tion upon our military ranks is
the case of Gen. Maxwell Taylor’s actions on behalf of the Draper Fund/Population Crisis
Committee, from which vantage-point Taylor promotes as state and military policies of the
United States precisely those same policies for which the United States hung Nazis as criminals
at Nuremberg. For the Malthusians of the Draper Fund orbit and hard-core Global 2000circles,
the function of U.S. military deployment is largely to promote regional wars, wars whose
purpose is chiefly to promote large-scale reduction of the populations of Latin America, Africa,
and Asia. As Gen. William Draper proposed throughout most of his public life, and as Britain’s
Dr. Alexander King, the patron of the Club of Rome, proposes today, the general purpose of
such Malthusian missions is the hideous Cecil Rhodes policy, to wipe out great portions of the
non-white populations of the world, to create future “living room” for colonizations by the
Anglo-Saxon racial stock. '

“Britain is our closest ally,” one line of argument goes. Has Britain abandoned those
policies which rightly prompted our forefathers to fight war against Britain? Are the inevitable
consequences of present British policy consequences morally acceptable to bearers of the

-Judeo-Christian tradition? Such obvious issues of morality and interest are suppressed in favor

of the mere posture: ““Britain is our closest ally.”

The form of assignment then assumes such directives as a mission ‘‘to cooperate with our
closest ally Britain in destroying a force which is displeasing to that ally.”” We so degrade our
military to the status of mercenary professional assassins, who kill a person or nation merely
because that is the mission they have been assigned to perform. What of the vital interests of
our nation as a republic, which must be defended against precisely that oligarchism the Judeo-
Christian republican tradition has been combatting for two thousand years? '

. Before Kissinger permitted the U.S. forces to be withdrawn from Southeast Asia, he
started a war in Cambodia, and brought to power in that nation the Lon Nol government, as a
trusting political asset of U.S. policy. Yet, under Kissinger’s direction, Gen. Alexander Haig
and Thomas Enders connived with Peking China to permit the Lon Nol government to be
toppled and its supporters butchered by Peking’s asset, the Khmer Rouge led by Pol Pot.
Under immediate direction of Peking advisers, Pol Pot butchered approximately three million
of the seven million Kampucheans, emphasizing elimination of those portions of the population
deemed particularly offensive because of their literacy. Today, the U.S. State Department and
U.N. Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick support the return of the Pol Pot party to power in
Kampuchea. That degraded policy is the endemic mission-orientation of U.S. policy in the
Asian region.

Currently, it is argued that the U.S. defense budget must be increased to compensate for
growth of military capabilities of the Soviet Union. Indeed, an annual budget-level of between
$400 and $500 billion would be required to accomplish that purpose—which we could
comfortably afford if we expanded the tax-base adequately by promoting increased employ-
ment through high rates of technological advancement in increased agricultural and industrial
investment. However, the present budget prepares not to match Soviet capabilities, but chiefly
to create capabilities for fighting regional wars in the Third World.

Would you wish to fly in a military aircraft serviced by drug-using semi-literates, so
illiterate that their training manuals were composed in the form of comic-books?

Would you wish to fight a war which had been planned by flag-officers who made vital
policy-decisions through a computerized poll-taking procedure?

The gradual weaning of our national military policy away from a republican definition of

‘purpose and mission, toward a narrowly defined mission-performance responsibility, was the

undermining of the quality of the traditionalist officer-corps which paved the way for the
insidious process of displacement of the traditionalists by the sort of utopian associated with
the variety of horror-stories illustrated, the Kissingerians.
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The change in moral and philo3ophical outlook which absélutely separates the post-
traditionalism from the emergent utopianism is a transition from the republican to the
oligarchical world-outlook. Put more simply, as a matter of \lustration, the key to this change
Is a shift away from the traditional republican values, in which technological progress in
economy and warfare are the paradigms of task-oriented problem-solving. As the military
mind rejects the values of a technologically progressing agriculture and industry, and re-
situates the military task within a “technetronic post-industrial society” scheme of values,
everything else to be abhorred as military utopianism follows.

What follows, in a more fundamenta] sense, is a disassociation of the military mind from
rationality.

Rationality is inaccurately defined as “formal logic.” Rationality is the certainty, first of
all, that the ordering of chains of cause and effect in the universe is determined by a coherent

by study of the general principles linking policies to their consequences. This study is founded
upon study of the comparative relationships which variously do and do not lead to an increase
in the potential relative population-density of society, through determination of what does
constitute efficiently technological progress in those human terms of empirical reference.

When the mind rejects that definition of rationality, what results? The general name for
irrationality is nominalism, in which the mere names for objects are substituted for the objects
themselves. Instead of experimental inquiry into consequences of policies, formal-logical
deductions in terms of the mere names for objects become the first step toward insanity. In the
next step down the ladder of culture, even formal logic is discarded in favor of beliefin “magic”;
the mere opinion of persons toward the names of objects, the appeal of mere rhetoric to
ignorant prejudice dominates. In the final step of descent, short of mental death, the only
opinion of importance to the irrationalists is a fantasy-life centered around the fascist’s
governing-principle of a kaleidoscopic succession of perceived, momentary “‘inner psychologi-
cal needs.” ' - ;

As the statesman or solider descends that ladder of irrationality, his commitments and
actions appear increasingly evil or simply absurd to the rational onlooker. The Nazi slogan,
“All is permitted,” is one form of expression of the disassociation of decision-making from
reason and morality which ensues. To such degenerated minds, only one objgctive criterion of
policy-making survives: power, and some perceived increase in personal advantage, by
whatever means achieved. Such are the utopians, the Kissingerians.

Thus, the general staff form of military organization, as developed successively by Carnot
and Scharnhorst, is to be seen not merely as the most effective form of military organization yet

republican definition of long-range purpose, it is the most moral as well as the most effective
form of military organization.

6. AUS. Long-Range Military Policy

According to the eyewitness accounts of his son Elliot, President Franklin D. Roosevelt came
close to asserting a proper U.S. policy in the post-war world at several points, at least during
~ the 1940-43 period. Roosevelt threatened to deploy post-war U.S. power to do away with
“British 18th-century methods,” and to employ “‘American methods”’ to replace the British
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